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trnESI jjOnnnrMTbates
THIRD SESSION, FIFTH PARLIAMENT.-48 VIC.

HOUSE OF COMMONS,

MONDAY, 11th May, 1885.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYERS.
CHARLES STEELE.

Mr. TROW (for Mr. MULOCK) asked, Why was Charles
Steele removed from the office of postmaster at Maitland, in
the County of Yarmouth, in the Province of Nova Scotia ?

Mr. CARLING. He was removed from office because of
complaint being received that the office was badly managed,
which complaint, on enquiry being made by the Post Office
Inspector, appeared to be wellI founded.

THE DISTURBANCE IN THE NORTH-WEST-DUCK
LAKE FIGHT.

Mr. TROW (for Mr. MULOCK) asked, Has the Government
received any official report from Col. Irvine or Major Crozier,
of the Duck Lake fight? If not, has the Government called
for such report? lf so, when and from whom ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. A report has been received
from Major Crozier. It is short and imperfect, and further
particulars have been demanded. When they have been
obtained, all the papers will be submitted.

MANITOBA HALF-BREE D MINORS.
Mr. CAMERON (Huron) (for Mr. BLAKE) asked, Whether

on the application of Manitoba half-breed minors and others
who were temporarily absent in North-West Territory or
elsewhere during the enumeration and allotment, a Govern-
ment official was directed several years ago to take their
claims and evidence? And whether such claims and evidence
were taken, the names entered on a supplementary list and
the result repoi ted to the Government ? And when was such
report made?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Messrs. Ryan and Machar,
who were appointed, in 1875, to make this enumeration,
reported in March, 1876, that their work was incomplete;
and Mr. Ryan was authorised, by Order in Council of the
14th June, 1876, to take evidence in regard to claims of this
sort if offered, either at Swan River, where he was to have
his headquarters as stipendiary magistrate, or any other
point in the Territories where his duties as magistrate might
take him. HiS authority was by the Order limited to a

riod of two years. On 9th April, 1875, the agent of
Mimon lands at Winnipeg was authorised to take evidence

in support of the same class of claims. Messrs. George
Newcombe and Augustus Mills, agents of Dominion lands at
Emerson and Portage la Prairie, reepectively, were similarly
authorised on 7th May, 1877.

Mr. CAME RON (Huron) (for Mr.BL AKE) asked, Whether
the claims of unenumerated Manitoba half-breed minors
and others have been before the Government for several

a

years past, and whether applications have been made to
Government for their settlement ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. There are no unenumer-
ated Manitoba half-breed minora' claims before the Govern-
ment, with the exception of one or two at Prince Albert, in
respect of which the North- West half-breed commission has
power to take evidence.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron) (for Mr. BLAKE) asked, Whether
a report was made to the Minister by the Deputy Minister,
recommending a settlement of the claims of unenumerated
Manitoba half-breed minora and others in the summer of
1884 ? And whether action was taken thereon by the
Minister in that year ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. A report was made in the
summer of 1884 by the Deputy of the Minister of the
Interior, recommending a settlement of the claims of the
Manitoba half-breeds, enumerated upon what is known as
the supplementary list, but not as to unenumerated half-
breed minora or others. As a matter of fact, there was no
information in the Department to justify the assumption that
any considerable number of the Manitoba half-breeds had not
already been enumerated.

Mr. CAME RON (Huron) (for Mr. BLAKE) asked, Whether
on or about April, A. D. 1885, action was taken by Order
in Council or Departmental Order, recognising the claims
of unenumerated Manitoba half-breed minora and others, and
settling them on the basis of orders or scrip for 240 acres or
otherwise ? And how many claims were recognised ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. An Order in Council of
20th April, 1885, providing that the enumerated Manitoba
half-breeds, on what is known as the supplementary list, be
granted $160 in scrip to heads of families, and $240 in scrip
to children of half-breeds, was passed. The Order provides
that any claims of the same class not already enumerated
shall be proved before the Commissionors of Dominion Lands
on or before lat May, 1886.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron) (for Mr. BLAKE) asked, Wbether
the settlement of the claims of unenumerated Manitoba
half-breed minora and other is now proceeding ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The issue of scrip to the
enumerated half-breeds of Manitoba whose claims have been
proved since the reserve of 1,400,000 acres of land set apart
by the Manitoba Act was exhausted, is now proceeding.

SUPERANNUATION OF J. W. PEACHY.
KLr. RINFRET (for Mr. LANGELIEa) asked, Whether J. W.

Peachy, Secretary of the Department of Customs, has been
superannuated ? If so, has it been done at his own request
or against his wishes ? On what grounds has he been sup-
erannuated ? If by reason or health, whether the Govern.
ment intend to add seven years to his period of service, in
order to increase his retiring allowance, as they did for E.
C. Barber? If the Government do not intend to adopt that
course with J. W. Peachy, what is the reason ? Who
succeds J. W. Peachy in his position ?
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Mr. BOWELL. Mr. Peachy, Corresponning Clerk in the

Customs Department, has been superannuated. It was not
at bis own request; it was not, so far as I know, against his
wishes; but it was on the ground of disability, he having
been deprived of bis health by an attack of paralysis thirteen
months prior to his superannuation, during which period he
was unable to, and did not perform his duties. He was aid
his full salary up to the date of his superannuation. It is
not the intention of the Government to add seven years to
Mr. Peachy's period of service. Mr. Peachy's duties are
now performed by a third-class clerk, at a salary of $500 per
annum.

RELIEF FOR THE NORTH.WEST SETTLERS.
Mr. WATSON asked, Whether it is the intention of the

Government to ask for a vote for the relief of the settlers in
the North-West who have been driven from their homes and
have had their property destroyed by the insurgents ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That subject is under the
earnest consideration of the Government.

RAILWAY LINES BETWEEN MONTREAL AND
MARITIME PORTS.

Mr. LANDRY (Montmagny) asked, Whether Mr. Light,
C.E., has quite recently made a second report to the Govern-
ment on the comparative advantages of the several hnes
between Montreal and the maritime ports, with a view to
the selection of the shortest and most acceptable line; and
whether the Government intend to bring down the said
report forthwith ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Mr. Light quite recently
made a second report. That bas been laid on the Table of
the Senate and will be printed; when printed it will be laid
before this flouse.

Mr. LESAGE asked, Whether the Government have
received the report of Mr. Wicksteed, C.E., on bis survey
of the valley of the Etchemin River made by order of the
Department; and if so, whether itis their intention to bring
it down with those already laid before the Senate, and
when ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That report was laid
before the Senate, and is now being printed; when printed
it will be laid before the House.

BOOTS FOR THE TORONTO CORPS.
Mr. CAMERON (Huron) (for Mr. BLAKE) asked, Has the

Government been informed that boots were served out at
Winnipeg or elsewhere to the Toronto cor ps ? Has the Gov-
ernment any information as to what bas become of the six
hundred pairs of boots sent up to Winnipeg for the Toronto
corps?

Mr. CARON. At Lieutenant Colonel Otter's request,.
boots and trousers were forwarded to Winnipeg. They were
shipped from Ottawa on 30th March, by special car. Col-
onel Otter reached Winnipeg on 7th April. The boots
arrived after Colonel Otter had left, and were sent to
Qu'Appelle on 10th April. I cannot give any more informa-
tion about the boots.

CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY-POSTAL AND
TRANSPORT SERVICE.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron) (for Mr. BLKE) asked, What
amount bas been earned by the Canadian Pacifie Railway
Oompany for postal service and what amount for transport
service or the Government since the 7th November, 1883?
'Ras any, and if so, what part of these amounts been paid to
the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company, and when ? Ras

Ma. RiNFRAT.IR

an , and if so, what part of these amounts been retained b
th Government under the agreements in connection wit
the guaranty of dividends ?

Mr. CARLING. If the hon. gentleman will move for thia
information it will be brought down.

CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY-CHANGE OF
ARRANGEMENTS WITH THE GOVERNMENT.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron) (for Mr. BLAKE) asked, Was
there any correspondence between the Canadian Pacifie
Railway Company and the Government, subsequent to the
18th Marcb, 1885, on the subject of the proposal for a change,
in the arrangements between the company and the Govern-
ment ? Was there any report from the chief engineer in
connection with the matter ? Was there any report from
any Minister on the matter ? Was there any Order in
Council on the matter ? Was any report from any officer
of the company laid before the Government? Has the
Government the balance sheets prepared by Mr. Miall, but
not appended to his letter ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. If the hon. gentleman
will allow this question to stand until to-morrow, it will be
answered.

INTERCOLONIAL RAILWAY EXPENSES.
Mr. CAME RON (Huron) (for Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT

asked, What were the receipts and expenses of the Interco-
lonial Railway from the lst day of July to the lst day of
May, in the years 1884 and 1885 respectively ?

Mr. POPE. It is impossible for us to give the receipts
for 1885, as they have not yet come in.

Mr. CAMERON. Will you give those for 1884 ?

Mr. POPE, That would not give you a comparative
statement.

Mr. CAMERON. Well, give us the figures for 1884.,
Will you allow it to stand until to-morrow ?

Mr. POPE. Yes.

LOANS BY THE GOVERNMENT.
Mr. CAMERON (Huron) (for Sir RIOHARD CARTWRIGHT),

asked, What additional sum or sums (if any) have been
borrowed by the Government since the lst day of April to
the date of this enquiry, and from whom and for what length
of time have they been borrowed ?

Mr. BOWELL. I would ask the hon. gentleman to allow
that question to stand, as I have not the data upon which to
give the correct information.

DISTURBANCE IN THE NORTH-WEST-COMMIUNI.
CATION WITH THE IMPERIAL GOVERNMENT.
Mr. CAMERON (Huron) (for Mr. BLAKE) asked, Whether

any communication has taken place between the Canadian
and the Imperial Government on the subject of the distur-
bances in the North-West, with reference to any suggested
action by the latter Government ?

Sir JOHN A. MAGDONAL). No.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved that on and after

Tuesday next the House shall, for the remainder of the
Session, meet at one o'clock in the afternoon of each day.

Mr. MTTJS. If the hon. gentleman would make it half-
past one, it would be more convenient.

174-1
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Mr. CAMERON (Huron). For my own part I have r
objection to the motion. I desire, and I think hon. gentli
men on this side desire, that the business of the Sessic
rbruld be closed at as early a period as possible, and I havi
' objection to our commencing now an hour or two earli«

,±ian ordinarily. I think, however, the First Minister wil
see that it is very inconvenient to meet at one o'clock, ai
ho knows perfectly well that almost every member of th
House lunches at that hour. If ho would make it half-pasi
one it would give us an opportunity of having the neces,
sary refreshment before entering on the arduous labors thai
are now upon Parliament. As we have to romain her(
until one or two o'clock in the morning, I think if we begi
at -half-past one in the afternoon we will be putting ina
long day.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I cannot resist the
solicitations of hon. gentlemen opposite. I would be the
last man in the world to injure their health-

Mr. MILLS. Or deprive them of their meals.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I may say that I ha<
arranged to take my lunch at half-past twelve, but as hon.
gentlemen desire it-

Mr. CAMEBRON (Huron). We are not at home like th<
hon. gentleman; we live at the hotels.

Sir JOHN. A. MACDONALD. As hon.gentlemen desirc
it, we will make the hour half past one.

Mr. MACKENZIE. Does the hon. gentleman intend to
have two sessions a day or only one.

Sir. JOHN A. MACDONALD. Only one.
Motion, as amended, agreed to.

THE DISTURBANCE IN THE NORTH-WEST.

Mr. MITCHELL. We have heard a good many rumors
of a battle having taken place in the North-West, and we
would like to know if the Government has any information
which has not yet been given to the public.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The only information we
have got is contained in the published reports-the reports
at the command of the press.

THE FRANCHISE BILL.

House again resolved itself into Committee on Bill (No.
103) respecting the Electoral Franchise.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I think the motion before
the committee is that of my hon. friend from Prince
Edward Island (Mr. Macdonald), excepting the Province of
Prince Edward Island from the operation of the clause now
before the consideration of the committee. I am afraid I
cannot yield to that amendment, and for two reasons. In
the first place, I am inclined to believe that by the time the
qualifications are settled by this committee, the hon, gentle-
man will find that there are very few, if any, of those who
have the franchise in Prince Edward Islard, who will not
still continue to have it, from the peculiar position of that
interesting island. Then, Sir, whether I am correct or
not in that opinion, I think this is the wrong time to move
the amendment. This amendment excepts Prince Edward
Island from the operation of the franchise clause, before we
know how the franchise clause will get through the com-
mittee. We do not know what the decision of this com-
mittee may be as regards the several franchises that are
given by that clause. Now, it will be quite clear that we
must first settle what the general franchise is which may
be adopted for the whole Dominion, and if any portion of
the Dominion, or any class in the Dominion, desire to be
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Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I am very glad to have
the approbation of both sides of the House on that point.
Representative institutions, if we are worthy of them, will
be carried out in a proper spirit, in a constitutional spirit.
And what is a constitutional spirit? It is this that afLer
the minority of the House have had every opportunity of
expressing their views, the will of the majority-the decided
opinion of the majority-must prevail. If we might trust
the language of some of the hon. gentlemen opposite-cer-
tainly, I cannot say of the leaders, except the hon. member
for Bothwell (Mr. Mills) -there appears to be a regularly
contrived and organised plan of obstruction. There is no
doubt about it; gentlemen on the other side have stated so.
The hon. member for the North Riding of York (Mr. Mulock)
stated so at our last meeting in so many words. Other gen-
tlemen have said they were going to fight out on this sub-
ject all summer. Others have told us this Bill could be
fought, and it never would pass. Now, Mr. Chairman, that
language is quite inconsistent with representative govern-
ment, and, if acted upon, must destroy representative gov-
ernment-must show that we are unfit for the institutions
that we have obtained from the mother country. I think
that great latitude ought to be given to an Opposition; I
have been in opposition, and I, with those in the same cate-
gory as myself; have taken strong grounds as to the rights
of an Opposition; but there must be an eûd to opposition,
because, when it is ascertained that all the arguments, all
the efforts, all the zeal of the minority in the House, have
been insufficient to change the opinion of the majority, then,
I think, according to the well understood principle of the
British constitution, the minority should yield to the
majority. With respect to this particular measure, there
can be no doubt of an organisation to oppose the Bill
from the beginning. The hon. member for Megan-
tic (Mr. Langelier) brought down several resolutions
-half a dozen or more-against the very first clause-the
very first word of the second clause, which is in fact the
first clause of the Bill ; and so it has been continued, and its
object has not been concealed. Now, I do not impugn the
motives of these hon. gentlemen ; I have no parliamentary
right to impugn their motives, and I do not desire to impugn
the motives ef their course. Lt may have been in their
opinion highly important to oppose, by every legitimate
opposition, a measure which they think is not for the benefit
of the country. I would be the last to attempt in any way
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excepted, the time to move for sueh exception is after the
general franchise is settled. We must first settle the general
franchise over the whole Dominion, and then consider any
claims for exception, but until we settle the general system
it is quite impossible to consider the exceptions. Then,
Sir, the motion, although it is limited to Prince Edward
Island, bas caused a long discussion in the House which bas
gone over the whole Bill, and that, I think, has been felt in
this discussion in the committee from the beginning. The
principle of the Bill, the principle that there should be a
franchise for the Dominion, passed by the Dominion Parlia-
ment, was adopted after two amendments by this House,
and according to regular practice we ought tohave proceeded
to consider clause after clause consecutively, on their own
merits, without entering into a general discussion on the
whole Bill. From the importance of the Bill and the
earnestness of the gentlemen who are on your left, there
was no serious objection made to a renewal of the discussion
in committee. However, Sir, that must, I should think,
according to parliamentary practice, have its limits. At
present, I am sorry to say, the question before this
House and this country is not the Franchise Bill; the
question is whether representative institutions--whether
responsible Government-is going to continue in this coun-
try or not.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.
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to fetter the rights of the minority. I should be very sorry
to see in a Canadian Parliament that such a necessity
existed as appeared to exist in the minds of Mr. Gladstone's
Government when they introduced certain resolutions
respecting the clôture. I should be still more sorry to see
here the system adopted in the United States Congress,
where, on the motion for the previous question, a debate
can be summarily cut off by the will of the majority. I
should regret deeply to see either course taken in Canada.
In England, the course taken by Mr. Gladstone, though an
extreme one, is not so dangerous as it would be in this
country. In England, there is a conservative feeling-I do
not speak in a party sense-in the minds of the people of
England and of their representatives in Parliament, against
extremes. Both sides in England-those on the right and
those on the left of the Speaker-know that only in the most
extreme cases would the powers that Mr. Gladstone claimed
and succeeded in carrying, be exercised. We are a younger
country, we have not got the same steady anchorage that
they have in the old country of England, and, whether we
on this side continue on this side, or the lion. gentlemen
opposite should succeed in ousting us, I am afraid we should
not be so conservative. I am afraid that the power of clos-
ing a debate in a manner such as is now authorised in Eng-
land, would be bad for us to enforce. I should be afraid of
my own party ; I need not say Ishould be still more afraid
of the hon. gentlemen opposite ; and therefore any sugges-
tion of the kind that has been made to me-and the com-
mittee eau well understand that in the present state of
things, in the impatience of the general public against what
seems to them obstruction, all kinds of suggestions have
been made to me either to introduce the one system
or the other, and to press it upon Parliament-I have
steadily resisted, and I design to resist it. I think
it is not for the permanent interest of Canada-I think it is
not for the permanent interest of any Parliament of Canada-
that any Government, until we are an older country and
perhaps a wiser country, should have the power of shutting
down the gate on the Opposition of the day. Therefore,
Mr. Chairman, we can only offer such resistance as the
majority can offer, by stating that eventually our will must
succeed,that the conclusions we have come to must eventually
prevail, or all representative government is a farce, or worse
than a farce; the end, Sir, is tragedy. Now, Sir, with
respect to this measure which is before the House, the dis-
cussion which has been continued so long was principally
on a mere detail-on the interpretation clause. There is some
speciousness in that argument, I must admit, that looking
at the Bill as a whole, some definitions were of more impor-
tance than merely as definitions; but I have explained, and
I pressed on the consideration of the committee, that the
definitions being once settled, when we came to the enacting
clauses, that was the time to fight out the difference of
opinion, if any existed, between the majority and the minor-
ity. Had that view been taken, we should have been far on
in the progress of the Bill, and the different clauses-with
respect to the different franchises, with respect to the mode
of registration of voters, with respect to the selection of the
proper parties to settle the voters' lists-all these would
have been discussed and discussed relevantly to
the several propositions; and we should have been
spared the painful scene of gentlemen being deprived
of their rest, and speaking--avowedly speaking-
not for the purpose of advancing or defeating the
measure, but simply for the purpose of obstruction.
In 1871, when I first introduced this Bill, I had the joint
support of the present leader of the Opposition and my
hon. friend who sits opposite me (Mr. Mackenzie) on the
necessity for an election Bill. Anybody who looks at the
debates of that day wîll see that that was admitted. The
hon. member for West Durham (Mr. Blake), in his speech
in 1870, said we should have an election Bill at once; ie

Sir JouS A. MACDONALD.

thought it would be well to keep the franchises, as then
existing in the several Provinces, as being the proper
franchises, and not the franchises which were mentioned in
the Bill of 1870. In other words, he thought an election
Bill should be passed, but that it should incorporate the
vai ious franchises of the four Provinces. That was the
opinion of those two gentlemen as to the necessity of an
election Bill, an opinion which nobody gainsaid, and which
was not gainsaid by any gentleman who had studied con-
stitutional law, except perbaps the hon. member for Both-
well (Mr. Mills), who has several times spoken of the
measure as being unconstitutional. But the fact that these
gentlemen, in 1870, took that line, and at the same time
thanked me for having invited both sides of the House to
consider the question of the franchise, not in a party sense,
destroys the argument which has been used here, more for
the purpose of discussion than for the purpose of conviction,
that the measure was unconstitutional. I invited at the
outset the House as a whole to consider every clause of this
Bill, in order to arrive at a reasonable franchise. In the
discussion which took place on the motion in amendment,
when the Speaker was in the Chair, I took the same line; I
invited the Opposition to discuss the several clauses of the
franchises as they came up. I failed, however, to succeed
in inducing them, for I forget how many days, to pass the
first clause, the interpretation clause. I hope this is not
going to go on. The Government desire, and I believe I
speak the will and desire of those who oppose us, that the
various clauses of the Bill shall be fairly discussed, that
there will be give and take in opinion, and that we may
arrive at a satisfactory conclusion, or at some conclusion.
At ali events, it is quite clear that, viewing it as I do,
representative institutions are on their trial, to use Prince
Albert's expression, here; it is not possible for the majority
in this House to yield to the menace, the threat of obstruc-
tion of the constitution by the minority, by yielding to the
obvious attempt to worry out the patience of the House,
the patience of the majority, and the physical strength of
some of the majority. Now, Mir. Chairman, I was quite
prepared, and am quite prepared, to discuss all the
various objections which have been taken to the measure
as they arise; I invite hon. gentlemen opposite to
join with us in trying to reach some common con.
clusion, or, at all events, if we do not succeed in coming
to some common conclusion, that they will come to this
conclusion, that they have fully done their duty, that they
have called the attention of Parliament, of the public, of
those to whom we are responsible, to the alleged defaults
of this measure, and having done their duty in this regard,
they will not destroy all respect for representative institu.
tions by adopting the course taken continually in the South
American republics, where they have a semblance of repre-
sentative institutions, a semblance of Parliament, but where
-in every little South American Congress or Cortes, or
whatever they may call it-the minority worries the
majority to the utmost extent, and when they cannot do
that any more, they rise in arms and issue a pronancia-
mento. I hope in this House, in this northern clime, men
who are accustomed to British institutions, who respect
representative institutions, will not use the forms of Parlia-
ment which were devised for the purpose of enabling legis-
lation to be made, as the means of obstructing all legisla-
tion. 1 speak with all earnestness, I speak with every
desire to put an end to this abnormal state of things. Hon.
gentlemen opposite have pressed such a strong view in
opposition to this measure and its consequences, that I am
willing to give them every credit for conscientious motives,
but every man of common sense must know that after
every possible view in opposition to a measure has been-
again and again given and reiterated with painful reitera-
tion, the time has now come to allow the measure to
succeed. I appeal to hon. gentlemen opposite, I appeal
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witb some confidence, especially to those older members one of these motions, or to all of them, is acting strictly
who know the value, who have studied the value of the withip his right. I regard this measure as one of very
British constitution, no longer to continue this policy. great importance. It proposes to take from the people of

Mr. MILLS. There is one observation made by the hon. this country the control of the preparation of the voters.
gentleman in which I concur; I agree with him that repre- liste. It proposes to confer the suffrage upon women, and
sentative institutions in Canada under this Bill, are upon it proposes to confer the franchise upon every Indian over
their trial. I say that with all earnestness, and I believe 21 years of age in any one Province of the Dominion.
that opinion is shared by every hon, gentleman on this side. Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No, it does not.
We believe if this measure be.carried a very serious blow
will be struck at representative institutions; we regard it Mr. MILLS. The Firat Mnister says no, but the Bill
as wholly incompatible with all those principles of repre. itself will show the House conclusively that it does pre.
sentative government which have hitherto prevailed in this cisely what I have stated. In not one of these instances
country; and we think the course taken by the hon. gentle- did the hon. gentleman submit the question to the
man in bringing forward this Bill, in endeavoring to press people of this country; in not one instance did he ask
it through this flouse in such an extraordinary way, at such the popular verdict. If the government of this country
a late period of the Session bears a very stroig resemblance is to be carried on according to the well understood wishes
to the course pursued by some political chiefs in some of the of the people as expressed at elections, will anyone tell
South American republics. The hon. gentleman has com- me what is the conclusion at which the electorate has
plained that we have discussed for a very long time the arrived on any one of the three important propositions
varions sections of the interpretation clause. The hon. involved in the Bill now before us? The hon. gentleman
gentleman himself invited discussion upon that clause. submitted the question of woman suffrage; he told us he was
A friend of his moved an amendmont in reference to woman in favor of that, he intimated to us that it was his anxieus
suffrage, on the very first portion of the second section of desire that that motion should be carried, but, as soon as it
the clause, and we had a discussion upon that subject. That was discovered that a very considerable number of gentle.
discussion the hon. gentleman himself admits was appropri- men on this side were prepared to vote for that motion, a con-
ately taken ; there were exactly the same reasons for car- siderable number of the hon. gentleman's supporters seem to
rying on the discussion on the subject of the Indian fran. have been instructed to oppose it, and so that portion was
chise because it was expressed in precisely the same way as struck out. The hon. gentleman has not so readily yielded
was the woman suffrage question in that same clause. It on this question of the Indian franchise. He seems to think
is true we have had a great deal of discussion upon this ques- that the intelligent and Christian women of this country are
tion, but it is equally true that the subject has not been entitled to much less consideration than the tribal Indians
considered in many of its phases, and to a large dogree the who reside on the reservations in the various Provinces.
discussion of which the hon. gentleman complains je due to We know that this question of woman suffrage was voted
the persistency with which the second reading of the Bil down by the friends of the Government, and there is little
was forced at an unusual hour upon Parliament. reason for doubt that the conclusion at which the majority
The bon. gentleman introducedhis measure after the House of the House arrived met with the approval of the promotor
had been in session nearly three months. The hon. gentle- of the Bill. The Indian suffrage, we find, is tenaciously
man, when he introduced the Bill at an earlier period in a adhered to. The public will not fail to observe that, while
former year, admitted that it was a matter of such vast the one proposition has been readily abandoned, the other
importance that it would require a whole Session for its proposition has been supported with all the vehemence and
consideration, and yet the hon. gentleman, following the al the pertinacity that hon. gentlemen on that aide of the
practice which has served his purpose for a series of years flouse command. I do not regret the course the hon. gen-
failed to bring forward this very important measure until tleman has taken. It louves no doubt on the publie mmd
nearly three months had elapsed, and then before a large as to the object of this Bill, it leaves no doubt that, instead
number on this aide of the Uouse had any opportunity to of proposing to fight the battle of his Government before
consider the merits and principles of the Bill, insisted upon the electors of this country, the hon. gentleman proposes
a second reading. It is only necessary to look at the pub- that it shall be fought in Parliament, and it is
lished Debates -- here, where there is no doubt as to the numerical

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The House met on the strength which he commande, that he proposes to take
29th January, and the Bill was introduced on the 19th advantage of the opportunity, and to load the dice, in order
March. that there may be no doubt, so far as he is concerned, as to

what will be the result of the elections which will follow
Mr. MILLS. It is truc that he gave notice on the 19th two years hence. It is perfectly clear by this Bill that the

March. First Minister doubts the capacity of all white men in the
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It was introduced on the country to exercise the elective franchise. fie says they

19th March. muet give evidence of their fitness to exercise it. fie pro-
Mr. MILLS. It was several weeks afterwards before the poses by this clause and by the four or five subsequent

Bill was in our hande. A considerable time had gone by clauses that a certain amount of real property shall be held
before he moved the second reading, and then he introduced in some form or other by the white man or the colored man
a measure of such vast consequence in an expository speech in order to entitle him to exercise the elective franchise,
of less than ten minutes. I hold that we have not, as the but nothing of this sort is required of the Indian. He
hon. gentleman has said, travelled beside the question resides upon his reservation. I there is no ticket of allot-
before us in this discussion. If you look at the two amend- ment or division of the reservation, under this 6th section
mente in your hand, you will see that every observation of the Bill there is a provision that, if the whole property
addressed to the Chair from this side of the House was taken together i.; worth a sufficient amount to entitle each
strictly pertinent to one or the other of those two motions. individual Indian to a vote, he shall have the elective fran-
We have the amendment of the hon. member from Prince chise. So, by the provision of the Bill submitted to us,
Edward Island, and we have the general amendment to every Indian who is over 21 years of age in Canada will be
substitute the Provincial franchises moved by the hon. entitled to the elective franchise. While the question of
member for North Norfolk, and we have the third clause property is of consequence to the white man, it is of no
itself Al these are before -you for consideration, and the consequence to the Indian. The hon. gentleman knows
hon. gentleman on this aide who addresses himself to any that the Indian does not own his property. Why does ho
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ask for the ownership of property in the case of the white
man? It is not to the property that the hon. gentleman
proposes to give the vote, but he takes that as an evidence
of the qualification, of the capacity, of the industry and fru-
gality of the white citizen, to qualify him for the exercise
of the franchise. If he is incapable of holding or retaining
his property, he is not allowed to exercise the elective
franchise, but loses the right to vote when he loses his
property. The hon. gentleman has declared over and over
again, in his report as Superintendent General of Indian
Affairs, that the Indian, if he were .given his property,
would not retain it six months in the great majority
of cases. He knows that in giving the Indian posses-
sion of hie property, he knows he would cease to be a
voter before this Act would come into effect, he knows
that he would lose that property by which alone he could
be qualified. The hon. gentleman says he has no capacity
to take charge of his own affairs, that he is wanting in
intellectual capacity, and he therefore acte as trustee to
him, he takes charge of his estate, and in consequence gives
him a vote on that estate, a vote which he would not have
at ail if the Governmont did not interfere and secure the
property on his behalf. Now, the hon. gentleman's Bill
disfranchises a large number of white men in this country.
He cannot give a single instance in the history of England
where any portion of the community were disfranchised
exoept for offences against ihe election law. If a man had
been convicted of bribery, if he as been shown to have
violated the law, le may be disfranchised. When the
Reform Bill was proposed, parties who had proprietary
rights in Gaton and Old Sarum, claimed it is a property,
they claimed that the Government ought not to take it from
them without compensation; and yet the hon. gentleman
proposes, without any offence being committed by a large
number of the electors, without any wrong being done, and
without popular sanction in any way, to disfranchise those
people ; and he proposes to confer the electoral franchise
upon a large number of persons who are notoriously unfit to
exercise it ; and he proposes to do this without appeal to the
country, and without having any sanction given him by the
electors. The unemancipated Indian controls no property.
The hon. gentleman admits that he is unfit for citizenship.
He is not allowed to make a contract, and no contract can be
enforced against him. He does not serve upon a jury, ho
does not serve with the militia, he does not assist in bearing
any of the expense of the administration of justice, and yet,
while retaining the Indian in his condition of tutelage, in a
condition of servitude to the Government, the hon. gentle.
man proposes to confer the highest franchise known to free.
men upon him. The hon. gentleman knows that the Indian
is not a citizen; ho does not mingle with the rest of the
community; he forme a member of a tribe, and they stand
apart. They have their own customs and their o wn regula-
tions and direct their own affaire, to a limited extent, sub-
ject to his control and to his interference. And without
changing that condition, without emancipating the Indian,
without conferring upon him the franchise which the Indian
Act authorises him to confer, admitting that he is incapable
of being enfranchised, admitting that he would lose what
he possesses if he were enfranchised, the hon, gentleman
proposes to take an individual who, if left to himself,
would be reduced to a condition of penury, and to put in
hie bande the electoral franchise by which he may control
and determine the destiny of this country. Now, Sir, our
free institutions rest upon the habits of self-reliance
existing amongst our people. It ie that self-reliance
which renders free institutions not only possible but prac-
ticable in this country. The hon. gentleman knows that
the mere framing of a free constitution, the wide extension
of the franchise, the establishment of popular government
in form, will not make a free people. The history of
Mexico and the South Amerioan republice evidence that.

Mr. MILLS.

The hon. gentleman, therefore, proposes to make a man
who is without public spirit, who is without any enterprise,
who is without any habits of self-reliance, who knows
nothing about our institutions, wbo can neither read nor
write, who possesses no property which ho can control, a
voter, and put into bis hands the electoral franchise for the
purpose of electing members to sit in this great council of
the nation. I say le hasno authority for thatl I say he is not
morally competent to do that thing ; I say we are justified in
resisting, by all the constitutional means that Parliament
places at our disposai, a proposition so monstrous and so
unjust in itself. Why, Sir, this measure, in this respect, is
nothing less than revolutionary. It is a proposal to change
the institutions and the government of this coun-
try without the sanction of the people and without the
authority of the people. Sir, I admit that if the hon. gen-
tleman chooses to go to the country, if he chooses to make
that an issue, if he pute it fairly before the electors, and if
lie were returned with a majority to support that proposi-
tion, then ho would be morally competent, as well as having
the abstract legal right to deal with the subject. But ho
has not done so; he has taken no such course; he las no
authority for what ho proposes to do. It is an abuse of the
power with which he is entrusted; it is a gross violation of
his duty as trustee for the people of this country, to under-
take to force through Parliament a measure of so extra-
ordinary a character and so unjust as that which is now
before us. Sir, it is an insult to the people of this country,
it is an insult to those who have been exercising their con-
stitutional right in resisting a measure so grossly unfair,
for the hon. gentleman to complain that we are obstructing
logislation ofthis sort. Why, Sir, a burglar might as welt
complain of the resistance of the man who is defending
his own house and seeking to protect his own property
from pillage. The hon. gentleman is bringing forward a
measure which he dared not submit to the people of this
country, which he knows is abhorrent to the vast majority
of bis own supporters; and if the hon. gentlemen who sit
around him discharged their duty as loyal party mon, they
would reject this moasure, they would oppose it as strongly
as we do on this side of the House. Sir, the hon. gentle-
man has told us that property is no evidence of capacity or
fitness to vote.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. When ? Where ?

Mr. MILLS. The lon. gentleman did it in this House;
he did it from his seat. He instanced the case of Charles
James Fox who, he said, could not manage bis own affaire,
who was incompetent to manage bis own estate, and yet
he was one of the greatest statesmen of bis age and
genoration. The hon. gentleman argues in effect that while
the Indian is incompetent to take charge of his own prop-
erty and manage his own affaire, he i competent to take
charge of the affaire of the nation. Why, the hon, gentle-
man attacks the very basis upon which he proposes to
establish the electoral franchise. He says: I admit the
Indian is incompetent to manage bis own affairs, but his
incapacity to control his own property is no evidence of
unfitness to exercise the electoral franchise. Well, if i is not
with the Indian, why is it with the white man ? Why does
the bon. gentleman put it in bis Bill at all? Why does he
come to this House and eay: I will not allow the white
man to vote, unless lie possesses property of a certain
amount, and yet he says: I will allow the Indian to vote
whether he las any property or not, whether he is compe-
tent to control property or not; because, forsooth, the pos-
session of property is no evidence of a man's fitness to
exercise the electoral franchise. If it is not evidence why
put it inhis Bill? Why say a man shall have a certain -
amount of property before he shall exercise the electoral
franchise, if property is no evidence of political intelli-
gence? The hon. gentleman says: Oh, it is neceusary to
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elevate the Indian; we want to donfer the eleotoral
franchise upon the Indian in order that we may
elevate him. Sir, the hon. gentleman will not ele-
vate the Indian, but he will degrade Parliament.
To the ordinary Indian the value of the vote is just the
sum it will bring-its mercantile value determines its
value to him. The hon. gentleman stands in the position
of the patriot who addressed the needy knife-grinder. The
hon. gentleman say8: He knows the Indian may have a
hole in his coat, but he is ready to listen to his pitiful
storyl; he is ready to confer on him the electoral franchise;
ho is ready to make hiin a citizen of this Dominion and
enable him to cast a vote at elections while he is still a
ward of the Government, and under the control of the
agents and superintendents of the Indian Department
throughout the country. The publie will understand this
measure. They will understand the motives of the hon.
gentleman. They know why this measure is brought for-
ward at this time. They know that if the political outlook
was as bright as it was some time ago the hon. gentleman
would not have pi oposed this measure. It is true it has
been before Pariament occasionally during the last 18
years; but there has been no such necessity for passing it
as there is at the present time. The public, therefore, will
oertainly understand why that is being done. The hon.
member for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) proposed a
motion to adopt the electoral franchises of the vari-
ions Provinces instead of adopting the electoral franchise
suggested by section 3 and subsequent sections. The hon.
member for King's, Prince Edward Island, moved an amend-
ment that Prince Edward Island be exempted from the
operation of this section. lie proposed, in effect, that the
Island should retain its provincial franchi8e. If the hon. gen-
tleman had supported the motion of the member for North
Norfolk (Mr. Charlton), and if that motion were successful,
the electoral franchise in Prince Edward Island would be
retained. Bat the hon. gentleman is not satisfied to do
that. e 'is axious that the Island should retain its own
electoral franchise, but he is unwilling that any other
Provinces should do so. The hon. gentleman is determined
to force on the other Provinces a franchiFe that he is un-
willing Parliament should force on his own Province.
The hon. gentleman reminds me of some of those religions
sects during the 16th century who complained loudly of
persecution, and demanded toleration for themselves, while
not willing to grant toleration to any other denomination.
So the hon. gentleman says, we want the franchise selected
by the people of Prince Edward Island, but we are opposed
to other Provinces enjoying the same right. I am so much
in favor of the principle of provincial rights in this matter
that I will vote for whatever proposition comes first. I
will vote for every proposition of this sort. If I cannot
procure provincial rights for allthe Provinces, I am ready to
secure them for as many as I can. I regret the hon. member
for King's, Prince Edward Island, has not seen proper
to deal with other hon. gentlemen as we would have them,
deal with him. The hon. member for King's, New Bruns.
wick (Mr. Poster), accused us the other night of obstrue-
tion. He declared that we on this side had a right briefly
to express our views on public questions; we had a right
briefiy to state our opposition to this measure; but beyond
that we had no right to go. The hon.gentleman laid down
a number of mutually destructive propositions, and I will
read them to the committee. The hon. gentleman said:

eInene ense, Parliament is here to register the opinions of the Gov-ernment."l

In what sense ? la it here to register the opinions of the
Government on questions on which public opinion has not
been pronounced? ls it here to register the opinions of the
Government, and to change the constitution and institutions
of thicSountry? Isit]ereto register the opinions of thef

Government in favor of Indian suffrage and against woman
suffrage ? The hon. gentleman goes on to say *

" In another sense it is not. If the proposition ls that Parliament la
simply to shut itu eyes and stop its ears and, when the 13 member of
the cabinet bring down their meaures, to swallow them, without the
opportunity of aoeepting or rejeoting them, thon Parlisment le not hmr
for any such purpose."
If I understand this part of the hon. gentleman's statement,
Parliament is free to accept or reject any measure of the
Government. It is free to criticise any measure of the Gov-
ernment, and free to oppose it. But he withdraws from
this position and again asserts the doctrine of implicit
obedience, I suppose, seeing that the Government have
opposed the amendments to the Scott Act, which
they thought they could do safely in the other Chamber,
the hon. gentleman will be disposed to follow the
Government when that measure comes back to this Hlouse.
I suppose, seeing that the Government secretly sought to
defeat the proposal for woman suffrage, the hon. gentleman
will feel himself called on to agree with the Government and
oppose woman suffrage. I suppose, as the Government are
now pressing so earnestly and obstinately the question of
the Indian franchise, the hon. gentleman will be prepared
to support the Indian franchise, and oppose those who think
the Indians who are enfranchised are not qualified to exer-
cise the highiesi privilege and trust of freemen. The hon.
gentleman went on to say :

aBut if the queotioni whether Parliament li here to register the
opinions of the Government, who are put in power by the majority of
the people, and who have the confidenoe of the people, I say that
Parliament is here for that and no other purpose."
This is an extraordinary dootrine. I should like to know
what constitutional authorities the hon. gentleman relies
upon for such a doctrine. The hon. gentleman gravely
asserts that any other theory would be destructive of
responsible parliamentary government. I should like
to know how the hon. gentleman is free to criticise,
to reject a measure, if he is here simply to register the
wishos of the Government, because it is supported by a
majority. I can subscribe to no such doctrine. I hold that
so far from it being a doctrine consistent with parliamentary
government, it would be entirely destructive of any suchi
system. What is a political party ? It is a number of men,
Burke says, that are united together, agreeing in their
views on questions of public policy, for the pro-
motion of a common end. That is Burke's definition of
party. These hon. gentlemen went to the country upon
certain questions. They were supported by the country,
and their party is bound to support in this House the
principles enunciated on platform and hastings. But with
respect to new questions, questions that were not before the
elections, the rule is wholly different. The hon. gentleman
is bound to support the National Policy, as are ail those who
were elected by the people for that purpose, but ho is not
more bound than is his leader. He is not bound because
his leader supports it, but because the country has
sustained himself and his leader on that question, and
his leader is as much bound as ho is himself. It is
not a question of the servility of a number of gentlemen to
a leader, but it is a question of the devotion of a number
of gentlemen, leader and all, to certain principles to which
they have committed themselves and which have been
sanctioned by the country. But we are here to oppose
their views on this question, and we are here to oppose
them as much as they are here to support them. We are
here to oppose them by the same authority-the authority
of our constituents. We stated our views; they were in
accord with the views of the electorate, and so we have
seats in this House. We are here to enunciate, explain, and
defend them, and make them known here and to the country,
as much a are the Government and those who support
them are bound to support the views they enuneiaâadon
platforn an4 husting It is becais at'this publie disoqa.
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sion that parliamentary government is superior to any
other. It is a great school of thought by which intelligence
is disseminated among the electors, by which the commen
standard of attainment is raised, and by which the country
is made more self reliant upon questions relating to public
affairs, But this question is a wholly different one. When
was public opinion expressed upon this question ? I read
the other day, in the course of this debate, an extract from
a speech of Lord Beaconsfield, upon the question of the
disestabliahment of the Irish Charch. He said that the
louse of Commons, without the sanction of the country,

was not morally competent to deal with that question. He
denied the moral competency-

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. He did deal with it.
Mr. MILLS. The hon. gentleman says ho did what?
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. He did deal with it.
Mr. MILLS. Mr. Gladstone did deal with it, but it was after

an election was had, and after the country had sustained it.
Mr. Gladstone proposed some resolutions, and those resolu-
tions were carried through the House of Commons, but no
further step was taken until an election was had. The views
expressed by Mr. Disraeli were acquiesced in, an election
was had, and thon ho admitted the moral' competence of
Parliament, to deal with that question. Did he say that the
supporters of the Government were obliged to support that-
measure ? He said a majority were committed to the prin
ciple, but beyond that the majority were not called upon to
go. I will read the views of Lord Beaconsfield, and we
will see what a great difference there is between the views
of the hon. momber for King's and his leader, and the views
of the great leader of the Conservative party of Great Britain
at that time. And, be it remembered, this speech was made
on the second reading of the Bill, after the election were
had, and after a majority of the country had voted in favor
of disestablishment:

"I take the fair interpretation ~of :the decision of the country at the
general elections to be this, that it was the opinion of the country that
the right hon. gentleman should have the opportunity of dealing with
the question of the church in Ireland. I do not understand that the
country pledged itselt to support any Darticular measure. No particular
measure was then before it; but it declared and decided, in a manner
which could not be mistakev, that the right hon. gentleman should
h3ive a fair and full oppa)rtunitv of dealing with the question of' the
church n Ireland. cannot, therefore, take this occasion which might
otherwise bave been a most legitimate one. of preventing the right hon.
gentleman from placing his policy before the country, and I shali advise
none of those whose conduct I can influence to oppose the motion the
right hon. gentleman hasjust made."
What does that mean? Hie says it would have been a legi-
timate and proper thing for him to prevent the passage of
that measure, if an election had not been had upon it, but
an election having been had upon it, the views of the
country having been expressed in its favor, ho had not a
moral right to oppose the measure by all those resources
which the rules of Parliament placed at his disposal, as he
would have had, if the views of the country had not been
taken. Now, Sir, those are very different views from those
advanced by the First Minister, and the hon. gentlemen
behind him. Wby, Sir, what protection have we under our
constitutional system against the conduct of an arbitrary
and unprincipled Minister, and a servile majority, if the
views OF these hon. gentlemen are recognised as sound
constitutional views? The hon. gentleman might propose
the annexation of this country to the United States. Ie
might get a majority of his supporters to support such a
mOsMe.

Some hon. MEMBERS. No fear.
Mr. MTLLS. The hon. gentleman says, No fear; but I

would ask him if there is any man in this House who, if ho
had been told two years ago that a motion to enfranchise
all the Indians residing on the reservations, from ocean to
ocean.m this country, would be submitted, would not have
indignantly repudiated such a thing. Why, Sir, the descent

Mr. MILLàà

of Avernus is easy; hon. gentlemen are going down hill
with facility; they are ready to support propositions which
they would have indignantly rejected a short time ago, and
1 say the only protection we have against the abuse of par-
liamentary authority is that every proposed change in the
constitution shall only be made after public sanction has
been given at an election. There is no necessity for this
haste, no reason for this hurry. What reason has the hon.
gentleman given for taking this extraordinary course on
this occasion ? Why not go to the country on this question,
as well as the question of the National Policy ? The hon.
gentleman was so anxious to obtain the views of the coun-
try, so anxious to find ont whether the people had changed
their minds on that question, that he dissolved Parliament
two years before its time, to ascertain the views of the
country; and yet the hon. gentleman proposes in this matter
to carry through a measure vitally affecting our constitution,
without any recourse to the people, and without giving them
the opportunity of expressing their views on it at all. Sir, if
the hon. member for King's, N.B., was right, there was no
necessity for examining this or any other measure. All ho
needed was to ascertain the views of the Government to
give them his earnest and active support. It is not the
exorcise of judgment but of implicit obedience which is
sought under such a doctrine. The hon. gentleman as a
political philosopher, as a disciple of the First Minister,
might be auxious to know his views, to make himself
conversant with thema, but that would be a matter for his own
individual pleasure or amusement, because a knowledge of
a measure or of its morits would not at all be of. any conse-
quence to enable him to do what he says is the bounden
duty of the supporters of the Government-simply to rogis.
ter the wishes of the Government on this and every other
question. Now, Mr. Chairman, the hon. gentleman's line of
discussion suggests the question: To what extent a Gov-
ernment is entitled to the support of a party-how far
ought party allegiance to go? I say that when a Govern-
ment goes to the country upon a question of public policy,
and the supporters of that Government go to the country
taking the same views as the Administration, they are
bound if sustained to give effect to the wishes of the
country in that particular. But it does not at all follow
that they are bound t support the Government on
every other question which may come up, during the five
years of its administration. Take tho case of Mfr. Glad.
stone, when he carried the United Kingdom with him, in
the policy which ho initiated in his Midlothian speeches.
The country supported those views, and the great majority
of those taking the same view were elected. But does
that bind Parliament to support Mr. Gladstone's views on
the Egyptian war, the war in the Soudan, or the disputed
boundaries of Afghanistan ? These are questions which
have forced themselves on the attention of the Govern-
ment and the nation, and the members who usually
support the Administration are just as free to take
that course, which an independent judgment suggests to
them as being in the publie interests, as any other
portion of the community. Sir, upon this question
the country was never consulted. I look at the third
section of the Bill and I see there no provision that the
hon. gentleman explained to the country, no provision as
to which the hon. gentleman said, if I am elected I will seek
to carry out these views. There was nothing of that sort
enunciated; and this is not a question of emergency forcing
itself on the attention of the Government, but a question
which the hon. gentleman has dangled before Parliament
during the last 18 years, and which no one supposed
that he would undertake to force upon this louse.
Sir, there was in this Bill a provision relating to woman-
suffrage. When was that question submitted to the people
of this country ? When were they asked to say whether
they were willing or not to enfranchise the widows and
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spinsters of Canada? At what election question was that
made an issue ? What opportunity have the members of
this House had to consult their constituents on that ques-
tion ? And, again, with regard to the Indian suffrage.
Rave the views of the people of this country en:hen
upon that question? las any hon. gentlemz 'a y F.7 elec-
tion told the people of this country that if he was returned
to Parliament lie would vote to enfranchise the Indians on
their reserves-not to enfranchise them under the Indian
Act, not to make them fro men, to give them control of
thoir own affairs, but that they might vote at elections, and
mark their ballots under the supervision of the deputy
returning officers. Why, Sir, we know that more than 90
per cent. of those Indians cannot read or write; they can-
not mark their own ballots. We know that the hon. gentle-
man has charge of these mon; we know the class of men they
are-I have had personal experience in this matter, we know
the kind ,of mon that will be appointed deputy returning
officers on the Indian reserves ; we know that thov will take
care how the Indian ballots shall be marked; we know pre.
cisely as well what will be done under the provisions of
this Bill, as we shall know after the next general election.
Sir, I admit that a Governmont has a right to deal with
questions that cannot be foroseen, and that are forced upon
its attention. Especially is this true of independent states
in their relations with other states; and the Government
must act as far as it can upon its own individual judgment,
to be sustained by the independent opinion of Parhiament
itself. But there are various ways in which the opinions
of the country are expressed, and which give to the Govern-
ment, not that satisfactory aid and guidance which it can
receive at ageneral election, but an imperfect aid-by means
of the press, by public meetings, and byother means known
under our constitution. But in England, when there has
been a change in the constitution itself, when the institu-
tions of the country have been altere:, when the franchise
has been extended or the representation lias been
changed, a general election bas always first been
held, and a majority bas been returned to Parlia-
ment to support the policy that bas before been enunciated.
This was the case with the Reform Bill of 1833. On
two occasions the views of the country wero obtained
before the question was dealt with; and when Parliament
was dissolved the last time it was expressly stated by the
King that he was proroguing Parliament with the view to
its dissolution, for the purpose of ascertaining whether
those who supported the Government were doing so in
accordance with the wishes of the country. Now, Sir, that
is a wholly different thing from acting contrary to our
commission. We are here for the purpose of carrying on
the Government under the constitution as it is, not for the
purpose of changing the constitution or making it different
from what it is; that is no part of our ordinary parlia.
mentary duties. Let us not confound two wholly distinct
and inde pendent things. Under the English system of par.
liamentary government the alteration of the constitution is
brought about by the same body which is entrusted with
law-making power; but the alteration of the con-
stitution is not made in the way that ordinary logis-
lation is carried on. Ordinary legislation the Govern.
ment may deal with from time to time as they may
think propor; if the country does not approve, the country
can change; but when you attack the constitution itself,
when you undertake to alter the system of government
under which we live, you can never go back to the same
people again. Yon give no opportunity to those
who entrusted you with authority of saying whether
you are deserving of having continued to you the confi-
dence they once reposed in you. I say, thon, that a change
in the constitution is made on a different plan
and on different principles. It is made under pop-
ular sanction after thO nation has been Consulted, and after

its approval has been obtained. Sir, we know what is
thought of Captain Kidd. He was entrusted with the
king's commission, he was authorised under the commission
to give protection to the commerce of the nation; but,
instead of acting according to is ecommission he became a
pirate, and by the violation of hfi commission he made war
on that commerce that it was his duty under his commis-
sion to protect. What is the hon. gentleman doing? lias
he been authorised by the people of this country to make
changes in the constitution ? Not at all. He has been
commissioned to legislate under the constitution as it is;
and in violation of that trust, he is calling on his sup-
porters to change the constitution itself, and to place
the power in this country in other hands than
those to which it is committed at this moment. That
is what the hon. gentleman proposes. It is making war
upon our rights ; it is making war upon those rights which
it is the bounden duty of Parliament to guard ; and we are
bound, in our duty to our constituents and to this country,
to resist by all constitutional means, this attempt at usurpa-
tion-this revolutionary act-this proposal to change our
constitution and to make it something different from what
it is. Sir, let me read, for the benefit of the hon. member
for King's, an extract from an essay by Lord Jeffrey on the
subject of party government :

" One party, that of the rulers or the court, is necessarily formed and
disciplined from the permanence of its chief, and the uniformity of the
interests it bas to maintain ;-the party in opposition, therefore, muet
be marshalled in the same way. When bad men combine, good men
must unite-and it would not be less hopeless for a crowd of worthy
citizens to take the field without leaders or discipline, against a regular
army, than for individual patriots to think of opposing the influence of
the Sovereign by their separate and uncombined exertio:s. As to the
length3 they bhould be permitted to go in support of the common cause,
or the extent of which each ought to submit his private opinion te the
general sense of hie associates, it does not appear to us-though casuiste
may varnish over dishonor, and puriste startle at shadows-either that
any man of upright feelings can be often at a lose for a rule of conduct,
or that, in point of fact, there has ever been any blameable excese in the
maximesupon which the great parties of this country have been gener-
ally conducted.

"The leading principle is, that the man sbould *atisfy himself that
the party to which he attaches himself means well to the country, and
that more substantial gool wiil accrue to the nation from its coming
into power, than from the success of any other body of men whose sucoeu
is at all within the limite of probability. Upon that principle, therefore,
he will support that party in all thing4 which he approves-min al thinge
that are indifferent-and even in some things which ho partly dis-
approves, provided they neither touch the honor and vital interests of
the country, nor imply any breach of the oudinary rule of morality. Upon
the same principle, he will attack not only all that ho individually dis-
approves in the conduct of hie adversary, but all that might appear
indifferent and tolerable enough to a neutral spectator. If it aford an
opportunity to weaken this adversary in the public opinion and to
increase the chance of bringing that party into power from which alone
he sincerely believes that an sure or systematic good is te o bexpoete:.
Farther than this we do not elieve that the leaders or respectable fol-
lowers of any consiberable party intentionally allow themelves to go.
Their zeal indeed, and the passions engendered in the course of the con.
flet, may sometimes hurry them into measures for which an impartial
spectator cannot find this apology-but to their own conscience and
honor we are persuaded that they generally stand acquitted-and, on
the score of duty or morality, that lail that can be required of human
beings. For the baser retainers of the party, indeed-those maraudera
who follow in the rear of every army, not for battle but for booty-who
concern themeelves in no way about the justice of the quarrel or the
fairness of the field-who plunder the dead, and butcher the wounded,
and desert the unprosperous, and betray the daring-for those wretches
who truly belong to no part , and are a disgrace and drawback upon
aIl, w.shall assuredly mie no apology or propose any measure of
toleration."1
Now, I think, with slight modifications, owing to the
chance of circumstances in the nation, those views are
still adapted to the parties in the United Kingdom, and I
wish that his general description of party were equally
applicable bere ; but if we are to be governed by the doc-
trines laid down by the member for King's, N.B.(Mr. Foster),
that it is the bounden duty of the majority of the House to
register the views of the Administration, no matter what
those views may be, no matter whether the country has been
consulted or not, it seetns to me that hon. gentlemen opposite
are fighting for booty rather than principle, and are seek-
ing to promote the general well being of mdividuale rather
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than that of the nation. We have been told again and again by provision of the Bil or to discue the merits of the queston
hon. gentlemen opposite that this Parliament bas the power at'al. Re said a few words on the subject of woman suffrage,
to paso this Bill, that the constitution authorises us to pass it, but fot a word about Indian suffrage, fot a Word about
and that therefore, because we have the power, we must propooing to confer votes upon unenfranchised Indians,
necessarily have the right. I do not deny that we have reaiding on reserves and who are wards of the Government.
the power ; I admit that we have the power to pass such a Not a word did he say with regard to the other import-
Franchise Act; but I deny that it is at all expedient to ant features ofthe Bil, nor did he attempt to justify the-
deal with the question at this moment. I wholly deny measure, or show any necessity for it. Heshowed no abuse un-
that we are morally competent to pass an Act like der the existing law as a justification of the change proposed.
this that radically changes our whole constitu- Two members on that side of the ]ouse underteok te jutify
tional system. Hon. gentlemen opposite have read these changes by a statement which applies rather to
the clause in the British North America Act to show that another part of the Bil than te that which ls now before
the franchise existing under the law of the old Provinces us, but which is strictiy pertinent under the amendmeut of
was to continue to be the franchise of Canada until the Par- my hon. friend from North Norfolk. The hon. member for
liament of (anada otherwise provided, and they say that is North Perth (Mr. Hesson) and the hon. member for West
conclusive evidence that it was intended Parliament should York (Mr. Wallace) said the change was necessary hecause
otherwise provide. If it were necessary that, by other- the votons' ist was improperly prepared by partisan asses-
wise providing, a Dominion Franchise Act should be made, sors, that, in fact, the elections for municipal concils had
certainly it was the duty of Parliament otherwise to provide, degenerated into struggies for the ntment of an asses-
and Parliament did otherwise provide. Under that law is our sor. The hon. member for North eth toid us that is
present franchise constituted ? Under the law of the Prov- friends were successful in this struggle, that the majority of
inces? Not at all; under the law of this Dominion. It was the assessors were on is side, but that they were partisans,
under the law of this Dominion, passed in 1874, that our that they were guilty of perjnry, sud were net te be
last general election took place, and it was under that law trusted; that they were committing perjury threughout
the election in 1878 took place. Let us look for a moment the country. In fact, ho was se shocked at the perjury
at the law. The 40th election of the Dominion Election Act which had been committed in his ewn couty by those
provides: Subject to the exceptions here and above contained Who had been entrasted with the preparation of the voters'
all persons qualified to vote at the eloction of representatives list, that ho says this ought to be taken ont of their hands
in the House of Assembly or Legislative Assembly of the and put into the hande of the fair-minded mon whom the
several Provinces composing the Dominion of Canada and Gernment will appoint. WelI, for my part, I would
other, and no others, shall be entitled to vote at the election rathor trust my case in the hands of those whoni he called
of members of the House of Commons of Canada for the porjured partisans than in the hands of thefair-minded
several electoral districts comprised within such Provinces mon whom the Goverumont will appoint.
respectively. Itl is under that authority our elections Mr. HESSON. The hon gentleman ls rnirepresenting
are held. That is the law of the Parliament of Canada me. I nover nsed the words Iperjured partisans" at aiL
as much as the Bill you have before you would be, Ho has ne right to mieroprosent what I said, and te put in
if it passed this House and received the sanction of the ry mouth languago net at ail impliod by anything which
Governor General. The Provincial 'franchises are the 1 said. What 1 said is upon the record. I do net wish te
electoral franchises for this Dominion, in virtue of that law waste time by reading it, but I stated tint I was perfeetly
under the authority of this Parliament, and therefore it satisfiod that the olections were carried in the counties
is a question of expediency and convenience whether this throughout Ontario upon partisan principies, and that the
system shall be continued or not. I do not deny that we Ieform party were responsibic for that; that it was made
have the power; I say we have exercised the power, but it the cry to look after the voters' liste, te see te the votors'
does not follow that we are bound to exorcise every power lie. How could you do that unlosaiL were doue at flrst by
we posses. We have the power of taxing commerce the election of the council, and afterwards by the appoint-
out of existeneS, but it does not follow that it would be ment of the assessors, and then the Court of Revision; and
wise or expedient to do so. We have the power of logis- thon there ls a final appeal te the judge, ad I presume that
lating that the property of shipping shall be transferrowil be the same in the prosent cae.
frompothore who now hold io into other handswitbort cots-
pensation. Would it be wise t exerbise that poweru? We Mr. MILLS. The bon gentleman knows that the assessor
-have the power of doing a score of things that woud be is sworn to do hie duty. eo represents the assessor as a
atrociousiy unjust. To possese a prwer and te justify the partisan. He said the conduct of the assessors was se
exerciae of it are twewholy distiuct thinge. o have the partisan that he dosired ta sea the matter taken eut of their
power of zaying that ne man over 21 -years old shall exer- hands and eut of the hande of the council andp ut into the
euae th.franchise, that ne man with bine eyes, or that nehande of tho appointee of the Goverument. What is the
manwith »d hair shahl have the right tm vote, or that th eainforenco? Is not the assssor sworn ? Did hoa by hie
electoral franchise shall ho entrnsted te persons undor 21d speech intnd te imply that the asessor had acted h onesty,
years of age. But because we'have the power te do these that ho had acted fairly, that ho had discharged ks duty
-thgi, itwoaid b. preposterous te conclude that w t are and prepared a proper ist, thatie iist was net apartisan
called. upon teexercise them. The basis ef the list, that soe hames had not been nfairy lfi off and
authority of the Government would ho dustroyed some amos ufairly put on, contrary to the oathnfd office
by the very exorcise of such powers. This whichthe ass mr had taken? If the hon. genteman's
systomt that we now have bas been in force for 18 observations did nt mean hat, tey did net mean any-
year; we have had five general elections undrr it. What thing. That i fprcisey what bis observations meant, thy
abuses have grown up te show that we should change it? couid net mean anything else, and t ar satisfied that the
1 think leisZasound principho iu legisiation thaï Parlia. 'aossor and the municipal rNcilor net oly in hia iwn
ment ought net te legisiate except whfre necessity can be county, but in every ther cunty tbroghot Ontari wii
shown and upon every ene who proposes te alter a law, the tappreciate thosander which theb hon. gentleman rashere
burden ofproof is te show that the change in the law, je spoken agint them. I knewasf but a singe ae erf th
neeesary. Who was undertaken this duty in this case? I character e which the hon, gentleman has referred. bumy
istened te the expository speech of 8 or 9 minutes of the Firet own contituency, thered wit thce of Mr. Oraig, whe ows

nister, and did net find that h.att.mpted te justiiy any t appointed ras tsoud it wu taftewards disoveed that
Mr.IALLS.
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about sixty names had been improperly left off in the
township. fie was prosecuted, and ho was obliged to
fee the country, but it happons that ho was not a friend
or a supporter of mine but belonged to that clas
which the hon. gentleman says did not begin this
struggle for the control of the voters' lists. But the hon.
gentleman should bear in mind that the adoption of the
provincial franchise, as proposed by my hon. friend, is more
in harmony with the genins of our constitution than the
proposal of the First Minister, even though the Bill were
made perfectly fair and its partisan features were wiped
out. But I know, and every hon. gentleman in this House,
whether on this side or on that, knows that, if those parti.
san features were wiped out, the First Minister would have
no interest in pressing this Bill on the attention of Parlia-
ment. I say that, under our federal system, the adoption
of the provincial franchise is more consistent with our
system than this proposal. Under our constitution,
we have the principle of representation by popula-
tion. lis it applied to the whole country as a unit?
Are there to be equal eleoctoral districts ? No, it is applied
by Provinces. Quebec is to havaesixty-five members, and all
the other Provinces are to have numbers in proportion to
their population according to that of the Province of Quebec.
If the proportion is changed in Quebec, and the number is
made something less than 65, thon a different proportion is
to be adopted in the other Provinces, so that the principle
of represention by population between the Provinces may be
preserved. If the hon. gentleman was right and if his views
were sound, it would be necessary to apply the principle to
the entire country as a unit and to make the electoral dis-
tricts equal, to redistribute the seats in the Province of
Quebec, to add to the smaller constituencies and reduce the
larger constituencies, and so with every other Province of
the Dominion. The House has not adopted that view. It
has not attempted to deal with this country as a unit.
Parliament has so far recognised the principle laid down in
this constitution, that the representation by population is
representation by population between the Provinces and notj
as between the constituencies, that the Province is the unit
of which Canada is the multiple and Canada is not the unit
of which the Provinces are fractions. There is not a
word said about uniformity between the Provinces with
a view of securing equal electoral divisions. There are
some features of our legislation that, it seems to me, have
been lost sight of. We have on other matters proceeded on
exactly the same linos that we bave proceeded"here'.ofore in
reference to the elective franchise. In 1873,the ?irst Minister
ntroduced a Controverted Elections Act, and he proposed to
create an election court, and lie proposed to constitute thati
court in some instances of the judges who compose the
other courts, and he gave as a reason for adopting that4
course that we had no power to confer juriediction uponi
provincial courts. We took a different view, and in 18741
another Controverted Election Act was adopted, and by that1
Controverted Election Act the different courts were madej
election courts. The cours are specified in the Contro.-
verted Election Act, which says that the Court of Chancery,i
the Court of Queen's Bench, the Court of Common Pleas andi
the Court ofAppeals in Ontario shall be eloction courts fori
the trial of controverted elections. Some of the judges in1
Lower Canada took exception to this legislation. Theyi
said: You cannot adopt this rule, you cannot confer civilÉ
jutiediction upon these courts; and the case of Valliai
against Langlois was taken from the provincial courts to1
the Privy Council and we have the judgment of the1
Privy Council upon that case. What did the Lords ofc
the council say ? They said: The trial of controvertedi
elections is not an ordinary matter of civil procedure, it is
a question lying wholly within the jurisdiction of Parlia-c
ment, and it was within the power of Parliament to deter-i
mine for itself who should try these controverted elections.1
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It was in the power of Parliament to confer that jurisdic-
tion upon judges, to confer that duty upon existing provin-
cial courts, because it was a question that lay wholly withir
the juriediction of Parliament. Now, it is just upon
precisely that principle that we have proceeded in
adopting the provincial franchises. The question as to
who shall vote for members of this House is wholly within
the juriediction Qf this Parliament. It does not rest with
the Local Legislature. The Local Legislature has no power
to pass an Act to say who shall be an elector for the elec-
tion of members of the House of Commons. We say that
we have settled that; we said it in the Act; we said that
the people in the different Provinces whom the Local Legis-
latures say shall be electors for the election of members to
the Local Legislature, shall also be electors for the election
of members to the House of Commons. That is what we
have said. It is by virtue of that declaration that the local
law has become our law. It is not because it is a local law
that it is binding upon us at this moment; it is because we
have said that it shall be the law of Canada, and the juris-
diction being vested in us, we have the right to say it.
Now, we have a right to say what a town clerk shall do; we
have the right to say what an assessor shall do; we have the
right to say who shall prepare the votera' liste; we have
the right to say that those voters' liste shall be prepared by
municipal officers, or any other persons acting lu the
capacity of municipal officers-not under any power they
possess as municipal offcers, but under the power we
confer upon them, under the duty conferred upon them in
the exorcise of a power we possess. Now, that being the
case, we have the same right to impose the duty upon a
clerk that we have to impose a duty upon a judge. Sarely
no one can contend that we can impose a duty upon a
judge of a superior court that would be binding upon him,
and we cannot impose a duty upon an ordinary township or
municipal clerk that shall be equally binding upon him. Any-
one knows that in the one case we act under our authority just
as we do in the other; in the one case our authority is just
as binding as it is in the other. And why do we choose
those officers ? We choose them because they are acquainted
with the locality, because they are appointed by the people
themselves; because, in the preparation of the votera'lists,
the people are acting in their own behalf; they are exerting
their own authority. We are not putting the matter into
the hande of a partisan Government that is interested in the
results, but we are putting the matter into the hands of
officers who are supposed;to belong to neither one party or the
other. The rule upon whioh we act is a rule of conveni-
ence. We have adopted this system because it is conve-
nient, because it is better than the system now proposed. If
the motion of my hon. friend from North Norfolk (Mr.
Charlton) is carried, what will happen ? That the ordinary
mode of preparing a voters' list that prevails now in the
Provinces, will be retained, that it will remain in the
hande of parties who possess local knowledge; it will
remain, as it is in England, in the bands of parties possess-
ing local knowledge. But if this motion is rejected, and if
the views of the righlt hon, gentleman prevail, what
will happen ? Why, the whole affair, from the first
inception to the end, unlike the law in any other Govern-
ment in the world where Parliamentary government existe,
will be in the hande of the Minister whose position may
depend upon the conduct of unscrupulous mon whom ho
may appoint. What could be more mnstrous than such a
proposition? Have thoy any such plan as that in England?
Why, sir, you find in the county of Middlesex, and in the
city of London, that the appointment of the revising officer
is in the hande of the Chief Justice, and that in every other
county it is in the hande of the judge who is on the
circuit during the summer assize. In whose hande is
it in the United States? In the hande of mon elected
by the people, in the hande of a body in whom
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both parties are represented. Look at the Australian col-
onies. In every one there is the recognition of the princi-
ple that the Government is an interested party and cannot
beentrusted with the appointment of the officers. And yet
the right hon. gentleman proposes here-what ?IBefore
the last election he had taken into his hands the appoint-
ment of returning officers, and before the next election he
proposes to assume the appointment of revising officers
who shall prepare as well as revise the list. Could
a proposition be more monstrous ? Yet the right hon.
gentleman says parliamentary Government is on its trial in
the discussion of this Bill. I agree with him, I say it is on
trial. I say every vote given in favor of this Bill is a direct
stab at the principle of Parliamentary Government. I say
that no friend of Parliamentary Government, no man who
is not opposed to our system of Government, can support
this measure. It is utterly impossible for Parliamentary
Government to endure with the adoption of such a mea-
sure. Why, Sir, look at the condition of things. Here yon
propose to enfranchise some 50,000 Indians who will com.
mand some 10,000 votes in the next election-all to be
thrown on one side. Everyone knows that not more than
two per cent. of them will be given in any other way than
for the Administration for the time being. That is the posi-
tion of things. You have only to look at the vote polled at the
last election to see what that result muet be, if that result
were alone to operate. Sir, I admit that in my opinion, it
will not have the disastrous effect that the Minister intends;
I admit that his scheme will not succeed to as large an
extent as he anticipates. I believe that there is a moral
sense in the Conservative party of this country, no less than
in the Reform party, that will revolt at such a proceeding.
The hon. gentleman may bring his supporters in this House
to accept such a proposition, but he will flnd that he cannot
discipline the fair-minded mon outside of Parliament to sup-
port this measure. It is so monstrous that if it were adopted,
it is perfectly obvions that it would be impossible that Par-
liamentary Government conld be maintained in this
country ; and it is perfectly obvious that it would be
the duty of the majority of the electors of this country to
consider what is prudent in resisting such a measure, to
consider whether they were bound to obey this as an ordi-
nary law. The member for Montreal-Centre (Mr. Curran)
dec lared that it was right and proper to bring forward this
Biil, although the country had not been consulted, because,
he said, we carried the Act ofOConfederation without an appeal
to the country. Well, sir, we did did that. I think it waa a
great misfortune, I think it was one of the most serions
blows ever aimed at Parliamentary Government in this
country. Every body knows that the union is wanting in
those elements of cohesion that it would have possessed,
had this measure been supported by the people of the differ-
ont Provinces, had their sanction been given to it before it
became law. But I was rather surprised to hear such a pro-
position defended by .the hon. member from Montreal
Centre. Why, Sir, this was the way the union between
Great Britain and Ireland was carried, without an appeal
to the country, and without popular sanction. Was there a
single leading man among the Liberal statesmen of that
day who supported that proposition ? Did Gratton, Plunket,
Curran support it ? There was not a distinguished Irishman
or statesman whose name has come down to us, who did not
denounce that measure ; not one who did not declare that
it was a gross violation of the powers of the parliamentary
majority to paso such a measure, Mr. Plunkett declared
they were there not to create Legislatures but to make laws,
and that no one was bound to obey such a measure. It has
nolother authority than that of force, and has no other sup-
port than that of bayonets. Was it a wise act ? Has the
result shown that it was a wise act on the part of those who
carried that measure without the sanction of the nation?
Everyone knows that Ireland has been a discontented mem-
ber of the union from that day to this, and that until home
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rule is granted, Ireland will never cordially support a union;
that until home rule is granted there will be discontent ;
that the present Legislative Union, carried by fraud, carried
by the influence of the Crown and by an ambitions and
servile Government, las produced one of the greatest mis-
fortunes that has ever affected and affiieted the United King-
dom. It is rather extraordinary to find the lon. member for
Montreal Centre (Mr. Curran) justifying the course that was
then taken, by declaring it was right and proper for the
Government to carry this measure without popular sanction.
Let me for a moment consider this question, consider the
changes that have taken place in the constitution of
England. There have been reforme carried from time to
time ; sometimes a large stride has been taken, some-
times a shorter one; but it has never gone back upon the
constitutional reforms which have been effected. Each step
taken has been forward and ias only served as a basis for
another stop forward. But the hon. gentleman who leads
the present Government in this House has been trying to
unsettle everything. The lon. member for East York (Mr.
Mackenzie) in 1874 went to the country upon this question.
The hon. gentleman claimed tiat the Provincial franchises
should be adopted; that the local circumstanùes of the dif-
ferent Provinces were such as to make it desirable to adopt
that system. He pointed out that the municipal machinery
under the control of the Local Government made it highly
convenient to adopt that course, and highly inconvenient
to adopt any other course. The Liberal party were
returned to power by an overwhelming majority. That
measure, as a consequence of an appeal to the country,
was put upon the Statute Book. It has been there now for
eleven years. The hon.gentleman opposite proposes to take
it off; he proposes to do what was never done in England-
to go back on the Parliamentary record. And
by what authority ? Who has sanctioned the change;
Who has authorised it? ias the on. gentleman appealed
to the country ? Have the people reconsidered their con-
clusions and decided to alter them ? Not at all. So far as
we know, public opinion now sanctions what was settled in
1874. Publie opinion may differ from us on other ques-
tions, but not in regard to this question. I ask ihon. mem-
bers froim Quebec who support the Government whether
the electors of that Province are not satisfied with the
Quebec franchise as they have it; whether they are not
favorable to leaving any alteration in that franchise to the
Local Government? Quebec does not want this Bill; it
does not want the representatives of Ontario and the other
Provinces te vote them a franchise different from that
which they have adopted for themselves. The Ontario
meetings tell precisely the same story. They leave no
doubt in the mind of any hon. member who looks into the
question that at this moment, whether public opinion agrees
with the Government's fiscal policy or their policy respect-
ing public expenditure, public opinion does not agree with
them in regard to this Bill. That opinion is expressed
scarcely les by Conservatives than by Reformers. There is
not a gentleman on this aide who las not received numerous
letters from Conservatives declaring opposition to the Bill.
There is not a gentleman opposite who has not had similar
communications.

Mr. HESSON. I deny it. Produce your letters from
Conservatives and lay them on the Table of the House. I
challenge yon to do it.

Mr. MILLS. The ion. gentleman's challenge amounts to
very little. There are gentlemen around me who have
received such letters.

Mr.. HESSON. Why should Conservatives write to you ?
Mr. MILLS. Because some of them are my constituents:

I snppose the hon. gentleman has no Reformera in his con-
stituency.

Mr. HESSON. Yes, I lave.
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Mr. MILLS. I think the hon. gentleman will find so. What statesman of England does not carefully study

he has more at this time than ho ever had before. The the system of government existing elswhere-does not
constitution provides that the Province of Quebec shall watch the operation of the varions measures adopted in other
return 65 representatives to this House. By whom are they countries? Ho would ho unworthy the name of statesman
to ho returned? By the whole electorate. Who is to say who would fail to profit by the experience of others, and
who those electors shall be? Io it for this Parliament to w.e would be unworthy of the name of statesmen in this
determine, or should we leave it to the Province of Quebec country, if we refused to profit by the experience of the
or to the representatives of that Province to determine? great and powerful neighbor that exists beside us. In some
Our whole system of Government is thus based upon the respects our constitution resembles theirs, and to that
theory that we are self-governed. extent it is our business and our duty to carefully observe

Mr. MoCALLUM. Quebec is represented in this House. the working of their institutions, and profit by them to the

Mr. MILLS. But it may ho voted down. utmost extent possible. We find, Sir, that our whole sys-
tom is based on the ground of Provincial representation.

Mr. McoALLUM. We shall se. Take the representation in the Senate. It is true, the Crown
Mr. MILLS. This Parliament may, under the present bas the appointment of the Senators, but the number to be

Bill, decide upon an elective franchise to which the people of appointed from the different Provinces is limited and pre-
the Province are opposed. In regard to Prince Edward scribed. The Maritime Provinces, which are spoken of as
Island the Bill proposed is one which its representatives do one great division, have twenty-four Senators; Quebec, the
not approve. - An hon. member from the island bas asked second great division, has twenty-four; and Ontario,the third
that the island be exempted from the operation of that great division, is represented by the same number. So we
franchise. What does that mean ? Does it not mean that find that this federal feature of our constitution is preserved,
by this Bill the island will not be allowed to determine who the autonomy of the Provinces is kept in view, not merely for
within it, shall exercise the electoral franchise. This mat. Provincial purposes, but for Provincial representation in
ter ought to bleft where it now is. Some hon. gentlemen both branches of Parliament. Mr. Chairman, if you look
have attacked the hon. member for North Norfolk (Mr. at the clause before the committee, you will see that it
Charlton) because he alluded to the constitution of the provides certain qualifications for electors in towns and
United States in this particular. Those hon. gentlemen cities. Now, where do you go to find what a town or a
forget that some six or seven years ago they had very city ise? Why, Sir, to the law giving a charter to the town
great admiration for the Congress of the United States. or city, and passed by the Provincial Legislature. In one
They ridiculed the political economy of Gladstone, Province a town may be 1,000 inhabitants, and in another
Bright, Lord Salisbury and Sir Stafford Northcote, it may be 5,000, so that the qualifications of electors in two
and appealed to General Butler and other eminent places, both of which are called towns, and two places con-
lights in the Congress of the United States. When. taing different populations, may be wholly different. And
ever the question of the tariff is before this House, they therefore, the hon. gentleman bas not even in this Bill taken
appeal to the extraordinary wisdom and sagacity of the it out from the provincial influence, and given it a purely
men of superior information who represent the United Dominion character. If we look at the Manitoba Act
States in Congress. But when we undertake to make any of 1870, we find there a Provincial Franchise and a
illustrations from the Constitution of the United States, franchise for the Dominion, proposed by the leader of the
they at once accuse the hon. mem ber of American proclivi- Government. Was that the franchise existing in any other
ties. The people of the United States were at one time Province of the Dominion? Not at all. He could not give
colonists of Great Britain. They stood in relation to the such a franchise to Manitoba. He admitted that the cir-
mother country in much the same position as we stand at cumstances of the population were different, and, that being
this moment. They became independent. The powors the case, ho was compelled to adopt a different franchise.
which the Imperial Government itself had exercised passed, He could not say that the electors should be on the assessor's
by the fortunes of war, to the Congress of the United States. roll for a certain sum, because there was no assessor's roll.
And the States were left in possession of the powers which He could not say that the property should be of a certain
belonged to the provincial establishments; and in the adopt. value, because the property was of compara'ively little
ing of that constitution they provided that: value. He was compelled to adopt wholly different qualifi-

" The House of Representatives shall be composed of members chosen cations, and if representation were given to the territories
every second year by the people of the several States, and the electors to-morrow, hon. gentlemen on that side of the HousE know
in each State shall have the qualifications requiuite for electors of the right well that ho could not apply to the territorial divisionsmost numerous branch of the 8tate Legisiatures."l of the North-West the franchise which the hon. gen'lemanBut with regard Vo the imes and places cf electionsteysadpngithsBî,WplyV the dfeet rvne
make the following provisions: is adop mg i this Bill, to apply to the different Provices

" The times, places and manner of holding elections for Senatoru and of the Dominion. Sir, the hon, gentleman bas undertaken
Representatives shall be prescribed in each State by the Legislature to adopt the principle of uniformity, but to my mind that
thereofa; but the Congress may, at any time by law, make or alter such is rather a pretext than a reason for this Bill. I do not
regulations, except as to the places of choosing Senatoru." apprehend that the hon. gentleman is so much of a docti-
Now the time and place is under the control of Con- naire, o mnch of a theorist, that ho would be prepared to
gress. It is left to the State Legislatures, subject to croate great inconvenience and expense to this country,
the supervision of Congress. Congrees may interfere, morely for the purpose of adopting the same fran-
but with regard to the qualifications of the voters, Ca.n chise in the different Provinces of the Dominion.
gress has no power to make a different rule. Now, The hon. gentleman bas always taken a much more
our constitution is not the same as the United States practical view of politics, and if we wish to know the
constitution in that particular, but we have prac. reasons for this measure we must look somewhere else
tieally by an Act of this Parliament adopted the than to the principle of uniformity, which is expressed in
sane rule, and we have undertaken to give effect the Bill. Why, Sir, we know how thoroughly this prin-
in practice to exactly the same principles as are there laid ciple of uniformity failed formerly. We know that in 1841
down. An experience of one hundred years and upwards we had a legislative union. We know that union was
has shown the wisdom of the course they adopted there, given a single Governmeut; that the intention was to adopt
and an experience of eighteen years bas shown the wisdom uniform laws for the United Province of Canada. But what
of the course we have adopted. Sir, we have a right to was the result in practice? Practically you had a double
Profit by the experience of others. British statesmen do Government. You had an Attorney General for Lower
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Canada and another for Upper Canada; you had a Solicitor
General for Lower Canada and another for Upper Canada
-a double set of officers, each responsible to its own
Province. You adopted the theory, and you carried reso-
lutions through the Legislature adopting the principle, of
double majority, but the differences did not end there. You
have but to look at the great volumes of the Consolidated
Statutes of old Canada to see that you had one volume of
consolidated laws operating over the entire Province equally,
another large volume operating only in the Province
of Lower Canada, and another equally large oper-
ating exclusively in the Province of Upper Canada.
This shows that the experience from 1841 to 1866 proved
conclusively that you could not establish in ordinary legis-
lation the principle of uniformity. How, then, are you
going to adopt and work satisfactorily the principle of
uniformity for general elections ? There is only one ground
of uniformity that can be taken, and that is manhood
suffrage. The moment you go away from that you under.
take to base the qualifications on something which is not
under the control of this Government. Real property you
do not control-how much shall be held, in whom it shall
ho invested, what shall be the interest of tenant and what
the interest of occupant-all these questions upon which
you base the right of the franchise is not under your con-
trol, but in the control of another Government. Why, Sir,
it is preposterous to establish a franchise of our own, inde-
pendently of the Provinces, and to undertake to base that
franchise on property which is wholly under the
control of the Piovinces. If we want to deal logi-
cally and consistently with this question, there is but
one basis, and that is manhood suffrage. The hon.
gentleman has one class of voters whose property
he does control, that is the Indians. He will not allow
them to hold their property, he says tbey are incapable of
managing or controlling it ; and yet he proposes to enfran-
chise this class whose property he controls and he will not
allow them to hold the property by which they are to ho
qualified. Sir, this principle of uniformity, for which the
hon. gentleman contends, and whih he makes the pretext
for proposing a measure in the interest of his party, is one
that has led to arbitrary government wherever it bas been
adopted. The principle of uniformity is a principle that is
inconsistent with free institutions. We have only to look
at France after the revolution of 1798. What was the ideal
that all her statemen had in view, whether they belonged
to the Girondiats or to the more radical republicans ? They
were all worshippers of uniformity, all advocates of sym-
metry; and what was the resuit there? The result was
that the revolution, like Saturn, devoured its own children.
They carried but that principle until they sepa.
rated the Church from the State and eliminated
religion from the universe. Those attempts at sym-
metry led to arbitrary government, and to .the -over-
turning of those principles with which the advocates of the
revolution themselves started out. What the hon. gentle-
man pioposes here, is not to advance Parliamentary Gov.
ernment, but to restrain it. He proposes not to increase
the liberties of the people-not to increase the free action
of the people in political matters-but a measure for the
purpose of controlling their action. I listened to the Con-
servative views expressed by the hon. member for Rou-
ville (Mr. Gigault) and the hon. member for Bagot (Mr.
Dupont). I do not agree with them as to the extent to
which the franchise might be safely entrusted to the people
of this country; but, Sir, I admire their consistency, and the
enlightened sentiments which they expressed. Those hon.
gentlemen are ardent lovers of liberty. If they oppose the
extension of the franchise in their own Province, if they were
afraid to extend that franchise to the extent of manhood
suffrage, it was because they were more anxious to subserve
substantial freedom than they were to adopt an ideal of

Mr. MILLS.

absolute perfectiblity and absolute uniformity. Sir, I have
no doubt that the great majority of the representatives from
the Province of Quebec in this House entertain the same
views, and it is greatly to be regretted that these hon. gen-
tlemen have not the courage of their convictions. It is greatly
to be regretted that those gentlemen who hold to the federal
principle and are anxious for its maintenance-anxi>us for
the rights of the Provinces and for the continuance of the
control the people have over the representation of thia
country-do not act in accordance with their convictions
and cordially support the propositions of hon. gentlemen on
this side of theI louse. So far as I have been able to
gather, during the past two years in this House, the great
majority of those who support the hon. Minister of Public
Works and the hon. Seocretary of State agree with us in
our views of the constitution and in our policy with regard
to it, and sympathise with us on those questions of
constitutional law which have aiisen between the hon.
First Minister and the Opposition in this House. Holding
those views, and entertaining those sympathies which they
do with us, it is a misfortune for this country that these
hon, gentlemen do not act with us and support us. I can-
not but regard every other question as a question of minor
importance-as a question of indifference-compared with
the important constitutional questions which the Ion. First
Minister has put in issue during the past few years. The
hon. First Minister has made war upon the Government of
the Provinces; he las sought to destroy their influence and
their autonomy; he as sought to put an end to Parliamen-
tary Government in the Provinces; he las done this delibe-
rately; he has declared over and over again that he is in
favor of legislative union, and opposed to the principle on
which our constitution is based. Does the hon. gentleman
dony that ?

Mr. CHIAIRMAN. I think the hon. gentleman is out of
order in discussing that question on this amendment.

Mr. MILLS. I am discussing the amendment of my
hon. friend, I am pointing out why the amendment should
be adopted. I say this measure is an attack on the federal
system of the Government-the most serions attack that
ias yet been made. The hon. gentleman attacked that
system when he disallowed the Streams Bill, and when ho
opposed the Controverted Elections Act of 1874, and the
Privy Council said he was wrong. The hon. gentleman
attacked that principle when he proposed the Licence Bill,
ani he is attacking it in proposing this Franchise Bill; and
I tell my hon. friends from the Province of Quebec that this
is a life and death struggle in upholding this constitution. I
tell them that the Ion. gentleman is making war upon the
vital principle of this constitution. I tell them that if the
hon. gentleman succeeds, unless the public opinion of this
country politically destroys him, he will have destroyod
the constitution.

An hon. MEMBER. Carried.

Mr. MILLS. No, the hon. gentleman must not cry
carried. The Honorable First Minister has forced this
question into committee before we had an opportunity of
discussing the principles of the Bill on its second reading,
and he must expect that these principles will be discussed
in the committee on the details. We are fighting here, Sir,
for Parliamentary Government, we are resisting the hon.
gentleman's attempt to introduce the South American
system of Government in preference to the English system
of Parliamentary Government. That is the issue between
us, and it is a question of whether the hon. gentleman shall
succeed in introducing such a system as Santa Anna intro-
duced into Mexico, or whether we shall retain the system
we have. The question is a serious one, and let hon. gentle-
men not under-estimate its importance. Let me cail the
attention of the House to an observation made by a great
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thinker and publie man of the United States upon the
system of free government. I hold in my hands an essay
on free institutions and Government by Senator Calhoun.
I do not subscribe to his views as to State rights; I think
they are altogether erroneous; but he has been pronounced
by Mr. Mill, the greatest political thinker that the United
States has produced, and his views on this subject are of
great importance and well worthy of the serious considera-
tion of hon. gentlemen on both sides of the House; because
the question we have now before us, is whether we are to
continue our system of Parliamentary Government, or
whether the majority in the House, for the time being, is to
take control of the constitution and to so alter and
amend it as to perpetuate thomselves in office. Hon.
gentlemen will remember, in the history of England, that
after the death of Anne, when the house of Brunswick came
to the throne, a Parliament that was elected for three years,
changed the law and continued its existenee for seven years.
No one has ever undertaken to defend that measure upon any
other ground than this,that it was a measure ofextreme State
necessity, forced upcn the Goverument and Parliament for
the time being by the intrigues of traitors and revolutionists.
The hon. gentleman is proposing here a change in our con-
stitution. without the sanction of the people, not less radi-
cal and far more dangerous than that which was proposed
by Sir Robert Walpole at the period to which I referred.
Ie is doing this in the interest of the party; he is doing
this because it is possible-may I go farther and say, because
it is highly probable-that the current of public opinion is
running strongly in a direction contrary to his wishes, and
this measure is for the purpose, not of securing uniformity
-- that is the pretext-but for the purpose of securing the
bon. gentleman in his position of First Minister of Cinada.
Now, let me call the attention of the House to the views of
Mr. Calhoun, to whom I referred a short time ago. He
says :

" broader position may, indeed be taken, viz. : That there is a
tendency, in constitutional Goveraments of every form, to degenerate
into their respective absolute forms; and, in all absolute Governments,
into that of the monarchical form. But the tendency is much stronger
in constitutional governmenta of the democratie forme to degenerate into
their respective absolute format than in either of the others; because
anong other reasons, the distinction between the constitutional and
absolute forms of our aristocratical and monarchical Governments, is far
more strongly marked than l democratic Governments. The effect of
this is, to make the different orders or classes in an aristocracy, or
monarchy, far more jealous and watchful of encroachment on their
respective rights; and more resolute and persevering in resisting
attempts to concentrate powers in any one class or order. On the con-
trary, the line between the two forms, in popular Governments, isa o
imperfectly understood, that honest and sincere friends of the constitu-
tional forinot unfrequently, instead of jealously watching and arresting
their tendency to degenerate Into their absolute form, fnot only regard
it with approbation, but employ ail their powers to add to its strength
and to iucrease its impetus, in the vain hope of making the Government
more perfect and popular. The numerical majority, perhaps, ahould
usually be one of the elements of a constitutional democracy; but te
make it the sole element, in order to perfect the constitution and make
the Government more popular is one of the greatest and most fatal of
political errors."

The Committee rose, and it being six o'clock the Speaker
left the Chair.

After Recess.
The louse again resolved itself into Committee.
Mr. MTILS. When the Bouse rose, I was referring to

the views of a distinguished statesman on the subject of the
comparative merits as a means of promoting human liberty
and human progress of the federal and consolidated forms of,
Government. Ishall read an extract from a speech from
the same writer, on the same subject. Be says:

" In reviewing the ground over which 1[have passed, it will be appa-
rent that the question in controversy involves that most aeeply important
of all political questions, whether ours is a federal or a eonsolidated Gov-
ernment-a question, on the deciahon of which depend, as 1Isole nly
beeve, the liberty f the people, their bappinet, ad the place hi
w e are detiued te hold in tme moral &Bd inteliectual seai. of nations.

Never was there a controversy in which more important consequences
were involved ; not excepting Persa and Greece-decided by the batties
of Marathon, Plates and Salamis-whieh gave ascendancy to-the genius
of Europe over that of Asia, and which, lu its consequences,
has continued to effect the destiny of so large a portion of the
world even to this day. There are often close analogies
between events, apparently very remote, which are strikingly
illustrated in this case. In the great contest between Greece
and Persis, between Buropean uand Asiatic policy and civilisation,
the very question between the federal and consolidated form of
Government vas involved. The Asiatic Governments, from the remo-
test time, with some exceptions on the eastern shore of the Mediter-
ranean, have been based on the principle of consolidation, which consi-
ders the whole community at but a unit, and consolidates its powers
in a central point. The opposite principle has prevailed in Europe-
Greece, throughout all ber 8tates, was based on a federal system.
All were united in une common but loose bond, and the Governments
of the several States partook, for the most part, of a confier organisa-
tion, which distributed political powers among diffarent members of
the community. The same principles prevailed in ancient Italy ; and,
if we turn to the Teutonic raceour great ancestors, the race which occu-
pies the first place in power, civilisation and science, and wbich pos-
sesses the largest and fairest part of Europe-ve will find that their
Governments were based upon federal organisation, as bas been clearly
illustrated by a recent and able writer on the British constitution (Mr.
Palgrave) from whose worka I take the following extracts.''

Mr. Calhoun then reads from the able work of Mr. Pal-
grave the following extract:-

" In this manner the first establishment of the Teutonic States was
effected. There were assemblies of septs, clans and tribes ; they were
confederated hostosuad armies, led on by princes, magistrates and chief-
tains; each of whom was originally independent, and each of whom lost
a portion of his pristine independence in proportion as ne and his con-
peers became united under the supremacy f s sovereigun, who was super-
indueed upon the State, first as a military commander, and afterwards
as a king. Yet, notwithstandiug lis political connection, oach member
of the State continued te retain a considerable portion of the rights ef
sovereignty. Every ancient Teutonic monarchy must be considered as a
federation; it is not a unit, ofwhich the smaaler bdies politic thereia
contained are the fractions, but they are integers, andthe State is the
multiple which results from them. Dukedoms and counties, burghs and
baromes, town sand townships, and sbires, form the kingdom ; all, in a
certain degree strangers to each other, and separate in jurisdiction
though all obedient to Lhe supreme executive authority. This general
description though not always strictly applicable in terms, is always so
substantially and in effect ; and hence it becomes necessary to discard
the language which has been very generally employed in treating of the
English constitution. It has been supposed that the kingdom was
reduced into a regular and gradual subordination of Government, and
that the various legal districts of which it is composed, arose from the
divisions and sub-divisions of he country. But this hypothesis, which
tends greatly to perplex our history, cannot be supported by fact and,
instead of viewing the constitution as a whole, and then proceeding te
its parts, ve must examine it systematically, and assume that the
supreme authorities of the State were created by the concentration of
the powers originally belonging to the members and corporations of
whicb it is composed."

It will be seen from this statement that the English Govern-
ment itself had certain federal features, and anyone who has
carefully studied the growth of British institutions and the
British constitution knows that the practice of treating all
the great documents of the constitution as not within the
control of Parliament, as not subject to be altered or abol-
ished by Parliament, bas been uniform, and tbey are as
much regarded as above the ordinary action of Parliament
as our Federal Act is recognised as being above the action
of this Parliament. It is because of this fact that the Eng-
lish Parliament has been careful not to alter the constitu-
tion without popular sanction. It has been dealt with in a
way wholly diffèrent from that which has been adopted in
regard to ordinary legislation, and it is in recognition of
this principle that I have contended here to-day that a mea-
sure like this, altering our institutions, altering the basis
upon which representation in Parliament rests, ought not
to be undertaken, ought not to be dealt with without popu-
lar sanction. I have said before in this debate that the
representative system of Government is in a great degree a
system of forbearance. It is never the course of a Govern-
ment acting upon sound constitutional principles to press
their power to the utmost. They have always exercised
towards the Opposition a very great degree of forbearance.
The recent Representation Bill in the House of Commons
in England, although it was carried through the House
of Commons not only by a large majority but without any
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dissent, was rejected in the House of Lords, although it clause but by the character of the men who are to be
was well known that the country wa decidedly in its appointed revisig barriters? fas the leader of the Gov-
favor, dlthough this was so much felt to be the case, erument approached the leader of the Opposition as Mr.
that no one ventured to oppose it. Even men like Lord Gladstone approached Lord Salisbury? Lt is true, the
Randolph Churchill and Sir Stafford Nortbcote, who, measure hm not been defeated lu the Senate, because the
months before, had expressed themselves in opposition to Goverument has a uajority in both buses, but Mr. Glad-
the extension of the franchise in counties, after the second stone ias supported by the nation.
reading had been defeated in the House of Lords, deoclared Mr. McNEMILL. No.
that they were in favor of the extension of the franchise,
but said the Bill was not only to be used for the extension Mr. MILLS. The nation was overwhelmingly in favor
of the franchise but for the purpose of altering the consti of Mr. Gladstone's Bil, se machi 5 that Lord Salisbury
tuencies and unduly increasing the strength of the Liberal declared himself in favor of the extension of the franchise
party, and as a matter of protection and in order to protect which tielve months before lie ias opposed to. We are
the rights of their party, and for no other purpose, the exercising our rights heresasthe fouse of Lords did in
House of Lords exercised its power and defeated the second England. Our rights are as mach secured to usas the
reading of the Bill. What was done by the Government ? rights of a seconehamber under the constitution itself
The Government had an overwhelming majority in the and the hon, gentleman knows that we have fot abused the
House and in the country in their favor. Public indigna- power which we posessed and which is our constitutional
tion was excited to such an extent, that it was only neces- right. We have confined ourselves te a strict discussion of
sary for Mr. Gladstone to have said that he would insist this question. We have pointed out its objectionable
upon an alteration of the constitution of the House of Lords, features and have sought to point them eut to the country,
and the whole country would have followed him. and how are ie met by the press of hon. gentlemen

Mr. MaNEILL. No. opposite? The organ of the Minister of Oustoms himselfhas not ventured to state the facts in regard to this
Mr. MILLS. One hon. gentleman says no. I think he measure.

is the only one in this country who would say no. Anyone Mr BOWELL. What paper? I did not know that I
who knows the course of English public affairs knows that lad
that is true.anrgn

Mhti. MceIL No eiynt. Mir. MLLLS. The hon. gentleman is reputed to bave one.Mr. MJEILL. No, certainly not. Mr. BOWELL. I do net ooupy the position toiards
Mr. MILLS. Well, differ with the on. gentleman. any journal that you do twards the London dvertier.
Mr. McNEILL. I differ with you. Mr. MILLS. Lt is well known that the hon. gentleman,
Mr. MlLLS. The hon. gentleman can express his opinion for many vears while a member of this Rouse, ias con-

when he comes to make his speech; he will allow me now nected mith the Belleville Intelligencer.
to state my view. I say that public opinion in England Mr. BOWELL. No, Sir, 1 wasnot.
would have sustained Mr. Gladstone if he had taken a
position antagonistic to the flouse of Lords. Mr. MILLS. Was either the editor or controlled the

Mr. BOWELL. It would have done nothing of thepapr.
Mi.BWL.I oudhv oenting o th Mr. BOWELL. Neither the one nor the other. There

kindi.
Mr. MILLS. Did he do so. No, he agreed to a con- je just as mucl truth in the assertion you have made now

ference with Lord Salisbury, and they agreed ; so that with reference te my sonnection iith the Belleville Intelli.
the plan of redistribution became a matter of treaty gencer, as there is in ninetee-twentieths of at yon ave
or compact between the leaders of the two parties, the
one having an overwhelming majority in the House of Mr. MLLLS. Well, thon, even if that be so, there le no
Commons se great that there was no division when that doubt whatever ill regard te the hon. gentleman's position
Bill was read the third time, and yet Mr. Gladstone on that paper.
agreed with Lord Salisbury as tO the plan upon which Mr. BOWELL. Yes, if you are te be judge of wrat con-
the seats in Parliament should be distributed. That was a stitutes the truth.
matter of compact or arrangement. Why ? Because it
was felt that it would not be proper for the Government to Mr. MLLS. I did not say that the hon, gentleman had
use to the utmost the power they possessed in order, a presnt connection with theaper, that hoe as now
as Lord Salisbury expressed the opinion, to increasecontrolling it; I said that the hon. gentleman, iren he
the strength of the Liberal party in the House to an came inte this flouse, and for a long time afterwards,
extent beyond that to which it would be properly entitled ias the edtor of that paper-at ail events, lie as reputed
in proportion to its strength in the country. An agreement te be se; and when that paper ias receiving advertise-
was come to between the leaders of the two parties, and an ments from thc Government, ie kuei the bon. gentleman's
assurance was given that the power of the majority would seat ias vacated, and ie know his leader statcd that ho
not be abused for the purpose of promoting the interest of had vacated bis seat under the Independence of Parliament
that party against the minority. ias the hon. gentleman ACt.
given any such assurance here? We say that the object Mr. BOWELL. I challenged you and your party te con-
of this measure is to unduly increase the strength of the test it, and yen did net dare do it.
Tory party in Parliament, and to take out of the hands of.
the people that control which they have over the voters'lar.
lists and put it into the hands of the majority. It is not
representation in regard to the strength of parties, but a Mr. BOWELL. I had nothing te do iith thevleader.
representation by which the Tory party is to have a majority Ar. AILLS. No, li had net; but the leader did have
in this House, whether it is supported by a majority Of the something Le say iith regard te the report.
voters in the country or not. There is a violation of every
principle of Parliamentary Government in the measure now r.BOWELL. No; theue621 cents I rcceived mas
before us, and what assurance have we that this will not be whileyenwerelupower. YoukneritverywelIandihat
abused most seriously, not only by carrying the Indian is the use standing there and talking in that manner?

Mir. AILLS.
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Mr. MIL LS. The hon. gentleman received $600. I look
at the Toronto Mail, and what does it say ? It says
that Mr. Laird, when Minister of the Interior, that I,
with other members of the Government, supported the
enfranchisement of the Indians. Well, Sir, we did favor
the enfranchisement of the Indians, but we did not favor
giving them votes; yet that i the impression the
newspaper seeks to make upon the public mmd. It
conceals the fact that the enfranchisement proposed wasi
giving the Indian the right of citizensbip, and the poweri
to make contracts for himself. It was to give him the
rights of one who had obtained, his majority, instead
of one who was in the position of a minor. I find exactly
the same representation lu the Hamitton Spectator and thet
London Free Press. Now, if these gentlemen had a good
cause, would it be necessary to misrepesent the issue
between the parties lu this House? rnd, yet, that is
precisely what is done in every Tory paper that I have
examined in the Province of Ontario. The only Conserva-i
tive paper published in English, where a different view is
presented, that has yet come under my notice, is the Mon-1
treal Gazette, where, I think it was one Friday, an article(
was published which fairly represents the issue between the(
parties. But not in any other Tory paper that I have seen1
is this the case.E

Mr. MITCHELL. Has not the Berald doue it ?
Mr. MILLS. I thought the hon. gentleman claimed to

be Independent. My impression was that the Montreal3
fferald claimed to stand evenly between the parties.t

Mr. MITCBELL. So it does, but with a strong leaningr
to Conservatism, I am afraid.i

Mr. MILLS. 1 think there is a strong leaning that way,:
and that the bias is so great, 1 would hardly be willing tot
accept the Herald as independent, and as holding the t
balance evenly between the Opposition and the Govern-r
ment. Now, the hon. member for Kings, Nova Scotia, (Mr.i
Foster), in discussing the question of a uniform franchiseo
said : have we no federal rights ? And he declared that r
provincial rights, so called, were a ]ydra-headed monster, p
that it was a disintegrating principle, that would lead to n
the destruction of our union if it were at all recognised. t
Now, I do not admit that contention at all; on the con- t
trary, I hold that the chief element of strength in the union Q
is the autonomy of Provinces, and the extent to which the b
federal principle is recognised. We had a legislative union v
between Upper and Lower Canada, and everyone conver- w
sant with the history of that union, knows the results. p
Instead of binding the Provinces more strongly together, f
they grew more and more antagonistic to each other. The vi
majority of one Province was arrayed against the majority o
ofthe other, and it was only by Confederation that we escaped o
dissolution by revolutionary means. The hon. gentleman is
said the Opposition were wrong in referring to the provision i
of the American constitution, in which the State franchise t
is adopted for congressional representation. The hon. gentle. V
,man said the adoption of that franchise was under t
circumstances wholly different from those which prevail v
under our system of Government; and that, under the g
American system, this provision of the franchise is embraced n
in the State constitutions. Sir, that is not the case. t
There was not a State constitution that had this principle p
embraced within it at the time the federal constitution was e
adopted. The State constitutions were charters that the p
Provinces had received from the Crown. They had p
power to fix the franchise by legislative Act. It was anF
Act within the compefence of the State Legislature, when à
this provision of the constitution waa adopted. It was a fn
reasonable provision, based upon the fact that the local cir- a
cumstances of the population differed, and that the people m
Of each State knew what franchise was best suited to their c]
circumstances. That is precisely the principle that we have q
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acted upon during the eighteen years that our union has
been in existence. The hon. gentleman said we were advo.
cates of State rights. Sir, we are not advocates of State
rights in the sense in which that expression was used by the
old Democratie party. We are simply contending that,
under the constitution, each Province has its rights that
ought not to be interfered with by this Government, and
that the people of each Province, under this provision of
the constitution relating to representation in Parliament,
should be allowed to decide for themselves who shall possess,
within their limite, the electoral franchise. The Secretary
of State said, in reference to this question :

"le It worthy of our Parliament is it according to the dignity, which
this Parliament should possess, to allow the amalleat Legislature of the
smallest Province, not only to dictate, but to judge at its will and sole
caprice, so as to give direction to the.general politics of the country by
its representation in the general Parliament."

Now I say it is not beneath the dignity of this Parlia-
ment that that should be done. Who is to determnine
the electoral franchise ? I say that primarily it ought to
be determined by those who possess the franchise at an
election, whether it be for members of the Local Legislature
or of this House, before any change is made in the franchise,
because the opinion of all the people at a general election
should be taken ; whether that opinion is expressed in the
Legislature or in this House, it is the opinion of the people
of that Province. When you propose a general franchise,
yon propose to take from the Province the absolute power
to decide who shall be entrusted with the electoral franchise
within its limita, and you put it under the control of a
majority of this House. The whole representative body of
Prince Edward Island may favor manhood suffrage, and if it is
introduced here it may be voted down. Now, are not they the
best judges of who, in that Province, shall exercise the elec-
toral franchise ? I say they are. I say it is the people who are
represented in the local legislature who are best qualified to
make a wise choice. The same thing may be said of every
other Province. I do not know what the people of Quebec
require; I am not acquainted with the circumstances of the
population, but I say they are the best judges of what is
necessary to qualify, in their Province, for the exercise of
the electoral franchise. If you bring the question here, you
ake it out of the control of the sixty-five representatives of
Quebec, and you put it under the control of the 210 mem-
bers of this House. Every representative of Quebec might
vote for one franchise, and might fail to obtain it against the
will of the majority here. I say, therefore, it is right sud
proper that the question as to who shall exorcise the electoral
ranchise in Quebec should be left to the people of that Pro
vince to determine, in accordance with the spirit and intent
f our constitutional system. And the same thing is true
f every other Province of the Dominion, and it
s neither wise nor proper, nor in the public
nterest to take from the Provinces the power to decide
his question. The hon. member for West York (Mr.
Wallace) said he could not accept Mowat's Act relating to
he franchise, and that it would disfranchise at least 500
voters in his own gounty. I am inclined to think the hon.
gentleman has greatly exaggerated the fact. I do
ot believe it will disfranchise any such number. When
he Ontario Government went to the country in 1883 both
parties declared themselves in favour of extending the
lectoral franchise. Both committed themselves to that
rinciple. Why ? Because they knew public opinion
ointed in that direction. The elections took place, and the
ranchise Bill passed through the Legislature as a result of
hose elections. Did any member propose to restrict the
ranchise; did the leader of the Opposition take such
ction ? Not at all. He proposed to go further and adopt
nanhood suffrage, and thereby confer the franchise on a
lass of men who had never previously possesed it. The
uestion was referred to the electors in Ontario, those who
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elect members for this Parliament as well as for the Local
Legislature. They decided not merely that the present
franchise should be the electoral qualification for
voters at provincial elections, but also for elections to the
House of Commons. They knew what the provision of the
law of 1874 was. They knew that an extension of the fran-
chise must extend to the Ilouse of Commons as well as to
the Local Logislature. The people decided that the exten-
sion should take place. With respect to the statement of
the hon. member for West York, as to bOO voters being dis-
franchised in his constituency by the Mowat Bill, I am satis-
fied that not a dozen voters are disfranchised. The prin-
ciple of that Bill is that there shall be one vote for one man,
and that a man shall vote in the constituency where he
resides and nowhere else. Why should a man holding
$100,000 worth of property in one constituency bave one vote,
while a man holding $ 10,000 worth of property in ton consti-
tuencies should have ton votes. If it is not intended to give
representation to wealth, then one vote only should be given
to one man, or else a vote should be given for so many dol-
lars worth of property. There is no middle principle.
Either you have representation of property, as of a bank-
ing institution, or you have representation of persons.
a man of ability and influence should exorcise those quali-
fications upon other members of the community.and not by
having additional votes because ho happens to possess half
a dozen properties in as many constituencies, Under the
old law if a man had ten village lots worth $200 each, in
en different constituencies, ho had ten votes; but if ho had
8100,000 worth of property in one constituency he had only
one vote. And yet hon. gentlemen opposite have con-
tended that a law containing such anomalies ought to be
perpetuated. There is nothing to prevent an amendment
being made to the present Ontario law, retaining that
system if it were thought that the principle is a wise
one. There bas been no necessity shown for the Bill now
before the House, neither by the first Minister nor by any
hon. gentleman opposite. No one bas shown that
the present law has worked unsatisfactorily, that
any wrong bas been done under it, that any
class of the community bas suffered injustice in
consequence of it. The bon. gentleman bas propounded
a measure which is revolutionary in its character, a measure
destructive of the principle of Parliamentary Government,
a measure which i an act of legislation in the interests of
a party and not for the purpose of correcting any defect in
our constitutional system. The hon. gentleman first pro-
posed to give certain classes of women votes. le did not,
however, undertake to show the necessity of it, or that it
was demanded by the women themselves, or as to how many
would be enfranchised under it. Take, again, the Indian
clause. lere we had a most extraordinary change proposed
in our contitutional system, and yet the hon. gentleman did
not say a word as to the number of Indians who would be
enfranchised, nothing with respect to their intelligence, as
to how many could read and write and as to the number who
took newspapers. He said nothing to show that those
people were demanding the franchise, or that they would
be benefited if it were conferred upon them. We know
the contrary. It is a proposal to enfranchise a large
number of persons who are wards of the State, who are
under the hon. gentleman's own personal control, who
will be directly influenced by his agents and deputies;
and yet there was not a word said to show that those
people were demanding the suffrage or that they were qualifi-
ed to exercise it. All the information which it is usual for a
Minister to give under such circumstances was withheld.
An attack was made upon the propriety of making property
a test of the qualification of a voter; and yet notwithstand-
ing that attack, made for the purpose of defending the pro-
position to give Indians votes, we find that is the basis of the
Bill with respect to all other voters. In my opinion it is im-
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possible to support such a Bill without deliberately intending
to change our whole constitutional system. It is impossible
to regard those who support such a proposition as other
than -hostile to our prosent system of parliamentary Gov-
ernment. There is a motto of the Crown, "God and
my right," and that is the motto of hon. gentlemen on this
side of the House in opposing this monstrous proposition.
We propose, Sir, to stand up for the higher law. We pro-
pose to stand up in this House for that which is right. We
propose to defend the rights and liberties of the people of
this country against an attempt to overturn them by the
provisions of ihis Bill. We propose to retain to the people
of Canada the right to control the elective franchise for
themselves, instead of putting it in the hands of a M;nister,
who is resolved to keep himaelf in power no matter what
may be the views of the people of this country. Sir, I dare
say that the hon. gentlemen who represent the Province
of Quebec in this flouse, will remember the story of Fran-
çois lertel, the hero of the Long Sault; how he with
eighteen others, held at bay saveral hundred Indians, who
had resolved to exterminate the French race on tLe St.
St. Lawrence. They will remember how that small band
of herofs-for they were such, no less than those who
fought at Thermopylo-how they held those savages at
bay for weeks together, and by the sacrifice of their lives
defended the lives and liberties of the people of Quebec. The
question of whether there should be a French system or a
French race in Canada was decided at the Long Sault by Fran.
Vois fHertel and those who manfully fought with him. We are
here to-day in a fight not less significant. We are here to-day
in a battle upon which issues quite as important hang. We
are here to-day seeking to defend the maintenance of British
Governmont in this country, as against the South American
system which the hon, gentleman proposes to introduce.
We are bore to-day to decide whether the people of this
country shall continue to be governed under the British
system, or whether they will put their liberties and rights
into the hands of an ambitions Minister, to determine in the
future as ho may think best. That is the issue. We are
here as the guardians of tho people's rights and liberties.
We are here to do our whole duty and nothing but our duty.
We are here te inform the people of this country as to the
true character of this measure, and I have no doubt as to
the conslusion to which they will come. I do not believe
they are ready to take aides with the burglar against the
bell-man. I do not believe that those who are being
warned of the danger which threatens them are indignant
with the watchman who tells them of the danger,
rather than with the enemy who is seeking to destroy
that which they hold dear. Sir, the hon. gentleman told
the House this afternoon that ho had no one to complain of
among the leaders on this aide, except myself-that they
had ail acted quite fairly and legitimately except me. Well,
Sir, I was somewhat at a loss to know what egregions
offence I had committed. I had said very little on
the Bill. I had discussed the propriety of a postponement,
I think for about half an hour; 1 had discussed the import-
ance of an adjournment at, I think, eight or nine u'clock in
the morning. What did the hon. gentleman do ? If 1.
offended I am quite ready to justify the act. I have dono
nothing I regret. I have doue nothing of which I am
satisfied my constituents or the country will complain. I
am here to do my duty and my whole duty, and there is
nothing the hon. gentleman can say, whether it be offensive
or otherwise, which will hinder me in the smallest degree
from discharging those duties which I blieve my con-
stituents and the country require at my hand. I am
satisfied corruption wins not more than honesty, and I have
not the slightest fear whether the hon. gentleman will sac-
oed or fail-and I believe ho will fail, because ho ought to

fail, and I believe the country is coming to that conclusion
very rapidly-I say whether ho succeeds or fails here, I
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have no doubt he will fail in the country, for our aims are
our country's, our God's and truth of his power, and I care
but little for the malevolence or the threats of hon. gentle.
men. I am satisfied the country will sustain us in resisting
to the utmost a measure which was properly characterised
by the leader on this side as an infamous measure.

Mr. RYKERT. As I understand, Mr. Chairman, there are
three propositions before this committee: A proposition by
the First Minister that there shall be a certain franchise for
cities and towns, an amendment made by the hon. member
for Norfolk (fr. Charlton), that we shall adopt the franchise
of the several provinces, and an amendment of the hon.
member for Prince Edward Island (Mr. Macdonald), that
we shall make an exception in the case of that island, and
leave the franchise of that Province as it is at present. As I
understand parliamentary practice, it is not usual, when the
House is in committee to discuss anything except simply
the clause under consideration. But, Sir, that rule has
been relaxed to a very great extent on this occasion. I am
not sorry for it, because it enables hon. gentlemen opposite
to discuss the question as frequently as they like. They
have been able to repeat their speeches over and over
again, to repeat them worse than in the first place, and yet
they are not satisfied,-they still desire to go on and speak,
no matter how obstructive they may appear. Now thei
hon. member for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) occupied
the time of this committee for something like three hours,
Two hours and three quarters of that speech were occupied1
in quoting passages from the lncyclopedia Britannica ; a
portion in speaking of the history of the United States and
its institutions, a large portion devoted to giving us the
history of the different franchises in the several States,
a large number of extracts from Bancroft and other
writers, and a long dissertation about the advantàges
of universal suffrage, and, Sir, what was left of thei
speech was a little loud-mouthed ranting against the
present Government, and charges against the Adminis-
tration and their supporters ot violating the principles
of the constitution and sacrificing the privileges and1
rights of the people. That is the sum and substance of thati
speech. In other words, strip off the Yankeeism and nothing
whatever is left of it. Now, Sir, the Opposition cannot at ail
complain of the course we have adopted during this debate.
We have allowed those gentlemen to read the speeches
they prepared in the Library; we have made no objectioni
to that, although it is contrary to Parliamentary usage.:
We have allowed hon. gentlemen to read their speeches,i
to send them in to the reporters, to send copies to their own4
papers and periodicals to be printed. We have allowed the1
utmost latitude in this debate. We have allowed them to
degrade ail Parliamentary rules, by their reékless assertions,r
by charges which no honorable men should make on the1
floor of any House of Parliament. We have allowed theseJ
hon. gentlemen, Isay, the utmost latitude; we have allowedi
them to discuss this qdfstion day after day and night after1
night for a period of about three weeks; yet they are notJ
satisfied. They say the country has not yet been informed1
upon the measure, and the hon. member for North York (Mr.i
Mulock) tells us that they have only entered on the thresh-î
hold Of this measure, and that they intend to keep it up fort
a great length Of time. Well, Sir, to that we have no objec-t
tion, 80 long as they can satisfy the country that they arei
acting in the right way; but, Sir, I will warn those hon.i
gentlemen that they must recollect that this debating for ae
series Of three or four weeks upon a question that does not3
require more than a day or two of discussion on differents
points, will involve an expenditure of a large amount ofc
money. They must recollect that there have been 350 odd'
speeches made by forty-nine members of Parliament at a
cost to this country of some 860,000 or $70,000 extra.c
While they complain of the large amount of money to be1
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expended in preparing the votera' lista and paying the
officers to be appointed under this Act, they must
remember that they are causing, by this useless debate,
a cost to the country larger than the preparation of
all the votera' lista will cost in the first year.
I am one of those who freely admits that the Parliamentary
minority have the right to be respected; that tbey have their
rights equally well with the majority in Parliament. We
have conceded to them their rights, and have not endeavored
to infringe on them; but I must tell these hon. gentlemen
that they must conform to the rules of Parliament, to consti-
tutional rules, and allow the majority to govern, so long as
that majority expresses the will of the people; and the best
proof I can give that we do express the will of the people is,
that twice we have had the verdict of the people in our
favor. Therefore it must be assumed that the majority in
this House fairly represents the feelings of the people; and
so long as they do that, according to the usages of constitu-
tional Government, tbey have a right to have their will
obeyed and enforced, so long as they keep within constitu-
tional bounds ; and it makes no difference 'whether we remain
here until next December or not, the majority on this aide
of the flouse, feeling that they are representing the views
of the people from one end of the country to the other, are
determined to see this Bill carried, no matter what the con-
sequences to the Opposition may be. Hon. gentlemen on
the other aide of the House have made appeals to the paasions
and prejudices of the different classes of electors throughout
the country. The hon. member for North Norfolk (Mr. Charl-
ton) strongly appealed to the Lower Canadians to vote down
this Bill, for fear that they might some day have woman suff.
rage forced upon them, and at the same time we find the hon.
gentleman and his friends voting for woman suffrage and
endeavoring to force it upon them whether they will or not.
That is a specimen of the consistency of these hon. gentle-
men. Now, Sir, the principle of this Bill has been admitted
on the second reading, and hon. gentlemen opposite have an
opportunity to discuss it in all its details. They could, as
the right hon. First Minister said this afternoon, offer sug-
gestions to this side of the House, and, if they were found
satisfactory, they would receive favourable consideration at
his hands. The hon. First Minister has not laid down a
cast-iron theory, so far as the different clauses are con.
cerned. The principle of the Bill has been adopted by a
large majority of this House, and yet hon. gentlemen stand
up night after night and speak on the general principle of
it. If they are determined to meet this question fairly and
squarely and to discuss the Bill on its merits, there will be no
difficulty whatever in the way of their placing their views
before the Government, and, no doubt about those views
receiving full consi4eration at the hands of the Government.
Those hon. gentlemen have shown their inconsisteney all
through the debate. They argue in favor of Provincial
franchises; they say it is an infringement upon Provincial
rights to endeavor to have a uniform franchise in all the
Provinces ; and while making that statement what do we
find them doing? We find them deliberately, for a party
purpose, advocating female suffrage when they know it is
not recognised by the different Provinces; and I venture to
assert that this fight in this Parliament does not come from
the several Provinces of the Dominion. The whole fight
eomes from Ontario; there is hardly a speaker who is not
an Ontario member; and these gentlemen seem determined,
whether this fouse desires it or not, that the franchise
adopted in Ontario shall be the franchise for the Dominion
Partiament in the Province of Ontario. But see how incon-
sistent they are; while they ask us to adopt a provin.
cial franchise for Ontario which does not recognise female
suffrage, they stand up in this Legislature and argue for 48
hours that we should have female suffrage. If they had
carried that resolution the other night and female suffrage
had been adopted, the consequence would have been that
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we should have been compelled to have our voters' liste differ-
ent from the Provincial voters' lists; and yet they tell
us that they desire to have provincial franchises adopted by
this Legislature. But, says the hon. member for North
Wellington (Mr. McMullen), we are prepared to accept the
franchise as it now exists in Ontario, no matter how it may
be changed in the future. Is that a correct principle ? If
you once adopt the provincial franchises, and recognize the
principle that the Local Legislatures have the right to fix
the franchises, thon we must accept, from time to time, what-
ever franchises they choose to adopt. But those hon. gen-
tlemen say, we will will meet you half way; adopt the
franchise that now exists, no matter what it will be in the
future. Well, Sir, we have the past record of these hon.
gentlemen. We can see exactly what course they pursued
in 1874. While they were strong advocates of provincial
rights, they were willing thon to interfere with the franchise
of Prince Edward Island. I recollect well what a cry there
was in this Legislature at that time, and how the Hon. Mr.
Laird was abused for introducing a clause in the Bill thon,
before the House, by which a number of people in
Prince Edward Island should be disfranchised. They
were willing thon to accept the franchise which was the
basis of the election of members for the Upper
House in Prince Edward Island, and at the same time to
force on the other Provinces their provincial franchises.
Another very important feature of this debate, which shows
the inconsistency of hon. gentlemen opposite, is the manner
in which they advocated manhood suffrage. There is hardly
a gentleman from Ontario, who has spoken in this debate, who
lias not spoken in favor of manhood suffrage. If they are
sincere in that, knowing that their own party in the Pro-
vincial Legislature refused manhood suffrage, how is it
possible to adopt the provincial franchise, and to have man-
hood suffrage for this Parliament ? That shows exactly
how consistent these hon. gentlemen are, and how desirous
they are to protect provincial interests. But we know that
these hon, gentlemen have a record so far as the provincial
franchise is concerned. I recollect that the leader of the
Opposition, when making his famous Aurora speech,
declared in favor of compulsory voting. He has never
relinquished that view; and this shows distinctly, if we
p lace ourselves at the morcy of Ontario, what we shall be
brought to. Within the last few days, we find the Globe,
the organ of the party of hon. gentlemen opposite, advo.
cating the same thing. We find in the paper of the 10th
this statement:

" The names of the voters who had failed to vote should be struck off
as a stigma for neglect of duty unless one of several recognised pleas of
justification is at the proper time entered. This should be doue for the
purpose of emphasising the idea that in a self governing country it is a
duty to vote."

That is one of those other views of the organ and of the
party, and those views are in accord with the views of the
leader of the Opposition which were dealt with so unmer-
cifully by the same organ in 1874; but, as I say, if we
adopt the provincial franchises, we must subject ourselves
to those periodical changes which will be made according
to the whims and impulses of gentlemen on the other side.
We have had on this occasion as on former ones, hon.
gentlemen of the Opposition prophelcying what will be the
result if this measure be passed. The hon. member for
Queen's P.E.I. (Mr. Davies), who usually is good tempered
and shows a considerable amount of good feeling towards
members of this side, waxed wroth and warned us, if we pass
ed this Bill, what the consequences would be. I wondered
whether it was the warning that ho received a short time
ago from his own county that made him so angry; I won-
dered whether the recent return of my hon. friend (Mir. Jeu-
kins) from Queen's County, P.E.I., by a large majority, was
the reason why he treated us to so much abuse, andprophe-
sied we were going to be defeated. No doubt the hon.
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gentleman feels somewhat chagrined at the position he
occupies, and some excuse may be made for his uttering
these prophesies. But he is not the only prophet; the poet
of that party, the hon. gentleman who lately received his
seat by the grace of Mr. Mowat, I mean the member for
West Ontario (Mr. Edgar), although on the female franchise
question he did not know wbere he stood, although after
speaking two hours on this question, he could not make up
his mind what position he would take, but said he wanted
first to soe how the feeling was on this side,-he also
indulged in prophecy couched in the following language :

" I do not believe any hon. gentlemen can go back and face their con-
stituents successfully after doing that. I believe that the indignation
of the constituents who will be left out, will be so great that the mem-
ber will suffer the consequence of the Act."

If that be so, what is the use of all this debate? Why not
allow the verdict to go by default ? Why not allow the
Bill to pass, if we are to be condemned by the electors at
the polls? But bon, gentlemen opposite know botter. They
know right well that we are acting in the interests of the
people, that we are not betraying their trust; and that, as
in 1879 and in 1882, the verdict will again be granted in
our favour should we go to the polls. The hon. member for
Queen's, P.E.I. (Mr. Davies) said:

"1I warn them they will be brought face to face with the people whose
rights they are surrendering and violating."

We have also prophetic utterances from the organ of the
party on the 6th of May, when it said :

" Let the Franchise Bill pas, with its Indian voters' clause and its
lawyer-made voters' clause, and the Tor7 conspirators will soon learn
that Canada is too hot a place for them.

Why not lot the Bill pass if we are going to be condemned
at the polls ? -Why not lot the condemnation come ? Let
the Bill pass with all its iniquitous revising barristers and
Indian clauses. Bat, no; they know botter. Hon gentle-
men opposite have repeatedly declared in their speeches,
that we are invading provincial rights by passing
this Act. Three or four of the gentlemen who have last
spoken have declared that we have the power to pass this
Act, while the hon. member for St. John (Mr. Weldon)
still protests that we have not the power. It is just
as well to place upon record what is the law on that sub.
ject, as determined by the founders of our constitution, to
show how inconsistent these gentlemen are in their speeches,
to show how various are the- views they have expressed in
Parliament upon that question, in order that the electors
may see exactly the position we occupy in this country.
The hon. member for North Wellington (Mr. McMullen)
who no doubt is a high constitutional authority, and who
can talk as much and say as little as any person in or out
of Parliament, declared boldly that we have not the power
to pass this Bill. The hon. member for Brome (Mr. Fisher)
says he thinks we have a technical right to paso the Bill,
but ho believes we have no right to infringe on the rights
of the Provinces. In his speech ho, made this observa-
tion :-

" Hon. gentlemen opposite say that it is the right of this Parliament
to pass this measure. No one on this side of the Bouse has denied that
Parliament possesses the legal and technical right."

And yet the hon. gentleman goes on to say we are infringing
upon provincial rights. The hon. member for QuebecEast
(Mr. Laurier) says :

" No one has contended that it isnot within the power of this Govern-
ment to enact such a law. No, no one has disputed it. It muet be
admitted by everyone that it is within the power of every Parliament to
regulate the franchise to elect members to that Parliament."

Then ho goes on to say:
" We contend that it is not within the spirit of the constitution to

have two separate bodies of electors, one for the Provinces and one for
the Dominion."

He admits in one breath that we have the right, while
in another ho says we have not. Another high constitu.
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tional authority, the hon. member for St. John (Mr. Weldon),
seems to have made up his mind positively on the question,
sud his decided opinion is that we have not the power.
Re said .

" I believe that the power of regulating the franchise is rightly
ve.ted in the Province. I believe that the people in their Local Legis-
lature are the parties who have the right to regulate the franchise, and
that is one of their civil rights whieh may fairly be said to be under the
control ot the Local Legislature."

There we have the different opinions of hon. gentlemen
opposite, and I will, therefore, in order to set the matter at
rest, place upon record the views of one of the founders of
our constitution, a gentleman whpse opinions are recognised
by hon. gentlemen opposite as undoubted authority, a
gentleman who on constitutional questions was looked upon
as a very high authority. I refer to the Ilon. George
Brown. Hils opinion will settle the question, I believe, so
far as this debate is concerned. I hope these legal lumin-
aries who ate so apt to place their viows on record before the
House on legal questions will see, so far as this Bill is con-
cerned, that we have the right to pass it, whether there be
neocessity for it or not. The Hon. George Brown said:

" It has also been objected that though the resolutions provided that
existing Parliaments of Canada shall establish the electoral divisions for
the first organization of the Federal Parliament, they do not determine
in whose hands the duty of distributing any additional members is to
be voted. No doubt on this head need exist. The Federal Parliament
will, of course, have power to regulate all arrangements for the election
of its new members."

So that those who knew best what the Act really meant
declared that this Parliament has the right to regulate its
own franchise. Then we find that, in regard to a measure
affecting the franchise which was introduced in 1869, the
organ of the party used this language, showing that the
Reform party was of opinion that the Dominion franchise
should be settled by this Parliament and that we should not
be dependent on the uncertain franchises of the Provinces .

"The Provinces moreover are constantly altering their assessment
laws and it would hardly do to pass a new election law for the Dominion
every time the mode of assessment changes in the Provinces. A way out
of the difficulty mighit be found in accepting the franchise as adopted
(fot to bechangea) in the difierent Provinces as te efranchso of the
Dominion, but that would be at the expense of uniformity. If we intend
to avoid the inconsistencies in the United States [how does the hon.
member for Norfolk (Mr. Uharlton) like that?] and te have the same
conditionsrconfer the Dominion franchise on all parts of aie Dominion,
we cannot leave the qualification or regulation of votera to the Pro-
vines"

So you will see that, at that time, it was fully understood
and conceded that, sooner or later, they must have the
franchise fixed and determined by this Parliament. Then
we recollect that, when the Bill was introduced in 1870, to
regulate the franchise, the leader of the Opposition who
spoke long upon that question, who discussed the Bill in all
its details, said not a word against this Parliament, fixing
its own franchise. Those who were then in Parliament will
recollOet that a motion was made in 1870 by Mr. Ferguson,
seconded by Mr. Drew, that the franchises of the several
Provinces should be the franchise recognised by the Domin.
ion. That resolution received no favor at the hands of the
H9ouse. The leader of the Opposition did not speak in favor
of it, did not recognise it; on the contrary it was lost with-
out a division, or, as we call it, "lost on a division," the
House not being divided upon it. Then, on April 22nd,
1874, the leader of the Opposition, speaking upon this sub-
ject said :

HIe denied that in passing the Bill, Government were abandoninç
the power of regulating the franchise. The House h-,d not exercisea
that franchise for many yeare, and if it turned out that the Province
abusoed that power, the House had the power of taking it into their ownhand."

Our justification for passing this Act is that Ontario has
abused its powers and has usurped a power which
it had no right to usurp. Since these gentlemen
have spokOn so much about our violating the provin-

- I
cial rights, and violating the trust of the people, I
propose, though I know it is distasteful to my hon. friend
from South Brant (Mr. Paterson), to bring these gentlemen
face to face with their own record, and to show that the
Reform party in this Province has studiously and system-
atically, since 1866, opposed the extension of the franchise,
opposed the rights of the lower orders, as they call them,
opposed the rights of the people, opposed the rights of the
poor man, and sought to keep the franchise limited to pro-
perty, and to keep it as high as possible. I am sorry I am
obliged to annoy the hon. member for South Brant, by
bringing him face to face with his record, but I cannot help
it. I shall first take the year 1866. In the old Parliament
of Canada, an effort was made to reduce the franchise in
cities from $600 to $500. My hon. friend the Postmaster
General, made a very strong appeal to the House in favor
of that reduction, but every leading Reformer in that Par-
liament voted that the franchise should be kept at $600.
But the hon. membor was rather tenacious of his opinion.
He was a member of the first Conservative Government of
the Province of Ontario, and I had the pleasure of support-
ing him during the whole time he was in that legislature.
The very first act he did, in 1868, was to reduce the fran-
chise in cities to $500, in towns to $300, and in villages and
townships to $200.

Mr. CARLING. $400 in cities.
Mr. RYKERT. No, $500 first. In 1868, he reduced it

in cities to $500; the following year he followed that up
by reducing lt to $100, $300 and 8200; but something very
remarkable took place during the course of that debate.
An hon. gentleman who then occupied a seat in that House
for the Ciunty of Welland, who was rather democratic in
his views, as these gentlemen thon supposed, moved that
the franchise be reduced in townships from $200 to $1CO.
One would suppose, after hearing the speech of the leader
of the Opposition and the views expressed by hon. gentle-
men opposite on this question, that the hon. the leader of
the Opposition would have voted for that, but we find that
he and my genial friend from South Perth (Mr. Trow)
voted against that proposition as an invasion upon the rights
of the people. My hon. friend from South Perth will
recollect that very well. Mr. Btake, 1 beg his pardon, the
leader of the Opposition, was very indignant at that time.
le used this language:

"He thought the member for Victoria (àfr. Oockburn) had let the cat
out of the bag. The real diffculty was net that persons were prevented
b the election law from voting who ought to vote, but that the system
ofassessment was defective. People were anxious, on the one hand, to
vole, but were anxions, on the other band, to pay a very small tax. The
hon. gentleman said that, in the new townships, they did not care to be
assesssed at more than $1 per acre ; because, lu that case, when the
county council came to equalise the assessment, injustice would be done
them. The result of this feeling was that a nefarious system of sham
and mock assessment was carried on in the countr. The assessments
were ridiculously small-a state of things degradng to the morals of
the country. It might be that in a very few cases, in townships and
villages, there might ho a man intelligent enough to exercise the fran-
chise, who was lte owner of a lot and house on which he resided, reallyoe more Ihan $200-bult tus muet b. a God-forsaken part of the
country, aid the domicile must be of a peculiar description."

That was the opinion of the leader of the Opposition then.
ie thought it must be a God-forsaken part of the country
where the franchise should be reduced lower than $200, and
where a man would not have property worth that to vote
upon. We find also that my hon. friend from South Perth, on
that occasion, made a somewhat short speech, but to the
point, as usual. fie said:

" He thought thL franchise low enough, but particularly in the rura
districts."
That is the way he is reported in his organ of December 4th,
1868. He wanted to keep it up to $200. Then a motion
was made in favor of female suffrage, and I would direct
the attention of the Opposition to the views of their leader
at that time. A few nights ago ho spoke two or three
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hours, and it would take half-a.dozen Philadelphia lawyers
to tell how he was going to vote on that question. We
know how he did vote. He voted by leaving the Chamber.
He would not vote on the question of female suffrage. On
a motion made by Mr. Coyne, then member for Peel, in favor
of female suffrage, the present leader of the Opposition
said:

" Ho hoped the sober sense of the House, of the country and of the
fair sex would be arrayed, ashe believed it was, against the proposition."

Thus, so far as the franchise was concerned, he was not
liberal enough to grant it to females or to a man with pro-
perty only worth $100. Then, on the 4th December, 1868,
when the same Bill was under discussion, the leader of the
Opposition used this language:

" He thought if hon. gentlemen had acted wisely they would have
kept up the franchise in cities to $500. Had they done so we would not
have seen hon. gentlemen urging this downward course which this
reaction songht."
So you will see that, while to-day they profess to be favor-
able to granting the franchise to a large body of the elec-
tors, they have systematically opposed a reduction of the
franchise. I think I can satisfy the House that every reduc-
tion of the franchise that has been granted by the Reform
party, was at the instance of the Conservative party, and
only when the Reform party was driven into the last ditch.
.Now, Sir, we find that the organ of the party, at that time,
had the same view upon this question. On the 27th No-
vember, 1868, we find this language :
" If he (Hon. J. S. Macdonald) would take the trouble to enquire as to the
practical effect of his $400 real estate franchise in Toronto, where it will
include nearly all but the very poorest tenements, he would be able to see
that he is enfranchising in this city alone,:hundreds of persons who are,
to say the least, no more worthy to be enfranchised than the class he
resolutely excludes."

So that the House will see the organ was not favorable to
giving the franchise to even the $400 men. On the 11th
.December, 1868, it goes on to say:

" If there is any danger of our drifting to universal suffrage, that
danger will be enhanced by a persistence in the palpable injustice of
enfranchising nearly every householder and reijusing to enfranchise any-
body else no matter how worthy or thrifty. There are many persons
who do not in the leaist favor universal suffrage, who still hold that it
would, in cities at all events, be no worse than the present franchise."

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have seen over and over again, that
the IReform party has claimed credit for the introduction of
the income franchise. I am not accustomed to boast of
what I have done in Parliament, but I assert that the first
person who proposed the income franchise was the indivi-
dual now addressing you. In 1868 I introduced a Bill into
the Ontario Legislature, recognising the principle of the
income franchise, and declaring at the same time that it
should be extended to all university men, so that education
should be represented as well as money. That did not meet
with the fAvor of the House. Upon that occasion, in
endeavoring to induce the House to accept the more liberal
view, I made use of this language, as quoted by the Globe :

" For his own part, he would prefer that this matter be left over until
a more comprehensive scheme could be adopted, by means of which
not only those enjoying an income should have the rigIt Io vote, but
also, that universrty men and others, who really take an interest in
everything affocting the .welfare and prosperity of this country should
have some voice in choosing their representatives."

The House was not willing to accept the income franchise,
and at the instance of the then member for Welland (Mr.
Currie) the income franchise was struck out of the Bill.
Those gentlemen came into power in December, 1871;
they remained in power for a number of years, but they
granted no extension of the franchise. In 1874, I intro-
duced into the Ontario Parliament a Bill giving the franchise
to men enjoying an income, and that Bill was taken up by
the Government and passed just as I introduced it. While
4q». gentlemen opposite claim credit for having been in
fsvor of an income franchise, I can show that I was the one
wor8t1roposed it in the Local Legislature. Now, that

clause relating to the income franchise was encumbered by
a clause requiring the payment of taxes by the. 14th day
of December. In 1877, Mr. Meredith tried to remove that
feature of that franchise. There were hundreds of persons
who would like to enjoy the franchise, but were not pre-
pared to pay the taxes, because, at that time in Ontario,
as well as at present, any persons having an income
under $400 were exempt from taxation; but they could not
be placed upon the voters' list unless they were willing to
be assessed and pay taxes. In 1877 Mr. Meredith moved
that that obnoxious clause should be repealed, but his motion
was rejected at the instance of the Mowat Government. ln
the year 1877 an agitatio'n was got up in the Local Legisla-
tare of Ontario to give farmers' sons the franchise. Now,
hon. gentlemen opposite claim that they are the champions
of the farmer's son franchise. I have before me a quotation
from their own organ, denouncing the franchise being
extended to farmers' sons, and pointing ont that they might
just as well give it to the sons of mechanics and merchants
as to farmers. On the 8th January, 1877, the organ said:

" If the farmer's son le to have a vote, why not anybody's son? If
the farmer's son is to be enfranchised-who romains for convenience
under the family roof-why is not the storekeeper's son, or the mechan-
ic'e son, or any other son for that matter, who follows the same land-
able and political line of conduct to be disfranchised?"

It proceeds:
" And as every male person l the son of somebody, the real point to

be decided is, what is there between giving a particular person a vote
because he is a farmer's son and giving every male person a vote because
he is the son of somebody not a farmer? In other words, what stands
between the proposal and what le called, perhaps not very correctly,
but popularly, universal suffrage? "

Now, Sir, in order to justify the legislature in not giving the
franchise to.farmers' sons, thé organ quoted.from Mr. Bright
and said :

" Mr. Bright has always opposed 'fancy franchises ' as merely color-
able attempts to give manhood suffrage to those who did not dare to
advocate it openly and honestly. Pretty hard that."

Now you will see that the farmer's sons franchise when lirst
proposed in Ontario, was strongly opposed by the party
organ. I have several articles before me in which it takes
the sameview, one of February, 1877, in which it says :

" But we have never heard yet a sufficient reason given why the far-
mer's son should be expressly selected for the enjoyment of the privilege
while the son of nobody else je to be allowed to share it. a •a

" But it le a bogus qualification nevertheless, a mere blind to ide
manhood suffrage from view.

" It would be botter to do in a direct manner what is thus sought to
be attained in a circumlocutory fashion by this Bill. But then public
opinion in this conntry certainly does not favor manhood suffrage or
any departure from the old lines of the constitution."

Then it grew violent and a few days afterwards went on to
say:

" We cannot, however, but reiterate that all which bas been stated in
its favor las not removed one objection to the meamure which we have
entertained. We still think that it le based on a wrong principle, th at
it is invidious, and by its very nature, can only be characterised as a
piece of clais legislation. We have never been able to see, no has-any
of the supporters of the measure attempted to show, the reamon for one
man who is called a farmer, and who is possessed of twenty acres,
having accorded to his son who works with him, and who may have the
prospect of one day succeeding him, a vote in the election of municipal
office-bearers and members of Parliament, while another man with ton
acres, which with the help of a grown up son ho cultivates as a market
gardon, and from which ho raises three or four times more prod uce,
should ho denied the same privilege or honour, whichever it may be
supposed to ho."

" All over Ontario there is a large population of handicraftsmen who
are socially, intellectually, and pecuniarily quite equal to the farmers
among whom they live, and whose necessities they supply. These mon
are often, as far as their sons are concerned, exactly in the same position
as their neighbours, the farmers. The tailor, the shoemaker, the grocer,
the carpenter, and the blacksmith, to mention no others, have often one
or more grown-up sons working with them on the same deliberately
formed understanding as in the case of the farmers, that these sons shall
succeed to the business when their fathers are laid aside either by sibk-
noe or death. Everyone who knows anything of the rural life of our
country knows that as a class these young mechanies are eqaal to that
clas enfranchised by this measuze."

Now, I point this out to show the Uouse that while the
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organ strongly opposed the farmer's son franchise, it was
not favorable to enfranchising any others. I shall show
that when we proposed giving a franchise to mechanics'
sons they opposed it in the most bitter terms. Now, we find
that the Conservative party in the House advocated the suf-
frage being given to mochanice' and merchants' sons, and
the organ delivered itself in this style:

" On what principle, either in the 1 British stake in the country ' theory
or the Democratie ides of human brotherhood and equality, are the mer-
chants, mechanics and others te be regarded as specially entitled to
vote ? Onlj in exceptional cases is the young man whose father hap-
pens te be a merchant, tradesman. mechanic or professional man a virtual
though net finally acknowledged partuer in hie parent's business, keep-
ing it np for the common benefit of the family, and while there are,
donbtless, good reasons for extending the franchise to include many of
the young men in cities and towns at present debarred from it, the
propositlon te make the sons of merchants, mechanics and others a
privileged caste, and te endow them with the suffrage by reason of
their fathers' vocation, is altogether too absurd and untenable."

Mr. Meredith in January 1883 moved this resolution:
" That this House is of opinion that jnstice te large and important

portions of tae community demanda a liberal extension of the franchise,
particuiiarly in the direction cf conferring on the sons of mechanics,
and others not now entrusted with the tranchise, the same privileges as
are now conferred on fariners' sons. "

One would suppose that this being a very liberal measure
it would have been received with favor by Mr. Mowat. But
instead of replying to it himself, he put up Mr. Cascaden,
M. P. for West Elgin. He said:

It was, however, a question in which they should hasten slowly, for
once it was extended they could net recede-they could net contract it
-however evidently desirable it might be. "

So yon sec that so far as the franchise was concerned, the
Reformers steadily opposed it. 'Recollect, too, that was in
the face of a resolution of the Reform convention of Janu.
ary, 1883, which declared that there should be a liberal
extension of the franchise, and that the people should be
consulted upon it. Upon that occasion a numberof persons,
though not the leading members of the party, disecussed the
question of the franchise, and two minor members of the
party moved and seconded a resolution to this effect:

"That this convention rejoices in the successful operation of these
extensions of the franchise, which have from time to time been placed
on the Statute Book, records its opinion that a further extension should
form a plank in the plattorm of the Reform Party at the ensuing
elections, and expresses its hopes that the popular voice will end orge the
proposal and will return a liberal majority, authorized to accomplish
this reform.'"
We see that Mr. Mowat refused to extend the franchise up
to that time. In January, 1883, Mr. Meredith moved
again to strike out the clause imposing a tax upon income.
That was voted down. He moved another motion, to reduce
the incomo franchise from $400 to $300. That was also
voted down. But Mr. Mowat, finding that ho was acting
against the will of the people, knowing that the desire was
that the franchise should be extended, on the following day
had the following resolution moved by Mr. Fraser :-

" That the Liberal party of this Province stands pledged te extend
the franchise; that if this House should no w legislate to extend the
franchise, any law passed for that purpose could net be brougbt into
operation in time for the coming general election; that any corsiderable
extensiou Of the franchise la especially a subject upon which the people
ought te ho consulted ; that the approaching generalelection will afford
an opportunity for se consultiag and ascertaining the wishes of the
people; but the Hanse, meanwhile, does net hesitate te affirm its opinion
that ne such extension of the franchise will prove satisfactory which
does not, with proper checks and sategnards, give the right te vote teal classes who eau fairly and reasonably claim te be endowed there-

That was carried, because ho felt that public opinion was
with the motion of Mr. Meredith, and although he had
voted that motion down, he was compelled to put up Mr.
Fraser to move the motion I have read. During the elec-
tions of 1883, only once did Mr. Mowat speak about the
franchise. When attending a meeting in West Toronto,
ho said he had no decided views on the subject; Mr. Mere..
iith was able to say specifically what he had to propose;i

but ho, Mr. Mowat, did not choose to take that position. So
up to the general elections, Mr. Mowat had no idea of
extending the franchise. Thon we find that the Dominion
Parliament met upon the 17th January, 1884; the Franchise
Bill was promised by the Government in a Speech from the
Throne, and the Globe on the 18th January, said:

" It is promised that the Franchise Bill of last Session will be again
introduced."

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I rise to a point of Order.
There is no desire on this side to prevent the hon. gentleman
from reading; but I remember that, only the other day, the
hon. gentleman quoted parliamentary authorities with a
groat deal of zeal to prevent an bon. member from reading
an extract. During the three-quarters of an hour the hon.
gentleman bas already spokon, not more than five minutes
have been occupied by expressing his own sentiments. I
am pleased to hear the extracts; I only wish to call your
attention, Mr. Chairman, to this point.

Mr. CHAIRMA.N. I have not seen the hon. gentleman
reading his speech. I noticed that ho read one or two
extracts.

Mr. RYKERT. The only difference is tbat I exercised
discretion. I know that discretion is not possible witb hon.
gentlemen opposite. I read from an authority which laid
down that, whem members read extracts, discretion must
be used. I have felt that I eau use discretion, and that
while quotations of three or four lines are in order, extracts
are not in order when they roach three or four chapters.
That rule you applied, Mr. Chairman, the other day, when
an hon. member was reading eight or ton pages on female
suffrage. 1, however, have no doubt that bon. gentlemen
opposite do not like to hear these extracts read.

Mr. PATERSON. I do.
Mr. RYKERT. Hon. gentlemen opposite do not like

to be brought face to face with the records of their party.
There is not any position taken by the hon. gentlemen oppo-
site but we can confront them with their speeches made on
former occasions. When the great tariff question was under
discussion in Parliament in 1879, we cited the opinions and
speeches of the members for North Norfolk and South
Brant to prove that we were justified in adopting the
National Policy, and quoted their speeches of 1876 in answer
to their argument in opposition thereto. We showed by
their speeches that they had turnel political somersaults.
In fact, whenever they advance any arguments on any
question in this Hlouse, all we have to do is to turn up
former speeches in Parliament to answer them.

Mr. PATERSON. That is the hon. gentleman's own re-
mark, not an extract.

Mr. RYKERT. When interrupted I was quoting an
authority which will be recognised. On the 24th January,
1884, the Lieutenant Governor of Ontario, forced by the leader
of this Government, who had declared, upon the 17th Janu-
ary, that ho would introduce a Franchise Bill, announced
in the Speech from the Thronethe extension of the franchise.
The words were:

"In this connexion I invite your attention to the expedienoy of further
extending the already liberal Franchise which prevails in thia Province."

Upon that occasion neither the mover nor the seconder of
the Address spoke a word in favor of that clause, in fact it was
entirely ignored ; and even the Globe, which anticipated the
Speech, said nothing about the franchise. Notwithstanding
the promises made in the speech, the Session of 1884 passed,
without the Ontario Government introducing any Bill
increasing the franchise in accordance with the promises
made before the elections. Thon we came down to 1885,
the present Session. This Parliament met on the 29th
January, and the Speech from the Throue promised an
extension of the franchise. .The Ontario Goveunmnt fnd-
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ing they were driven into a corner were compelled to do before the country for some time, that it was understood by
something towards redeeming their pledge. They saw the people, and yet hon, gentlemen say the Billshouki not
that the First Minister of the Dominion was determined ho passed because the people have mot had an opportunity of
to go on with the Franchise Bill; then those hon. consideriDg it. Now, on the l9th January, 1884 at the
gentlemen thought they must have a new Franchise opening of Parliament, to show that the Bil was fnlly dis-
Bill, and on the 5th of March, something like six cussed, Mr. Blake said:
weeks after the Ontario Legislature met, the Bill was Ilt the opening of last Session 1 pointed ont whst I thought was the
introduced; it was read the second tine on the 24th of true need vith referenceto the Franchise Bil. Idontintendtorepeat
March, and was passed on the 28th of March. So those those words to-day. The Bil bas been before the House and country.
hon. gentlemen were actually forced to adopt not only an Lt has fot received the advantage ofvindication by its proposer."
extension of the franchise, so far as property was concerned, Thon he found fauit with the First Minister for not entering
but they were compelled to reduce the income franchise into the details of the measuro, and said he recognised the
and to adopt other liberal clauses which had been advocated fact that the Bil was fuily understood by the eountry. le
year after year by the Conservative party in Ontario. We then goos on further to make some remarks which show
find to-day that Mowatt's Bill, instead of placing the fran- that the leader of theOpposition was a littie at fault-that
chise at $400, has reduced it to 8300; and subsequently in ho is troubled with a treacherons memory. He spoke
the Legislature it was reduced to $250. I think I have about the Bil of 1883, that Bil having a clause providing
satisfactorily shown, by the record of the Reform for revising barristers, precisely as the Bil of the present
party in this Dominion, that they have systemati- time, but on the l9th January, 1884, he said:
cally opposed the extension of the franchise. We ciAt the time 1 spoke I did fot know and could not know that the
find that they never conceded one inch, until they wereBil would contain so objectionable or unheard of a provision a it is
driven into the last ditch by the Conservative party. proposedto have in it, which proposai [hope will net be carried out, of
Now these hon. gentlemen have been discussing this Bill the appontment of revising barrister.'
day after day and night after night, they have been declar- Now, in January 1884, he noticed that clause of the Bil,
ing that it should not be passed because the people have not although ho neyer noticed the previousIBill, and althoigh,
had time to consider it, that its contents are not known to as I have shown you, ho discussed that Bil in ail its details,
the people. Well, Sir, we had a similar Bill introduced in and said it was well known to the country, and yet I should
1869. That Bill is almost precisely similar to this, with the ike to know if the Bil introduced to the fouse was not
exception of the revising barrister clause. That Bill pro- understood by that hon, gentleman. Now, in order to show
vided that there should be commissioners instead of revis- that the hon. gentleman was mistaken, I refer you to page
ing barristers. The leader of the Opposition at that time .91 of the Hansard of January 1883, where you will find
strongly favoured that Bill, as mentioned by the First Min- that the First Minister referred purticularly to the clause
ister to-day. On the 11th March, 1870, the leader of the providing for the revising barristers, and upon the 25th
Opposition said. January, the Gtobe nowspaper said:

" The House muet feel gratified at the full statement made by the 1'Sir John A. Macdonald has introduced the Franchise Bih. it je fothon. mover of the Bill, and also at the mode taken to discuss its pro- his practice to introduce in the early days ef the Session any mensure to
visions, as well as with the announcement that it was the intention of which he attaches any ortance. This is almeet exactly the sane
the Government toreceive with consideration any suggestions which Billas hast Session.One most objectionable teatures of the Bil
might be offered."i h i o i
That Bill was fully discussed, it went to a second read-ilthe leadrof
ing, it went into committee and was discussed in all its the ppostion saysbhow
details. The Globe newspaper and other Reform papersabout it-y surprise. owthis Billhas
published an analysis of the Bill, giving ail its leading boon deo neagrygratt e Butlwe roe
features, and if the Globe had any circulation in the country sa
the people must have been informed on the details of that in 1870, and that on that occasion the leaerof the Opposi-
measure. Yet we find hon. gentlemen still declaring tion declared that they wore ahi agreed as to the necessity
unhesitatingly that the country do not know anythigof aEection A and although ho might oppose some of
about the Bill; that the people are entirely ignorant of i the details ho had ne idea of opping a second reading of
that the people have not had time to consider it. On
the 20th May, 1869, the Globe referred to the details "n wilî be notioed that the conferring of the franchise upon unmar-
of the measure, pointed ont its leading features and ried women i the only liberal festnre of the Bil. As to tus feature,
said it was similar to the Bill of the preceeding Session, it is, w. are pleased to say, a truhy iberal mensure, but we shah b. verywhic wa idntici wth he BlI f t day exoptas l th muh surprised if the majority of the present Bouse do not take the
which was identical with the Bill of to day, except as to the tunîty of einatig a proposition Wih seem reay ot of place
clabse previding for revising barristers.en The Gtbe said: amid itwsurroundinga."

"lTihe PremiersBill proposes a franchise which, thouzh a ittie com- These gentlemen say that the tlm is an obnoxious Bil, andpicatedand not altoether consistent, i on te whole liberal. t pro- si in the y a

st openin ofe Parliamellto show that the lafldis-o

poses afreehorancrBeesof $200 in counties, $400 in cities and $300 in
towns.À tenant franchise of $20 in couaties and $30 in cities, and ani the Opposition. Now, I think ths wtouse must have cote
income franchise of $400. The income franchise is an excellent Meature te the concluion, after istening to this debate for me-
of the Bill.'"tinghike three we Bks, that the sole obje t of the opposition
Now, Sir, that Bill was introduced again sometime early in t this Bi h is that there is a clause in it reating te the
1888. On April l6th, the Globe referred to it as a measuro revising barrister. If that clause were eiminated fromtheBih
similar te the one introduced in 1870. When the ifIl was now, hon. gentlemen opposite would allow it toy e pas without
before IParliament for a certain lime Ihe leader of the a single word of opposition, although it Is true hon. gente-
Government withdrew it, slahing that ho withdrew men have for fifty-seven heurs fought upon the one word
the Bill, and that it would now go before the Indian. Wouh di ot be wehll now tebing my on. friend
country te ho submitted next Session. Parliament was not from Brant face te face with his own record on that question.
t=k by surprise, and hon. gentlemen mut have known think i bas alroeady been pubished abroad, and nsadonbt
the principles of the Bill, for, as the hon. memb'r for Brome the hon, gentleman has seen i , that the hon. member for
said a few Bights ago, ho iad thoroughly discussed the South Brantaand other gentlemen on that side who aie now

esure before bis constituents, and had corne back for the so strongly opposed te the enfranohisement of the indians,
purpose of opposing te Bil. The hon. membar for West were strongly in favor of is in 1876. I have in my hand
Lambtonmade a smilar statement; ho sad the Bill was i f the Bill whih wu introduced at that time by Mr. Laird.

Mr. BE3RMT.
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Mr. PATERSON (Brant). One moment. I am not
opposed to Indian enfranchisement-I desire it.

Mr. RYKERT. It is a very hard tote where the hon.
gentleman stands. His speech on this Bill was condemna-
tory of the principle of enfranchising the Indian.

Mr. PATERSON. No, no.

Mr. RYKERT. Yes, every line of it; and when brought
face to face with his record we see that ho would not
enfranchise one Indian. The hon. member for Elgin also
denounced it in unmeasured terms. These hon. gentlemen
said: Why enfranchise Pie-a-Pot and Poundmaker and the
others, when they knew that the Bill did not refer to the
Territories at all ? They knew that very wel, but they
thought to make a little capital out of it, a little by-play out of
the remarks of the First Minister, bocause the First Minister
in answer to some questions, in a jocular manner said yes.
Was there a single hon. gentleman who raised his voice to say
one word on behalf of the poor Indian-not a word until they
were driven into a corner, and brought face to face with their
record. Now it has gone to the country that this Govern-
ment bas endeavored to enfranchise the Indian, who is
placed in the same position as the white man.

Mr. PATERSON. No.
Mr. RYKERT. Yes, the Act says so.
Mr. PATERSON. That is what we proposed and voted

for and the hon, gentleman voted down.
Mr. RYKERT. Well, we shall see. I know that it is

most unpalatable to these hon.gentlemen to be brought face
to face with their own record. The Bill says:

" Person means a mile person including an Indian."

Section 3 says :
" Every person shall, upon and after the first day of November, in

the year of Our Lord one thousand eight hundred and eighty-five, be
entitled to be rogistered on the liste of voters.''

Thon it goes on to provide that ho must be of the full
age of 21 years, that ho must be a British subject by birth
or naturalisation, that ho must be the owner of real pro-
perty or a tenant, or have an income, and so on; and the
Indian must have the same franchise and the same qualifi-
cation as the white man. What were these gentlemen in
favor of three years ago ? They were in favor of enfran-
chising the Chinese and granting them every privilege that
the white man enjoys; yOt they say now he is no botter
than an Indian, and the member for West Elgin (Mr.
Casey) says the Indian is no botter than a negro. They
were thon in favor of the poor Chinese boing included, and
now they want to exclude the poor Indian. They say that
they were not in favor of excluding the Indian who had the
same qualifications as the white man. Well, what does this
Bill say but that a person means an Indian, and that ho
must have the qualification required by law. Suppose the
tribal Indians, as they call them, had a vote, would that be1
wrong? Who owns their property? Who owns the pro-
perty of the Tuscorora Indians? Do the Indians, or does
the Government? The Indians own that property, and no
law of the land eau take it from them. They have as much
right to it as the hon. member for South Brant has to his;
and if they have that property, which they work, and enjoy
the benefits of, why should they not have the same rights as
white men ? What did the hon. momber for South Brant
say in 1875?

"Mr. Paterson deired *pesuothhu.fiierfte
Interior, btheecessity liaI extiaed for the revision and codification of
the Indian laws, and alse with respect to the desirability of the enfran-
chisement of the Indians.n1

In 18'6, the Bill I have before me was introduced, and it1
has these clauses:i

"86. Wlhenever any Indian man, or unmarried woman, of the full age
Of twenty.one years, obtains the cousent ef the band of which he or shie

is a member to become enfranchised, and whenever such Indian has
been assigned by the band a suitable allotment of land for that purpose,
the local agent shall report such action of the band, and the name of
the applicant to the Superintendent Generali; whereupon the said
Superintendent General, if satisfied that the proposed allotinent of land
is eqnitable, shall authorized some competent person to report whether
the applicant is an Indian who, from the degree of civilization to which
he or she as attained and the character for integrity, morality and
sobriety which he or she bears, appears to be qualified to become a pro.
prietor of land in fee simple- and upon the favorable report of such
person, the Superintendent deneral may grant such Indian a location
ticket as a probationary Indian, for the land allotted to him or ber by
the band.

"h 88. Every such Indian shall, before the Issue of the letters patent
mentioned in the next preceding section, declare to the Superintendent
General the name and surname by which he or she wishes to be enfran-
chised and thereafter known, and on hii or her receivin gsuch letters
patent, in such name and surname, ho or she shall be ed to b alseo
enfranchised, and he or she shall thereafter be known by sncb name or
surname, and if such Indian be a married man his wife and minor
unmarried children also shall ho held to be enfranchised ; and from the
date of such letters patent the provisious of this Act and of any Act or
law making any distinction between the legal rights, privileges, disabi-
lities and liabilities of Indians and those of Her Majesty's other soubjects
shall cease to apply to any Indian,'

Now, the hon. First Minister declared that when we came
to the enfranchising clauses ho would have clauses with
respect to the Indians; but, whother he does or not, the
fact stares us in the face, that the Indian who has the fru-
gality and the industry to cultivate a piece of property,
and works that property, and who chooses to take advantage
of this Act, can claim the right of suffrage and nothing
further; and the hon. member for South Brant strongly ap-
pealed to this House, years ago, that Indiana should be
relieved from the tutelage and the bondage under which
they thon existed. ,

Mr. PATERSON. Does the hon. gentleman understand
the Bill to bo what he said now-that only Indians who
are assessed and have the same responsibilities as white
mon, are to have votes ?

Mr. RYKERT. I understand by this Bill that a person
means an Indian, or a white man, or a negro, and that that
person must be an owner, tenant or an occupant or have an
income.

Mr. PATERSON. Must be assessed for it; the hon.
gentleman said assessed twice.

Mr. RYKERT. The hon. gentleman has not read tho
Bill. In fact, I would judge that most hon. gentlemen
op site had not read the Bill-from the erratic manner in
whih they have discussed the question, and the absurd and
reckless statements they have made-as they seem to know
nothing at all about the Bill. The hon.gentleman also said,
in 1880:

" Then the Bill does not provide for the enfranchisemant of the l-
dians, for according to them the rights, opportunities and privileges of
citizens is, I think, the only solution of the Indian question, more
especially the ouly solution which afects the more advanced tribes, on
whose behalf and with respect to whose circumastances, I am more par.
ticularly acquainted. An change that bas been made l the law is
only in the direction of stili more ftrmly fastening the shackles of tute-
lage upon them-a change tending to keep the Indiansin their present
condition. I speaken behalf of 3,000 Indians--"

That is, the Indians of Tuskarora, the same as are going
to be enfranchised by this Bill-

Mr. PATERSON. You are not enfranchising them.
Mr. RYKE RT. And are going to have the right to vote

and the same privileges as white men.
Mr. PATERSON. No.

Mr. RYKERT-
" -- 3,000 Indians, amon gwhom six missionaries have been laboring

for the past thirty years, an who have twelve publie schools and an
industrial institute. l that band there never bas been but one enfran-
chised under the Act of 1868, and that Indian was unable to get the
land to which he was entitled ; he petitioned to be restored to his former
condition as an Indian. If there is such a record after twelve years
experience is it not time that some step was taken by which more pro-
gress might be made ? The whole Indian lar discourages the assimila-
tion of the whites and the Indians, and the solution of the Iadiao
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problem cen only be found in wiping out the distinction which existe
between the races, in giving the red man all the liberties and rights
enjoyed by the white man, and entailing upon him all the responsibili-
ties which attach to those rights and privileges."

Therefore, if the Indian be located upon a piece of ]and
worth the proper value, why should ho not be enfranchised ?

Mr. PATERSON. He has not the responsibility.
Mr. RYKERT. What responsibility has ho got? He

has to work his land the same as everybody else, and ho
does exactly what the hon. member for South Brant does,
consumes tea and coffee and sugar, and uses all the other
necessaries of life, on which ho pays duty.

Mr. PATERSON. So does my boy of eighteen who has
not a vote.

Mr. RYKERT. I do not suppose ho cares very much.
So hon. gentlemen will see that the view taken by these
gentlemen was that the Indian should be enfranchised.
The hon. member for West Elgin (Mr. Casey) who was
very strong on the point, said :

"I think Indiens who are equal to whites in intelligence, who are
superior to many whites in wealth, and who are full grown citizeus of
the Dominion, should not be placed in a worse condition than the
negroe.

So that you will see that hon. gentlemen opposite who for
the last three or four weeks have been disoussing the Indian
question, and especially the hon. member for Bothwell (Mr.
Milis), who devoted an hour and a-half to the Indian fran-
chise, took the same position that the Government occupy
to-day in favor of enfranchising the Indians so long as ho
came within the definition of the wQrd person. These hon.
gentlemen have made a great deal of argument against the
revising barrister -clause. I am not going to diseuss the
merita of that clause while we are in committee, discussing
another branch of the Bill, and I do not wish to violate
the rules of debate, but I simply, wish to remind hon.
gentlemen opposite of their own views on this question.
1 want to show that these same gentlemen who complain
se loudly of this clause are the very ones who, a few
years ago, when the First Minister proposed to appoint three
commissioners, advocated iti They were, moreover, in
favor of having placed in the hands of the registrar of the
county, the sheriff and county attorney, or other county
officials this power; these officials to be paid in the same
manner as the revising barrister. In the Bill of 1869 intro-
duced by the First Minister ho appointed three commis-
sioners from whom there was to be an appeal to the county
judge. At that time the organ of the party strongly
advocated that the registrar of the county or the county
attorney should be appointed. Tbe leader of the Opposition
was net guite so decided on that point, ho preferred having
the revising barrister. ln 1870 ho said:

"The way to remedy the system was not the way proposed by the
mover of the Bill, but the proper mode was to adopt the English system
cf revising barristers, who were appointed by the judges Another
plan which ho propose I was to appoint some one of the persons, who
for thetime bemtg, he found filling the county offices, but thon the hon
mover said we had no jurrisdiction over the county ofcers. He asserted
there was no difficulty in the House declaring that mon, who at the
time, would be found filhing particular offices should discharge particular
functions, and should be hable to penalties if they did not discharge
them."

The Globe alseo declared in favor of the revising barrister,
but, in the event of his not being appointed, thought it was
advisable that the registrar of the county, or the county
attorney, or the sheriff, should be appointed. Hon. gentle-
men opposite say this Bill interfer es with provincial rights.
Was there anything said about provincial rights in 1870 ?
Not one word. Though it was the same Bill, the same
clauses, everything identical, except the clause providing
commissioner; instead of revising barrister; not one voice
was raised on behalf of provincial rights. Again they say,
this BiH isnot asked for by the public. The best argument
i u ly tothat statemnort is the instance quoted by the hon,

Enri xzaT,

member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills). le referred to the Bill ex-
tending the franchise in Great Britain, which was introduced
lately by Mr. Gladstone. Were any petitions sent to the
British -House of Commens asking for that Bill? Did Mr.
Gladstone consult the people? No; although this Bill was
most revolutionary in its character, extending the privileges
granted to the people, making the franchise still lower than
it was, Mr. Gladstone had it passed through the House
without consulting the people, and not one word was said
about the people not asking for it. Was Mr. Mowat's Bill,
passed a few days ago, ever disoussed before the people or
asked for by the people ? Did the hon. member for South
Brant, in stumping the country during the last election
ever say a word about extending the franchise? Or, if ho
did, did he say in what direction he wanted it to be extended ?
I followed hon. gentlemen throughout many contests, and
did not hear them say a word about it. Mr. Mowat was
not asked to pass the Bill. True, the Reform party,
driven to it by the Conservative party, had to acknowledge
it as a plank in their platform, but although Mr. Mowat
placed it as a plank in his platform, as laid dowýn by the
Lieutenant-Governor, he did not endorse it in Parliament,
and allowed a whole Session to pass without saying a word
about it. Can the hon. gentlemen opposite point to a single
voter who having had a vote in 1882 or 1878 will not also
have a vote in 1887 under this Bill? They cannot point to
one. Yet they say we have no right to speak for the
people, we who are commissioned to speak for the people
by two mandates given us by large majorities in
1878 and in 1882. These hon. gentlemen, some time ago,
thought it necessary, when a former Bill was passed through
Parliament, to call for meetings throughout the country.
That Bill was passed without consulting the people. When
tbey went before the people did they discuss the measure ?
No; in 1882, when they went to the people on the Cana-
dian Pacifie Railway measure, they would not discuss it;
but they went off on a side issue and talked about invading
the rights of the Province, the Rivers and Streams Bill, the
Boundary Award-these were the questions they diseussed,
and not the question of the Canadian Pacifie Railway. So
it will be at the next election. This Bill will pass, and
what will be the result? Hon. gentlemen opposite will go
off on some other aide wind; they will draw some other
red herring across the trail, but they will not meet the
people fairly. Now they say, this Bill is boing hurried
through Parliament. The hon. member for Bothwell (Mr.
Mills) said this Bill was introduced only three months
after the louse met. That statement is about as correct
as any other statement ho bas made, and is on a par with
the recklese, random statements that hon. gentlemen oppo-
site generaily make. They want it to go forth to the
country that this louse did nothing the first three months
of the Session, so that the people will say the Govern-
ment was wasting time, and three or four weeks more
wasted by the Opposition would not make very much
difference. What is the fact ? The Bill was introduced
the 19th of March.

Mr. VAIL. Ton days short of three months.

Mr. RYKERT. The hon. gentleman is six weeks ont of
his calculation again, just about as near as hoecan count.
I have from the Clerk of the fouse a statement showing
that the Bill was distributed the 27th of March, ot two
months after the House met, yet the hon. member for
Bothwell deliberately says it was not brought down until
three months after the louse opened. I believe that when
the Hansard report comes down to-morrow, fte hon. mem-
ber for Bothwell will correct that statement; but if itcomea
down as ho delivered it, it will be seen that he deliberately
stated that it was three months before the Bill came before
the House, although it was but little more than seven weeks
before it was aotuaHly distributed to fthe ouse. Let us
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compare that with what Mr. Mowat did of whom hou. gen.
tlemen opposite are so fond of talking. We find that
Mr. Mowat's Parliament was in Session six weeks before
his Bill was introduoed. His Parliament met on the 28th of
January, and on the 5th of March the Bill was read the first
time. it was not printed urtil the 20th, it was read the second
time on the 24th, and passed on the 28th ; and this was a Bill
more revolutionary in its character than any previous Fran-
chise Bll-a Bill which enfranchised the Indians and
extended the franchise almost in every direction.
Mr. Mowat went one better than the First Minister.
The hon. gentleman waa determined to go one botter than
the Firet Minister. le saw what the First Minister's Bill
was, the same as the previous Session, ho sits down, draws
his Bill, almost all the clauses drawn in such a way as to
go one botter than the First Minister. This Bill had been
before Parliament and had been discussed before the people
as the member for Brome (Mr. Fisher) said. But onei
member, the hon. member for Brant, admitted that he had
never heard of the Bill before. À newspaper man, a man
who knows so much of what is going .on in the country,
says ho knew nothing about the Bill. That shows what
reliance can be placed on this gentleman who cannot
keep a faithful record of the affairs of the country.
Hon. gentlemen say the Bill is going to be too expensive.
Although that is somewhat out of the record, I will
simply say that the estimates made by hon, gentlemen
in regard to that are something like their estimates
a few years ago in regard to the Canadian Pacifie
Railway. One hon. gentleman said it would cost1
$500,000. Another said it would cost $715,000. When9
the question of the revising barrister is under discussion, I1
shall take the liberty to give my view of what the costi
really is, but I repeat what I said before, that the cost in,
the first year of the revising barrister and his clerk and his
constable will not be as much as what hon. gentlemen have
cost the country by the unreasonable obstructi)n whicht
they have exhibited in regard to this Bill, nor ai mnch asI
it has cost to publish al the absurd returne wïieh they a
have asked for-some 700 or 800. These gentle-men are 1
never at home unless they are reckless in assertion. The hon.a
member for West Huron (Mr. Cameron) stated a feiw nights a
ago that, if this Bill passed, there would be 150,000 mon i
disfranchied in the Province of Ontario, and in order to a
show that, he went into an estimate. The member for West a
Elgin (Mr. Casey) went 25,000 botter. The next night he s
said there would be 150,000 disfranchised. Lot us come to v
the record. It may surprise the hon. gentlemen whon I tell a
them the results from the offiuial documents, but I want to c
show how reckless these gentlemen are in their random i
statements, how regardless they are of the facts, how econ- y
omical of the truth, in fact, they kick it around in every r
direction. According to the last official return, there were in I
the Province of Ontario only 472,411 persons of the age of h
twenty-one years and upwards. Let us turn to the record 2
of the Ontario Governinent, and see how many persons are '
enfranchised to-day in that Province without Mr. Mowat's I
new Bill, because, mark you, that is not now the law of the p
land, it does not come into operation till next January. d
AccorJing to the law in force to-day in the Province of b
Ontario, the franchise is $400 in cities, $300 in towns, $200 a
in townships and villages, and $400 income. The total s
number of persons er franchised under that law to-day, is h
417,112, se that there are only 55,309 persons in the Pro- S
vinee Of Ontario above twenty one years of age who had not f<
the franchise,including lunates, criminals, insane, ,iaf, dumb le
and blind. Yet thei hon. gentleman says this Bill will di-fcan- o
chisj 125,000 people. How is it going to do that? The hon. li
member for West Elgin (Kr. Casey) will say: Oh, but some E
of you vote twice. On his own estimate, according to hie e
first statement, there were 15,000 who voted twice. h
Subsequently, ho said there were 7,500. I will take hie f

»22I

statement of 15,000, and, adding that to the 55,309, we have
70,309 against 150,000 or 125,000, the number given by the
member for West Elgin and the member for West Huron
respectively, and this is assuming that not one additional
person will be enfranchised under this Act. You see
how reckless they are. There are not, from the age
of 21 years up to 99 years, more than 55,309 who
have not votes to-day in the Province of Ontario, and
of the voters 286,000 voted in 1883, at the last general
election, and the votes unpolled were 120,153. When they
deliberately told the House and the country that 150,000
mon will be disfranchised by this Bill, they were talking
what they know is not correct, they were making random
and reckless statements for political purposes, for the pur-
pose of casting some obloquy and some disgrace upon the
First Minister, and gotting the people to stir up meetings
and arouse a feeling in the country against the Bill. I
assert that not a gentleman on that side of the House can
point to a single person in the Province of Ontario, who,
to-day, has a vote who will be disfranchised by this Bill.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Hear, hear. Not one.
Mr. RYKERT. When we go back to render an account

of our stewardship, there will not be one who had a vote
for us before who will not have a vote on that occasion.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. And a great many more.

Mr. IRYKERT. And -a great many more, as I shall show
presently. These gentlemen must have a little shame when
they look at the record they have made in this House. In
analysing this Bill I take my own constituency. I have taken
the trouble since last Friday to have all the asessment
rolls of my constituency sent to this House, in order to see
the effect of this Bill and of Mr. Mowat't Billon my county.
In the first place, Mr. Mowat's Bill will deprive of their
votes 269 non-rosident freehold voters, who have exercised
the franchise for twenty-five or thirty years. I myself have
voted in the e >u ty of Welland for nearly thirty years,
and I am eut off from that; but, while they adopt that
principle, viz., that non-residents shall not vote as far
as parliamentary elections are concerned, in municipal
elections is different. I voted ton timns in one day
n teon dierent places. That shows that, while they
are willing to allow that for municipal purposes, they
are not willing to allow it for parliamentary purposes. I
hould like to know why I should have the privilege of
voting in the city of St. Catharines in six wards for eighteen
aldermen, and in the township of Grantham for four coun-
illors and a reeve, and in the township of Niagara
n my own county, and in the village of Mierritton, and
yet, when it comes to a parliamentary election, where my
esponsibilities are greater than in municipal affaire,
can only vote where I live, and not where I have the

argest amount of property. There are in my own county
269 people disfranchised by reason of being non-resident.
Taking Mr. Mowat's Bill, there are in that county of
Lincoln, outside of the city of St. Catharines, only 49
persons who are assessed for an amount under $200. To-
Lay there are only 49 persona who will gain the franchise
y Mr. Mowat's Bill. [am assuming that they are only
wsessed for $100, but they are assessed under $200,
o that while I lose 269 of non-residents, I gain 49 as voters
.aving 8100 and upwards. Now, we will take the city of
t. Catharines, this shows the fact that every person assessed
or property in the Province of Ontario-unles, as the
eader of the Opposition says, ho lives in a God-forsaken part
f the country-is assessed for $200. There is hardly anyone
iving with a roof over his head at all, who is not worth $200.
Hon. gentlemen know, in canvassing the country, that oveay
lector tries to be assessel for an amount sufficient to give
im a vote. Now, taire the city of St. Catharines, with a
ranchise of $400. I find there are only twenty-nine persons

1885. 1769



COMMONS DEBATES. MAY il,

assessed between $300 and $400, and only twenty-six persons not for the purpose of defending provincial rights, but with
between $200 and $300, who will be entitled to vote. The a view of obstructing this Billso that the Government will
only gain under the Mowat Bill in the city of St. Catharines, le forced to withdraw it. The Firat Minister has declared
with its population of 10,000, will be twenty-six. This Bill that this Bill shah becore law this present Session, and his
also recognises the principle recognised years ago in the old supporters believe he is right. The ouse las afflrred the
Parliament of Canada, of what is called "tenancy franchise." principle on the second reading by a large majority, and we
Although some objection has been taken to some of the detailswould be false to our trust, and to the position we oecu
of that section, the principle of tenant franchise is fully as representatives of the people, if we were te allow te
recognised. In Mr. Mowat's Bill a man must have property Opposition, simply because we miglt le inconvenienced by
worth a certain amount, but in the present Bill a person repre- sitting here three or four months, te obstruot the Billand
senting a piece of property, no matter how small or how prevent the legisiation being carried through. Mr. Chair-
large, if he pays $2 a month, can have a vote. I would man, I support this Billbecause 1 believe that we
like to know where there is a tenant who pays less than $2 enght te have a uniform franchise that cannot le
a' month ? We come now to the income franchise. In the interfered with or altered by the Local Legisatures.
Province of Ontario there is a large number of persons As I have pointed eut, the Local Legisiature of Ontario
with salaries of $400, who, at the present time, claim las unjustly and unfairly disfranchised tlousands of people
exemption and will not be assessed. They do not appear who have heretefore enjoyed the prvilege of the fran-
upon the voters' lists because they are not assessed, chise and wlo voted for us in 882, who when we
and the courts have determined that no man can be placed go back for re-election will have ne riglt te pass
mpon the list after the assessment roll is revised, for income, judgment on our action. For example, non-resident voters
unless he is assessed. So that, in the Province at the hast ehection will have ne right te pues jndgment
of Ontario, a man must be assessed for $400 before he can on our actions bedause they are disfranchised, andjudgment
have a vote. Under this Bill a man need not be will be passed upon us by a différent set of men.That is
assessed for anything, he as only to have an income net a just course te parsue. We have ne gnarantee that
of $400, so there is the advantage under this Bill. In the franchise will net be altered ly Mr. Mowat before the
the Province of Ontario le must pay taxes and be placed next general eection; that there wilh net le compulsory
upon the assesment roll, so that in these two respects this voting, that woman suffrage will net be granted, that man-

1Bil is far better than the other. I have been struck withleod suffrage wihl net le granted. Knewing ail these facts,
the fact, during this discussion, that some hon. gentlemen, and what are the views of members of this fouse on these
particularly the hon. member for North Norfolk (Mr. three important questions, manhood suffrage, woman suff-
Charlton), have exhibited a great deal of anxiety for Nova rage and compulsory veting, and having streng views on
Scotia, and have pointed out that this Bill is going to dis- these questions, are we te place ourselves in the bands cf
franchise large numbers in that Province. Well, I find that on poiticians ike Oliver Mewat, who las shown his deter-
the 7th May, 1885, the Halifax Chronicle, a good Grit organ, minatien tefiglt aguinet the interestsof the Dominion? 1
as I understand, denounced the Franchise Bill in almost as feel as the leader of the Opposition felt in 1811, thut there
strong terms as the hon. gentlemen in this House. That should be ne entanghing alliance between Ontario and the
paper says this: Dominion. The hon. member for West Durham, when

"The difference between the proposed franchise and those now in leader of the Opposition in the Local fouse in 18, said:
operation are more in name than in reality. Very few of the youngmen IÂs citizens of Ontario we are called upon to frame our own policy
who would be entitled to vote under the Dominion Act as having an with reference to our Provincial riglts and interesta and to conduct our
income of $300 a year, would not possess $300 personal property own affairs and we deprecate, nay more, we protest most strongly
entitling them to vote in this Province. We believe the two lista whichagainst any interference on the part of any Government with aur perfect
we require to be made up, if the Dominion Bill becomes law, will, if freedom of action."
fairly made up, be nearly identical." Again said Mr. Blake

I quote that as an answer to those hon. gentlemen who say 1"Their poaition waa thi, that the Local Government should be per-
this Bill is going to work great injustice in Nova Scotia. fectly independent cf the entral Goverument and should neither b.
Now, the principal difference between this Bill and the entangled by alliance nor embarrased by hostility."
Local Bill of Ontario is this: In the Local Legislature Those are true and sound principles. If thqy are adlered
the assement rolls are the guide, and every one knows te, then I say that the Local Legislature ef Ontario wil
that in townships particularly, mon are assessed as occupy its true position. I am in favor cf an entirely
low as possible, and still have the right to vote, in différent franchise fer the Provincial as compared with
order to evade the taxation imposed by the county council. Dominion electiens. We are sent here teadvooate measures
Hon. gentlemen who know anything about municipal affaire entirely différent te those coming before the Local Logis-
in Ontario, know that the rolls are equalised by the county lature. Wben we have nurrow-minded men who hold that
council, and therefore in rural municipalities and towns not local matters are parameunt, when a Local Legislature
separated from the county, property is assessed as low as arraigns iteelf as the Ontario Legisature las done againat
possible in order that the owners may reduce the county the interests of the Dominion, we have a right telbrtify
taxation. But in this Bill the revising barrister, or the ourselves and proteet oureelves, and take care net te place
judge, takes the actual value of the property; he does net ourelves in the bande cf suclipoitician as at the prsent
take the assessed value at all, so that where the assessed time control the Legielature of Ontario.
value is $100 in the municipality, the actual value might Mr. CHARLTON. I do net rise te engage in further
be $250, and in cities where the value is assessed at $200, the discussion as te the ameudment I placed in yeur hands
actual value may be $100. In this Bill the revising barrie-some days ugo and which is stihi before the fouse. I rise
ter states the actual value, irrespective of the assessed fer the purpose cf' referring te eue or two pointe made by
value, the voter under this law not being liable to pay any the Premier, when you, Mr. Chairmun, first teck the Chair
taxes. Now I have briefly pointed ont the inconsistencies this afternoon. We have great satisfaction in the declara-
of hon. gentlemen in opposing this Bill. I think they have atien made by that lon, gentleman that li las reeisted the
manifested a disposition to obstruct legislation in reference demande cf ha followers, that the choture should be applied.
to thie Bill. Anyone who will examine the Hansard will
see that these hon. gentlemen have occupied something like Sir JOHN A. MLCDONALD. 1 did nct say that. 1
400 or 500 pages in the discussion of a measure that might said nothing about my followers. 1 said that demande ba4
have been discussed in 15 pages; and_.they have done so, been made from varieus sources.

Mir. RyKzaRT.
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Mr. CHARLTON. They were not made from this side
of the louse; and if they were not made by the hon. gen-
tleman's followers, I do not know by whom they could have
been made. The reason for such a suggestion does not exist.
The application of the cloture in England was after vexatious
opposition by a mere faction, blocking the wheels of legis.
lation. No mere faction in this House opposes this measure;
but a great party, representing the vast majority of the
people of Canada to-day, oppose a measure which the people
do not want; and for that reason there is no justification
for the cloture or for that gag-law, the so-called appli-
cation for the previous question, which obtains in the United
States House of Representatives. I rise to refer more parti-
cularly to the charge made by the hon. gentleman, that mem-
bers on this ide of the House had been guilty of organised
obstruction. In my opinion this Bill has been discussed
properly and temperately, except on one or two occasions
when the fouse insisted on sitting past two o'clock. As
to the speeches on this side of the House, we have a very
fair specimen in the excellent speech delivered by the hon.
member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills) this afternoon. Of course,
some may have been somewhat diffuse. Some hon. gentle-
men may not have spoken with that terseness, with that
degree of parliamentary skill which old parliamentarians
may possess ; but all of those hon. gentlemen have
addressed themselves to the discussion with a sincere desire
to present their views to this House and the country. The
hon. gentleman asserted that but for this obstruction the
discussion would not have been kept up the week before
last, and the painful scene enacted, by which members
were deprived of their rest. During the week before last,
the first attempt made at the Monday Session, and con-
tinued until 10 o'clock Tuesday night was against the
protest of the Opposition. The Opposition demanded
an adjournment at 2 o'clock on Tuesday morning.
That adjournment was refused by the Government
majority. We were not obstructing the proceedings
at that time. The discussion was conducted in a proper
manner till two o'clock, when we were entitled to an adjourn-
ment. When the fouse met on Thursday, an adjournment
was asked at 4 o'clock on Friday morning, the hon. member
for Queen's (Mr. Davies), speaking for the Opposition, said,
we would take a vote on the Indian clause and adjourn. That
suggestion was declined, and we continued to sit through the
entire day of Friday. We continued'to discuss the question
until Saturday morning at 1 o'clock. At th at time the hon.
member for Queen's (Mr. Davies) suggested that the House
should take a vote on the Indian clause, pass all the sub-sec-
tions of the interpretation clauses, and adjourn. The hon. Min-
ister of Public Works rose, and in some heat and with some
warmth, refused to accede to that proposition, and the House
continued to sit till Saturday at midnight, against our protest.
The obstruction was against our protest. On Tharsday
evening the supporters of the Government came into this
House supplied with pillows and bedding, and gave us notice
that they intended to encamp on the field of battle. They
came here with a declaration that they would wear the Op-
position out, and we knew it was their intention to sit here
until Saturday midnight, and so far as obstruction being prac-
tised by the Oposition, such was not the case. When two
o'clock arrivedwe refused to proceed further with the discus-
sion Of the question, and we gave notice of our desire to ad-
journ, as it was perfectly proper for us to do. The hon. First

inter informed us that the minority should yield to the
majority. When should they yield? Should they yield
upon demand, or has the minority a right to insist on a free
and full discussion by members of this House ? An hon.
gentleman says, yield "ere long." We will probably yield
ere long. We will probably delay " ere long," as the First
Minister sometimes does. But we have a right as a
minority to debate every measure laid before this House and
to give id full discussion; and it is a fault which has

characterised this House that many important measures have
been permitted to pass without receiving proper discussion.
Many important measures have gone on our Statute Boks
without that consideration waich they should have received
from this House. Now a moasure of the importance of the
one which is before the House at this time, is one deserving
of full discussion. It was introduced, Sir, at a time when
full discussion was hardly possible. The second reading of
this Bill was taken just twelve days short of three months
of the time the House assembled. That Bill was introduced
at a late period of the Session as we all know, and when the
consideration of that Bill was taken up we had many
important measures to take into consideration. We had,
for instance the terms of the re-adjustment with Manitoba;
we had the Pacific Railway resolutions to considor; we
had a number of Governmont measures with regard to the
Inland Revenue Department; wo had the Supply, and we
all know that the Estimatos cannot possibly be put through
this flouse in less than two or three weeks, with anything
like proper discussion ; we had the Bill to modify the appli-
cation of the Consolidated Insurance Act of 1877; we had
another Bill to provide for the distribution of the assets of
insolvent debtors; we had a Bill providing for the
establishment of a court of claims; we had a Bill
respecting real property in the North-West Territories;
a Bill regarding the salaries of the Judges and other
officers to be appointed under the Caurt of Claims
Bill; we had a measure with regard to restricting and
regulating the immigration of the Chinese; we had a Bill
to provide for the fitting representation of Canada at the
Colonial and Indian Exhibition to be held in London; we
had an Act respecting the Revised Statutes; we had a Bill
to provide for the better preservation of the peace in the
vicinity of public works; we had an Act with regard to
liquor licenses, and we had an Act with regard to the North-
West Mounted Police. These are a few of the important
measures which were before this House when this Bill
received its second reading. This Bill was not introduced
at the proper time. There is no use arguing before the
House that the Bill now under consideration was introduced
at as early a stage of the Session as it ought to have been
introduced; and it is a measure, if the evident expectation
of the hon. gentleman in introducing this measure has been
met, which would not have received full consideration. It
would have gone through the House, as the Gerrymander Act
of 1882 did-against the protest of the minority, but without
that full consideration of its details which it deserved. Now,
all measures deserve full consideration, and especially a
measure of the great importance of the measure now before
the louse. I take the liberty of reading one clause from
Lieber on CivilLiberty and Self Government, with regard to
the degree of discussion which public measures should
receive. He says :

" An election which takes place to pass judgrment on a series of acts
of a person, or to decide on the adoption or rejection of a fundamental
law eau have no value whatever, if the following conditions are not
fulfilled :

"The question muet have been fairly before the people for a period
sufficiently long to discuss the matter fairly, and under circumstances
to allow a free discussion. Neither the police restrictions of Govern-
ment nor the riotous procedures of mobs, nor the tyranny of associa-
tions ought to prevent the formation of a well sifted and duly modified
public opinion. The liberty of the preu, therefore, is a conditio 8ine qua
non. If this be not the case, a mere general opinion of the moment, a
panie on the one hand or a maddened gratitude, for real or imaginary
benefits, of a multitude excited for the day or a period, may bastily and
unrighteously settle the fate of generations to come, and passion, fear
or vain-glory may decide that which ought to be settled by the largest
and freest interchange of opinions and the broadest reciprocal modifica-
tion of interests. It requires time for a great subject to present itself in
all the aspects in which it ought to be viewed and examined, and for a
great public opinion to form itself,-the more time the vaster the
subject. All the laws regulating the formation of opinion in the indi-
vidual apply with greater force te the formation of public opinion.

" Ail elections muet be superintended by election judges and officers
independent of the executive or any other organized or unorganized
power of Goverument."
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Now, Sir, we have in the discussion upon and the attempt
to pass upon this Bill a violation ot that first principle
demanding a full discussion and a careful sifting and weigh-
ing of the features of the Bill. We have in this Billi
another measure which is in antagonistn to that feature
which requires that the Government should not have any-
thing to do with the election officers, or the machinery
which is to decide the question. We are told that we must
yield to the majority. Well, Sir, does the dictum of a
majority always make a thing right ? Supposing a majority
of this House should solemnly resolve at this moment that
it was now three o'clock in the morning, would that make
it three o'clock ? Supposing that a majority in this House
should resolve that Darwin's theory of evolution was right,
would that settle the question ? Supposing a majority of
this House should determine the question of eternal punish-
ment-would that settle it? I remember reading of a con-
vention of pilgrims fathers in Massachusetts, who
decided, by resolution, First, that the Saints of God
should inherit the earth, and they passed a second
resolution declaring that they were the Saints of God. I do
not suppose that that settled the question, although a ma-
jority decided that that was the case. Here a majority are
inclined to resolve that they should stay in power, and
secondly, they would resolve that as they intend to stay in

p ower,they should take the power of manipulating the voters'
lists so that they should be able to do so. That is the. deci-
sion which the majority are about to arrive at. The hon.
gentleman told us this afternoon that their conclusions must
prevail or else there will be a tragody. I do not know to
what the hon. gentleman refers, or what the character of
this tragedy will be. I am at a loss to understand. I hope
he has no violent designs against the Opposition; I hope
we are not to be punished for our contumacy in this mattee,
by the condign wrath of the First Minister and his follow-
ers. Now, Sir, this measure bas not been understood by
this country; it has not been understood by this House.

Mr. RYKE RT. Hear, hear.
Mr. CHARLTON. This measure is not understood to-

day by a majority of this House. The hon. member for
Lincoln does not himself understand it.

Mr. RYKERT. Speak for your own side.

Mr. CHARLTON. The country is just at this moment
fairly arousing itself as to the character of this measure.
We hold that this measure is one of such importance that
it should not be passed hastily. We hold that the opinions
of the great mass of the people of Canada should be obtained
upon this measure-the people who are to be affected by
this measure, whose interests are at stake in this matter-a
measure which will affect their interest not only this year
but for all years to come, which will affect not only this
generation, but all generations who may live in future in
this Dominion,-we hold that this measure should be taken
into consideration by the people of Canada, and that some
authoritative expression of their opinion should be furnished
to their representatives in this Hlouse, before a measure of
this importance should pass. We believe on this side that
although in a minority here, we represent the great
majority of people, with regard to this measure.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Yes, yes ; no, no.

Mr. CHARLTON. We believe that we are standing
here the champions of the people, the advocates of thel
people's rights, in resisting an attempt to perpetrate on this
country a great wrong. We believe that the assertion of
the hon. gentleman is correct, that representative institu-
tions are on trial. The question is whether the defendants,
the party in power, who are shortly to be arraigned before
the people of this country-whether these defendants in
that trial shall be permitted to pack the jury. The question1

Mr. CHARL TON.

is whether we shall have a free unbiased expression of the
opinion, a declaration of the will of the people of this
country, or whether the Government in power shall snatch
a verdict, by means of an improper manipulation of the
voters' lid-ts, as it is proposed to do by this Bill. I cannot
say that the hon. gentleman's speech this afternoon was
anything but Parliamentary and moderato in its tone and
spirit. The hon. gentleman, in that speech, indicated a
desire to make concessions. Well, Sir, unfortunately this is a
matter where the very principle at stake is a principle on
which no concession can be made. We stand on the
principle that any attempt to take the fixing of the fran-
ohises from the Provincial Governments, that have enjoyed
and exercised that power for eighteen years, and through
five general elections, and have exercised it in a manner that
has been, in the highest degree, satisfactory to the people
of the various Provinces-we hold, I say, that any attempt
to take that power from the Provinces, and to exercise it by
the Dominion, is an infringement of a principle that we
cannot permit if we can help it; and, consequently, at the
very threshold, we stand face to face with a:principle that
prevents us from offering or accepting any concessions in
this matter. We meet that issue in the resolution in your
hands, and the issue presented in that resolution is one that
does not admit of compromise or concession. For that
reason, Sir, we cannot accept the assertion that the dis-
cussion of this great and momentous measure has been
obstructive. It is our duty as an Opposition to
discuss this measure fully, and we intend to discharge
that duty. Now, I may, perhaps, refer to one or two
personal matters in the speech of the hon. member for
Lincoln (Mr. Rykert). He asserts that I took broad ground
in favor of universal suffrage. I did nothing of the kind.
I took the ground that if the Duminion Government were
to adopt a uniform franchise, they would be compelled to
accept universal suffragc-that n othing else would be accept-
able to the people of this country, because we could not
consistently adopt a franchise that was less liberal in its
character than the most liberal franchise in any of the Pro-
vinces. Then the hon. gentleman speaks about Yankeoism,
in respect of my having made quotations from the American
Constitution. Well, I pointed out that a groat nation,
which has grown to be a power with £6,000,000 inhabit-
ants, originated the federal system of governmetit; that it
was the system we copied, that the Australian colonies
were just adopting it, that it was likely to become very
wide-spread in the world, and that, inasmuch as we
had copied the institutions of that country, it was
only proper that we should examine into their
working, and should endeavor to learn the lesson
that has been taught by the hundred years' experience of
that nation. I pointed out that the United States had
adopted that very system of suffrage that we have had in
this country for eighteen years, that it had worked well
there, and that no public man had raised his voice against
it; and I think the example I quoted ought to have weight
with the hon. gentleman opposite, who has not been above
copying from that country. With regard to the implied
charge of Yankeeism, I have this to say: I have been a
resident of this country for thirty-five years; I came here a
boy; and I am a Brltish subject by birth. But leaving ali
personal questions to one side, if I were an annexationist,
which I am not, and if I desired to see the institutions of
this country changed, I would ask no botter means to secure
that result than to have hon. gentlemen who are now in
power, stay in power for five or six years longer. The
men who are involving this country in inextricable diffi-
culties, who are driving this country into debt, who
are violating the very principles of responsible Govern-
ment-these are the mon to drive the country into
annexation, if that resalt ie tho be pvoduced, and not the
gentlemen on this side. The hon, gentleman said I
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addressed myself to the French Canadians and warned
them, and thon voted for female suffrage. Sir, I did
address myself to the Prench Canadians, and warned them
that if they allowed this Bill to be passed, the very thing I
voted for, as well as universal suffrage and perhaps other
objectionable things would be forced on Quebec, and that if
they wished to avoid universal suffrage or female suffrage,
it behoved them to keep in their own hands the power they
possessed, and not throw down the birrier that revented
the other Provinces from forcing upon them a sufragethey
do not desire. Then the hon. entleman says ntario
demands that hersuffrage shall be oreedon the Dominion.
Ontario demanda nothing of the kind. Ontario demande
that her suffrage shall be respected in the Province of
Ontario, and that every other Province shabl have the
liberty that Ontario demands of fixing the aufrage to
suit the wishes of ite own people. That is what wedemand.
We bave no desire or expectation that the suffrage of
Ontario shall be accepted in any Province except Ontario.
Then, the hon. gentlemAn says no person shall be disfran-
chised in Ontario who bas a vote to-day, and that the Bill
passed by the Ontario Legislature last Session will not come
into force until the 1st of January next. When does thia
Bill come into force ?-on the lot of January following. l
making the assertion he did, theb hon. gentleman sought to
create a false i mpression. The Bill now under consideration,
when it comes into operation, will supplant the Bill lately
passed and then in operation in Ontario and will disfrau-
chise scores of thousands of people who will then be enfran-
chised by the Ontario Act. S much for the pointe made by
the hon, gentleman. I rose just to refer to a few statements,
made by the hon. First Minister, and chiefly to the charge
that the Opposition have obstructed legislation, which I
deny.

Mr. MoCIRANEY. I did not intend on this-oecasion to
say a word; but I feel that I owe a deep responsibility to
my constituents and to myself to say something on this
question. I have listened very attentively to the remarks
of the hon. member for Lincoln, and I must confess that I
have been somewhat surprised at some of the statements he
has made. The hon, gentleman referred to the Franchise
Bill that is now before the House, and to the Franchise Bill
which ias been passed recently in the Ontario Legislature,
and drew a comparison between the two, and I think was
very unfair in that comparison. Re etated there would ho
none or very few distranchised under this Bill. He stated.
aise that there were only peme 50,000 persone over twentjy-
one years of age in thie Province wbo were not ahready
enfranchised. I do not uuderstand, for my part, how
the. hon, gentleman could corne to any such conclusion. I
fiid th t, practicatlly, under the Ontario .Act, when it cornes
into force, we will have manhood suffrage. I know of no
clase of persons that will not ho enfranchied if they are
earning $250 per aiaumff. Lot me read some few claues of
the Ontario Act. .

" Firsily.-Every male porion entered on the revised assesament ral
upon wich the votera' list te be nsed et the election je baeod for any
city, town, incorporated village or township, for real property of the
value hereinafier mentioned, sud iieiug at the tine of the final revision
aud correctiohi of said asuesmerut roll, and aios thtiUre of the eoe.
tion, a resident of and domiciled within the Electoral Distriet for which
h. dlaims te vote.

(2) Such persan muet (subject te the provisions hereinatter cautained)
have been rated on such assesament roll as the owner, tenant or occu-
pant et real preperty et the actual value of net lis than the fullow-
ing :

la cities and towns, two hundred dollars;
ln incorporated villages and townships, one hundred dollars:
(3) Wbere any rosi property la owned oroc pid joiatly by twe or

more persans, ad a rated at aamountufen, if equly divided
between them, to give a qualification to each, then each of them shall
be deemed rated within this Act, otherwise none of theom aball bedeemed
so rated.

Secondly.-Every male person who is residing at the time of the elec-
tion in the local municipality in which he tenders his vote and has
resided therein continuously since the completion of the lait :revisaod

asseusment roll of the municipsity, and derives an -nc me from soni,
trad eocopa tioncalling,aofficeaor profession of iot leu than t'w>hundr ed sudfifty dollars annually, aud has been basessed for sur.'a
income in and by the assesment roll of the mualcipal.ty upon which thu
votera'list used at the election Io based.

TàArdly.-avery male person entered on the last evised asessment
roll as a wage-earner who is residing at the time of one election in the
local municipality in which he tenders bis vote, and has residei therein
continuously since the completion of the last revised assessment roll ot
the-municipality, and who has during the twelve montha next prior. to
being so entered, derived or earned wages or income from some trade
occupation, calling, office, or profession of not lest than two hundred
and fifty dollars.

(2) In estimating or ascertaining the amount of wages or income so
earned or derived by .any pron0 so etered as a wage-earner in the
assoement roll of a muni'ciality, Dot being a city, town or villae, the
fair value of any board or odging furnished or given to or received or
had by auchperson as or in ien of wagea or as part thereof sball be
considered or inoluded.

So that any person who is earning, any farm laborer who
is earning 8150 a year with his board, will be entitled to a
vote. Practically this means manhood suffrage. I will
also, with your permission, Sir, read the speech of the hon.
gentleman who introduced this Bill in the L al ouse, the
hon. Mr. Fraser. He said:-

" I say that this Bill ia going far towards conferring the franchise
upon every resident in the Province who is twenty-one years of age.
The broadest basis of all il that which is included in the word house-
holder. Hereafter if this Bill becomes law every man who is a tenant,
every man who occupies a separate dwelling bouse, even though it only
be a part of one house, so long as it has a separate outrance, no matter
who occupies it, whether as a tenant, occupant or owner, no matter
what ita value may be, will hereafter, provided that it is hi rosidence
in the sense in which this Act requires, have the right to vote. Now,
hon. gentlemen on both aides of this House, will see what a vast advance
that is on the law as it stands to-day. The Act now provides that no
man eau vote unless he ha. $400 worth of property in cities, 8300 worth
in towns, and $200 worth in incorporated villages and townships. Here-
after there will be no question of rental at all. Hereafter there will be re-
quired nothing of a voter except that he rates as a householder. Well,
then, next to that the broadest basis, I think, is that which gives the right
to vote to every man who bas $300 by way of income or wages. Here-
tofore the .right to vote was limited to an income of $400
and then it could only be exercised by those who were so
assessed who paid the taxes to which they were liable to being assesued.
Sein these two features we have extended the franchise s as to make it
almost equal to manhood suffrage. It would be extremely hard to find
any class in this country who, under one or other of these broad pro-
visions of which I am speaking, will not have the qualifications noces-
sary to entitle them to vote at parllamentary elections. But we are
extending the franchise in other directions. Hereafter every man
who la assessed fer $200 in cities and towns, whether as owner,
tenant or occupant, will be entitled to vote, and in inoor ated vil-
lages and townships the assessed value will be reduced to $100. The
farmer's sons franchise will be no Iongerknown by that name, but by the
name of the landholder's franchise. We have broadened the basis, until
not only the sons, but the grand-sons and owners, shall have the riht
to vote; in other words, we intend putting a premium on mothers-in- aw
lu this country. But we propose to give avote, also, to the sons of those
who are tenanta. Hitherto the franchise has been confined to the sons
o farmer who owned the land.By this Bil we propose to give to the

eon of a farmer, even thangh bie father lu met thae owuer
of the land, provided the father is occupying a separate dwelling.
In all the municipalities, the franchise will be of the same character.
That im te say, that thie onp randson, or the. son-ln-law, or aiiy mas
who is asessad for $400 l cities or town, or$200 in iaorporatd vil-
lages, will be entitled to vote with him on that property. Hon. gentle-
men will see that this la a very extensive addition to the franchise
because hitherto a farmer's son could only vote provided he appearedà
as joint owner. In other word. he could not vote anless the farm was
assessed for $400, and then only one son could vote. Two sons could
vote on a farm assessed for $600, three on a farn aqsessed for $900, and
a farm had to e .assessed for $1,000 to allow four to vote. This Bill
will extend to every son of every father, who either owns, or who oscu-
pies land a a tenant, because it will be difMcult to find any man who is
not assessed for $200 upon his farm, and it will be equally difficult to
find any respectable family occupying a bouse which is not asseued for
$100 mn villages, and $200 in cities and towns."
It appears to me, in comparing this Act with the one now
before the House, that there are a vast number of persons
who will be disfranchised by this mesure. During the
greater portion of my life I have been connected with the
laboring class; and I have employed, and have to-day in
my employ, a large number of laboring mon; and, after
looking into the matter carefully, I can Bay that not more
than one-fifth of those men will be enfranchised under this
Bill, while they will all be enfranchised under the Act
passed last Session in the Province of Ontario. We feel
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that this Act is an infringement upon the rights of our Prc-
vince. I am sp3aking now as an Ontario man. The leader
of the Gover amont stated this afternoon that the question
was whether the representative institutic ns of our country
were to continue or not. We claim that this is a blow at
our representative institutions; that the voters' lists for the
Province of Ontario have been used ever since Confedera-
tion, and there has been no fault found with them, and we
claim that there is no system upon which you can obtain a
voters' list that is as fair as the present system. We believe
that our munic-pal institutions in Ontario are superior, or
at any rato are equal, to any muricipal system in
the world. The member for West Yo:k (Mr. Wallace)
stated a fe w evenings ago, in reply to a
remark which I made, that, if the Tory assessors were as
unfair as the Reform assessors, I ought to go in with him
and pass this law. That is not my experience, and I have
had considerable experience in reference to the matter.
While I believe there is a certain amount of unfairness on
the part of some assessors under the present system, it is
not to the extent that hon. gentlemen suppose. The hon.
gentleman may, perhaps, be a stronger partizan than I am,
which I believe he is, but I have found the assessors, whether
Conservative or Roform, usually, at any rate, moderately
fair in their assessments; and, rather than see this Bill
become law, I would see every assessor a Conservative in
the constituency 1 represent, because, I believe there would
be more fairness, and less danger of dishonest actions on the
part, especially, of the revising officer. Under this Bill,
the revising officer has the full control of the voters' lists,
and is acting under instructions from the First Minister.
What is to prevent tho First Minister, or those who have
charge of the appointment of the revising officer, saying to
him: I want John Smith to come from this county, and I
want Mr. Jones to come from that county, and I want
the hon. member for East Durham to stay at home, and
the hon. member for Huron need not apply, and so
on all the way through the chapter? 1 think this
Bill is, without exception, the most unfair and the most
dishonorable that has ever been brought before this
House. The hon. member for Lincoln (Mr. Rykert),
spoke about the Indian clause. Either ho did not under-
stand the Bill or I do not understand it. I understand
that this Bill enfranchises tribal Indians in the Provinces,
Indians who are subject to the control of the agent, who
have no deed for their property, who cannot buy and soli,
who cannot sue and be sued. If an Indian owns his
property, if he has a deed of his property, and that property
is seperate from any other proporty, if ho can buy and sell
property, and can buy and sell anything else, and can sue
and be sued, or ccan be drafted as a militiman, thon an
Indien has as much right to vote as a white man. But
that is not the way in which I understand this Bill. I have
made out a list of various industries of the Province of
Ontario, and while am not prepared to say that the state-
ment made by hon. gentlemen who spoke the other evening
is correct or is not correct, I am quite satisfied that a large
percentage of the men who'are referred to in this list will
be disqualified. Hon. gentlemen will bear in mind that the
difference between $ 250 for the wage-earners, and an income
of $400, is a large amount, and that.difference wilt exclude
a large number of persons who, under the wage earners
clause in the provincial Act, would be enfranchised. I find
that of the following classes nearly one-third will b disen-
franchised under this Bill:

" Cabmen and draymen, cardera and weavers, carpenters and joiners1commercial clerks, engineers and machiniste, factory operatives, farmers
sons, laborers, lumbermen and raftsmen, carriage builders, sailors,
millers, painters and glaziers, plasterers, railroad employees, black-
amiths, saddlers and hrness makers, sawyers and milîmen, male
servants, butchers, boot and shoemakers, atone masons, male teachers,
edge-tool maKers, teamsters and drivers, telegraph operators, foundry-
men, tin and coppeirmiths, tailora and clothiers."

Mr. McCRANEY.

I am certain that so far as my own knowledge goes of many
of the above classes-and i have a number of mon belong-
ing to some of those classes in my employ-a large propor-
tion of them will be disfranchised under this Bll-I bolieve
one-third.

Mr. RYXERT. How much do you pay them a day?

Mr. MoCRANEY. I pay my mon as much wages as
other employers of labor; I have as good men as other
men have; I have men who have remained with me longer
perhaps than they would romain with the hon. member for
Lincon (Mr. Rykert). Now, Sir, I consider that in the
whole history of Canada this is the worst Bill that has
ever been brought before Parliament ; and I believe hon.
gentlemen will find that the people of this country will
speak out in such a manner as will, perhaps, surprise some
of thom. A few days ago a meeting was held in the city of
Toronto, and resolutions were passed condemning this Bill.
I am told that quite a large number of Conservatives are
signing petitions against the Bill. I have several letters
myself stating that certain Conservatives are strongly
opposed to this Bill. For the benefit of hon. gentlemen
opposite I will read this resolution passed at the Toronto
meeting :

" That this meeting denounces the proposal of the Dominion Gover'-
ment to establish a separate franchise for elections to the House of
Oommens :

1. Because it is entirely unnecessary, in view of the faet that the
provincial votera' lista have been always used with complete sucosu for
Dominion elections ever since Confederation.

" 2. It will cause an enormous additional expense to the country to
prepare and keep up a separate set of votera' hats every year in every
municipality.

" 3. Each Province is the best judge of the qualifications for parlia-
mentary voters to elect its members to the House of Commons.

" 4. That the proposed qualification for Dominion voters la entirely
different from the qualification of the votera for the Provincial Legis-
lature, and will create confusion and annoyance in every polling sub-
division.

" 5. In British Columbia and Prince Edward Island, where they now
have manhood suffrage, a large number will be disfranchised.

" 6. In Ontario the qualification as it now stands embraces a great
number of persons whom itl is proposed to exclude from the right to vote
at the Dominion elections. In cities and towns owners and occupants
of property worth $200 have votes, but the proposed Act will prevent
them fronvoting unless they have property worth $300. In counties a
man can now qualify on property worth $100-it is proposed to deprive
him of a vote unless he has Ï150 worth. All who have au income of
$250 can vote now ; but il is proposed to exclude all who have not an
income of $400. Every bouseholder can now vote, no matter what his
house is worth, but hie will be excluded by the present Act, unless he can
show the value required above.

" 7. The Province of Ontario does not wish to dictate what shall be
the qualification for voters in other Provinces, and ehe will not submit
to have the rest of the Dominion dictate what shallbe the qualification
of votera within Ontario.

" And this meeting earneatly proteste against the disfranchisment of
the large and intelligent body of electors who have been granted the
franchise by the recent Act of the Ontario Legislature."

Now, I want to show the House what the people think
about giving the franchise to Indians. I think it is a great
outrage to give the franchise to Indians who are now; in
open rebellion against the Governmont of this country,
whilst you refuse it to the young men, to our noble vol-
unteers, who are fighting in defence of their country.

Mr. RYKERT. Will the hon. gentleman state what
section of the Bill gives a vote to the Indians of the North-
West Territories ?

Mr. McÇRANEY. If the hon. gentleman will read the
Bill ho will find out :

" 1. That the Indiana have not expressed any desire to become
enfranchised.

"2. That -they are minor in the eyes of the law.
"3. That they are wards of the Crown.
"4. That they are declared by law to be incapable of managing

their own affaire.
" 5. That they are entirely under the control of the Government

agents, through whom they receive their annuities from the Crown.
" 6. That they do not share in the responsibilities of municipal or

faderal government.
" 7. That they are not liable for assesment or municipal taxation.
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"8. That they are not qualied to serve as juror, or liable for
service in the militia.

" 9. That they have no interest, beyond the receipt of their annu-
ities, in'the goverament of the country.

" 10. And that they can, by severing their tribal relations, and con-
forming to the provisions of the Indian Act of 1880, assume the
duties of citizenship by accepting the responsibilities attached to the
rights and privileges enjoyed by the whites, and thus secure the bene.-
fit of the franchime:

" Therefore, this meeting heartily endorses the means that have been
taken by the Liberal party in the House of Commons to expose the
full meaning of this measure, which, if it became law, could not, in
its result, but be fraught with most serious consequences to the pro.
gress, peace and permanency of this Dominion."

Those are the opinions that are expressed throughout the
country, and hon. gentlemen opposite will find they are
more largely entertained than they are aware of. The hon.
member for Lincoln (Mr. Rykert) spoke in regard to assess-
ments, remarking that assessments were frequently lower
than the actual value. I know of my own knowledge that
in towns and villages the assessment is frequently above the
actual cash value; and so the hon. gentleman's argument is
of very little value.

Mr. SPROULE. How is it in townships?
Mr. McCRANEY. I am not so well acquainted with the

assessments in townships, but I believe they are about the
actual cash value of the property. I look upon this Act as
one of the most hatefi ever submitted to Parliament. I
desire to express my strongest dissent from its provisions,
and I feel that this is a measure striking below the belt, that
it is a measure intended to centralise the whole Conservative
power of the country in one man, and in doing so, to secure
control of the elections.

Mr. DAWSON. There has been a good deal said to-night
about Indian enfranchisement, and all sorts of topics, and as
the discussion has taken such a wide range, I suppose I
shall be at liberty to refer back to what has occurred. This
question of Indian enfranchisement is not understood, or at
least it bas been alluded to by hon. gentlemen who should
understand it, and especially by the hon. member for Both-
well (Mr. Mills), as if they did not understand it. Enfran-
chisement, as set out in the Indian Act, simply relates to
Indians on reserves, and does not apply to Indians outside of
reserves; and it provides that an Indian shall be considored
enfranchised when h. becomes possessed of a lot of land in
his own right within the reserve, and has gone through cer-
tain forms. But this enfranchisement'has nothing to do with
voting. If the motion of the'hon. member for 3othwell had
passed it would have disfranchised the Indians who are
now enfranchised. The Indians of the older Provinces, who
are living outside of reserves like other people and who
now vote, would, if that motion had carried, have been
obliged to again go on reserves and acquire land before
they could exercise the franchise. I point this out to show
that some hon. gentlemen who have spoken do not exactly
understand what is meant by enfranchisement under the
Indian Act.

Mr. DAVIES. Iow many are outside ofIndian reserves ?
Mr. D&WSON. Not a great many; a few in all our vil-

lages and towns throughout the Dominion. I could give the
numbar in my constituency of those who live outside the
reserves. Another point to which I desire to call attention
is this, that the Act, as regards Indians, contains nothingnew. The same thing occurs in the Confederation Act,
which in section 41 provides:

" That until the Parliament of Canada otherwise provides at any elec-
tion for a member of the Hous of Commons for the district of Algoma,
in addition to persons qualified by the law of the Province of Canada to
vote, eve 7 male British subject of the age of twenty-one year, or up-
warda, being a bouseholder, shall have a vote."

An hon. MEMBER. This Bill cannot a(tect that.
Mr. DAWSON. A househo>lder is to have a vote. The

Confederation Act gives the Indian a vote if he is a house.

holder, and all this Bill gives him is the right to vote
if qualified like other people. I repeat it is plainly
said in the Confederation Act that every person of twenty-
one years and upwards, and being a householder, in the
district of Algoma, shall have a vote at elections there.
There are no exceptions made, and that is in a district cov-
ering one-half of the territory of Ontario. Some hon.
members have said, and more particularly the member
for Bothwell, that we have been exceedingly liberal about
extending the franchise to Indians. That hon. gentle.
man said it would enfranchise 50,000, 10,000 of whom
would vote, :but he is alone in that opinion. The hon.
member for Halton (Mr. McCraney) has spoken very
strongly on this subject, saying that it was monstrous
to give Indians votes. At the same time he quoted from
the Ontario Act to show how it extended the franchise and
how very liberal its provisions were as compared with those
of the Bill now beforo the House. What is the effect of
that Act ? It goes quite as far in giving the franchise to
Indians as this Dominion Bill does. Such is the effect of the
Ontario Act, which is esteemed by the Opposition as such a
perfect measure. In order that the House may understand

ow the Legislature of Ontario deals with this matter in its
election law, I will read from the revised statutes the clause
relating to Indians all over the Province of Ontario. The
old law of Ontario says this :

" All Indians or persons with part Indian blood who have been duly
enfranchised, and all J adians or persons with part In dian blood who do
not reuide among Indians, though they particioate in the annuities,
interest moneys and rcnts of a tribe, band or body of Indians, sub,ject
to the lame qualifications in other respects, and to the came piorisions
as other persons in the electoral districts."

That law was interpreted and supposed to mean that all
Indians outside of reservations and living as other people do,
were at liberty to vote like other people, and also that all
enfranchised Indians within the reservations were at liberty
to vote. In 1882 a new election law was passed in Ontario,
and it provided that all Indians might vote who did not
receive interest moneys or annuities from the Government.
Tnis provision was made, notwithstanding that the annuity
was something which no Government had the slightest
influence over, and was money which was received from his
lands, and therefore, although it has been spoken of in this
House as a gratu'ty or a gift to these people, it is not a gift
in any sense, but a payment to which they are justly
entitled, a payment confirmed to them by treaty, and a pay-
ment over which no Government can exercise the slightest
influence. Now, what are the provisions in the last Bill
passed by the Ontario Legislature. It says :

" Where there is a votera' list, all Indians, or persons witb part Indian
blood, who have been duly enfranchised, and ail Indians or persons
with part Indian blood who do not reside among Indians, thouglh they
participate in the annuities, interest, moneys and rents cf a tribe, baud
or body of Indians, subject to the sarne qualifications in other respects,
and to the saine provisions and restrictions as other persons in the elec-
toral districts.

" But the Indians or persons with part Indian blood who are entitled
to vote where there is no votera' list, shall be only the following,
namely :-All Indians, or persons with part Indian blood, wbo have
been dnly enfranchised, and ail unenfranchised Indians or persons with
part Indian blood who do not participate in the annuities, interest,
moneys or rents of a tribe, band or body of Indians, and do not reside
ramong Indians, subject to the same qualifications in other respects and
to the same provisions and restrictions as other persons in lthe same
electoral districts."
That, in fact, enfranchises all Indians who are qualified as
other people are, or, in other words, all Indians who live like
white people. Now, all Indians pay taxes to the Dominion
Government. I saw a calculation not long ago by a gentle-
man who takes an interest in Indian matters, showing that
the indirect taxes which the Indians pay are greater on the
average than those paid by white men. Before now we
have seen Indians in Parliament, and they have not shown
themselves to be inferior to other men. I believe that at
one time a large portion of the Legislature of Manitoba was
composed of Indians, and they did not show any inferiority
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to their white neighbors. In my opinion, the Ontario Act
does not differ very materially from the Bill now before us, and
on the whole, I think that the Bill is quite as liberal as the
former Ontario Act, though the Act lately passed by Ontario
extends the franchise a little further. It looks much as if
the Ontario Government had this Bill before them and that
they wiahed to go a step further than the Dominion Govern-
ment were willing to go. I am strongly of opinion that the
Dominion Parliament should regulate the franchise for the
election of its own members. 1 heard some hon. members
on the Opposition aide almost agree that the Dominion Par-
liament should fix the franchise, if they made it suitable to
the different Provinces. Probably there is a great deal of
truth in that, and instead of having a uniform franchise we.
might make a franchise adapted to the different Provinces;
but, at any rate, I think it is highly injudicions that the
Provinces should regulate the franchise for the election of
members to this House. I heard an hon. member the other
night state bis views very eloquently and clearly, and he
seemed to think that the last Ontario Act was a very proper
one, where it provides that residence should be a condition
to a person voting who has property in différent electoral
districts. I think there are circumstances wbere that migiht
act very harshly. Take the case of my own district. There
are there a great many absentee proprietors, if you may call
them so; that part of the country is divided into two sepa-
rate distriots, at d I think it wouid be very hard that people,
who, perhaps during the winter season live in some other
part of the country, should not be allowed to record
their votes wherei they have their property; and yet
the Ontario Act would not allow them to do so. I think
there are some other cases in which this provincial
législation for Dominion purposes would not be very
desirable. Take one instance. Clause 19 of this Act provides
for a case in which a gentleman was unseated and dis-
qualified by the courts of the country, and yet by a clause
of this - ery elh stion Act, which we are called upon to adopt
as a law for th- Dominion-by th it very Act the decision
cf the court is overruled. The court declared the gentleman
- be ur seated, and the Legislature of Ontario steps in and

(eclares thai b was legally elected, and shall take his seat
in Parliament. It ges so far as to say:

" This Act may be pleaded as a bar and discharge to any petition or
action pending or which may be filed or broight against the said
gentleman for any matter, cause or thing mentioned in this Act, and
shall alo be a discharge of any judgment, decree or order for any such
penalty as is mentioned in the next preceding section, with any coSts
'n such judgment."

Here, the law of Ontario, which weare called upon to adopt,
and which these hon. gentlemen admire so much, upsets a
judgment of a court under the law of the land, and declares
a gentleman qualified to ait in the Législature whom the
courte have declared not to be qualified. Are we to adopt
a law of that kind as the law of the Dominion? If we adopt
it in one of its parts we must adopt it in ail, and I do not
think that is désirable. Now, thé hon. member for Both-
well ha expressed himself in the most unmeasured terms
about the Indians being incapable of exercising the fran-
chise, and in speaking he took a very wide aweep, and
referred to the Mexican and South American Republies. It
je curious that it did not occur to him, when he was so
speaking, that the Indians of that region showed capacity
for great development, and that, at the time of the invasion
of the Spaniards, they were very far advanced in civilisa-
tion; they showed that they were capable of being civilised
and capable of self-government; in fact, they were equal to
the peoplewh coniquered thema, exoept in the use of firearms.
If the Indians are notequal to the white man,whose fault isit?
I think the white man has a great deal to aiswer for in cor-
nection with the degradation in which the Indians are kept.
The hon. member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills) says thi question
should be laced before thé elee"trs before any decision is

ir. DAwson.

had upon it by this House. We heard the same cry in the
winterof 1881-82, when some resolutions were being passed
with regard to the Canadian Pacifie Railway; we were
dared to go to the country and see whether the people
would sanction those resolutions. The Government went
to the country, and what was the resuIlt? We all know
they were sustained ; and I have no doubt, if they went to
the country on this Bill, and it was thoroughly understood
by the people, they would be in like manner sustaired.
The hon. member for Bothwell speaks very fluently about
an arbitrary Minister and a servile majority. He might
apply the same remark to minorities. I think it is not
becoming in a member of this louse to apply these terms to
those on the opposite side of the louse. Members on one side,
I presume, have their ideas, and are quite as independent -as
on the one side as on the other side; and for an hon. membr
to express himself in that manner, in the heat of discussion
-I suppose that must account for it-is, to say the least,
highly improper. The hon. gentleman went on to compare
the present position with that of the Greeks before the
battle of Marathon. Re went over the whole wide world,
and back into remote history. I think there is another
battle of much older date than the battle of Marathon,
and it is told of in a very philosophie strain, from which
even the hon. member for Bothwell might have gained
a great deal of knowledge ; that is the battle of the froge
and mice. But supposing the Act, instead of including
Indians, had said 9'excluding Indiansand Chinamen," what
would then have been the course of the Opposition ? They
would have said to the supporters of the Government: Oh,
you are excluding the Indians, who are well qualified to
vote ; hère you are bringing forward au &ct which shows
that you have no sympathy for the Indians; and those
troubles in the North-West have been caused by vour
want of sympathy for them, and future trouble may arise
from the Indians seeing that the Government of this
country has declared that they are aliens and has placed,
them by this Act, in such a position that they cannot exer.
cise the franchise or posses the same rights as white men.
That is what we should have bard from the Opposition, if
the Indians had been excluded from the operation of the
Act; we should have heard loud lamentations about the
cruelty of excluiing them. I only rose to say a few words
on this subjeet, and I shall no longer detamn the fouse.

Mr. BAIN (Wentworth) I certainlydo not intendto apolo-
gise to the House for speaking on this question to-night, al-
though perhaps under differnt circumstances I might have
done so. When I listened to my hon. friend opposite, who
hails from Lincoln, I had considerable doubt of the nature of
the resolution before the Chair. I remember, on a previous
occasion in this debate, we were reminded that it was con-
fined to clause 8, and some of our friends on this side were
somewhat summarily called to order when they wandered a
little away from that subject. I should like to ask where
that hon. gentleman travelled this evening. Why, he gave
us the history of legislation in Ontario ever since Conféder-
ation. We were treated to the usual stock of extract,
which my hon. friend is so notable for collecting, displaying,
as hé remarked, the inconsistency of hon. gentlemen on this
side, notably the hon. member for Brant (Mr. Paterson)
and the hou. member for Perth (Mr. Tr, w.) These gentle-
men are perfectly able to take care of themselves and
their constituencies, but I wondered, when he began
to discuss the revising barristers section, where it came
under clause 3, and concluded he had soma how or other
widened out very considerably the argument. I should
have, at the same time, been very sorry if some one had
called the hon. gentleman to order, because it was very
pleasant to hear an hon. gentleman on that side rise and
express bis opinion in any form on this Bill. The hon. the
first Miinste lsaid this afternoon that representative insti-
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tutions were on trial here ; I think they are, but I wonder
if the systematic attempt, not to use a disrespectful word to
hon. gentlemen opposite, by which they persistently refuse to
discuesthe featuresof the Bill,showtheir ideaofrepresentative
institutions. I wonder if that was the mode in which repre-
sentative institutions were established in this House. It
seemed to me that if the hon. gentleman's argument was
worth anything it lay in the direction that the minority
were entirely to give up their views and sentiments in refer-
ence to any measure, the majority believed was in the poli-
tical interests of their party, and tamely having that mea-
sure thrust upon them, whether they liked it or not. If I
understand representative institutions at all, the power
we. have here is delegated by the people; we are sent
here by the people for the purpobe of voicing their
sentiments, not for the purpose of sitting down quietly,
accepting any measure that may be presented to the Hlouse
by the majority, without discussing it on its merits. How
many gentlemen opposite have attempted to diseuse this
question on its merits ? During the famous three days dis-
cussion, when they broke ont from their silence and on
Saturday night discussed the issues before the House, I ven-
ture to say that there is not one of those gentlemen who
spoke that evening who would not gladly recall the words
he then uttered. I believe representative institutions are on
their trial on this occasion, because I believe the first ele-
ment involved in them is that we should have a full and free
opportunity of discussing the questions before the House. So
far as my opinions are concerned, I do not regard this
measure with any favor. The circumstances under which the
hon. First Minister introduced that question to us this after-
noon were not calculated to strengtheu our respect for the
mode in which hon. gentlemen opposite have handled the
question. The hon. gentleman now suggests it is time to
discuse the measure in a'calm, dispassionate manner, and
was willing to accept any suggestions that would make the
measure perfect, and shadowed forth, as I understood him,
some serious changes he proposes to introduce. How
different that ground is to the ground ho took up at the
commencement of the debate. When the measure was
first brought down we were told distinctly that it would be
a measure to esteblish a uniform suffrage throughout the
Dominion, that we were to have equitable representation
through all parts of the Dominion, and that no longer the
system of Provinces selecting their renresentatives under
their own systems should obtain. Another distinguished
feature of this measure, the woman franchise clause was aban-
doned by the First Minister, without a word of protest. He
made no attempt to defend it, but left it to the tender mer-
cies of his own followers. How did he deal with the
next important section, the one more direetly affect-
ing Ontario? I refer to the Indian question. Was the
same freedom granted to his followers in that matter ? No,
Sir. It was something remarkable, in connection with that
whole discussion, to witness the persistent attempt being
made by certain members in discussing that question to
cover up the issues involved in the discussion of the parti-
cular word "Indian." There is another point in connee-
tion with this, to which I would like to call the attention of
the committee. At first the leader of the House told us
that all Indians were to be enfranchised if they came under
the qualification clause. After a while, when this mattor
was turned over, and I suppose troubles began to spread in
the North West, the Government saw it was not desirable
that the Indians who are in open rebellion should be1
entitled to vote, and the Indians in the North-West, Mani-i
toba and British Columbia were excluded from the op ration
of this Bill. It was somewhat strange that out of the
Indians that remained to be enfranchised, as this Bill calls
it, over one-half are [resident in Ontario, and a large
portion are scattered in little bands on reserves in varions«
sections of the other Provincea. In connection with this

223

feature there crops up the inference that one prime object
of this Bill is te reach, in certain connections, certain mem-
bers of the Opposition in Ontario who otherwise could not be
readily defeated. We" have been told by the hon. member for
Lincoln and the hon. member for Algoma that this was an
enfranchisement of the Indians, and that if the amendment
of the hon. member for Bothwell had carried it would dis-
franchise all the Indians. All I have to esay is, that in turn-
ing te the amendment of the hon. member for Bothwell
(Mr. Mills) I find it reads :

" That after the word (Indian) the following words be added: who bas
been enfranchised under the Indian Act and has had conferred upon him
the same social capacities as other persons who are qualified to vote in
this country1"

I give my hon. friend from Algoma (Mr. Dawson) credit
for having the welfhre of the Indian at heart, but it was
net the intention of this Act te bestow upon the Indian the
qualifications of citizenship in the ordinary sense of the
word. He is simply te vote under the occupancy clause, by
which it is net necessary that he should have any control over
the portion of the reserve on which he is located, excepting
that he must live in a bark hut, or a tepee, or any kind of
residence which enables him to occupy a piece of ground,
which the revising barrister may be satisfied is worth $150.
It is net enfranchising the Indians. It is simply creating
a number of voting machines. We do net enfranchise a
Chinaman or a negro, or any other man, white or black,
mixed or colored, unless he has qualified himself for the
duties of citizenship, by taking all the responsibilities
attached to it. Other men can be sued for their debts, but
you cannot reach the Indian under the ordinary contracte.
He is as much a miner as a child, and is absolutely under
the control of the Government of the day. When we
remember that more than half the Indians in the older
Provinces of the Dominion are located in the Province of
Ontario, on reserves which are within the bounds of
existing constituencies, it is easy te sec the reasons
for introducing this iniquitous measure. It is a gross
wrong to the electorate of those ridings. The Indians
have nothing in common with the rest of the people,
politically, socially or industriallf. In any of those
counties there is more than enough of an Indian vote te
swamp the free choice of the people of the iiding, and thus
a great injustice is being done te the people. Hon. gentle-
men say they are auxious te elevate the Indian. So are
we; but will they tell us how giving him an opportunity
once in five years te deposit a ballot which, in half the
cases, le will net be abje te deposit for himself, without the
instructions te voters who cannot read or write, will have
that effect ? ie is still under the control of the Govern-
ment of the day as much as ever. Yet they pretend ta say
this is enfranchising the Indian. I say it gives him no
rights of citizenship whatever. He takes no respobsibilities
with it. It does net enable him to go out into social life
and take any of the various positions that are open to every
citizen. He is still an Indian on his tribal reserve, and
except for the opportunity of having his ballot marked for
him once in five years, he is no nearer elevation than he
was before. Sir, I despair of the Indian ever being elevated
if these are the elevating influences that are to esurround him.
The hon. member fer Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell) the
other night, had the independence te express his opinion with
reference te the quality of the Indian vote in his riding.
He said one thing, which I think expresses more than any-
thing else the feeling he had in reference te the power
involved in that and one or two other clauses of this Bill.
He said he wanted the leader of the Government Vo remain
the leader of this House for many years to come, but he
must say that if the Liberal party came to control the
affaire of this country, and had the-power conferred upon
them by this Bill, lie would dislike to have that applied to
his own county if ho werea candidate. Sir, could there be a
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more emphatic condemnation of this Bill ? Yet they call Provinces had worked satisfactorily, both as respects the
this elevating the Indian to a position of citizenship, and election of members for the Provincial Legisiatures and as
giving him equal rights and privileges with the rest of the respects the election of members for the Bouse of Commons.
electorate of this Dominion. 1 venture W prophesy that if the Govorumont refuse, and

Mr. IHESSON. Give us something fresh. We have had the leader of the Government las indicated that ho will
that already four times from you. refuse, te concede to Prince Edward Island the right to have

ita own franchise, we shall not find the mover of the ameud-
Mr. BAIN. Hon. gentlemen opposite will need to hear ment to the amendment coutinuing his opposition tI

it four times more before they eau understand it. Goverument Bil. le will quietly acoept the situation and
If my hon. friend will get up and say this is support the Government, aithougl they have perpetrated
placing the Indian in a position of citizenship, this gross outrage upon the Province. Lt must ho remem-
the same as ho and I occupy, then I will abandon bered that values vary in the different Provinces, and that
any attempt to make him understand this question. $300 will not represeut the same voting power iu the
But ho knows right well, and the leader of the Govern- Maritime Provinces as iu British Columbia or the North-
ment knows right well, that the Indian's hands will be tied, West, se there will not be uuifermity. The hon. member
and they do not expect that he will exorcise the Franchise for Lincoln (Mr. Rykert) had a peculiar dread of the Ontario
freely and independently. Sir, if intelligence should regu- Legisiaturo and seems W imagine that nothing should bo
late the adjustment of the franchise I would ask the leader allowed in their charge. le undertook te toll the Bouse
of the Government how it was that he so readily abandoned that the Opposition wished the Ontario franchise W be
the principle of giving the franchise to women who repre- imposed ou the rest of the Dominion. But if the leader
sent property, and who show that they have the intelligence of the Goverumeut copied bis Franchise Bil from any
to take care of it, while ho is yet so tenacious of giving the Province ho copied the cast-off franchise of the Province
Indian a vote, when ho dare not trust him with control of of Ontario, which ho now proposes to use as a mould
his own property ? Is not that a proof that on this occasion in which al the rest of the Dominion is te be run.
intelligence does not count, and that something else We, ou this side of the louse, do net propose te
made the right hon. gentleman so tenacious of the impose the Ontario franchise ou the other Provinces
Indian vote and so easy to abandon woman suffrage. at ail. But we say that lu ail the Provinces they
There is another feature in this Bill which shows that, should pursue the sumo course which they havepursued
after all, it doos not secure a uniformity of franchise in this satisfactorily for the life-time of this Confderation-
Dominion. I refer te Prince Edward Island, sud whulePove the varions Provinces to work ut their own local
the hon. gentleman decliued tW givo it the concession that destinies sfd regulate their own franchises as t ndy soe fit.
its members asked for, he hoped yet to broaden rut the The leader of the louse is not only attempting to impose
Bibl so as te qualify nearly aIl the peopIe there who now the franchise of oe Province on the ret, but ho is ttempt-
exorcise the suffrage. Now, Sir, I thiuk that if the mem- ing te resist the stopsnm advance whidch have been taken
bers of some of the other Provinces woubd speak out hon- by the Province of Otari in the matter of the franchise.
estly they would rise up aud objet te having what, iunfts own frieds mnOntaro, represented by Mir. Meredith
former years, las been the parliamentary qualification of the and bis folowers, are ultra huLibralsh this matter. They do
Province of Ontario obtruded nup on their Province, just as our nt,ike this Gover meut, propose to mexcusde ail te wage
friends from Prince Edward Iband have objected to the earners of the psople below $400 income from the rigt t
franchise of the other Provinces being imposed upon their have a vote. I remember when votn gentlemen were
Province. One of the hon. members for Kiug's, P. extremey soiticieus about the wage-earners and the work-
E. Lias shown bis indepeudeuce by placing air aniend- igmen of the Dominion. But, when it cmes te the question
ment in your hauds that proposes te retain maulied of who shah control th a destinies of the country, we find
suffrage. The provision ho proposes te insert would cor- them going back te the old proposition that ne man with an
tainlyte unique if it was placed lu the Bill providing for a income of ess than $400 a yer hould be entitleod
uniformn franchise iu this Dominion, It 18 nething less than te a vote, a provision whicli lbas been lefI far behiud by the
this, that lu that clause which recites the qualification lu Legishature of Ontario. fr wish te tellion, gentlemen
cities sud towns for the varions electoral districts lu this opposite that if they are true to the traditions sd associa-
Dominion, after the words Ilevery person sha," and thon tins of theoirewn political party iu Ontari they will st
the deflition follows, hoe proposes to insert Ilxcept in the eut fPrthr this matt-r of the franchise, as Mr. Meredi
Proviace of Prince Edward Island.", Now, if this Bihlsudlisofollowers have declared thomselves ue favor of man-
lad met their approbation would these gentlemen have hood suffrage, as applied te provincial legisîstion. I say,
asked tht that particuhar clause should be inserted lu it? if there is one case more than anonher where mahoo
I ceufess tlat I foît a ittle amused at the report that fai- suffrage shouhd be appied it is netlu the e Peo the
sard bas given of the lion. gentleman's romarkeou moving Provinces, wlere thsy doal with local rights sn theyrights
this ameudmeut. ife is reported as saying that it was sf property, sud when tey have direct taxation, but in the
absurd te thiuk that the varions Legisîsturos siosld have case of this Dominion, where our taxes are indirect, n-d
power to fi r the franchise of the various eloctoral divisions wvere every man wPo wears clothes, consumes groceres,
that elect reprsntatives to thisvliuse; sud ho went on to or, for that matthratmokes cigars or drinks liquor, contri-
say that b their isand thoey had had manhood suffrage for butes te the taxation. We found that the lie.thember for
twenty-five or thirty years, both with respect te the Local Lincn, with that mdesty whidli dharacterises hlm, said
Legislature sud with respect to this Bouse, aud that it lad that ho did net wish teblowemis-ewu trumpet, but that se
worked webl. Yet, wbile u onebreathhol said it was far back as 1868 ho lad advocted this income franchise,
absurd that the Provinces sould fox the qualification for the sud thtt two or thre years afterwards leiutroducod a
election of membersten this limuse,ln the very next breatheBillwhicl the Ontario GQvernment of the day adopted, sud
lie says: We have a qualification different from what is it became law. I would peint eut tthhme that this
proposed to be established for members of this ouse, and Dominion las made immense strides within the past
whih if ho carnes lis ameondmemt, will be retained, sud fifteen ears, and that the hon, gentleman, perhaps, owing t
ho tels us it as worked admirably in lis Province. I say bis associations since that time, las net maitained lisdpr--
there is ne gentlemanlu this pouse, if hespko th honet gressiv instincts, because we find hlm now supprting a
suntimentsef bis heirt, who would net g t up sd ro-echo proposition that unless a man earesr-400 a year inceme ho
the statfment that the provincial franchises nthe varion, slahnet be entitled te vote. Itseems te trouble tlat hou,
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gentleman very much that the Local Legislature of Ontario
have devoted themselves to the management of their pro-
vincial affairs and the maintenance of their provincial
rights. I would ask him if it was not their bounden duty
to take charge of provincial affairs and to resist the encroach-
mente of the Federal Govemrnment, or of any other Govern-
ment which attempted to encroach upon their rights.
I think the history of the last few years shows that
their resistance has been just and equitable, and that
there has been an unfair attempt on the part of the
Federal Government to encroaeh on the rights of the
Province of Ontario; and I say the leader of the Provincial
Government would have been false to the interests of
his Province if he had not taken every justifiable means
to prevent the Dominion from overriding provincial
rights. I fear that the result which was demonstrated
so often, that the Province was right and that the leader
of this House was wrong, is one reason why that hon.
gentleman has displayed such a dislike to the Province of
Ontario and its Government, and is determined that on no
opportunity shall that Province have anything to say or do
in vindication of its rights, where it is possible to avoid it.
I say distinctly and advisedly that the action of the right
hon. gentleman and his associates has done more to place
the Province of Ontario in antagonism to the rest of the
Dominion, that his unjust and illegal demand have done
more to cultivate a feeling of dislike towards Confedera.
tion, and towards the Government now administering
the affairs of the Dominion in the Province of Ontario,
than anything else. I say this is only natural, and
I should despise the man who was a citizen of that
Province who would not stand up for the rights of
his own Province against the federal authority, because
I say that just in proportion as they preserve those provin-
cial rights shall we strengthen this Dominion; and it is the
best guarantee of the porpetuity of this Dominion that while
we are Provinces of the Confederation each Province shall
have absolute and distinct control of its own affairs.
With regard to the propositions before this House, so far
as my own Province is concerned, I say that no unbiased
man can come to any other conclusion than that
the Ontario franchise is the more liberal one. Any
unbiassed individual looking at the two can only come
to this conclusion, that for taking in the largest number of
citizens and spreading abroad, as far as possible, the right to
vote, the Ontario Act is far ahead of the Bill now proposed.
Al we ask is that we be allowed to administer our local
affairs aceording to our own peculiarities. While I do not
dispute, and no hon. gentleman on this side has disputed,
the right of the Government to fix a uniform franchise for
this Dominion, I say their action will plunge the various
Provinces into many inconveniences, aside from the question
of expense. The hon. member for Lincoln says we have
caused more expense by this debate than the Bill will cost
in one year; but the result will show differently. I never
knew the class from whom the revising barristers will hbe
taken to work for small fees if they can get botter, and I do
not understand that the right hon. leader of the House is
going to ask his friends, to whom those positions will be
given, to work for a paltry pittance. Those gentlemen are
gimg to have extraordinary powers conferred upon them,
which will make it utterly impossibly for anybody who is
not in their favor to have his name placed on the voters'
list. They are to have autocratie power; they are
to say who shall and who shall not be on the liste,
and there is no provision for an appeal; they are the final
court of resort. Yet that is tha mode in which hon. gentle-
men opposite propose to work out free institutions. The
hon. member for Lincoln knows very well how that pro-
vision will operate in many counties I could name; and, I
fear, if the truth were known about this Bill, that that is
one of its recommendations to the supporters of the

Government. That arbitrary provision in this Bill makes
it such an intolerable measure that I feel that I
would be false to tho best interest-not of the Opposition
of the day, because that is a small matter, in view of the
changes in political parties-but to the interests of the
people of this whole Dominion, did I not protest against any
such scheme as this being carried out. It is deliberately
designed to take from the people a right that belongs to
them, in which the Government step beyond the ordinary
ground that the majority of a deliberative body are entitled
to occupy. The provisions of this Bill are of a nature that
make it a gross infringement on the liberties and rights of
the people of this country; and are we to be told tat we
are to sit quietly here and submit, without raising a voice
against it ? I do not so understand my legislative duties,
and I am satisfied that my people at home will not soregard
them. The principles involved in this Bill, while they may
bring a temporary success to the Government of the day,
are grossly unjust to the people, and have in them the
elements that will onc day work destruction and ruin to our
representative institutions.

Mr. FAIRBANK. In the remarks of the hon. First
Minister, this afternoon-remarks that we have not often
been favored with in this discussion-doubt was expressed
as to whether we were in earnest. Had I the ability or the
power, I should not leave that question in any doubt, so far
as I am concerned. 1 think, Sir, our earnestness has been
to a considerable extent tested already. During the week
before last it was put to the test of work day and night ;
there was no lot-up; applications for adjournments were
refused; on one occasion, some ton days ago, we saw those
who evidently believed they had nothing to do, provide
themselves with pillows, saying to us very distinctly: Go
on, we will test your bottom. That test has been made, to
some extent, and I trust that gentlemen opposite are satis-
fied with it. We have been charged, during this discussion,
with dosignedly intending to destroy the health of the First
Minister. That has been emphatically repudiated; for my
part, I most emphatically deny it. I believe there are a
number of undertakings on - hand which it is very
desirable the Prime Minister should carry out.
This charge is reiterated in the Mail, under
the head "Be Ready, Steady:" "The attempt to ruin
Sir John A. Macdonald's health in Parliament has been
accompanied with the same systematic attempt to ruin his
public reputation in the Grit press." Those charges may
have some weight with those who were not in this Chamber
at any time during this debate, but they will have little
weight with those on the floor or in the gallery, who wit-
nessed the proceedings. They must have noticed that at
an early hour the Prime Minister wound up the legislative
clock, put his seal on his supporters lips, and went to, I hope,
comfortable rest. Certainly, he did not experience the
fatigues others did. We have been reminded of our
responsibility. But it is quite possible we have a pretty dis-
tinct idea of our own responsibility. The question involved
is not a question of money alone, although considerable
money is involved in it. Speaking for myself, it would be a
very important question indeed that would ploce me on my
feet after one o'clock in the morning to address any committee
on business questions. But we consider it to be of much
more value, touching principles which our people value
higher than even questions of considerable amounts of
money, and I believe the question before us is one which
"I an only escape condemnation by avoidirig observation." I
believe it is our intention to do our duty in this respect, neither
more nor less, lot the charges come in any shapeothey may.
Whether of obstruction, whether it unnecessarily pro-
longs the debate or otherwise, we intend to discharge our
duty. W. were glad that one member on the other side, the
hon. member for Lincoln (Mr. Rykert), obtained permission
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from the First Minister to address the House. He spoke
at some length of what they were going to allow. We have
had illustrations of that in days gone by. We have seen
attempts to cripple this debate; on one occasion we saw nearly
the entire front rank hunting up authorities by which we
could be kept more clearly to the finest point under consider-
ation. The hon. member for Lincoln said that Ontario was
assuming too much importance in this matter. Any one
can see that this is at the bottom of the whole measure, for
I believe if we could eliminate from this question the
antipathy to the Mowat Administration you would
take a very large element out of the Act. If Mr.
Mowat would only resign or leave the country and
surrender to hon. gentlemen opposite the Government he
manages, one great cause of disturbance and irritation and

- discontent would be removed from the Ministerial benches.
The hon. member for Lincoln (Mr. Rykert) gave as a rea-
son for this measure that the Provinces might pass new
franchises. Further on, he said that Ontario had passed an
Act which disfranchised non-resident property holders. Of
course, that was incorrect; Ontario did not disfranchise
them, but limited them in effect to one vote where they
reside. I shall not follow that hon, gentleman, who
went back as far as 1866, but will refer simply to his con-
tention that the people thoroughly understood the Bill; on
the contrary, I believe that not one person in a thousand in
this Dominion knew anything about the franchise Bill at
the beginning of this discussion. He said the statements
we were making with regard to the expense were as
exaggerated as those we had made with reference to the
cost of the Canadian Pacific Railway. Well, that may
come back to the hon. gentleman before long. If the
expenses under this Bill are indicated as clearly as were
the estimates of the cost of the Canadian Pacific Rail-
way, I fancy our predictions will not fall far short of the
mark. In discussing the Ontario Act the hon. gentleman
ignored a large number to whom it gives the franchise
under the provision of householders and wage-earners. I
propose to address my remarks to the question of the
provincial franchise as against the franchise proposed by
this Bill. Cartainly, the constitution gave the Dominion
Parliament the authority to choose what franchise it would
have. But whether it gave them the right under exist-
ing circumstances is another question, In 1874, undor
Mr. Mackenzie's Administration, after the people had
received notice and their support had been asked, the mea-
sure was carried under which we are now acting. In first
submitting this to the people, Mr. Mackenzie acted like
himself and like the party lie led; in declining, flrst, to esub-
mit it to the people, the present action is like the party
opposite, It is not urged that the measure which wasthen
drawn by Mr. Dorion, a gentleman who possesses the res-
poct of everyone, has not given satisfaction. It is true that
the member for Cardwell (Mr. White) stated that the 13
members of the Government would be disfranchised
under the Ontario law. It was news for us, that the 13
ministers were all from Ontario, and it is not the case in a
single instance that one of those members will be disfran.
chised. The system which we have pursued in the past is
not a new one on this continent, but has been adopted by the
United States under circumstances as identical with ours0as
it is possible for a republican form of Government te be with
that under which we live. L believe we might well consider
their experience in this regard, and I shall not be debarred
from the consideration by the sneers which have been made
in reference to the speech of the hon. member for North
Norfolk (Mr. Charlton), by the hon. member for Montreal
Centre (Mr. Curran), who said of the hon. member for North
Norfolk:

" The hon. gentleAan can never stand up in this House, he can neyer
speak on any subject, he can never deal with any branch of the public
affaire of this country, without dragging in the United States, without

Mr. FAIRBANK.

dragging in the practice of the United States, without dragging -in all
the great and glorions beauties of the constitution, without holding up
to us as modela the great men of the United States, as if we had not men
in our empire, and especially in our own country, whose example is
worthy of beingfollowed, as a bright shining light to guide us in the
way we shonld go."
Sir, there are great men in the empire. Great names
who never sneer at the great men of that country; that
work is left for small men. The great men of England are
proud of their kinsmen in the United States, and rejoice
in the assistance they have given to the advance-
ment of civilisation; they rejoice in the additions they
have made to the sum of human freedom. The question
of the franchise is not a new one with thom. When
our grandfathers we-e young their ablest mon had given
their best thought to it, and had decided it, and the result
has proved that they decided it wisely. I mention no
unknown namae when I refer to Col. Alex. Hamilton, one
of the brightest intellects this hemisphere has produced,
one whom the United States desires to claim as all ber own,
although ho was a West Indian by birth. His remarks read
as if they were written during these debates. In relation to
the action of the founders of their institutions, Hamilton
said :

" To have reduced the different qualifications in the different States
to one uniform rule would probably have been as dissatiafactory to
some of the States asit would have been to the convention. ' 0
It must be satisfactory to every State, because it !s conformable to the
standard already established, or which may be established by the State
itself."

Of those measures Bancroft has said:
" They disturb no more than was needed for the success of their

work."
In those two lines there is a lesson of wisdom that we would
do well to follow. Those gentlemen who are in earnest in
desiring to perpetuate Confederation would do well to take
those words to heart, and in the action of this Parliament
disturb as little as possible Lhe autonomy of the Provinces.
" A State," said Ellsworth, "is the best judge of the cir-
cumstances and temper of its own people." Is not that
equally true of us ? Can we have a better maxim to go by ?
Are not the Provinces the best judges of their own circum-
stances, their own wants and peculiarities ? After careful
deliberation that convention came to their decision and
embodied it in the second article of the constitution :

" The House of Representatives shall be composed of members
elected by the people of the several States, and the qualification in each
State shallh be the qualification recognised for electors of the most num-
erous branch of the State Legisiature."

Why the most numerous branch ? Because, in dealing with
national matters they were dealing with matters which
applied to the greatest number of people; in dealing with
local matters they were dealing with proporty mainly; and
their revenue, like ours, being derived from Gustoms and
Excise, it was very proper that it should have the most
extended franchise. They carefully avoided the error
which we seem to be about to commit, of curtailing the
franchise in many of the Provinces-in some regards, in
every one of them-because there is not a single Province in
the Dominion, as the Bill stands now, in which a consid-
erable number of voters will not be disfranchised.

Mr. BAKER (Victoria). Yes; there is British Columbia.
Mr. CA.MERON (Inverness). Nova Scotia.
Mr. FAIRBANK. Thero is not a single Province in

which this Bill does not disfranchise many.
Mr. BAKER. I take objection to the word " considerable,"

more particularly.
Mr. FAIRBANK. I do not attempt to say to what extent

this Bill will disfranchise people in the Pacifie Province,
but I believe it disfranchises in that Province to almost as
great as an extent as it does in any Province, and there is
certainly one class of persons in that Province which I
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know must be disfranchised to a large extent, and that is
the miners. In the constitution of the United States there
was a disfranchisement of no one. Any person who had a
vote in any State retained it in the nation. Said Mr.
Wilson :

"l It would be very hard and disagreeable for the same persons, at the
same time, to vote for representatives. in the State Legislature and to
be exoluded from a vote fr those in the National Legislatures."

la not that equally applicable to us? Trace it through, from
beginning to end, and you cannot find a point in it that is
not applicable to ns. If the slurs of the hon. member for
Montreal Centre and the talk about Yankeeism by the hon.
member for Lincoln constitute statemanship, then I do not
know what it means. The proposition is that many people
should have a vote in provincial matters but have nothing
to do with national affairs, beyond paying taxes. It resem-
bles the treatment some children receive when told: You
can ait at the table when we have no company, but when we
have you must stand behind the door and wait. That was
not the way the Americans have bound their people to the
nation, and the history of the last twenty-five years has
shown the wisdom of their action. as there is no nation whose
citizens are more attached to their country than are the
Americans, not even the English or the German. Would it
not be wise on our part to follow their example ? Is it not
desirable to give our citizens votes, and in no case to deprive
themr of the power of voting, which they have previously
possessed? The American system has withstood severe
test, It bas stood the test of the country containing
millions bondmen. It has stood the test of receiving an
immense of body of people who were untrained in the art of
civil government. But the foundation was laid broad
enough and abiding enough to serve their own people, and
all that came to them from across the sea. It served
for the homes of hunidreds of thousands of Oanadians.
It served as the home of millions of tho race from which the
member from Montreal Centre came, and yet the member
for Montreal Centre sneers at reference to that nation. I
do not think that when the American fathers decided those
constitutional matters they were influenced by any questions
as to the result of the next election. They were statesmen
and patriote in the true sense. Some time ago the Mail
newspaper remarked editorially that it did not want to hurt
anybody's feelings, but "really the Opposition did not
count." I do not want to hurt anybody's feelings, but the
sneers of the member for Montreal Centre and the "Yan-
koeism " of the member for Lincoln do not count. We have
reason to be thankful for the remarks made by the hon.
member for Montreal Centre (Mr. Curran), and when he
came down from his high pinnacle and condescended to dis-
cuss flhe question with this plebeian Opposition we were
pleased. Discussing manhood suffrage he said :

" Neither Ontario no- Q'-bec have for one moment thonght of adopt.
ing, but which Ontario, aL the last session of its Legislature, voted down
by a considerable majority."

If no one had thought of it who were the minority. With
respect to the Ontario Act, it is practically manhood suf-
frage with the assessment roll for registration. It is true
that the Government stepped just one stop short of it. How
long tley will leave that stop untaken I do not know, but
I suspect not very long. The hon. member for Montreal
Centre goes on to favor us with the character of those not
included in this Bill. He says b

" Sir, i Can say to those people, and to the people of Canada generally
that if we have not in this Bill what is commonly known as manhood
suffrage, we have, at all events, that which gives a vote to everyone who
deserves to be called a man in this country."

Those who are left out are not worthy of being called mon.
He goes on to say:

"t le it possible that you can go lower than the person who earns $300
n the country and $100 in the city, per annuzn? Why, Mr. Chairman,

under the provisions of this Bill every man who contributes in any way
by his wealth, or by his labor, to the good of the country, will be entitled
to be registered under this system."
Of course, there was a littie mistake there, but probably ho
did not read the Bill. But why should ho read it, when
ho was simply told that it had to pas, when the deoree was
registered in caucus, and it was not necessary, even for a
legal gentleman, to read the Bill, and therefore he fell into
the error of making the qualification $300 instead of $400.
He says, further:

" Ne are giving here the vote to every deserving man in the country,
to every man who bas sucoeeded in showing, by his industry, hieasti-
vity and his energy, that he is worthy of beàg recognised as a man fi
the eyes of the law of the land."

Who are these men who are not deserving men, who are
not worthy of being recognised as mon in the eyes of the
law. They are all those freeholders in the cities and towns
in the Province of Ontario who own property valued
between $200 and $300, and those in villages and townships
who own real property between $100 and $150. I am pre-
pared to discontinue my remarks if there is any intention
of adjourning.

Mr. BOWELL. Better net cut it in two, because we
could not follow you to-morrow.

Mr. FAIRBANK. I am prepared to go on, if hon. gentle-
mon say so.

An hon. MEMBER. How long will it be ?

Mr. FAIRBANK. If the sun gets up before I get down,
it will not be my fault.

Mr. BOWELL. So much the worse for the sun, I suppose.

An hon. MEMBER. The sun has further to go than you
have.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I think we had botter
rise and report progress, and I move acordingly.

Committee rose and reported.

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

THUE DISTURBANCE IN THE NORTH-WEST.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Before the House
adjourne I wish to ask the First Minister if there is any
further information from General Middloton.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. We have no further
information. I suppose the hon. gentleman has seen that
the wires are down, but it is believed that they will be put
up during the night, and that we will hear to-morrow.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. It is stated-I do not
know whether on authority or not-that some further
regiments have been put under orders to be ready to go to
the front. Can the Minister tell us whether that is the case
or not ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I cannot speak exactly,
but I believe the Minister of Militia has warned one or
two regiments to be ready.

Motion agreed to, and House adjourned at two o'clock
a.m., Tuesday.
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HOUSE OF COMMONS.

TuEsDAY, 1'oth May, 1885.

The SPEArV took the Chair at half-past One o'clock.

PEAYERS.

THE FRANCHISE BILL.
House again resolved itself into committee on Bill (No.

103) respecting the Electoral Franchise.-(Sir John A.
]acdonald).

(In the Committee.)
Mr. FAIRBANK. When the louse adjourned at two

o'clock this morning it nocessarily cut my line of argument.
I am therefore forced to procoed to splice the line. I do not
propose a long splice, but I shall have to ask hon. gentle-
men to sit quietly on deck while I make the splice. As you
may remember, I had the hon. member for Montreal Centre
in tow, and I shah have to make the splice sufficiently
strong to continue towing him, not so much on account of
the size of the vessel as on account of the shallow water I
found him in. I was proceeding to review his description
of the persons who would be disfranchised by this Bill, and
it is not necessary to repeat the description he then gave.
Ie alluded to them as people who were not entitled
to be called mon, or recognised in the eyes of
the law. I was proceeding to point out who those
parties were, and had called attention to the fact
that in the Province of Ontario they included all those
assessed for real. property in cities and towns between $200
and $300; that if they were assessed for $200 they would
have a vote undet. ho Mowat Bill, and if of value of less than
$300 they would nt have a vote under the Bill before us, and
hence they came within the class who were not entitled to
consideration, undei the law. In villages and townships
those rated between 8100 and 8150 come within that class,
and householders who, although owning their property, do not
appear on the assessment roll to the extent of $300, or is of
that value in towns and cities. If, however, they are tenants
of that property, no matter what its value is, if they pay a
rental of $20 a year, they would be entitle to vote, and there-
fore this class also belonged to those who, according to the
hon. member for Montreal Centre, are not entitled to consid-
eration under the law. Again, in the matter of income; all
that class of persons whose income is between $250 and
$400 come within this class. Then we come to an immense
class-the entire class of wage-earners, whose wages amount
to over $250 a year-all such, under the Mowat Act,
are entitled to the franchise. I believe thore is a very
prevalent mistake on this point - that wage-earners
are to be included under the income provisions of this
Bill. Now, Sir, I do not profess to be an expert in
these things; I have not studied law, but I understand from
those who have that the income franchise does not include
the wage-earner. I believe that to be the correct view of
it-certainly it was so considered by Mr. Mowat and bis
Government, and I believe this House is prepared to regard
him as pretty good authority on law, including constitu-
tional law, at the present time. They evidently considered
that income did not include the wage-earners, and hence
they have given the franchise to all wage-earners of
$250 ; they have inserted a special clause, providing for
wage-earners, and under that terni an immense number are
enfranchised who are excluded by this Bill, and who, accord-
ing to the member for Montreal Contre, are not lentitled toi
consideration under the law." 'There are tons of thousandsi
of the people in Ontario who will be disfranchised byj
this Bill; and I call the attention of the hon. meuber fori
Lincoln to the fact, so that ho may think it advisable
thoroughly to revise lis figures of last night. In
Quebec the disfranchisement is less than in Ontario. Those,
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in cities or towns, forming a part of a county, and who are
assessed between $200 and $300, are excluded, and, accord-
ing to the hon. gentleman, are not entitled to consideration
under the law. Now, Sir, I was anxious to test the effect
of the Ontario law and this law in the Province of Ontario,
and I made an experiment, taking a certain class of men,
twenty-five men who are employed in concerns in which
I am interested. I could decide from my own knowledge of
their position. I found that under the Ontario Act every one
of these were enfranchised-every man of them had a vote;
some of them had it on two grounds, but all had a vote
under the clause which provides for the wage-earner.
About half of them would also have had a vote under the
householders clause, which embraces, as I remarkeà last
night, 95 per cent. of the married men in the Province of
Ontario. Under the Bill before you- there are three of
these twenty-five of whom I am not quite certain, as I do
not know exactly their position-whether they are occu-
pying their own property or are tenants. But eighteen
I know would be disfranchised, and four would have a
vote out of the twenty-five under this Bill. I submit this
to the member for Lincoln as a reason for revising his
figures; and I may say that there is not one of those
twenty-five men who, by industry, sobriety, obedience to
the law and readiness to defend the law, is not the peer of
any member in this House. Now, I shall, perhaps, be asked:
Are not some of these men so circumstanced that they could
be given the franchise ? That is not the point; the ques-
tion is, does the law give it to themr. Some of themr are so
circumstanced that their employer could give them the
franchise, as some of them are householders without paying
rent, some have theirdwellings on leased land which does not
pay a rental equal to $20 a year. That is the condition of
some of these mon, and so they are cut off. I do not profess
to be as familiar as the members from British Columbia are
with the condition of their people; but I shall be much
surprised to learn if, they having manhood suffrage, this
Bill does not cut off an immense number, particularly
of those who are engaged with drill and blast in
opening the vaults where nature has concealed her
treasures-I refer to the miners. Prom New Brunswick
I have seen an official statement from one county which
shows that 500 are disfranchised there of those who hold
the franchise as their fathers and grandfathers did. In Nova
Scotia the disfranchisement is less, but shipowners there
are disfranchised. We have to remember that in these two
Provinces personal property is recognised. This Bill does
not provide for personalproperty. Hence, those who may
have been in the habit of jexercising their rights as voters
since they came of age, and their fathers before them, are to
be disfranchised. There are thousands and tons of thousands
in Ontario and in every other Province who will be
disfranchised by this Bill, and who, consequently, under the
law as laid down by the member for Montroal Centre (Mr.
Curran), are not entitled to be recognised as mon. In
Ontario and other Provinces thore are huOdreds, I do not
know but thousands, of the young men who are now in the
field under arms who will be disfranchised, and tens of
tbousands more who are ready to take the field if necessary.
The member for Montreal Centre, I presume, is an'excolfent
authority on law, but I do not think much of his arithrnetic.
For instance, he states that every man earning 81 a
day will be enfranchised. I did not know that they had
a peculiar kind of yedr in his section, but it is
a long year in Ontario that has 400 working dayi
in it. Even supposing the Bill did include the wage.
earners, the suma is a fixture at $400. The Bill might be
amended to include them; we are dealing with it as it now
stands and as it came frorm the hands of its framers.
Perhaps no rate of wages is so common all over the country
as the sum of $1.25 a day. If a man receiving that wage
works every day in the year he is just cut off; his wages
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would amount to $391; and the man who works for 81.00
a day would, of course, be cut off. Yet, Sir, this is the
kind of information that is given to the public. In the Mail
of a day or two ago, under the heading, "Will They
Define It ?" the writer, speaking of a member in this
House, asks:

"lWas he justified in hinting that the people of Ontario would become
traitors if Sir John enfranchised more of the workmen of Ontario ?"

When the Bill proposes to disfranchise tens of thousands,
this leading paper has the cheek to ask a question of that
kind. When the gentlemen ocupying seats in this House
return to their constituents and stand before hundreds and
thousands of those who enjoyed the franchise up to this
time, but whom this Bill cuts off, or who would enjoy it but
for this Bill, if they never blushed before, I think that fact
will bring the blush of shame to thoir cheeks. I have not
referred to-Prince Edward Island, where every man who pays
his road tax is entitled to vote. The member for Montreal
Centre provided for that in his own mind. He said:

"I ar pleased to find that the hon. gentleman who bas just made the
sub-amendment is likely to carry it in this Honse, and that in the Island
of Prince Edward the franchise that bas existed there for so many years
is likely to be maintained."

Fortunate Islandi1 What a pity it is we do not a1l live on an
island i We should all b. exempt from this Bill; I could
then gladly vote for it. What deep heartrending regrets
must have stolen over that member when he heard the
statement of the Prime Minister yesterday that he could not
consent to that exception. But isuppose hewill still support
the measure. The member for Montreal Centre closed his
remarks with an apology to the Province of Quebec, and
stated to them, by way of consolation, that their Local Gov-
ernment would not be interfered with. I hope, Sir, they
will make the most of this consolation. I shall now cut
the tow line and let the member for Montreal Centre go. Mr.
Chairman, how changed is the measure now before us, even
though we are only on section 3, from what it was when it
came to us. As that beautiful craft came sailing in, we saw
a fair spinster and a charming widow standing on the dock;
the "heathen Chinee" was in the cabin, and the banded
Indian was concealed lin the hold. Sir, we have quickly
disposed of theladies; we have kicked them on shore; the
" heathen Chincee" we have strangled ; the banded Indian
we have dragged from his concealment, and those of them
that were of no immediate use, we have put on shore,
but we will retain those in the old Provinces. We will
particularly retain those that may b. useful in scalping the
member for Bothwell and the member for Brant. We have
been surprised, from time to time, at the silence on the
Ministerial benches upon these points. I have read in an
old volume I was taught to respect, but which is sometimes
neglected, the sentence : "Brayeth the wild ass when h.
hath grass, or loweth the ox when ho hath fodder." In
view Of this silence, one is forced to enquire : Is thia Bill
so friendless that it has no one to defend it ? lis it despised
in the House of !ts friends ? In well regulated courts,
when a criminal is found to have no one to plead his case,
the judge appoints some one to defend him. It would seem
to b. necesary to do so in this case. In the absence of
defence from the Ministerial benches, we are forced to seek
it elsewhere; and the next best authority we have is their
organs. There are some people who do not read the Mail.
It is a mistake. There is ots of fun in it; it aids digestion;
I have tried it. I will give you an example, taken from a
recent number, in defence of this measure. It says, referring
to those who oppose the measure:

"They encouraged the dynamitish propagandism in every form.
They had friendly words for the Nihilists. They adopted the doctrines
of Henry George regarding the confiscation of land. They encoiraged
disaffected Nova Scotians to rebel. They encouraged British Columbia
to secede. They incited the MaLitoba settiers to rebel. * * *
It is the intention of the Grit party to break up the Confederation if
#hey canno rie it."

Then the writer proceeds to give advice"tolthe Minister.
He expresses some doubts as to whether the Minister will
receive it or not; I have more serious doubts than he. He
advises a dissolution and proceeds to say :

"We should force through ail the necessary measures, sacrificingevery-
thing not essential to public business, and drag these Grit traitors and
treason-mongers to the foot of the polls, which the people of Oanada
wouild speedily convert into a gallows. That would teach them a lesson
in loyalty as understood by the people of Canada, and especially by the
people of Ontario."

The writer of that article is only joking. He does not
mean to erect a gallows; he is not going into the hanging
business. a is not ignorant of the story of Haaman and
Mordecai; ho is net going to stand the chance of the parties
getting mixed at the gallows. He is not going to take the
chance of the people enquiring who it is that defend the
public treasury and who do not, who invade the pople's
liberties and who defond them. He asks in the same
number: "What will they say at the front?"

Mr. CHAIRMAN. I think you are going very far from
the question before the House. You are not citing matters
relevant to the question.

Mr. FAIRBANK. I understand you, Mr. Chairman, to
rule that these articles are not relevant. You and I, Sir,
exactly agree. I should have said this article in the Mail
*as not relevant to the question at all, but hon. gentlemen
opposite would net have accepted my decision. I hope they
will accept that of the Deputy Speaker. I shall, in
obedience to your ruling, have nothing more to do with the
Mail as an authority on this question, and proceed at once
to show that from the beginning of this discussion to the
present, there las been no attempt whatever to
show dissatisfaction with the existing law. There
bas been no cail for a change. The present system
has stood the test of eighteen years successfully. From
this side of the flouse the charge has been made and
repeated that the object of this moasure was to gain
political advantage. That charge has not yet been
denied. If.it b. denied, I should like te hoar stated the
ground of 'the denial. I believe this change is contrary to
the wishes of the people. If you would eliminate from the
question all consideration of party advantage, I do not
believe one man out of a hundred in the whole Dominion
will approve of it. Lot us apply to it the test, whether it
comes under that class ofsubjects with which the Dominion
can deal botter than the Provinces, because in the Confe-
deration that rule should hold. Those things the Pro-
vinces can do best should be reserved to them to attend to.
We have in the Dominion ser ions disadvantages to deal with,
vastly greater than those the American States had to con-
tend against. They were a compact succession of Provinces
along the Atlantic coast, closely connected, not even a moun-
tain range separating them, while our territory stretches
from ocean to ocean with long gaps of "unbroken desolation
intervening." Under any circumstances Canada i a difli-
cult country to govern, and these geographical difficulties
which cannot be overcome, add immensly to the difficulty.
Each Province has its local history, its local proj-
dices, its local business and interest. It is exceed-
ingly difficult te weld them into uniformity. It
tends to block the advance of views in relation to the
franchise, and will anyone contend that the disposition to
extend the franchise is net growing ? Any one who has
examined the Ontario franchise must come to the conclu-
sion that it is manhood suffrage, with the assessment roll as
a registration. In fact, the opposition to it was based on
the ground that it did net go far enough, and that opposi-
tion ;came from those who entertain the political views
to hon. gentlemen opposite. If this Bill passes in its pre-
sent form, and is enforced as it is possible to enforce it, it
will cause a loas of a class of citizes te Çanada that we dg
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not wish to lose, and that cannot be replaced by immigra-
tion machinery. The principles underlying this measure
are of far greater importance than any mere party con-
siderations. It strikes deeper than we can afford to go.
Once it was a proud privilege to say: I am a Roman citizen ;
and it should be a proud privilege to say: I am aCanadian
citizen; but if thi1 Bill is put in force, that w-ill be deprived
of half its value. Party feeling is sufficiently intense in
Canada, but no measure has been passed in the last thirty
years which will tend to produce so intense a party feeling s
this. I believe it will even create personal hatred, that it
will invadeo church relations, business relations, and social
relations, and will infict irreparable injury upon Canada.
It is claimed that, the measure having gone so far, it is
difficult to witfdraw it. We were told yesterday, in the
mild speech of the First Minister, that representative
government was on trial. We glory in our representative
government, but whom does it represent? It represents the
people of Canada. We claim that the people of Canada do
not want this messure, and we are willing to rest our poli-
tical existence on this fact, we throw down our challenge
to submit it to the people. If they sanction it, our mouths
are forever closed. The feeling prevails that the measure
cannot be dropped withont a sacrifice of dignity, bat it
would give the Government a claim to patriotism if they
would withraw it. I should be glad to see this measure
dipped in carbolic acid, sprinkled with chloride of lime,
and burnt upon the altar of the Dominion in atonement for
the ains of the people, and I recommend that course to be
pursued.

Mr. PLATT. When the First Minister rose at the open-
ing of the House yesterday, I cherished the hope that he
was about to reveal to the House that ho had realised the
situation and was prepared to remove this Bill from the
Orders, or place it in such a position that it would relieve
the strain on those who have claim- d therightand performed
the duty of discussing iL fairly; but the careful precision
with which the hon. gentleman5 rstatement was given to the
House, soon showed that he had some object in view other
than that which I have indicated. Before he had proceeded
very far, his remarks led me to the conclusion that ho
wished to relieve himseolf and, to a certain extent, his fol-
lowers, from a threatened ocnsure. He had not talked very
long before he referred to the word "clôture," and he took
occasion to relieve himself from the censure of having sug-
gested it by stating to the House that he had reaisted the
suggestions that had been made in that direction. I am
very glad, for the credit of the country, that the Premier
has relieved himself of the possibility of being accused
of having intended te apply so odious and disgusting a
measure to the people of this country, but he took occasion
later in the day to relieve his followers also from the cen-
sure of having suggested it. He told the louse that such a
course had been suggested, anç that ho had resisted it, -but
later ho said that he would not say that it was his followers
who had suggested it. He did not tell us who had ; he did;
not tell us that the people of this country had suggested the
application of the clôture, or that it had come from anyone
outside of this louse. We know that, in the corridors, we
have heard the word clôture floating in the air, and I am
very glad that the Prime Minister has stated that there is
no intention on his part to adopt such a means bore. I am
also glad that ho has relieved his followers from the imputa.
tion of suggesting such an odious measure in this
free country as the "c!ôture " or the "previous question.»"
The people of the country would not submit to it. The
opposition which this measure is receiving is not the
opposition of a faction. It is the opposition of a small
number of men, to be sure, but they represent as near as.
may be one-half the poople of this country. The fact that
they hold diametrically opposite views upon this question
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to the views of hon, gentlemen opposite, is the reason why
this discussion has been prolonged to so unusual a length.
This opposition arises from a firm conviction that our duty
to the people is to continue this discussion, even at the
hazard of being accused of obstruction, untit the Govern-
ment realise the fact that a majority of the people of
this country look upon this measure as unneoessary and
offensive. The last speaker bas given us one roason
why there is no necessity for applying any of the gag-laws
that have been attempted in other countries. In this country
the policy of arbitration to settle disputes, is decidedly
popular. We know that if this discussion were carried out
to such a length as to produce a dead lock in this House, so
that it would be impossible for either the Government or
the Opposition to yield, we could submit the matter to
arbitration, and the people of this country would be the
natural arbitrators to whom we could appeal. If we cannot
succeed in any other way let us adopt this suggestion and
appeal to the people to decide for us. Now, the discussion,
instead of being narrowed by the remarks of-the right hon.
gentleman, has been very considerably widenod, and has
taken a wider scope since the right hon, gentleman
addressed the House. He, in fact, reopened the question.
It almost seemed to me, from his remarks, that he wished
the discussion to go on, and to take a still wider scope.
Now, there is another remark of the right hon. gentleman
to which I wish to enter my earnest protest, and that is
that the discussion on this side of thei louse is the Tesult of
an organised obstruction. I presume I know as much of
that matter as the hon. gentlemen on the opposite
aide of the House; and I challenge them to look
at the history of this debate and say if, on a
single occasion during the first twelve hours of
any sitting, thare was the least attempt on our part
to drag it to an unseemly length, or to bring in irrelevant
matter. After the fatigue we endured in keeping up a
legitimate debate, and after fatigue had rendered us unable
to continue it, the only constitutional means we had at our
command was to prolong the discussioa until we could get
an adjournment of the House, in order to refresh ourselves
and renew a legitimate discussion; and I repeat that that
cannot be called, in any sense, the result of an organised
otstruction. We have succoeded in our designs thus far, and
we have, from time to time, succeeded in getting an adjourn-
ment of the House, which, bear in mind, was denied us at the
first. We heard the order given from lon. gentlemen opposite
that there should be no adjournment of the flouse until such
and such vote were had, that we were to sit from dayto day
antil this measure became law. These threats were hurled
across te heouse after the lst caucus of the Government
party. But we were not the mon that our constituents
took us to be when they sent us to Parliament if we
wcre to yield to those threats, and allow half-a-dozen of the
principal clauses of this measure to be passed at any single
session of the louse. Now, Sir, the ho.n. gentleman from
Westmoreland (Mr. Wood), in his short and pithy address
of a few nights ago, with a great deal of preci-ion, went
over the arguments that have been adduced in favor of the
Bill. He seemed to think that the arguments which he
recapitulated on that occasion were sufficient to convince
every member of this House of the unnecessary length to
which the debate was extended. At the commencement of
his speech, however, he used these words :

"I desire, before the debate reaches its termiaation, that my protest
shall be recorded against the manner in which this discussion h asbeen
conducted, against the length of time that it has occupied, and against
the heavy expense unposed on the people."

Now, I, in common with that hon. gentleman, desire to
enter my protest against the manner in which discussion
has been conducted. Public discussion is of very littile use
where one side do all the talking, as bas been the case with
this debate. We have met with no opposition, and the argu.
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ments we have adduced have remained unanswered. Seven
or eight hon. gentlemen on this aide of the House have
spoken consecutively, and no attempt has been made to
reply to them. That 'weakens the debate, and, to a great
extent, prevents us from receiving that benefit from dis.
cussion which usually is derived from it. I agree with
the hon. gentleman also in condemning the expense to
which the country is subjected by this measure. He seems
to desire to curtail the expense by curtailing the
length of this discussion, while we of the Opposition wish
to curtail the expense by preventing a measure being forced
on the country, the result of which will cost an enormous
sum of money to the people. IL bas been pointed out that
if this Bill is carried the cost of it in one vear will be
greater, indeed, than the cost of this entire Session of
Parliament. It must be borne in mind that if this Bill
becomes law, that expense will be continued from year to
year, and if, at a single Session of Parliament, we can pre-
vent its becoming law, we shall have saved the country a
great sum of money. The hon. gentleman said still
further :

" I think, Sir, that this discussion has been useless, unnecessary and
unstatesmanlike."
Now, I cannot agree that the discussion has been useless.
Hias it been useless because the hon. gentlemen who support
this Bill have no other duty to perform than to record the
wishes and the decrees of the Government ? Is it because
Ephraim is joined to his idols, and that we may as well let
him alone? If that be the opinion of the bon, gentleman
when lie used that expression, so far as he himself is con-
cerned, he is correct in saying this discussion was uselees.
He said, further, that this discussion was unnecessary.
The explanations made have shown that it was not
unnecessary. On the contrary, it was necessary in order to
obtain a true understanding of this Bill. It is said this dis-
cussion is unstatesmanlike. It is so Only in so far as it las
been limited to one side of the House. To the objection
that this measure is being brought before the country
at a time when the people were not asking or expecting it,
and at an unreasonable period of the Session, the hon.
gentleman replies that the measure has been three times
introduced, that there has been ample time afforded to dis.
cuss its principles, and that a large number of members came
to this Session with their opinions largely formed upon
the question. Those hon. members who so came were
members who came to register the opinions of the Govern-
ment. Even the First Minister had not his opinions
thoroughly ripened at the opening of the Session. The
hon. gentleman had not the same opinion as to the view
which would be held by the House on the woman suffrage
question three or four months ago as he las to-day, other-
wise he would not have inserted it in is Bill. ThLe bon.
gentleman says:

" I support the measure because Parliament has a right to say who
shall elect its members."
That bas been said by every hon. gentleman opposite who
bas spoken and has not been denied by any one on this side.
It is a stock argument without force. The hou. member
for West Durham (Mr. Blake) did not deny the right of
Parliament to construct its own electorate; but he urged
that it was inexpedient and we were not obliged to do all
we have power to do. We have power to disfranchise
nine-tenths of the people, but it is not expedient to do so.
The hon. gentleman says further:

" I support it, secondly, because I believe the measure which was
adopted in 1867 was adopted as a temporary measure, that it was never
designed by those who framed the constitution that the provincial1
franchises, or the franchises which might exist, froi time to time, inthe varions Provinces of this Dominion, should forma the franchise by
which members of this Parliament should be elected ; that the ressons
whieh led to its adoption then have long ceased to exist and that there-
tire the syatem iteelf should be abandoned."

Although it lis said this is a mere temporary moasure it has i
2*4

continued 18 years. During that periocd there bas been no
desire for change expressed. The hon. gentleman further
says

"I support this measure, thirdly, because I believe that the pre8ent
system is lacking in the essential elements of certainty, stabilitand
permanence, and the important element of uniformity, and therefore It
should not be continued."
Who wants stability ? Is it intended that the measure shoulil
be unchangeable ? Is there to be no advancement ? The
present system is not stable,because it was not the wish of the
people that it should be stable, because we are constantly
advancing in this age. The hon. gentleman says that the
opinions of this side of the fouse are that the proposed
meašure is unnecessary, that the present system is working
well and that no change is demanded. If those three
assertions eau be substantiated, the strongest reasons have
been brought forward why this Bill must be set aside. The
hon. gentleman says that these are weak argumenta; but I
maintain they have all possible force to show why it is
necessary and desirable that this Bill should be withdrawn.
If this Bill is unneoessary, if the present system i working
well, there is no reason for seeking to force this measure upon
Parliament and the country. The lon. gentleman went on
to say :

'If an evil exista are we to wait until its consequences are proved to
be so disastrous that public indignation forces us to adopt remedial
measures."

I answer no; but I ask where does the evil exist ? The hon,
gentleman has not attempted to show the evil, and yet we
are asked to remove an imaginary evil and adopt a real evil.
The hon. gentleman said further:

'I feel, when a reform measure is presented to this House, if the prin-
ciples upon which it is based are sound, if they are just and equitable
and right, if the changes which are proposed will improve the existing
state of things, if the system which it is proposed to introduce is an
improvement on the system which now exista, it is the duty of Parlia-
ment, under such circumstances, to adopt that measure without delay."

There is not an hon. member who doos not heartily agree
with the hon. gentleman in that expression. If a Reform
measure is founded on principles of justice and right, then
it becomes the duty of Parliament to adopt that measure
without delay. But the hon. gentleman deals in general.
ities and in unmeaning platitudes. The hon. gentleman
holds that this Franchise Bill is based upon principles of
justice and equity. Such is not the fact, and the hon. gen-
tleman bas taken that for granted because the Bill
was introduced by the hon. First Minister. Because
it is the view of the Government of this country,
lie assumes that the Bill is based on principles of riglit-
eousness, justice and equity, and that there is no question
about the matter. I am glad to say that a difference of
opinion exists in this country on that question. I believe
the majority of the people of this country think that neither
of these virtues, neither of these attributes of righteousness
and justice, to which the hon. gentleman alludes, have even
cast a shadow on the measure which is now before the
Blouse. i believe it is looked upon, from one end of the
country to the other, to be a measure just such as bas been
described by gentlemen on this side, and I ask hon. gentle-
men if it is fair, if it in keeping with the true principles of
parliamentary govern ment that when we are face to face with
an expression of publie opinion, such as has already reached
this louse, we should attemipt to force this measure through
Parliament. The hon. gentleman, like a Daniel come to
judgment, not only finds fault with the action of the Logis-
lature of his own Province, with regard to the franchise,
but ho refers ta the Province of Ontario and the other Pro-
vinces, ho looks abroad over the whole Dominion to see where
wrongs are to be righted in every Province. fe tells the
people of Ontario and New Brunswick that they do not
know how to construct their own franchise. Now Sir, I do
not think it well becomes an hon. gentleman, coming from
any one Province of this Dominion, to oit in judgment on
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the doings and sayings of the people of some other Pro-
vince. I take it, Sir, that this attack on provincial rights
-for I think it is nothing less-goes further and that it
becomes an absolute insult to the people of the Province so
attacked. If a popular franchise does not exist in the
Province of New Brunswick, who are to blame for itV? Are
we in this Louse at fault ? No, it is the people of New
Brunswick, and are they not sufficiently interested in the
welfare of their own Province to adopt a franchise which
is best suited for themselves? Hon. gentlemen may say
that the Parliament or the Goverùment of that Province
are at fault, but they are the representatives of the people
of that Province just as the Legislature or the Government
of Ontario represent the people of Ontario, and I say that
anything that is said against the recent Act passed in that
Province is an insult to the people of Ontario. Have the
people of that Province ever asked us to take part in this
Parliament in the conduet of their own affairs ? No;
the people believe they are competent to do so
themselves and they do not ask us to interfere. They
have the power to arrange the franchise for their
own Province, and if the recent Act is not what it should
be, the people of that Province will find it out and they will
remedy the evil by the repeal or amendment of the Act
through their own representatives. The hon. member for
Lincoln, who seems to have Mowat on the brain whenever
he speaks, has characterised that Bill in the most odious
terms. But why does ho not go to the people of Ontario,
who have the power to say that the Bill shahl be changed,
and that their wrongs, if they have wrongs, shall be made
right. But whether or not it is that the hon. gentleman's
influence is declining in that Province, or that he thinks he
has a botter chance bore to say harsh words against the
Premier of that Province, I do not know, but instead of
exerting his influence in favor of a just and righteous fran-
chise Bill he comes here where he has no right to deal with
provincial affairs, and he speaks of Mr. Mowat in a manner
insulting to the people of the Province from which he
comes. The hon. member for Westmoreland says:

"Then, Sir, another important feature of the present system is its
uncertain and unchanging character, the constituencies which elected
us may before another election may be entirely swept away."

Well, Sir, that is a very strange theory to be proposed by
hon, gentlemen opposite. We know that fortunately it is
not in the power of the Provinces to sweep away constitu-
encies, but unfortunately it is in the power of this Parlia.
ment and Government, and if the hon. gentleman for West-
moreland had had a seat in this House, in 1882, he would
have had a chance to sec that under a measure proposed in
this House it would not be impossible that before another
election some of us would find that our constituencies had
been swept away. He says further:

"I for one, Sir, feel that the present system is not caiculated to pre-
serve that harmony, but that it is calculated eventually to promote
provincial discord and provincial strife."

And now I take issue with the hon. gentleman in that part
of his remarks. I believe that the present system bas ben
conducive to provincial harmony, and that the principle
which is now sought to be forced on the people of this
country will be productive of provincial discord and strife.

before us is, that it is not a measure of permanency. Before
long we may have, and I believe we will have, in one Pro-
vince or another, a strong feeling in favor of manhood
suffrage or of woman's franchise. The feeling in favor of
these measures in a particular Province, will find expression
in this Parliament, and the result may be attempts to force
the views and wishes of one Province on the other Pro-
vinces in the matter of the franchise; that is the manner
in which strife and discord will be most likely to arise, and
more strife and discord on this subject of the franchise than
bas existed from Confederation down *to the present time.
He says:

'In one Province, where one party bas a large majority in the Local
Legislature, an Act may be passed adopting r franchise which will
give that party a large representation for that Province in this Parlia-
ment; in another Province, where another party may have a large
majority in the Local House, a different franchise may be adopted, with
a corresponding result; what have we then? "

I wish hon. members on both sides to listen to that remark;
I am not sure that there is not something in it, and if there
be anything in it so far as the Local Legislatures are con-
cerned, what is likely to take place under the measure
before us here? Is not the same thing being attempted in
this Parliament? flere is an attempt made by a Govern-
ment having a large mijority in Parliament, to secure the
adoption of a franchise that would give them more than
their fair share of representation in this Chamber. Now, I
do not think there is anything more in the remarks of the
hon. member for Westmoreland to which I need address
myself. The hon. momber for Prince County, P. E. .,
(Mr. Hackett) followed him a few days later, and I wish to
make a few remarks concerning his address in the same
manner in which i have reviewed the rather admirable
address of the lon. member for Westmoreland. The hon.
member for Prince says:

"It is of vital importance that this Parliament especially should not
be subject to the whims and fancies of the Local Legislatures, and that
we should take ont of the hands of the Local Legislatures the right to
fix the franchise for the election of membaxs to the Dominion Parlia-
ment."

He strongly supports the principle of this Bill, that this
Parliament should use the right of constructing its own
electorate. Then, lie says:

" Another reason why I support the Bill is that it provides for the
registration of voters in all the Provinces of this Dominion."

That is another principle of the Bill he supports.
"Now, Sir, I ask what reason or right has this Parliament to provide

for registration for the election of members to this House ? If we want
voters' lists, is it not the duty of this House to pay the expense of pro-
viding those voters' lista?"

That seems one of the strongest reasons the hon. gentleman
gives for supporting this Bill-the fact that this Govern-
ment will have to pay for the construction of the voters'
lists in Prince Edward Island; for the sake of getting that
small pittance from the Canadians, as I suppose he would
term them, le is willing to forego the privileges and to
sacrifice the franchise, which he says the people of bis
Province hold most near and dear to themselves. First, lie
says, ho is in favor of the principle of this Bill, and a
moment afterwards he expresses the hope that the principle
of the Bill will not be applied to bis own Province. Then
he says:

He goos on to state, that under the existing system, mem- "iAnother reason why I support this Bille that it extende the Iran-
bers may be sent from the different Provinces, with parti-chise lu most of the other Provinces."
cular parties, largely in a majority, by reason of franchise I daresay most of the othor Provinces will ho thankful Vo
adopted to that end, and that therefore we may have parties the hon. entleman for making that discovery. AMhough
in this House divided by provincial lines instead of on lines supporting hs Bih, ho goos on Vo Bay:
of public policy. Now, the very principle of our federal "For the last twenty-five or thirty years me bave had lu the Province,
system is that we should have federal representation, and Prince Bdward Island, a system of manhood suffrage. Every niu
that the party which is in the majority in one Province that Province, twenty-one yeara of age, and a Britiuh subject, having
should have the largest representation in this Parliament, paid a certain poli tax and performed a certain amount of statute labor,

and 0 o wiI te oter rovnce, Th resonwhyis entitled to a vote. That system has beoome very popular in the Pro-andvince of Prince Edward Island; the people there have become very
provincial discord will be produced by the measure now much attaohed Vo iV; tbey have made great progres undor 14,and theY
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are oVry.tenacious of their rights in that direction. There is no privil.
ege of nght that they cherish so dearly as the right of exercising this
franchise."

But notwithstanding that they so highly prize and cherish
that right, this hon. gentleman seems willing to sacrifice it
for the paltry gain of a few dollars out of the Dominion
treasury for the construction of votera' lists in Prince
Edward Island. The hon. gentleman then proceeds to pass
judgment on fellow members. He tells us of an outrage that
was sought to h perpetrated upon Prince Edward Island
by an Act passed in 1874, which he says deserved condom-
nation because it sought to apply a different rale to Prince
Edward Island from that applied to the other Provinces,
and he says that at that time the hon. First Minister, to his
honor and credit, stood up and defended the rights of the
people of Prince Edward Island. Does the hon. First Min-
ister stand up to-day to defend the rights of Prince Edward
Island in the same serse? And what has the hon. mem-
ber for Prince to say, who then condemned what he is
asking to have done now? The hon. gentleman made an
unprovoked attack on the bon. member for Prince (Mr.
Yeo) who sits near me, and endeavored to arouse
religions prejudices against that hon. gentleman, who
has done nothing to provoke such an attack, who
lias deservedly obtained the respect of both sides of
thiS House, and who during his long parliamentary
career has proved himself a strong and truc friend of the
Province from which he comes. The hon. gentleman then
proceeds to give credit to an hon. Senator who, he said, in
1874 stood up nobly in dedance of his party in defence
of the rights of Prince Edward Island. But what does the
hon. member for Prince do? Is he standing up in defence
of the liberties that are held dear by the people of Prince
Edward Island? No; lie is supporting hon. gentlemen who
are seeking to oppress and tyrannise over the people of
Prince Edward Island. The hon, gentleman then says:

" What will hon. gentlemen opposite say to that? How does it cor-
respond with their idea of provincial rights, that this Parliament, that
the Government of 1874, led by the hon. member for East York (Mr.
Mackenzie), should, bv an Act of Parliarnent, endeavor to coerce Prince
Edward Island into the expenditure of a large amount of money in the
preparation of voters' lista to rEturn membera to this Parliament ?"

Does not this Bill coorce every Province in the Dominion
into the expenditure of a large amount of money in the
preparation of voters'lists ? The hon. gentlemtan can con-
demn the Act of 1874, which coerced only one Province,
which placed one Province in the same position as the others
with regard to the exponse of preparing but one set of
voters' lists, but with strange inconsi;tency he ocan support
this measure which coerces every Province. The hon.
gentleman, thon speaking of the revising barrister clauset
which was in force in Prince Edward Island, and which wast
similar to the Bill now before us, said:

"The people tried it for two or three years ; it worked well enough,
but it cost a large amount of money ; it was too expensive a plaything
for them and they repealed it."

Will not this system be an expensive one as well ? Will it
not prove too expensive to the people of Prince Edward
Island ? Will they not seek Io have it repealed? TheE
present Bill will impose restrictions and penalties upon the1
people of Prince Edward Island far in excess of any whichi
the Government measure in 1874 imposed, and which the(
hon. member for Prince Edward Island so strongly con-i
demns. At the close the hon. gentleman becomes pathetic,1
having spoken so long in defence of this measure, he isC
afraid to sec it applied to his own Province. He said: "1 
hope that theI louse will support the amondment of myé
hon. friend and exclude Prince Edward Island from the opera-i
tion of this clause." (The disfranchising clause.) He thon
whispered across the floor to the Govern ment : "We think1
it only proper that this Parliament should have the control1
of its own electorate;" but he added :

"We think that Prince Édward Island, under its peculiar cir-
cumstances, being apart, almost from the rest of the Dominion, shut
out for a large portion of the year from the mainland by almot impass-
able barriers of ice. Having no floating population, being pretty well
filled up, there would be no danger at all in continuing to it the man-
hood suffrage se long enjoyed by its penple. While 1 favor manhood
suffrage in Prince Edward Island, I think il would hardly be riglit tl
apply to the whole country."

That is an example of-I will not say impertinence, but of
an hon. gentleman extending his judgment too far. He
thinks manhood suffrage is a good thing for Prince Edward
Island. Let him think so and fight to maintain it there,
but he has no right to express the opinion that it would not
work well for the rest of the Dominion. The rest of the
Dominion must have a Franchise Bill forced on it, whether
it likes it or not, but Prince Edward Island must be allowed
to have a law o'f its own. The hon. gentleman says his
Province stands in the peculiar position because it is an
island. Well, with ail my heart, I shall support the amend-
ment of the hon. member for King's (Mr. Macdonald), for
several reasons. First, because it is right that the Pro.
vinces should have the right of saying to whom the
fCanchise should be given. Thon he moved that
Prince Edward Island should have that right; but
bv-and-bye there will be two Prince Edward Islands,
Merely judging the question from that geographical point,
which the hon. member for Prince, P. E. I. (Mr. Hackett),
raised I may say that the county of Prince Edward,
Ontario, will, by-and-bye, when the Murray Canal will be
dug, will be also an island, and be entitled on that ground to
regulate its own franchise. The hon. gentleman has argued
so far in favor of uniformity, in favor of this Parliament
saying who shall be the eleotors. He says :

"I support this Bill again, because it very materially extends the
franchise to the different people of the different Provinces • although it
restricts it, ia a small degree, in the Province from which 1 come.'

He is willing that this Bill, because it extends the franchise
in the other Provinces, should apply to Prince Edward
Island, although it restricts the franchise there.; but repent.
ing of this adhesion to the principle of uniformity, he goes
on to Say:

"I hope this House will support the amendment of my hon. friend,
which would retain the present franchise ia Prince Edward Island, an4
then I think no harm can come of it."

Thon he thinks no harm can come of it. Of course not, so
long as Prince Edward Island is exempted. Leave me, he
says, outside, and I will assist in passing the measure for
the othor Provinces. He adds :

" An exception made in favor of Prince Edward Island can scarcely
be called a breach of uniformity, as that Ialand, un account of its insular
position, is f or a large portion o fhe year separate from the rest erftte
Domninion by thb ice bu the Straits ofNýorthumberland. Theref 're 1
trust that the Government will accede to the proposition of my bon.
Iriend. I can assure those who will vote for thiis amendment that they
will be long remeMbered and long revered and respected by the people
of Prince Edward Island. There is no privilege they cherish so dearly
as the privilege of exercising manhood suffrage. The man who will
continue that privilege to them will be held in the highest esteem by
them for all time ; and the ma: who, as in the case of the Hon. David
Laird, attempts to rob them of their franchise will always be execrated
by them."

The First Minister has ths recoived hie sentence. He las
said the Government could not grant the request made by
lon. gentlemen. What is the answer of the hon. gentle.
man ? Those, he says, who deny that franchise will be
eternally execrated by them. What about us ? We will
receive the unanimious support, no doubt, of the people of
Prince Edward Island, for we will, taking the gronnd we
do, support the proposition of the hon. member for King's
(Mr. Macdonald) ; and doing so, we are to be held in eternal
grateful remembrance, while those opposed to us will
receive the eternal execration of the people of that Island.
The hon, gentleman goes further; and this is the firet time I
remember having beard a man read his own death warrant.
Ie supports the Government here; he is going to assist the
Government in depriving the people of their rights and
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privileges; and he therefore expects to receive the eternal
execration of the people who sent him to this louse. He
says that, to the credit of the hon. Senator of Prince Ed ward
Island (Senator Haythorne), when the measure of 1874 came
before the Senate, he rose superior to his party feelings and
stood out like a man for the Province he represented. Will
the hon. gentleman follow that noble example ? Will he
rise above party feelings ? Will he, when he reads the
amendment of my hon. friend from North Norfolk, which'
is a far botter amendment than that moved by the hon.
member for King's, which gives the same glorious privilege
to all the Provinces, support that amendment and give to all
the Provinces the justice which he demands for his own ?
Will he support that measure of justice which he demands
for his own Province, or wil lhe fold his arms and sacrifice
the interests of those who sent him to Parliament ?
I fear that the last of the clauses which I have read will
indicate that the hon. gentleman will do the latter.
Why does ho not rise in his might, like the hon. Senator
whom ho las praised, and burst the chains and fetters
which bind him to his party, and, when he sees they are
determined to force an obnoxious measure upon the people
of his Province, why does he not stand redeemed and diE-
enthralled and, as the immortal Curran would say, by
the genius of self-emancipation ? I have spoken to this
amendment, because it involves the question of provin-
cial rights. I think it may be fairly considered in con-
nection with the claims made for Prince Edward Island.
What those hon. gentlemen claim for that Province we
claim for every Province in this Dominion, and, if their
proposition be voted down, they are in duty bound to stand
up manfully and•support the Opposition and the amend-
ment of the hon. member for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton).
I have heard it repeated that this is our own franchise. I
do not know how Ministers may use that pronoun Ilour,"
but, if the First Minister spoke for himself and his col-
leagues, I think the Bill will meet what he wants and
wili croate, a franchise for the Ministry. If the members
of this House want a franchise of their own, they have one
to day, because the provincial franchises were adopted by
an Act of this Legislature. They speak of uniformity, but
that means that the people of any one Province may be
placed in a position to have forced upon them, at any time.
the opinions and the prejudices of other Provinces. In the
attempts to get uniformity you are payiog altogether too
dear for the whistle. If there is anything wrong in the
provincial franchises the people of the Provinces must be
held responsible, and they have the power to remedy it.
This measure is annecessary, uncalled for, and unjust. As
to the expense, it must be borne in mind that this is not a
Bill to be used only at election times. It is an annual
expense for the preparation of these votera' lista, and involves
five revisions for every general election under our Act. If,
therefore, the cost of each year be estimated at the moderate
amount of $400,000, each election will cost $2,000,000.
There is no justification for that, as we already have lists
which are prepared without any cost to the people, as repre-
sented in this Parliament. This discussion has given rise
to a stronger argument in favor of manhood suffrage than any
discussion which has ever taken place in this House. The
very idea of a Dominion franchise gives us the idea of man-
hood suffrage. If we are to have uniformity at all, the only
way in which it can be reached is manhood suffrage, and
that fact will force itself upon the minds of hon. gentlemen
in this House to such an extent that, before another year
comes round, the opinion will be so largely entertained that
an effort wili be made to amend this Fianchise Bill by giv-
ing us manhood suffrage, there is where I see the danger of
provincial discord. If the Province of Quebec is not as far
advanced as the other Provinces in regard to that question,
what danger threatens that Province? One Province will
be trimngto force its opinion on anotber Province, and by
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the force of the majority the smaller Province will have te
yield. It would be far botter to retain our prosent easily
worked and satisfactory system, and to leave the present
Bill until the people demand it. In justification of the con-
tinued discussion which bas been going on in this House, I
will read the following extract from Bailey's "Political
Representation ":

I The peculiar advantages of oral discussion are that, from the number
and variety of minds, simultaneously handling the subject, It is rapidly
turned on aIl sides and scrutinised in every part; ad, secondly that a
state of clear-sightedness is produced in the understanding, which la
seldom to be purposely created, and is only the occasional visitant of
the closet. In the proceas of debate, the doubt whieh. hung over the
mind clears away, the information wanting and searched for in vain is
supplied, the absurdity before unnoticed is made -palpable, the fond
conceit blown up by some partial experience meits into air, the attention
is animated and the perception sharpened by the alternate exposition
and reply, attack and defen ce."

1 say that we should have alternate exposition ,and 'reply;
we should have alternate attack and defence.

"It can hardly be questioned that if a number of men with adeqate
information come together and freely diseuse a subject te the beet of
their ability, they will arrive at a truer coaclusion than the same men
could attain in the sa8me time by any other meane."

We have here the very strongest opinions expressed by this
writer in favor of discussion. Now, Sir, as to the manner in
which the people should be brought to an understanding of
the provisions of this Bill, I wish to quote an expression of
Hume:

" In all cases it muet be advantageous to know what is most perfect
in the kind, that we may be able te bring any real constitution or torm
of goveenment as near it as possible, by auch gentle alterations a-id
innovations as may nt give too great disturbance to asociety."

The author thon goes on to say:
"If we narrowly examine the subject, we shall fmd that the condition

required for the introduction of a measure, whether of abolition or posi-
tive innovation, may be comprised in two; lt. That the measure shall
be for the public goo-. 2nd. That the majority of the people shall
have a clear and steady conviction that it is so.''

Now, I ask hon. gentlemen opposite if they believe that the
majority of the people of this country have a clear and
steady convietion that thi measure is in the publie interest.
I say we have no evidence that such is the case.

" The latter condition, indeed, is more than is absolutely requiredin
all cases. To justify the introduction of some measures the negative
condition might be alone sufficient; namely, that the majority of the
people should be exempt from any prepossession against them. In
laying down the second condition, therefore, in its positive tortu, we
assume less than would probably be conceded. Either the absence of all
obstacles in the way of introducing a meamure is implied in these two
conditions or, if there are, the absence of which is not implied, they
cannot be obstacles of much reaisting force. It ie, for example, implied
in the conviction of the majority as to the expediency of any proposed
alteration that their feelings aud prejudices, if they ever were, are Do
longer arrayed in opposition to it."

Now, Sir, we know from the opposition this measure is
receiving in this House, and from the excitement it bas
caused outside the House, that a large number of people
have feelings and prejudices against this measure.

" It is also implied in the conviction the people at large entertain
of the erpediency of a measure that they no longer regard it, if they
ever did, as inimical ta their interest. • • • •
This statement of the matter, again, brings round to our view with
more vividnes3, and in ampler magnitude, the importance of publicly
discussing, incessantly repeating, and intrepidly urging, all great
principles and measures or poficy; certain as we are that a true know-
led ge of the measures will continually spread, and animated, as we
cannot fail to be, by the consideration that all which is required to
enable tbem to pass into laws, is that general conviction of their
utility which public discussion will sooner or later inevitably estab-
lish."
Now, Sir, I ask hon. gentlemen opposite to assist in this
discussion, If they have arguments to bring in favor of
this measure, let the ablest men on that side of the House
rise and explain its provisions, and show why we are called
upon to pass this measure. We demand roasons, and no
reasons have been given us, and because no reasons have
been given in favor of this measure, the country is becoming
aroused from one end to the other in siUh a manner as
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justifies us in continuing the dis6uson on this Bill. I have
petitions in my desk, whidh I shafl present at the proper
time, signed numerously by men of both parties, people who
believe this is net a necessary measure, who know that they
have never asked for it, who believe that our present
system works well; and they desire that this Bill may not
become law. I believe that every hon. member on this side
of the House can say the same, who bas receivod petitions
at all; he wili find the names of Conservatives amongst the
signers. Therefore, I judgo that a large portion of the
people of this country see no necessity for this measure, and
believe it is inimical te their interests. For those reasons I
think we are justified in opposing it at every stage.

Mr. GIGAULT. (Translation.) Mr. Chairman, I desire
to offer a fow remarks in answer to a statement which has
been made in this House with regard to Sir George Etienne
Cartier. It has been rightly said that that statesman, for
whose memory we have a great deal of respect, had
admitted the principle of a franchise law, which was pre.
sented in this House in 1870. But that statesman, whose
energy wss well known, would certainly never have con-
sented te withdraw that measure if he had been convinced
that it was necessary and indispensable to the proper work-
ing of the Government. He showed deference towards the
opinion of the representatives. and ho acted wisely, because
eighteen years have elapsed since the establishment of Con-
federation, and theEe eighteen years have proved that no
inconveniences and no abuses bave resulted from the elec-
toral system which is in force to-day. Besides, Mr. Chair-
man, if we read the measure which was supported by Sir
George Etienne Cartier, we find that it is the condemnation
of the Bill which is now before the flouse. Is it to be sup-
posed that Sir George Etienne Cartier would have abandoned
the principle that property ought to be the basis of the
qualification of voters? Is it to be supposed that Sir George
Etienne Cartier ever intended to drag the women into the
electoral contesta? Is it to be supposed that he ever intended
to introduce into families a new element of discord, by
giving the right to vote to the sons of owners who are
living under the paternal roof? Is it to be supposed that that
man would ever have consented to clothe the revisers with
the arbitary powers which are conferred upom, thom by the
law which is now under our consideration? I s it to be supposed
that he would have put the whole electorate of Canada at
the mercy of one man? No, Mr. Chairman ; I do not believe
it, and the measure of 1870 proves that I an right in mak-
ing this supposition, bocause that measure did not enfrar-
chise the women nor the sons of farmers living under the
paternal roof; it did not give the right of voting te Indians
who are not emancipated, to people who are not allowed to
manage their own business, and who, under the new law,
will be allowed to take part in the most important admin.
istration-the administration of public affairs. The motion1
which was made within a few days by the hon. member for
King's, P.E.L. (Mr. Macdonald), fully justifies the position
which I have taken with regard to the Franchise Bill. This
Bill has hardly been introduced, it has hardly been submit.
ted te the country, and already there has been a clashing of1
interest and a state of uneasiness and discontent. The1
motion of the hon. member for King's, P.E.I., who has
given his support to the measure which we are now con-
siderng, shows that in Prince Edward lsland people arei
not ready to submit, without grambling, to the measure1
which the Dominion Parliament wishes te iimpose on thatê
Province. That motion shows clearly that in a countryi
like ours, which is compoed of Provinces which are die-i
similar lu habits, customS, institutions and nationalities, wei
should net look for uniformity in legislation, and especiallyi
as regards the electoral franchise. Mr. Speaker, when 1(
opposed this moasure I did not think that a motion would bei
made sO soon which would give se much force to the objec-t

tions I have made to this Bill. If we desire to see this
Confederation remain powerfal and solid, we mast grant
the other Provinces as many powers as it is possible to
give thom. The Dominion Parliament must only interfere
with the Iecislation which affects each Province when the
Provincial Narliament Las no right to enact laws which
specially concern that Province. Otherwise, if we use all
the powers which we have, if we attempt to rule every-
thing, we will bring to life again a state of thinge which
existed before 1867. Before that time, a part of the country
tried to rale another section of the country, and to enact
laws which were not in harmony with the character of the
people for whom they were destined. The result was a
state of uneasiness and trouble, which had led us into politi-
cal anarony and which rendored government almnost impos-
sible. ls it that same state of things which is sought to be
revived? lI it intended to do away with this spirit of con-
tentment which existe in Canada since 1867? The moment
we wander away from the federal system we are sure to
give rise to clashing and discontent, such as have been
manifested by the motion of the hon. member for
King's, P.E.1. Mr. Chairman, the citizen should be
governed for his own benefit, and not for the benefit of
his ruler. When we are legislating we muet soek to pro.
cure advantages or to prevent misfortunes on the commu-
nity. I wonder what bonefit is going to result to the com-
munity from the logislation which will probably be adopted
by this Pailiament. The electors will certainly not roap
any benefit from it. On the con trary, in order to carry out
this law we will impose on the people a barden of $100,000
or $500,000. Such is the great advantage which will
result to society from this electoral law. Not satisfied
with depriving the people of all control in the prepara-
tion of th e voters' list, not content with depriving the pro-
vincial Legislatures from a power which they have exercised
until this day, and which has ben recognised as belonging
to them, both by the constitut'on and by the law of 1874, in
order to crown this policy, in order to substituto for a sys-
tom which works well a systom which is unknown and
which has not been submitted to the crucial test of expe-
rience, we are to saddle our populatibn with an additional
burden of half a million. The United States have main-
tained the most powerful and the most solid Republic that
ever existed in t he world; but in order to obtain this result,
oach State was allowed to govern itself according to its
own notions, to pass laws which were in harmony with the
character of' the inhabitants of each territory. The
American public men have understood that the mode of
determining the qualification of voters, not only for State
elections but alse for Congressional elections, ought to be
left with the local Government of each State; and it is
this policy which has contributed to maintain this harmony
which has made the Republic one of the most powerful in
the world. A member of this IIouse has pretended that we
had no need to consult the constitutions and legisiations of
other countries, that we have bore prominent statesmen, to
whom we ought to give pur full and entire confidence.
Indeed, I admit the ability and knowledge of the leaders of
both political parties in this country, but I am not ready
to admit that they have, between them, the monopoly of
wisdom. In order to guide ourselves in our legislation we
would do well to profit by the knowledge and experience
which have been acquired in other countries. In France the
pernicious influence of that centralisation policy which is
sought to be introduced bore has been felt. I was recontly
asking a Froich Conservative how it was that the policy of
the last Government in France, which is so arbitrary, so
unjust, so tyrannical, was always approved of by the people
at each election. The first cause, he an-w )red is, in the
cities, universal suffrage, which gives to a uost of persons
an electoral right, whose responsibility they do not under-
stand, and which they use tg send to Parliament mien of
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bad principles. The second cause is centralisation, and
the great number of public officials whom the Government
have under their control. These Government agents, and
the candidates to publie offices, prefer their personal inter-
est to public interest, which causes the French electorate to
lose that character of independence which is so necessary
to give a soand judgment on the measures and policy of a
Government. On that question I will take the liberty of
quoting Pontalis, the author of a work on electoral laws
and habits. This distinguished writer, after having studied
the position in which France happens to bo, and after hav-
ing shown the difficulty of electing candidates who are
hostile to the Government, gives the cause and reason of
that state of things. He says:

" On this ground, the contest ie so unequal and so perilous that at first
aight it seems impossible to attempt it. The moment it is the Govern-
nent who are openly fighting the electoral battles, tbey have in their
hands a marvellous weapon wnich ensures victory to all the candidates
in favor of whom they use it-it is the weapon of centralisation. In the
face of universal suffrage, which is deprived of the most elementary
means of education and deprived of training, to a certain extent, central-
isation li the instrument which puts almost the whole country under the
dependency of the Government. 'I have too much power. I suffer
from it, and France ie suffering from it with me,' said, one day, from the
tribune, a great citizen, General Cavaignac, who felt preoccupied with
the authority which he held in the Republic. Of course, from time to
time we bear about decentralisation, but up to this day this dpcentralisa-
tion bas only resulted in increasing, in each Department, the powers of
the wardens to whom- the Ministers confer a part of their powers ; it has
only resulted in tightening the centralisation of all the Commoas of the
Empire, by fixing it in place, so ss to render its power more irresistible."

And further on this author adds:
" At the first call made in faror of the Government candidate, whoever

fill a public office, no matter how low nor how high his functions may
be, no matter how foreign to political parties these functions may be, by
their nature, has bis post assigned to him to eut the way to all candida-
tures. The passing of all routes is thus stopped0* * *l

Such is the unfortunate state of things which prevails in
France. If the electorate bas lost its independence, if the
bad causes can always succeed, if the Conservative party is
always beaten in France, of late years, at all the elections
which have taken place, this is due, as that author says, to
centralisation and to the fact that the municipal authorities
have been deprived of the powers which they f>irmerly had;
it is because the powers of the commons have been concen-
trated into the hands of Government officers. Is it to be
desired that this state of things should be sought to be
established bore ? No, Mr. Chairman ; and it seems to me
that we ought to reflect seriously before inaugurating here
a state of things which has produced such deplorable results
in other countries. Unfortunately, in the country of which
I have just spoken, the Conservative party, before 1879, did
somothing towards establishing that policy of centralisation,
and to-day they are reaping the fruits of what they have
rown ; they are going from defeat to dèleat; and this result
is the disastrous consequence of a policy which they them-
selves have tried to inaugurate. The Radicals of 1879 have
continued that policy of centralisation, by depriving the
Provinces of privileges which they had enjoyed until then.
In 18DO they substituted to the directories of the Depart-
ments the wardens who are appbinted by the Government.
These corrupt mon said: In order to maintain ourselves in
power we must necesarily corrupt the people by the exer-
cise of patronage; we must cover up the country with pub-
lic officials. The great number of Government agents and
candidates to public offices will deprive the electorate from
its independent character, and then it will be asier for us
to escape from a condemnation. Unfortunately, they have
succeeded. Unfortunately, to-day, it does not seem
possible that good principles may prevail again in
that country, where the source of legislation has been
defiled by the corruption of the electorate. And we know
what impurities have run ont of that source, especially since
1871. Mr. Chairman, I oppose this measure because I
think it is a dangerous weapon in the hands of a
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Government. I will readily believe that the Ministers will
not use that weapon, that they will not take advantage of
the arbitrary powers which are put into their hands by this
legislation; but the mon who are to-day on the Treasury
bouches may be superseded, sooner or later, by mon who
might be fanatical and unjust, and it is thon that we will see
the disastrous consequences of the legislation which we
are about to adopt. Those men may use this weapon to
tyrannise over our population, to paralyse public opinion
and to prevent any resistance against abuse of powers.
This is a state of things which we ought to avoid. These
are misfortunes from which we should guard our country.
And if there is one thing under constitutional rule which we
should be anxious to keep, it is the independence of our
electorate, which should be free from ail undue influence on
the part of the Government. I have heard several times
here the Conservatives of Ontario denouneing the Mowat
Government for having ondeavored to establish administra-
tive centralisation, this saine kind of centralisation whose
principle is consecrated in the measure we are now con-
sidering. The Mowat Government was denounced for
having deprived the municipal authorities of the power

f granting licenses to liquor dealers, and for having con-
ferred that power on Government agents. lt has been
stated that great injustice had been the result, and that the
Mowat Government used that p9wer to promote the
interest of their party. Well, if these men wish to be
logical, since they condemn administrative centralisation
in Ontario, they ought, for the same reason, to oppose, ici
this House, a measure which has the same defect. B3sides,
this centralisation was condemned by the First Minister
himself in 1883, in connection with the license law, which
enacts that the majority of the commissioners will be con-
pletely independent from any governmental influence. One
is the warden ot the county and the other is an officer of
the Local Government. Well, Mr. Chairman, if it is dan-
gerous to leave the granting of licenses in the hands of
Government agents it is ten times more dangerous to charge
them with the duty of preparing the voters' lists. As I
said at the beginning of my speech, if we de3ire to see this
Confederation of ours remain great and prosperous, we
must romain faithful to the federative system; and it is by
being faithful to this idea that we will avoid ail causes of
uneasiness and discontent. It seems to me that a part of
the centralising character of this measure might have been
removed from it, by having the voters' lists prepared by
the secretary-treasurers of the municipalities. I may be
told that the Dominion Government have no control over
the municipal officers. Neither had they, in 1883, when
they decided to appoint the wardens as commissioners, and
left the granting of licenq in the hands of the latter. It
is just, and it is in the inté'est of society, not to deprive the
people, for that reason, from all control over the prepara-
tion of the voters' lists. The preparation of these liste should
be loft to the secretary-treasurers, and thon the lists should
be revised by a superior authority. If we take this course
we will have a law about similar to that which exists in
England, where the lists are prepared by officers who are
absolutely independent of the Government. It is- the
officers of the local authorities who prepare those lists, and
these lists are revised, not by Governmont agents, but by
revisers who are appointed by judges. Bosides, this is the
principle which is followed by all countries whose elec-
toral laws we have been studying, and it is that principle
which I would- like to have carried out in the legislation
with which we are dealing to-day.

Mr. MoINTYRE. Before the vote is taken on this section
I wish to say a few words in reference to the manner
in which it is going to affect the franchise in Prince
Edward Island. As is well known to hon. members on both
sides of this flouse, we have in Prince Edward Islaud two
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sets of franchises, one for the Legislative Council and one
for the Assembly. The franchise for the Legislative Coun-
cil is that each elector shall hold freehold property to the
value of £100, or $324, or a leasehold interest to the
same amount. This entitles him to vote for a candi-
date for the Legislative Council. The candidate requires no
qualification. For the Asembly we have what is known as
manhood suffrage. Each elector who is 21 years of age or
over, and who ias performed his statute labor, or paid
$1 in lien theroof, has a right to vote. On the pro-
duction of a receipt showing that the labor has been
performed, or the money paid, he is entitled to vote.
This system has been in force in Prince Edward Island for
the last thirty years, and has given the greatest possible
satisfaction to all classes. It is a franchise of which the
people of Prince Edward Island are extremely jealons, and
I am sure that they will be very much grieved to see that
there is an attempt made in this House to deprive them
of the privilege they have enjoyed, and for which they
fought thirty or forty years ago. I wish to refer, for a
moment, to a few of the classes who are going to be
affected by this Bill-who are going to be completely dis-
franchised. There is that large and intelligent class-which
is known to every lon. gentleman in this fouse-the
teachers. Under this Bill, teachers of public schools will
be disfrauchised, for the reason that they depend on their
income for a vote. Indeed, there are few, if any, teaehers
outside the city of Charlottetown, who receive an income of
$100, an lthe most of them do not receive over half that
ainount. That large and intelligent class will be disfranchised
by this Bill. There is an equally large class known as clerks
in stores, young mon who have no property, who are
unmarried and pay no rent. Most of those young men do
not recoive the amount of $400 which entitles thom to a
vote under this Bill. They will, therefore, form another
large and intelligent class who will be disfranchised.
Then, again, we have young men who are learning trades.
These have no qualifications under this Bill, and will be
disfranchised. There are men servants in families, and
laborers who are dependent on their incomes. They will
also be deprived of the power of voting which they for-
merly had. I observe that a fisherman who bas boat and
tackle to the value of $150 is entitled to vote; but there is
no provision under which his sons will be allowed to vote.
Bach and every one performing statute labor formerly had
a right to vote. It is a rather lamentable state of affairs
when the young men of the Island, and in fact some of the
older ones, are going to be entirely disfranchised, and a
new class is going to be introduced, namely indians. In
fact, under this Bill the Indian is the coming man and
young white men will have to take a back seat.
Se far as the amandment of my colleague is con-
cerned. I think he would have done much better
lad he accepted the amendment of the hon. member forl
North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton), that amendment which las
for its object to leave the provincial franchise to each Pro-
vince, and the on. gentleman would have secured all he
desired, because in singling out one Province the hon.
gentleman is likely to arouse a certain amount of opposi-
tion from both sides of the House. I shall vote for the
amendment of the hon. gentleman, and also for the amend-
ment of the hon. member for North Norfolk. I wish to refer
for a moment to a speech made by the on. member for
Prince County (hr. Hackett), a few evenings ago. The hon.
gentleman took occasion to refer to the election law of 1874,
and hc stated that the clause referring to the franchise in
Prince Edward Island was introduced for the purpose of
disfranchising a large body of the people, I refer to the
Catholics. I believe that statement is utterly incorrect. I
will read the clause, which that hon. gentleman took good
care not to read, because it explains itself. We had no
registration at that time, nevertheless there was a clear and

distinct qualification. Every farmer knows who is the
owner of 50 or 100 acres in that Province, and there is no
difficulty. The Act provided for a registration. It was
weil known at that time that the Local Government
of the day, which was a Conservative Government, was about
to in troduce a registration list. The clause in question reads
as follows :

" In the several electoral districts in the Province of Prince Edward
Island, all persona qualified to vote for the election of members of the
Legislative council of that Province, under the law in force in that
Province at the passing of this Act, shall henceforth be the electors
qualified to vote for the election of a member or members of the House
of Gommons of Canada; but whenever the Legislature of that Province
shall have provided for the registration of voters and for the making of
lista of qualified voters for the election of members for the House of
Assembly of the said Province, and when lista of votera shall have been
made and prepared, then the persons qualified to vote under such pro-
visions for the election of a member or members of the Honse of Assem-
bly ot that Province, shall be entitled to vote at the election of members
of the House ot Commons of Canada for the several electoral districts
in the said Province; and all lists of votera so made and prepared and
which, according to the laws then in force, would be used in the said
several electoral districts if the election were that of a representative
or representatives to the House of Asse:nbly for the said Province, shall
be the list of votera which shall be used at the election of members of the
House of Commons to be thereafter held under the provisions of this
Act.

This clause was of a merely temporary character, and was
inserted only to make provision until the Local Legislature
passed a Registration Act, which they did the very next
Session. So, whatever difficulcy was caused by inserting
thia clause, was completely removed by the Act of the
Local Legislature. This clause would never have been
inserted had it not been known that the Local Legislature
was about to pass a Registration Act. This was a merely
temporary clause, and whether it was thrown out by the
Sonate or not, made no difference in regard to the Island.
IIow very different is the preseont position. ln this Bill wc
have no provision of a temporary nature, and the onus is
not thrown on the Local Government. If it were, we
would be very glad of it. But the present Bill is final, and,
being so, will remain on the Statute Book of Canada. So
far as there being any intention to disqualify any sec-
tion or denomination in Prince Edward Island by
the clause I have read, the charge is utterly unfounded.
There was no such intention at any time, and there
was no reason to do so, because the Government of that
day wore largely indebted for their election to the very
denomination to which the hon. gentleman alluded. The
Opposition, indeed, are largely indebted to-day for their
seats to the same class. The hon. gentleman also made
allusion to revising barristers. Probably the on. gentle.
man has very good reasons for approving that provision of
the Bill. He is not, however, alone in this House in that
respect. I hope the Government will come to some
arrangement so as to retain the franchise at present exist-
ing in Prince Edward Island. If not, they will have com-
mitted a grievous act of injustice against those people who
had in former times underwent a very severe struggle in
order to obtain the enfranchisement of só large a body of
the people.

Amendment to the amendment (Mr. Macdonald, King's
P.E.I.) negatived. Yeas, 51 ; Nays, 72.

Mr. CASGRAIN. (Translation.) Mr. Chairman, I have
an additional motion to make in amendment to the main
motion, and I shall read it, in order that its nature may be
understood :

That all the worda after "that " in the amendment, be struck out, in
order to add the words : That clause number three be amended by
inserting after the words "every person shahll" at the beginLing of the
same, the words "except in the Province of Qtiebec."
Now, that the nature of the amendment is known-

Some hon. MEMJBERS. Speak louder.
Mr. CASGRAIN. (Translation.) I believe I am speak-

ing diatinctly enough to be understood. Those who are
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trying to make noise will not prevent me from speaking.
I believe they hear me well enough; my voice is strong
enough to be understood, and I am going to continue in the
same key. I wish to make a preliminary remark on this
discussion, which may seem to have been a little too
lengthy; but if it has been lengthy, this is due to the
position taken by the Government. When I speak of the
G overnment, I mean the leader of the Government, who is
responsible, being the first promoter of the mode of discus-
sion which has been followed. Hon. members on this side
of the House have been charged with having been too long
in their remarks, with having endeavored to obstruct
legislation. The least that can be said of this attack is that
it is unfair; and I may say here that if the discussion has
been protracted it is due, to a large extent, to the position
taken by the Government, and especially by the First
Minister, who told us that he would pass the measure and
force it upon us de die in diem, without leaving off. For
my part, and I speak for myself only, I will never submit
to any threat, to any violende, to any oppression.

Some hon. MEKBERS. Question.
Mr. CASGRAIN. (Translation.) As I said, we have

resisted the pressure which has been brought to bear
against us, and I rise again to say that I will oppose it to
the bitter end. It has been attempted to wring a vote
from us through length of time, by exhausting our physical
strength; there was an attempt to starve us ont, so to
speak, but our oppononts were mistaken; and if it is
intended to starve us out, I believe that will be another
mistake. We can porfectly well discuss the Bill as gentle-
men ought to do, but not during unreasonable hours, like
we did a few days ago, but during proper hours. Now, Mr.
Chairman, let us consider the subjoct of the debate. The
object of this Bill is to deprive the Province of Quebec
from a right which it possesses; and I hope that the hon.
members from that Province will break the silence which
they have observed until now, saving two or thrce honor-
able exceptions, which I cannot help noticing with praise.
But it seems to me that the other members who support the
Government have observed a forced silence. Never since
I am a member-and this is my fourth Parliament-have I
witnessed such a silence, such crouching, as I witness now.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order; question.
Mr. CASGRAIN. (Translation.) The best proof of

what I state is that the shots taire effect. The best proof is
the yells I hear from the other side of the House.

Mr. LANDRY (Montmagny). In French.
Mr. CASGRAIN. (Translation.) If the hon. member

for Montmagny, instead of doing like the bird in the fable,
instead of repeating what he hears, like a parrot, would
himsef answer the objections which have been raised
against the Bill, he would do better than he does by making
obstruction. Bat, on the other hand, if there has been
obstruction, I am glad to notice-and I do not know
whether a watch-word has been given-that for some time
past these noises, this cock-crowing, which we were wont
to hear, has ceased. But if it is intonded to renew them I
believe these gentlemen who are accustomed to it, who aret
sheep-like, will not gain much, and, for my part, it does not
make a bit of difference to me.

Some lon. MEMBERS. Question, question. Speak
to the amendment.

Mr. CASGRAIN. (Translation.) Well, Mr. Chairman,1
I was saying, when I was interrupted, that I was in hopesc
that the members from the Province of Qaebec, on so1
important a question, which concerns them directly, andf
with regard to which they will be called to accountc
by the electors at the next election, and even1
before, because it is the custom to go before one's'
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constituents after the Session, to give an account
of one's parliamentary conduct-I say, I believe that they
will have to explain the vote which they are going to give
to-day. It is true the vote will not be recorded to-day, but
it will be recorded ultimately, and that record will tell who
supported the amendment and who opposed it. I said that
a more unpopular measure in the Province of Quebec could
not be brought down ; and I here declare that if I had
a bad wish to make to the Government, it would be
to have that measure passed, which would be the crown-
ing point of a host of other measures which are now
before Parliament and which will go further than any-
thing else towards destroying the prestige with which the
First Minister has been surrounded up to this day. Now,
taking public sentiment in the Province of Quebec for a
basis, I openly declare that I am happy to find, even in the
ranks of the Conservative party, the real expression of the
sentiments of that Province, as given a moment ago by the
hon. member for Rouville (Mr. Gigault). That hon. mem-
ber has explained in firm, caln and moderate language the
position he as taken, and I completely endorse what ho
has said. I should like to hear from the other side of the
House a reply which would be an answer to the arguments
he as brought forward. His arguments appear to me to be
incontrovertible. Will they be answered on the other side?
I do not know; but if the obstinate silence which as been
kept until now is persisted in, it is quite clear that hon.
gentlemen will not try to answer them, or willi refuse to
answer them. I was struck-I am still struck-with the
enormity of the cost which this change of systeni will
involve. Taking, for the five years, the minimum of the
costs of the preparation of the lists at $300,000 for each
year, for the counties, you will have $1,500,000 of expenses,
merely to have the voters' list for a new Parliament. I
say this expense is entirely out of proportion to the
resources of the country. I do not even add the ordinary
expenses of the whole number of general elections which
will take place, and which will necessitate another expense
of $300,000 to 100,000. SD that, if we reckon up the
bye-elections, we have an amount of nearly $2,000,000. I
say this is out of proportion with the resources of the country.
Now, why should we change the present system? Is there
any advantage whatever to do this? The only advantage is
that which the Government hopes to get out of this law.
There is no other for the Province of Quebec, nor for the
other Provinces in Canada. As to the clause concerning
qualification, a mechanie, a school teacher, a good citizen,
will be deprived of their right of voting, and an Indian,
who will happen to own a small property, worth
$300 or $400 will be brought forward and put
alongside of the civilised and reasonable man who has a
direct interest in the State. Our population is going to
revolt against such a proposition, and I believe that it las
a perfect right to do so. Mr. Chairman, I believe that if
we would only give to the people of the country time
enough to express their opinion wo would receive, before
long, a host of petitions against this Bill. The more it is
known in some Provinces the more it i unpopular. And
if the discussion is prolonged for some time yet, I am- sure
that the Province of Quebec-as the Province of Ontario
has already done-will not fail to send in its protestation
against the Bill which is now submitted to us. Perhaps
before the end of this Parliament we will have occasion to
reccive a host of petitions, which will express the views of
the people on this question; but still, if the people cannot
be warned and informed in proper time on the true bearing
of this law, at least during vacation, I have no doubt, that a
host of petitions will be sent to the new Parliament, asking
for the repeal of the law. Now, as the Government wanted,
on this occasion, to create a precedent, by depriving Prince
Edward Island of its electoral franchise, I believe I can see
what is the intention of the Government towards the Pro.
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vince of Quebec, and I can foresee that the effect of this
precedent will also apply to the Province of Quebec. I am
afrêid of the weakness of the members from the Province
of Quebec, who are going to give up our last safety plank.
I see, by the example which I bave bad under my eyes, that
they are going to sacrifice the Province of Quebec. Neverthe-
less, as far as I can protest in my own name, and on behalf
of the electors of the Province which I have the honor to
represent, I protest, with al my might, against this Bill,
and I specially call the attention of the French Canadian
Ministers who represent the Province of Quebec in the
Cabinet, to this Bill ; I entreat them to examine carefully
the bearing of the vote they are going to give on this ques-
tion, before they continue to support this Bill. I entreat
them, for the sake oftheir personal interests and for the sake
of the interests of the Province. The vote they are about
to give will be a vote which will be a reproach to therm
hereafter, and which will always be on their conscience.
But, in spite of my humble efforts, I believe that I will not
be able to persuade them to retrace their stops. I know that
it is difficult to give up a settled purpose, but whatever may
be the result I shall have fulfilled a duty, and 1 am proud of
fulfilling a solemn, grave and important dnty towards my
fellow citizens. I do not wish to be charged with taking
advantage of the indulgence of the House by prolongingthis
debate beyond the ordinary limits, but I desire to enter here
my mot emphatic protest against this Bill. Many members
on this s!de of the House have given the reasons why
the Bill ought not to be adopted. I do -not wish to recall a
host of arguments which have been used, and which should
have induced the Government not to persist in this Bill. I
will simply say that one of the strongest objections is that
which relates to the Government officers, who are called
revising officers, and who have the control of the voters'
list, while we have the municipal officers who, in good faith,
legally, without any prejudices nor any preconceived ideas,
prepare voters' liste which give full justice to the Province
of Quebec. Consequently, I do not think that it will be
beneficial to the Province of Quebec to change its franchise.
On the contrary, we have the greatest possible interest to
keep the present system, and I desire that it should be
maintained, until there are abuses of such a serions charac-
ter as to necessitate a change. Until now, not a single case
has been pointed ont in this House which would show that
the system led to abuses. On the contrary, it has been
asserted, and the fact wae not denied by the other side of
the House, that the system has worked perfectly well until
now. I trust that we may expect that this Bill will not
pas$; but, on the other hand, if it passes it seems to me that
it is a mental abberation on the part of the Government to
insist on the adoption of such a Bill. With those few
rernarks I leave the amendment in your hands, and I hope
it wiIl meet with the assent of the House.

Mr. PATE RSON (Brant). I desire to embrace the
privilege which has been kindly conceded to members of
the House, to make a few remarks upon the amendment
which has just been moved, and in doing so I shall endea-
vor to speak pointedly to the quession under discussion.«
The First Minister yesterdav charged menibers on this side
of the House with obstructing the passage of the Bill He
seemed to have formed some misconception of thiL matter.
Taking the First Minister's own definition of the latitude
that pertains to a minority, I laim that we are quite withini
that limit. fe says there should be full and ample time1
given to a minority to diecuss the question in ail its
features. Sir, that is ail we want, ail we ask. fie says
after that full and ample time has been afforded for dis.
cussing a measure, and alter the minority have availed them-
selves of the opportnnity which is afforded them, the will of
the majority must prevail. And so it will in this case. Ail
that the Opposition are doing-those who are opposed to this
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Bill in ita principle and details has been that a number of
them-not the whole of thom, though everyone has a perfect
right to express his opinion on this Bill-but some members
of the Opposition have expressed themselves with reference
to the principles of the Bill, some addressing themselves to
the discussion of a particular clause, and others may per-
baps do so yet. While the Bill itself is objectionable in its
principle, te clauses that we hold to be very objectionable,
to be, in fact, almost dangerous in their nature, require
ample discussion before the Bill becomes law, and so that
we do confine ourselves within the limits laid down by the
First Minister. I am sorry that hon. gentlemen opposite
have found it necessary to charge us with a desire to destroy
parliamentary institutions, and have stigmatised the course
which bas been taken by the Opposition in this debate as
one which tends to bring parliamentary discussion and
responsible government into diarepute. I do not think we
are amenable to that charge. As an instance, showing the
unfounded nature of the charge, let me bring a circumstance
to your notice. On May 2nd, I find the following editorial
in the Mail newspaper-and I hope you will not look so
sternly at me, Mr. Chairman, because it is not very long.

Mr. CRAIRMAN. I hope it is relevant.

Mr. PATERSON. It is pertinent, as you will sec.
On the 2nd May the Mail said : (The hon. gentle-
man thon quoted from the Toronto Mail, of the 2nd May.)
Now, that is the plan followed by hon. gentlemen opposite.
In the first place, the correspondent of the Mail sends to
that newspaper a statement which is incorrect. I listened
to the hon. leader of the Opposition criticising this Bill, and
I noticed that ho read largely from the Indian Act; but I
do not think it can be truly said that he read that Act from
beginning to end, with the other Acts amending it. There-
fore, an incorrect statement is sent out: an editorial is based
upon it, and it is given to us as true. Now, it must be
within the knowlege of the members of this louse, though
some people in the country might be deceived by the
editorial, that when it was charged by the hon. leader of the
Oppoition, when hoespoke at the very introduction of this
Bill-

Mr. CHAIRM&N, Order. I think the hon. gentleman
is going beyond the record, when ho is discussing what
has taken place before. The question now is, the third
clause of the Bill, Mr. Charlton's amendment, which has
been read over and over again, and the amendment which
Mr. Casgrain has just put into my bands; and the discus-
sion of subjects outside of these is, I think, irregular.

Mr. PATERSON. I will bow to your ruling, Mr. Chair-
man; but I think you will admit that, in closely replying
to the arguments used by the hon. First Minister on these
same propositions, I am quite within my limit.

Mr. CHRAIRKAN. The question is not whether the time
of the House bas been delayed or not. It is the question of
these amendments.

Mr. PATERSON. I trust, Mr. Chairman, that you will
not find it necessary to attempt to restrain me beyond what
I consider proper bounds if I convince you that I am within
my rights.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Chair, chair.
Mr. PATERSON. I feel that I am entitled to refer to

this matter, and I think that the sense of the House and of
the bon. First Minister himself would be against the state-
ments ho made on precisely the same motions on which I
a;m speaking now being considered in order-proceeding
with the quiet hearing and the pleased hearing we gave himn
on this side-and thon my being told that in replying to
his statements I am out of order. I am replying to the charge
that in the speeches made and the course pursued by the
Opposition they have endeavored to obstruct this Bill, and
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the same oharge might be made against him. Sir, that is not
my motive or intention, and that will not be my act. I am
here to speak to the amendments in your hands, and inci-
dentally I may have occasion to refer to the sub-amend-
ment. Now, speaking of the course of the Opposition, and
having reference to the remarks 1 am about to make, I
would challenge hon. gentlemen opposite to point out
how they can be considered factions or obstructive
when I am addressing myself closely, as the
other members of the Opposition have done, to the prin-
ciples involved. Sir, the charge is as foundationless as was
the charge made against the bon. leader of the Opposition,
who, I think, spoke only a little over an hour altogether on
that occasion. I think I have a right to allude to that
charge, and I allude to it as an answer to the statements
made by the other side.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Chair, chair.
Mr. PATERSON. Yes, I admire the spirit of fair play

of the hon. member for Richmond and Wolfe (Mr. Ives),
coming back from his ranches, where he bas been enjoying
himself.

Mr. IVES. I rise t: Order. You have ruiled that the
hon. gentleman is not following the rules of the House. I
merely called his attention to the ruling of the Chairman,
and now he proposes to read me a lecture which I shall
not submit to. There is no pertinenoy or relevancy in it.

Mr. PATERSON. I think there is a pertinency in refer-
ring to an impertinent interruption. The Chair is able to
maintain order without suggestions from the hon. member
for Richmond andWolfe. The hon. gentleman came back here
yesterday, and he heard tbe hon. member for Lincoln
travelling over the whole history of the Local House, from
1867 to 1878, and there never was a word of exception
taken. I am speaking in precisely the saine line as was
taken by the bon. the First Minister himself. While
there is no member who respects the Chair more than I do,
and while I will endeavor to confine myself closely within
the proper limit, the hon. First Minister, I am sure, will not
contend that I should not be allowed to touch on the
ground which he bas covered himself. I am within the
rules of debate wben I refer to charges which have been made
against myself, and which may be made against me when I
sit down, that I have endeavored to obstruct the business of
the House.

Some bon. MEMBERS. Order; Chair.
Mr. PATERSON. If the idea of hon. gentlemen is

to break the thread of a discourse that might prove very
interesting and instructive to them-

Mr. CHAIRMAN. Question.

Mr. PATERSON. Well, Mr. Chairman, would you kindly
give me an idea of the words I should use and the senti-
ments which yon want me to express, before I finish the
sentence I was about to 'make. It is quite impossible, of
course, to proceed if we are to be hampered in that way ; it
cannot be done. The hon. First Minister assured us that
there was to be an opportunity given for full and ample
discussion. He discussed the principle and the details of
the Bill. The hon. member for Lincoln did the sane.

Mr. RYKERT. No, I did not.

Mr. PATERSON. If I had spoken before on this amend-
ment, there might be some justification in hon. members
calling me to order in the summary manner in which they
are disposed to do it, but I subrmit, under the circumstances,
latitude groater than I desire to take, having been allowed
to others, that it is not a very fair thing that they should
avail themselves of points of order, which they really fail to
maintain. Now, a resolution you have in your handa, pro-
poses that the provincial franchises shall be retained for the
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Dominion elections, and, in discussing that proposition, we
have been told that we are injuring representative istitu-
tions-that if a course like that is permitted, responsible
government is at an end. The hon. First Minister took
that line, the hon. member for King's, N.B. (Mr. Foster),
took that line. Sir, responsible government is nmot
thus easily destroyed. In order to maintain responsible
government in this country, the hon. First Minister was
quite right in turning, as he told us, a deaf ear to those of
his supporters-for I suppose it was his supporters, it cer-
tainly was not gentlemen on this side-who inti-
mated the desire that the clôture of some kind
or other, English or American, should be applied to
us. There is no danger of parliamentary institu-
tions being brought into disrepute by this debate.
The safety of responsible government in this Canada of ours
rests on the good, sound, common sense of the people. If
an Act is before the louse that is a wise Act, an Act in the
interests of the people, designed for the general good of the
people, and if a party in the House, a minority, were ta set
themselves to prevent its passage by resisting it at every
stage, such a course would be fatal to the minority. There
is where the safeguard of responsible government and Par-
liamentary institutions rests; it rests in the fact that the
people will not countenance, will not support or endorse the
course of men who would offer obstruction to a measure that
is in the public interest and designed for the public weal;
and the people will be the judge of that. Therefore, the
First Minister is safe; he need not tremble for responsible
governiment, and the hon. member for King's, N.B.
(Mr. Foster), need not vex his righteous soul with refer-
ence to that point, because responsible government is safe
in the banda of the people. If the policy which bas been
pursued by the Opposition were, and I deny it is, one of
obstruction to a measure designed in the interests of
the country, such a policy would be fatal to us, iiidividually,
and as a party, and the remedy lies in the hands of the First
Minister. If the Government and their supporters believe
the charges they make, let them apply the remedy
that is in their own hanDls; let them dissolve the House
and appeal to the people. Let them say: We wanted to
pass a Franchise Bill, and the Opposition took occasion to
debate it, clause by clause; they objected to it in principle
and in detail; for days and hours they continued to debate
it, though we made them sit up three days and nights con-
tinuously to wear them out. That is the course the Gov-
ernment should .take. Will they dare to take it ? Will
they, as their organ advised, dissolve the House? Then,
when the people pronounced on the question, we would
willingly accept their decision, because they are the final
arbiters. They say they should not be asked to dissolve
the House. I tell you it is my fixed opinion that this is a
more important question upon which to appeal to the
people at the polls than the reason assigned for the prema-
ture appeal to the people in 1882, namely, that a few
millions of dollars were waiting investment in this country
to know what the National Policy was going to be. ls
this not a more important question, when the whole control
of the people, 'as far as election lists are concerned, is to be
taken out of their hands and placed in the hands of
irresponsible men, nominees of the Crown, not even
responsible to the power who appointed them, with
power given them to strike off or put on any
name they please? A Bill which proposes to give a vote
to the untutored savages of the West as well as those who
are bound down under the Government of the day in the
older Provinces ? Ia not the enlargement of the voting
power to these people a question of more vital interest to
the people than to ask them whether they should pro-
nounce again on the National Policy, so that a few millions
of money might come to be invested in the country, but
which never came in. There is every reason-if we had
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any reason in 1882-why this question should be submitted
to the people. If our course be as hon. gentlemen say, if
as they claim as they would feign claim, though not openly,
this Bill is all that is good and fair and decent in the publie
interest, then let them appeal to the people to send them
back and justify resp-nsible government and secure the
safety and permanence of parliamentary institutions. No;
the charge does not lie. I think one great reason why the
amendment of the hon. member for North Norfolk (Mr.
Charlton) should paso is this, that if it prevails, this Bill
will be disposed of virtually, and we will be enabled to pro-
ceed to the transaction of the public business of the country
which is imperatively demanding attention at our hands.
That leads me to look at the present condition of the coun-
try ; for looking at that, I can give you a very strong rea-
son why the amendment of the hon. member for North
Norfolk should prevail. On this point allow me to bring
into the discussion the views of the organ of hon. gentle-
men opposite. I do not often read extracts, but as the
minority seemed to be blamed by the majority for urging
the Govornment to drop this measure and proceed to pub-
lic business, lot me read some of the views of the friends of
the Government outsile. On April 28, the organ of the
Government sai':

"The illness of the Finance Minister, the preoccupation of the Premier,
and the absorption of the Department of Militia. make it obvious that it
will be wise to get parliamentary business finished, to drop what cannot
be carried, and then to ororogue. The public have really ceased to take
interest in parliamentary proceedinga ; and though these are not
intended for public amusement, the lack of interest in them ought to
render winding up easy. The Opposition may take objections ; but the
Opposition in times like this does not count. Indeed it is probable that
there does exist a decent degree of pride and enthusiasm in our troops
among the Opposition ; and that the rank and file are willing to act
generously towards the Goverument. The country would respond to
generosity much more readily than to hostile criticism just now. And
in any case crit;cism is almost useless since it can find no echoes in the
press. The newspapera that published speeches now wouli be doomed
Thus bath the Government and the Opposition seem to have the same
interest in a prorogation; and it is to be hoped that business will be
pushed, and the inisters left free to devote themselves to the serions
duties of the situation. '

These are sorious duties the Ministry have to attend to and
it is desirable Parliament should be prorogued in order to
do that business. If the amendment of my hon. friend
from Norfolk were to prevail, one Bill that is not demanded
by the public, and is not in the interest of the country
would be disposed of, and we would be able to proceed to
other business. On glancing at the Order paper, further
reasons will be seen why this amendment should pre-
vail. Supposing it did prevail, and that the reason was
that the amount of business that had teobe done. I had the
curiosity to take up the journals of 1878, when hon. gentle-
men opposite were in Opposition, and being in Opposition
of course behaved themselves with the same noble conduct
that distinguishes them as a Government majority. Anything
they may have done in Opposition certainly would not be
called obstruction or delay of public business; there could
be no objection taken to the course they pursued. Therefore,
I looked up their record, in order that I might influence
hon. gentlemen opposite in coming to a determination as to
the amount of business to be done and the time it would take
us to discharge it even if we wore not troubled with
the consideration of this Bill, as we would not be
if the amendment of my hon. friend were carried.
I found that, in 1878, when hon. gentlemen opposite were
in Opposition, we were in committee on the Estimates
twenty days, apart fron the days spent in debate on
motions in amendment to Committee of Supply. This
louse has been in Committee of Supply three days. In
that case seventeen days more are necessary for us to be
in Supply, taking our precedent from the course of hon.
gentlemen opposite when they thought it was necessary,
and who will say it is not necessary now, when the Esti-
mates embrace millions and millions more than they did in

1878. Then we have to concur in the Estimates, and I
think I shall not be extravagant if I say that we ought to
take three days in doing that. Then we have the Manitoba
botter terms, arranging terms with one Province of this
Dominion, which will brinfg up a discussion that is very
important, and may introduce the financial oondition of
many other Provinces that are even now asking for addi-
tional grants. I think it would not be unreasonable to
say that three days would be required to do anything like
justice to those resolutions. They would have to be adopted
first, to be formed in a Bill which would have to pa its
first, second and third readings, and to be considered clause
by clause in Committee. We are still in Committee of Ways
and Means. No concurrence has yet been taken in matters
affecting the whole industries of the country. It would not be
unreasonable to suppose that two days would elapse before
we could finish the business of the Committee of Ways and
Means. Then there is the Insolvency Bill. I think I shall
be quite within the mark if I say that we ought to take
three days in discussing that Bill, putting it through all its
various readings, and settling a matter which is of the
deepest interest to the mercantile people of this country,
on which great diversity of opinion prevailed in the com.
mittee, and on which a similar diversity of opinion will
prevail in this louse. I do not think I am beyond the
mark in saying that three days should be given to the dis-
cussion of that measure.

An hon. MEMBER. Six days.
Mr. PATERSON. No one would charge upon this Houso

anything like a desire to obstruct public business if it took
six days to discuss this measure, but I have only put down
three days. Thon we have the Insurance Act. We know
the diversity of opinion that exists in regard to that mea-
sure, but [ have ventured to put down only one day for that
Government measure, and I think the House will agree
that I have not estimated too much in that case. Then
there are the resolutions respecting the Court of Claims,
and the first, second and third reading of the Bill to be
founded on them, and the consideration in the committee.
I have put down only one day for that. Thon there is the
Bill in regard to the North-West Mounted Police, enlarging
the force, which may bring up the whole question of the
North-West. Who will say that one day will be too much
to give to that subject. Thon there is the Chinese Bill. An
expensive commission was sent out last year to enquire into
that matter.

Some hon. MEMBE RS. Question.

Mr. PATERSON. I am speaking to the question. I am
giving my reasons why the amendment of the hon. member

for North Norfolk should pass, and the hon. gentleman is
not following me closely, or ho would see how pertinent
my remarks are. In a measure of the magnitude of the
Chinese question, which required many weeks to decide in
the neighboring republic, I think I am very reasonable in
limiting the discussion bore to two days. Then we have
the representation of Canada at the International Exhibition
in London. Who will say that we should not have one day
to discuss that ? Certainly we should have a proper exhi-
bition before the assembled colonies and the Indian Empire,
and we require a certain amount of time to discuss that
matter. Then there is the Bill for the Consolidation of the
Statutes, with all the lawyers in the House anxious to speak
in reference to it, and in regard to these two large volumes
that are before us now. Will not two days be reasonable
for the consideration of that matter ? Thon we have the
Act suspending the operation of the McCarthy License Act,
a question which has thrown the whole country into confu-
sion, but I have only put down one day for considering that
matter. Thon we have the Library of Parliament, where
we are putting in an extra head and changing the whole
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programme; but I put down only one day for that. Then
there are the Canadian Pacifie Railway resolutions, which
are so important in their nature that it would not be a waste
of time, in the interests of this country, if ton days of this
flouse were given todebating that question, when the Com-
pany has come back, for the third time, for a re-arrangement
of the terms that we made with them and of the bargain
which we supposed was final.

Bome hon. MEMBERS. Question.

Mr. PATERSON. Again I say that hon. gentlemen are
not following the thread of my argument, which is perfectly
pertinent to the question before the Chair. There are
many other Acts which hon. gentlemen have to consider.
There are six notices of motion by members of the Govern.
ment, the resolutions for which have not yet been taken,
but, leaving them out altogether, I find that there would be
forty-eight days consumed in the business which I have
enumerated. I am within the sense of the flouse when I
ask whether the House should not take that time to dis-
charge its duty in regard to these matters. You have but
forty-three days from now to the 1st July, giving every day
to the GoTernment, for we will not sit on Sabbath. You
have on your paper business that cannot be done satisfac-
torily, receiving the attention which it ought to receive at
the hands of Parliament, and finished before the 10th or
15th July, even if you do not go into a discussion of the
more important matters before the House, even if the
amendment of the hon. member for North Norfolk should
prevail and should relieve us from further consideration of
this question. I think I have shown that there
is business enough on the paper to demand the
attention of the flouse, even on every day exeept
Sundays, even if this amendment should prevail.
Sir, I have another reason to offer why the amendment of
the hon. member for North N orfolk (Mr. Charlton) should
prevail, and that is, I believe that the people of the country
desire to retain the provincial franchises as the basis for an
election to the Dominion House. Why do Isay so? I think
so because there has been no demand fron any quarter,
from any Province, from any municipality, from any of the
people of this land, from any individual in the land, so far
as I know, asking to have the present state of things
changed. If there are any, bon. gentlemen opposite ought
to know it, and it will be something new for them to rise
and give it to the committée. We find that no section of
the press bas asked for it, which is the great mouth of the
people. There have been no petitions presented, there
have been no requests from any direction, not only from
any Province, or from any municipality, but from any
individual, asking for it. Has there been any indication of
the popular will on the other hand ? Yes. I believe there
is not an independent political paper in Canada to.day, that
I know of, that does not say that this Bill is net demanded,
that this Bill is not in the interests of the country,
that this Bill ought not to become law. I say it ou ghyt
not to pass, either, because hon. members in this
House have not been able to defend this Bill.
Neither in the House, nor in the oountry, nor
in the press, have they been able to defend the Bill, or the
provisions of their Bill. Any hon. gentlemen opposite
who have risen to speak in reference to this Bill, have
spoken aside from the question, have not confined them-
selves to the question, as I am doing at the present time.
And their press has not dared to defend it, and whenever
their press have attempted a defence of the Bill, they have
misstated its provisions, and have not stated what the Bill
really is, and their defence has been no defence. They
have misst9ted the effects of the Indian clause, they have
misstated the revising barristers provision, and the clauses
that pertain to that. There has been no defence of the Bill,
properly so called, made either in this flouse or by the
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press of hon. gentlemen opposite. And petitions are before
the House demanding that it shall not become law; meet-
ings are being held, and the people pronounce against it.
Yet in face of all that, hon. gentleman, with their organ
advising them to drop useless measures, and go on with the
48 days' business before us, outside of thIis Bill-hon.
gentlemen are disposed to vote down the proposition, I sup-
pose, of the hon. member for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton),
which, if it prevails, will render this Bill unnecessary.
For 18 years we have beep working under the old
system. In 18 years, so far as 1 am aware, there bas
never been uone single complaint heard in this flouse
or out of the flouse, in reference to it working unequally,
with reference to it doing any injury to any of the people
of the country. Under the law, as it has been in the years
past, hon. members opposite, as well as bon. gentlemen on
this side of the House, find themselves in their seats as
members of Parliament. The only pretension they give is
that we have a right to regulato eur own franchise.
Granted; and we have done it. The bon. member for Both-
well (Mr. Mills) pointed out, in the clearest manner yester.
day, how this Parliament, recognising its rights, had
declared its rights, and had placed on the Statute -Book its
willing reference to this matter. Parliament has main-
tained ils rights, and therefore the only argument we have
heard-if argument it may be called-that we have a right
to do it, was most effectually disposed of by my hon. friend.
Now, Sir, we have been blamed because we do not come
down to what they call the enacting clauses. The First
Minister blamed us yesterday, and other members have
done so, as having spent too much time discussing the inter-
pretation clauses, saying that if we had come down to the
enacting clauses and discussed them there, we might arrive
at conclusions. Now, what were the facts with reference
to that ? We discussed the whole woman question
on the interpretation clause at the request of the
leader of the Government, and yet he found fault with us
immediately afterwards because we discussed the Indian
question on precisely the first interpretation clause. But
more than that: lu the very section of the interpretation
clause on which we were discussing the Indian question,
and for wbich we were rebuked for discussing the Indian
question in the improper place, what did the First Minister
do ? It was on that very same section of the interpreta-
tion clause that the First Minister dealt with the whole
Chinese question, for it was in there that he put in the words
4 excluding the Chinese." Such is the consistency of hon.
gentlemen opposite. They undertake to lecture us for bring-
ing on the discussion at improper places, and yet the very
same gentlemen settle the whole Chinese question in pre-
cisely the same sub-section of the interpretation clause
and on the provious one they settled the woman question.
Now you can see how captious the objections are that we
do not discuss these questions in their proper places. But
hon. gentlemen say: If you go on, as you get further down,
we will listen to the arguments that have to be advanced.
On tbis point I see the right bon. gentleman is reported in
his organ, the Ottawa Citizen-for I have not seen the Han-
sard of yesterday-as saying what I did not exaotly under-
stand him to say. I understood him to say that it could
perhaps, be give and take when we got done; that ho could
meet the views of hon. members on this side of the flouse.
But I se. the Citizen reports the hon. gentleman as saying:

" If the Government and those who au pported the Government
deaired that every clause of the Bill should be fully and fairly discussed
by the hon. gentlemen opposite, and that there should be a give and
take in etting the details of the Bill-"

That is the whole thing. If the Governmen and their sup-
porters desired it, there might be give and take. Well,
now, that "if " there is rather an uncertain thing. I do
not know, even, that if thatI"if " was left out, and the
proposition were made by hon. gentlemen opposite to say :

1796



COM2IMONS DEBATES.

We will have a little give and take on this matter. I do not
know, from past procedure in Parliament, whether we would
be warranted in anticipating much of the " give " on their
part unless we had something a little more definite with
reference to what it was to be. I am afraid their division
with us would be something like the division of the man
who was all the time quarrelling with his family, and who,
one day, surprised his neighbors by saying that the quarrel
had ceased, and that he had settled the matter
satisfactorily now, because he had divided the house
witb his family. They asked him : How he had managed
that ? " O! " hoesays, " I gave the family the outoide of
the bouse, and I took the inside." Now I think that is
about the way bon. gentlemen opposite would do in this give
and take business. They would be willing to take the inside
of the House and give us the outside-give it to us wil-
lingly, there is no doubt about that; because they under-
stand that the Bill will do that for them, and that is the
design of it. They mean to get us out. We have succeeded
in getting back bore in spite of them, under very difficult
circumstances-many members of the Opposition; and now
they design to make it still more difficult; they design by
their Bill to secure for themselves almost the entire repre-
sentation in this House for the Conservative party. Sir, we
want something a little more definite about that give and
take, before we could have very much faith in their offer.
Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to read you a comment
from the Montreal Gazette with reference to the Bill before
the House. I propose to answer that, and in the answers I
shall give, you will see our reasons why the motion of the
hon. member for North Norfolk should prevail. The Mon-
treal Gazette, I quote the article from another paper-but
no doubt it is correctly given-says:

" There are three principal objections urged by the Opposition against
the measure: first, that it enfranchises the Indians of the plains;
secondly, that it contracts the suffrage, taking the country over;
thirdly, that it gives over absolutely the preparation of the votera' liste
to the henchmen of the Government of the day; and we are bound to
say that, if these objections were- well taken, the measure would deserve
to be rejected by Parliament."

As to the first question : That it enfranchises the Indians of
the plains, if it is true, what will hon. gentlemen do with
the definite statement made from bis place by the First
Minister when he said the Bill would enfranchise the
Indians of the plains; when hoesaid, in answer to a direct
question put to him, that it would enfranchise Poundmaker
and Big Bear. I ask hon. gentlemen opposite, if it is not
trLe, how was it that the First Minister, in reply to a
direct question I put to him on Monday last as to whether
it would enfranchise the tribal Indiane, ho replied, to the
amazement of many of his followers, that it did if they had
the same property qualifications. It is a more technicality
to say that the North-West is not represonted in thist
House. The North-West is to be represented. At all
events, the Indians on the plains of Manitoba, dwelling on
their reserves, ignorant and besotted as they are described
.by many, are, under the provisions of this Bill, enfran-
chised-that is, if you may so degrade the word ; they are
given the same privilege as the white man who las the
responsibilities of manhood upon him. If the First Minister
bas subsequently, when lie found himself sorely ressud,
announced that he would exempt British Colum ia and
Manitoba from the operations of this Bill when he came to
the clauses, that statement proves that under the Bill they
are not exempt. They are there, and the Montreal Gazette
can make up its mmd that the Bill gives the vote to Indians
on the plain. This statement has been made by the First
Minister; hon. gentlemen opposite have heard it from his
own lips; they can read it in Ransard.

Mr. MITCHELL. The hon. gentleman has given a chal.1
longe that no hon. gentleman can deny that the decision oft
this flouse as regards this Billihas been to enfranchise the1

Indians of the plains. That may be so ; but 1 do not so
understand it. I understand that what was done in relation
to the interpretation clauses was to make a doclaration in
regard to the Indian that he was a person ; but the House
has yet to declare when it comes to the section dealing with
the question whether they will enfranchise the Indians of
the plains. If they enfranchise the Indians of the plains or
anywhere else unless qualified as white mon are qualified
either by intelligence or property it will meet with my
hostility, and I do not believe this House will do it.

Mr. PATERSON. I am very glad to hear it but
the hon. gentleman did not catch the statement I had made.
My statement was that they were enfranchised under the
Bill as drawn. With the great influence ofthe hon. gentle-
man and his independent position, and with the influence of
supporters of the Government who may hesitate to accept
such a proposition now that it has been pointed out may lead
to some change ; but the very fact that any exemption
needs to be put into the Bill shows it is not thore.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh, oh.
Mr. PATERSON. If hon. mombers utter tones of

derision they are deriding the explicit statements of the
leader of the Government. We now come to the next
point: That it contracts the suffrage, taking the country
over. That has been abundantly proved by hon. gentlemen
on this side of the House. No one eau controvert the state-
ment. Does any one deny that this Bill contracts the fran-
chise in British Columbia, where there is manhood suffrage,
or in Prince Edward Island, when members who support
the Government are moving and supporting an amend-
ment declaring that the Act does injustice to them ? The
hon. member for Lambton (NIr. Lister) and other speakers
have abundantly proved that in Ontario it will not give the
suffrage to thousands who are enfranchised under the Act
passed by the Mowat Government. ln Nova Scotia I am
told it will contract the franchise. In New Brunswick it is
claimed that the Bill will contract it.

Some hon. MEMBERS. No, no.
Mr. PATERSON. It is very well for hon. gen-

tlemen to say no, but let them rise and show in what
particulars our statements are wrong. In the Province of
Quebec the franchise is not contracted. With respect
to the third proposition, which runs as follows:
That it gives over absolutely the preparation of the
voters' liste to the henchmen of the Government of the day.
I do notuse the term "henchmen; " I do not know what
the connection may be. No one can deny that the clause
with respect to revising barristers hands over the power to
make and revise the lists to nominees of the Government.
I have conclusively proved the truth of the three.proposi-
tions set out in the Gazette, and therefore I am justified in
opposing this Bill, for the editor himself says that we are
bound to say that, if those objections are well taken, the
measure deserves to be rejected by Parliament. Hon. gen-
tlemen opposite cannot deny that the Bill as drawn, without
considering amendments that may have been suggested in
caucus, will enfranchise tribal Indians. They cannot
deny that the suffrage is contracted in Ontario, that
it is contracted in Prince Edward Island, in British
Columbia, in Nova Scotia, in New Brunswich, and in Mani-
toba if they can. U ntil they do maintain their case we hold
that our case has been proved by theo statements and facts
which have been elicited by hon. gentlemen bn this side.
With regard to the revising barrister, I would like to se a
man on that side bold enough to say that the control of the
list is not handed over to these gentlemen. Their news-
papers, which do not feel the same responsibility that is
felt by members of Parliament, may say so, but I do not
think any hon. member will venture upon such a statement.
I do not know what changes may be made, but changes .
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have been promised, because the Opposition in this House
stood up for the rights of the people and pointed out to the
amazement of hon. gentlemen opposite, what the provisions
of the Bill are, but we have had only one amendment of
those which have been promised, thus far. There may be
an amendment with reforence to the revising barristers,
but we do not know what it is to be, we are discussing the
Bill as it is now, we have no snch amendment before us, and
I repeat is any hon. gentleman here bold enough to say that
the control of the voters' lists will not be handed over
absolutely to the gentlemen who are appointed revis-
ing barristers ? I say that a more shameless provision
never was found in any Bill. Hon. gentlemen talk about
English practice and precedents, but eau you mention any
English statesman who would so far forget himself and the
duty ho owes to his country as to introduce a Bill into
Parliament to give to the nominee of a Government the
control which is given by this Bill to the revising barrister ?
These hon. gentlemen say in their papers that it is the
same system that is in force in England, but hon. gentle-
men do not say so here, because they know that it is not
the same system. They know that the revising barristers
in England are not appointed as it is proposed to appoint
them here, and have not the power entrusted to them so
absolutely as these men will have it if the Bill passes. Mr.
Chairman, have you thought that the gentleman who rose
last night and attempted a defence of this Bill-I refer to
the hon. member for Lincoln-could be appointed a revis-
ing barrister under the provisions of this Bill.

Mr CHIAIRMAN. I do not think that is the clause we
are dis'ussing.

Mr. PATERSON. Yes.
Mr. CHAIRMAN. How does it come under the clause

or the amendment?
Mr. PATERSON. It comes under the amendment, because

if this amendment pre vails the revising barrister clause would
ho wiped out.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. N9t at all.

Mr..PATERSON. Besides, Sir, I am only following
the line of argument adopted by the hon. member for
Lincoln, and so I cannot be out of order-it is impossible.
I am alluding to bis argument with reference to this clause,
I am speaking to the same motion, and I say that it must
have struck you, Mr. Chairman, that under the provisions
of this Bill, that gentleman being a barrister of over five
years' standing, could -have himself appointed as revising
barrister for Lincoln, could fix up the rolls for himselt,
could thon resign his office, and could run as a member of
Parliament. The rolls might ho fixed up by himself; no
one could appeal against them; and that any man should
support and defend such a proposition in connection with
the amendment of the hon. member for North Norfolk, is
something very difficult of comprehension. Shall it ho said
that it would be a shameless thing for a man to do anything
of that kind? Granted; but how much more shameless
would it be than that a member of Parliament should sit
bore and use his power along with the power of others,
before a general election came on, to have Roform town-
ships thrown off his riding and Conservative townships
thrown in, in order to make bis seat secure. I say there is
a danger that, under this Bill, any hon. gentleman who is a
barrister of over five years' standing might himsolf ho
appointed to that position, might make up the lists, might
thon resign, and be elected as a member of this House on
those lists.

Mr. CRAIR UAN. The hon. gentleman will see that
we are not discussing the Bill as a whole, but the third
clause, and that the revising barrister does not come up
unòer that clause.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant).

Mr. PATERSON. There is the amendment.
Mr. CHAIR WAN. Yes, there is the amendment, but

the revising barrister is not discussed in the amendment,
and I hope that the hon. gentleman will observe that I have
so ruled.

Mr. CASEY. I do not think, Sir, you have ruled as to
whether the amendment affects the revising barrister clause
or not. If the amendament of the hon. member for Norfolk
carries, change must necessarily be made, and the revising
barrister clause must go out with the othes, so it is cer-
tainly in order to discuss that provision in connection with
an amendment which proposes to substitute something else
for it.

Mr. MILLS. The amendment of the hon. member for
Norfolk is a proposition to adopt generally the provincial
franchise, instead of the third clause of the Bill, and one of
the provisions of the provincial law relates to the way in
which the voters' lists are prepared. I think it is quite
open to my hon. friend in arguing this question to argue
that you should get rid of this objectionable feature, the
revising ba:rister, by the adoption of the amendment. It is
an argument to show why the amend ment should be adopted.

Mr. LANDERKIN. Under the provincial franchise we
hold courts of revision whose functions are somewhat the
same as those of the revising barrister, and it will be impos-
sible to discuss this question of a provincial franchise with-
ont having to refer to the revising barrister, who is the
chief functionary under this Bill.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). It seems to me that the ques-
tion of the provincial franchises has nothing to do with the
manner in which the lists are prepared. It has simply to
do with the question of the qualification of votera under a
provincial franchise. The third clause of this Bill declares
what shall be the basis of the franchise in cities and tow.ns.
It is moved in amendment that the provincial franchises-
that is to say, the qualifications under the provil c*al f -an-
chises-shall be substituted for these qualifications. That is
all.

Mr. CASEY. No, no.
Mr. WHITE. That is all, as I understand it. The

question therefore as to how those provincial franchises
are to be embodied in voters' lists does not come up under
the amendment.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I would call attention
to the faet that on a precisely similar amendment-unless
I misunderstood it-the hon. member for Lincoln undoubt-
edly adopted a lino of argument which would fully justify
the reply of the hon. mcmber for Brant.

Mr. RYKERT. Not at all.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I so understood it and

others beside me understood the sane. I have not Hansard,
or I think, Mr. Chairman, I could convince you, on that
question. No doubt you have not been as able as some of
us to follow closely the intricacies of this discussion, but
when Rlansard comes, I th'nk yon will find that the hon.
member for Lincoln took a great deal more latitude than
the hon. member for Brant bas taken.

Mr. CASEY. In answer to the objection of the hon.
member for Cardwell, I would say that the amendment
says that all persons qualified to vote shall be qualified and
enrolled under this Act. Now, no person is qualified in
any Province where there is a voters' list until his name is
on the list and it has been revised with his name on. I
think, therefore, the whole machinery of making the
votera' lista comes up on this amendment.

Mr. LANDRY (Kent). If you say we are all out of
order in this discussion, I am perfectly satisfied to take
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your ruling and to sit down; but if I understood you to
invite discussion, I will go on.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. I am roady to hear discussion.

Mr. LANDRY. Then, I think the bon. member on this
aide of the House has taken the proper stand. The amend-
ment proposed by the bon. member for North Norfolk is
in precisoly the same words as the law at present. It bas
been copied from the Act of 1874. What it says i that all
persons qualified to vote for members for the Legislative'
Assembly shall le those who vote for members of the House
of Commons. Iow are we to arrive at who the persons
qualified are? fHow are we to get the evidence ? If this
amendment should be adopted, cannot we establish our own
tribunal for the purpose of ascertaining who are qualified ?
Cannot we say who shall be the tribunal to determine those
who are qualified to vote, either revising barristers or muni-
cipal councils. or anybody you like? You may adopt the
lista in the Province of Quebec or in the Province of New
Brunswick, but that is not adopting the tribunal. Look at
the law of 1874, and you will find that, in the same para-
graph that contains the words of the amendment, it says:

" And all lista of voters made and prepared, and which would,
according to the laws in force in the said several Provinces, be used if
the election were that of a representative or representatives to the
flouse of Assembly or Legislative Assembly ot the Province in which
the election is held, shall be the liste of voters."

It was thought necessary to say what list should be used,
and in this amendment nothing is said about the liste. It
simply gays that we shall take the qualifications in the dif-
ferent Provinces. If we adopted it, I claim that we could
still say what tribunal shall establish, who possess those
qualifications; and in view of that, it is entirely improper
to discuss now the provisions of this Bill which refer to the
tribunal which shall establish what persons shall vote.

Mr. RYKERT. Hon. gentlemen opposite have entirely
misunderstood my argument of yesterday. In all their
speeches, hon. gentlemen have complained that the revis-
ing barristers would cause a great deal of expense. l
reply to that, I stated that they had always been in favor of
revisirg barristers, and I quoted extracts from speeches to
show tiat they had. I said nothing more nor less than that.

Mr. MILLS. In reply to what the hon. member for Kent,
N.B., bas said, I hold that the adoption of the amendment
does necessarily imply the adoption of the votere' lista and
the machinery of the Provinces. How is it possible to say
that the party who is qualified under the law of the Pro.
vince to exorcise the franchise shall be qualified under this
law unless you adopt all the machinery that the Province
provides ? Suppose you adopt the revising barristers under
this Bill, and they came to a different conclusion from that
of the provincial authorities ; you would have two voters'
lista different from each other. If you adopt the amend-
ment, which provides for adopting the qualifications that
prevail in the different Provinces, you adopt the liste ofthe
Provinces. Therefore, under that clause, you have the
whole question brought up as to the revising barristers, and
it is an argument in favor of that policy that by the adop.
tion of it you adopt the local machinery and save the cost
of this operation.

Mr. EDGAR. Surely it will be admitted that we are
discussing the qualification under the amendment of the
hon. member for North Norfolk. The qualification of votera
in the Province of Ontario, for example, under the present
law, is entirely based upon the assessment roll; if a per-
son's name is on the aseessment roll, he is qualified, other-
wise he cannot be qualified. When we are discussing that
we discuse the assement roll as against the other machin-
ery provided in this Act for making the lista of votera. It
is proposed in this new law to base the liste on something
different from the assessment roll, and how we can discuss

the qualifications without bringing that into the discussion
I fail to see. This very clause 3 provides that a person to
be entitled to vote must be regiatered on the lista of votera
for any electoral district ; and in the interpretation clause,
which we have passed, we find that " lists of voters means
the liste of registered votera to be prepared and revised
under the provisions of this Act in each year." If there is
anything that it is plain on the face of this section is to be
discussed, it is the creation of that voters' list, and that can
only be done by discussing the mode of revision provided
by this law.

Mr. TROW. Custom should, in a great measure, govern
your ruling. Members have often travelled out of the
record in this debate, and you have to take their conduct
into consideration in ruling upon othoise. The hon. member
for Lincoln last night travelled all over creation and part of
the States. No one can deny that ho invariably travels all
over the world.

Mr. BOWELL. I think any one reading this amend-
ment must come to the conclusion that your ruling is
strictly correct.

Mr. CASEY. He bas not ruled yet.
Mr. BOWELL. I understood that he had ruled. How-

ever, I am ready to admit with t he hon. member that
nearly every speaker has travelled beyond the record; but
as I understand, if the amendment to the amendment be
carried, it exempts the Province of Quebec from tho opera-
tion of this law so far as the qualifications for votera are
concerned. If you adopt the amendment of the hon. mem-
ber for North Norfolk, it substitutes the qualifications for
voters in the different Provinces for the qualifications which
are contained in the clause under discussion, and nothing
more. We will suppose, for argument sake, that this motion
is carried, and that clause No. 3 is striken out of the Bill.
That clause provides what will be the qualifications of
voters in towns and cities of the Dominion. Strike it out
and substitute the amendment which says:

"That all the words in section 3 be struck out and the following
substituted in place thereof: Subject to the exceptions herein con-
tained, all persons qualified to vote at the election of representatives in
the House of Assembly or Legislative Assembly of the several Provinces
comprising the Dominion of Canada, and no others, shall be entitled
to vote at the election of members of the House of Commons of Canada
for the several electoral districts comprised within such Provinces
respectively."

That affirma the qualification for the voters in each of the
Provinces, as it exista at· present in towns and cities, and
nothing more. It bas nothing whatever to do with, nor
does it refer even incidentally to, the mode in which the
lists hereafter may be made up. The hon. member for
West Ontario (Mr. Edgar) says a person is not qualified to
vote unless he is on the assesment roll. That is true, but
he must be qualified under the law in regard to property
and age and to being a British subject and in other respects
before he can be placed on the assessment roll, so that the
assessment roll is only evidence that the mân whose name
is entered upon it bas ail the qualitications necessary to
enable him to vote. If improperly placed on that roll he
can be taken off it; if it be shown that ho cast an illegal
vote he can be struck off in the scrutiny. I am of opinion
that all that should be strictly discussed is the qualification
of voters in the cities.

Mr. WELDON. The qualification is composed of two
things: first of a certain amount of property, and thon of
the fact that the name is recorded on the assessment roll.
A man must have the qualification before he can be
assessed; and for the purpose of ascertaining the qualifica-
tion, we have to ascertain whether he as a certain amount
of property and whether he is assessed. His qualification
is that hoe is not only an owner of property, but that ho is
a qualified voter on the register.
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Mr. LANDRY (Kent). After the votera' lista are made up,
and a gentleman has managed, somehow or other, to get his
name on the roll, who is not entitled to vote, through his
not being a British subject, or through his being an alien,
or not being of age, or from other cause, is put to his oath,
his vote then can be rejected. Therefore the evidence is
not the list but the qualification.

Mr. WELDON. If he is on the register, he is entitled
to vote; that is not the place to test tbe qualification. •

Mr. MITCHELL. My hon. friend says that is not the
place to test the qualification. True, that is not the place
the law has provided to test the qualification; but if when
a man goes to vote, knowing that he is not entitled to vote,
and the test is put to him, he cannot take the oath without
perjuring himself, and therefore does not take it.

Mr. LANDRY. By the oath he swears he is a qualified
voter, 21 years of age, and a British subject, and a resident,
etc. He must swear to the three things, if called on.

Mr. WELDON. He as got to have the qualification,
showing where he resides, and that he is the person named
on the register. If not on the register he cannot vote.

Mr. DAVIES. The proposition is that this debate shall
be confined simply to the qualification of those who have a
vote. That clearly confines it in much narrower bounds
than even the original proposition before the House. The
hon. member for West Ontario (Mr. Edgar) bas already
pointed out, that by the propositions already submitted in
the 3rd clause, every person shall be entitled to be regist.
ered on the list of voters if he possesses certain qualifica-
tions. What is the list ? You have already passed a clause
defining what that is. IlThe list to be prepared and revised
under the provisions of this Act." In discussing the 3rd
clause we must discuss therefore in what manner the lists
are to be prepared and revised under the provisions of the
Act. To determine whether a man can vote or not we
must ascertain in what manner the list of voters is to be
made up. The amendment of the hon. member for North
Norfolk deals with all persons quahified to vote. But no
one can be qualified to vote unless he be on the liat of voters.
It is eFsential to be on the list of votera as to be possessed
of the qualifications.

Mr. LANDRY. You may be on the Fst and cannot vote.
Mr. DAVIES. Unless he is on the list he cannot vote.

What we must discuss is the system of putting him on the
list, whether that system put in force by the Provincial
Legislatures is cheaper than the one proposed. It is neces-
sary therefore for him, before he can give an intelligent
vote, to contrast the one with the other, and, if he comes to
the conclusion, as he was pointing out to the House, that
this syst em was much more extravagant than the local
system, he will vote for the local on that ground alone.

Mr. MULOCK. It surely cannot be contended at this
stage of the debate that any ion. gentleman could be out of
order by referring, incidentally at least, to the revising
officer, because there seems te bave been no limit to the
latitude allowed previous speakers. Yesterday, the First
Minister was permitted to have as much latitude as ihe
desired, and 1 think my hon. friend from Lincoln (Ur.
Rykert) was in no way controlled. If I remember rightly,
the hon. member for Algoma (Mr. Dawson) also dealt with
some matters that did not relate to the franchise in cities
and towns. I think that yesterday we discussed the whole
question of Indian franchise over again, and that was con-
sidered in order.

Mr. LANDRY . That is no good reason why there
should be disorder to-day.

Mr. MULOCK. I do not think that hon, gentlemen on
one side should be allowed a latitude which is not given to
those on the other side.

Mr. WELDON.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. I do not think the hon. gentleman
has any reason to complain of my not having allowel every
latitude to any remarks which could be at all considered as
having a bearing upon the question before the louse. I
have given that latitude from the commencement of this
debate, and I have never raised a question of order in
regard to any incidental reference to the revising barrister
provisions, but, when the hon. gentleman took that up as
the main question before the House and discussed it in that
way, I think it was out of order, and therefore I have cal led
the attention of the hon. momber for Brant (Mr. Paterson)
to the fact that the question is not whether the persons on
the lista to vote for the Provincial. Legislature should be
those who should be entitled to vote at the Dominion elec-
tions, but as to "all persons who are qualified to vote," not
all persons who are on the lista. It does not raise the ques-
tion as to the lista. Of course, the question of the manner
of preparing the lists for the Local Legislatures has been
fully discussed, but I think hon. members ought to consider
what is the amendment mainly before the Hlouse, and
should refer incidentally to other matters, but not as if they
were the main questions before the committee. I thought
the hon. member for Brant was addressing himself to this
rather as if it were the main motion than as an incidental
question arising out of the motion before the House.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). It is unfortunate that I was
unable to let you see that I was alluding to the revising
barrister incidentally. I was not proposing to discuss the
revising barrister clause at all, but was only alluding to it
incidentally and endeavoring to point out how it bore on
the clause under consideration.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Six o'clock.
Mr. PATERSON. Time is precious, so I will speak up

to six o'clock. It is something admirable to witness hon.
gentlemen, who listen for one whole hour to a gentleman
on one side of the subject, continually taking points of order
when a gentleman on the other side is speaking.

Some hon. MEAMBERS. Order.
Mr. PATERSON. I feel that gentlemen who act in such a

way deserve to be enlightened and to have information given
to them. That is what such gallant and chivalrous conduct
demands. I hope they will continue to maintain the pro-
prieties of debate and will call me to order at every possible
opportunity. In this way they may become educated as to
the bearing of clause 3. There is a difference of opinion
between the learned gentlemen from New Brunswick as to
how this clause affects their liste, and that is a question
which should be discussed, because, when lawyers do not
agree, it can hardly be expected that laymnen will. The
hon. member for Cardwell (Mr. White) has not spoken
except on a point of Order, but I should like to hear him
speak on this subject to see if he could keep in order. 1
think that, at this late period of the Session, every minute
we have is valuable, and when, after hon. gentlemen have
consumed 20 minutes of valuable time in arguing a point of
order, thby want to make it six o'clock at five minutes
before six, that manifesta a desire to waste time which
should be reprehended.

Committee rose, and it being six o'clock, the Speaker
left the Chair.

After Recess.
House again resolved itself into Committee.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant.) I shall have to trespass on
the patience of the committee for a short time only, while
I allude to one or two other points which I was unable to
treat before yon left the Chair at six o'clock. In doing so,
I will endeavor to conform to what you have laid down as
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the proper subjects that may be discussed. I desire to say
a few words with reference to the Indian question; as the
Indian is to be included in this word "person," and as such
be entitled to be registered on the voters' list, it is pertin-
ent that we should enquire in what condition he is found.
In the remarks of the hon. member for Lincoln (Mr.
Rykert) last night on this question, I find a justification for
the lengthened debate that has taken place upon that sub-
ject on the interpretation clause. It appeared from the
remarks of the hon. gentleman, that while we thought that
question had been thoroughly discussed a week ago last
Monday, we find that the hon. gentleman's mind is still in
the dark as to the difference. that exists between the person
Indian, and the other persons that are mentioned in the Bill.
My ion. friend from Lincoln aliso referred to some remarks
of mine with reference to my advocacy of the enfranchisement
of the Indians in the year 1880, and in 1876. Perhaps he
was away when I went fully into that explanation of my
position, which, I think, satisfied most hon. gentlemen
opposite that we occupy precisely the same position now,
with reference to the matter, that we have always done. It
must be clear now, that in the Bill before us, the names of
Indians that it is proposed to enter upon the voters' lists,
are not the names of those who are in the same po3ition as
the hon. member for Lincoln thought, and are not in the
same position as their white brethren.. The proposition in
the Bill is that the word " person " shall include au Indian,
and that beîng so, we would find that under section 3. ho
would be entitled to ho ranked on the list of voters. Now,
if that referred to the enfranchised Indians, the House
would agree with it. No one pretends to deny that the
Indian who is enfranchised, and in the same position as
other citizons of this country, should not have the same
rights. The Bill under consideration, however, does not
enfranchise the Indian ; it is impossib!e for the Bill to
enfranchise the Indian. If the Indian's name be entered
upon the list of voters under the operations of this Bill, ho
is not thereby enfranchised, ho does not thereby assume the
responsibilities of other citizens. The Indian will be on the
list of voters, but he will be there in a state of tutelage,
a ward of the Government, his actions controlled
by the Government, unable to make any contract
on his own account, and unable to deal with his
own property without the direction and supervision of the
Superintendent General, not liable to the duties that devolve
upon other classes of citizens; he will simply have his
name entered upon the list of voters and be entitled to vote
while he maintains his tribal relation, while he is still
under the operation of the Indian Act, while ho is still the
ward of the Government. The clauses of the Indian Act
have been road by different members of this House, and
every one of those clauses declare that in almost all his
actions ho is subject to the control and will of the Superin-
tendent General; and therefore, I bold, Sir, that Indians in
that position are not entitled to have their names entered
upon the list of voters. The Indian can only be enfran-
chised under the operations of the machinery provided in
the enfranchising clauses of the Indian Act, and whenever
he is thus enfranchised he is entitled to all the rights and
privileges of other citizens of this country, including the
right to vote. The distinctions between him and other
citizens are thon wiped ont, and until they are wiped out,
and until he lias assumed those responsibilities,
it is an injustice and an inequality to give him
a vote. But my hon. friend from Lincoln says that the
Indian pays his share of taxes by way of customs and
excise revenues that are collected in this country on the
goods ho consumes and the clothes ho wears. Granted;
but, as I said to him last night, the son of the hon. member
for Lincoln, my son, your son, the sons of all the whitcmen
and all the freemen in this country, take them at 18 years
of age, pay their taxes to the general Government. They
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wear clothes on which duties are paid, they consume goods
on which taxes are levied, they contribute as much-in the
vast majority of cases, they contribute more-to the rev-
enues of this country than the unenfranchised Indian.
Who will dony that the young men of this country over 18
years of age do not contribute more to the revenue of this
country than the Indian. Yet this Bill proposes to give to
the unenfranchised Indian who is a minor mi the eye of the
law, who is a ward of the Government, whom you cannot sue,
who assumes none of the responsibilities of citizenship, the
right to have hie name put upon the votera' list, and to
exercise the franchise; but your son, and my son,
and the sons of all the freemen of this country,
under 21 years of age, may not be entered on that list.
Your boy, Sir, 18 years of age, and the boy of every other
man contributing to the revenues, is subject to the Govern-
ment laying its hand upon him and saying: We want you
to march to the front to defend the life and property of the
citizens of this Dominion4 When he is over 18 years of age
he is subject to military duty, and though he contributes to
the revenue of this country he is denied the franchise. Sir,
if there la any effect in the argment of the hon. gentlemen
opposite that the enfranchised Indian, while continuing his
tribal relations, and in a state of subjection te the Govern-
ment, is to be permitted to vote, I say there is no reason-
able ground upon which you can stand and deny that vote
to the young men over 18 years of age in this country, who
pay more taxes than the unenfranchised Indian, who
are liable to military duty, when the older members
of the community are exempted ; and yet the Bill
does not propose te give the franchise to them.
I suppose a proposition te that effect would be voted down
by the hon. member for Lincoln, and at the same time he
proposes to give a vote to unenfranchised Indians who have
net se much control of their actions as have young men of
18 years of age. Yon cannot bind youths without the con-
sent of their parents; but in the vast majority of cases they
are allowed te make what arrangements they can with
their employers, to draw their own pay, and spend their
own money, and control their own actions, and such young
men who have been elucated in our public institutions, who
are the first te volunteer in defence of the country, who
read the newspapers and study political history, are not to
be allowed to vote; but the unenfranchised Indians under
the control of the Government to a greater degree than the
boy is under the control of the father, unable to read or
write, who, in many cases, take the position that they are
not subjects but aliens, are to be given the franchise. Those
are questions that must suggest themselves te members of
the committee. I desire to repeat that hon. gentlemen on
this side of the Bouse desire to see the Indian enfranchised.
That is the only solution of the matter, but I
9gree with the First Minister that it does not
do to force measures on the Indians, to declare
that the unenfranchised Indians shall be enfranchised, shall
have their own property and look out for themselves. That
would not be a wise course when they have been so long in
a state of tutelage. But there should be votes given to
them under the operation of the enfranchising clauses of
the Indian Act, and I would be glad te assist the First Min-
ister in such a measure, which only could be carried by
amendments to the Indian Act. But this Bill gives ludians
the right te vote, and still leaves them in a state of tutelage
and dependence upon the Government. In respect to clause
3, members of the committee cannot have failed to observe
that in the history of Parliament we have had questions of
assesment roll@ and assessments, and voters' liste, brought
before the House for the first time. It is not te be won-
dered at that so many of us require so much information and
discussion in order to enable us to rightly understand them.
We have to get te understand the machinery, the mode of
assessment and the qualifications, not in one Province, but
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in ail the Provinces of the Dominion. I do not yet under-
stand the system in vogue in Nova Scotia and New Bruns-
wick, and even with respect to other Provinces. When a ques-
tion of this kind is discussed it is absolutely necessary that
members should understand how the voters' lists are made up
in every Province. The committee will therefore see there
is a vast field of information with which members have to
make themselves acquainted. We are now being simply
trained in the matter; the question was never before Par-
liament at any previous time. When this Bill becomes
law, when the will of the majority shall prevail, as prevail
it will, after there has been reasonable and full discussion,
the difficulty has not been wiped out. Every single year,
for days and days, if not weeks and weeks, the attention of
this House will be occupied in discussing this measure. It
cannot be supposed that if the Dominion franchise is adopted
and Parliament settles the matter this year, it will
remain settled for all time to come. It will be quite open to
every hon. member, and hon. members will avail themselves
of the privilege, to propose amendments.. Can it be sup-
posed that the indomitable member for Northumberland
(Mr. Mitchell), who has given notice of an amendment to
adopt manhood suffrage, will not bring up, at subsequent
Sessions, amendments embodying that princitile, if he should
fail to secure its incorporation into this Bill ? Will not the
First Minister, having failed to incorporate the ladies fran-
chise into this Bill, bring up the question again ?
It may be that this very Chinese question, decided
in this Bill, may again be brought up, and there
may be a revulsion of feeling with respect to it; and
any member is at liberty tg bring it up as to who shall or
who shall not vote, and having done so we may depend upon
it that it will be discussed warmly in this louse. So with
your Indian proposition and your property qualification.
Who will say that on some future occasion a man who
believes that $250 is a high enough income franchise, will
not introduce an amendment to that effect. So it must be
seen that such amendments will come up, that they will be
dealt with by this fHouse, and consume the time of this
lHouse, for days if not for weeks. That is one of the cer-
tainties of the passage of this Bill and the fixing of thei
franchise as it is proposed. I wish to refer to the questionj
of expense, as to which you have ruled that it is in order in1
the present discussion. My hon. friend from Lincoln doubtedi
the figures which have been given with reference to thei
expense of this Bill, and he said that the discussion which1
had taken place on this Bill--the time wasted, I think he
said-by the members of the Opposition, would cost thei
country more than one year's preparation of the voters'lists1
under this Act. I differ from the hon. gentleman. It ist
true there is some expense, but not as much as lion. gentle-1
men want to make the fouse believe. If members of thei
Opposition are here discussing this Bill at length, they ares
discussing it at the expense of their own pockets. I presumet
they will draw nomore sessional allowance if they spend sixc
months here than if they spend three. The officers of ther
louse, the messengers and the vast bodies of the employési

will not draw one dollar more salary if we remain here sixc
months in the year than if we remain here three. Wnere,1
then, is the additional expense ? It is not coming out of.e
the country. There is, I suppose, a little additional sum1
f>r gas, and there will be some addition for printing, butt
what will be the amount? Will the hon. member foro
Lincoln give us the figures ?t

Mr. RYKEjRT. In due time.U

Mr. PATERSON. When the hon. gentleman undertakesi
to say that the extra expense which the country is beingo
put to on account of the two weeks the Opposition haves
been discussing the Bill comes to more than the total cost i
of the machinery required by this Act for a year, he shouldo
be able to give us an estimate now. Members of the Oppo- b
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sition are staying here at as great financial loss as hon.
gentlemen opposite; but what do we care for that? We
have engaged to discharge our duties as members of Par-
liament, and there is no fixed time by law as to wben
our labors shall be completed here. Do we hear
any grumbling or complaining that we do not get
enough for our work ? We might fairly grumble at the
Ministry keeping the House sitting for a total of only
some sixty odd hours for several weeks at the beginning of
ther Session, and keeping us fifty-six hours in one continu-
ous session on this Bill, but we do not complain or whine
about it. Our business affairs demand our attention at
home, and if the Ministry had brought down their mea-
sures at the proper time, we might have been at home
attending to our business, But we do not complain. A
majority of the fouse voted down the proposition that this
Bill was brought in too late for a full and fair discussion of
its provisions, and they declared by their vote that it was
brought down in ample time, and that ample time would
be given. Why, then, not give us ample time ? The dis-
cussion was needed not only by the people of this country,
but by the members of this House, as shown by the remarks
of the hon. member for Lincoln; and why, then, say that we
are pursuing a policy of obstruction. We feel it our duty
to remain here and discuss this Bil, as we will feel it our
duty in regard to all other measures which are brought
before us, and we do not stay here with a view of obstruct-
ing this Bill, or discussing it or any other Bill further -than
the publie interests demand. How can a Bill which is not
understood by hon. gentlemen in this House be understood
by the people of this country, until more light is let in upon
it? low can this Bill be understood by a large number
of the people of the country, who take their information
from one set of political organs, none of which have stated
fairly and correctly the issues at stake in this Bill. Some
of them declare that the Indian clause means the giving a
vote to Indians who are in the same condition as white
men, a statement which is absolutely incorrect, not to say
untrue, and still you will find that stated in the ministerial
prints. They say that the revising barrister is the same as
under the English system, which is not true, and hon.
gentlemen know it. So that we must either speak with
tones loud enough to be heard from this House, or wait
until the attention of these people who are restricted to
one source of information is drawn to the provisions of
this Bill by discussion with their neighbors, or until they
see a copy of the Bill, as hundreds of them are now sending
in requests for copies of the Bill, that they may sec it for
themselves. The people have a right to sec and understand
this Bill, which is subverting the electoral system and
introducing a new system in the place of the one that has
worked so long and so successfully in the Provinces. The
assessor in Ontario is sworn to do his duty, and besides
there is the appeal to the court of revision, the members
of which are directly responsible to the people, as they are
members of the municipal couneils; and if they do not do
justice the people have the remedy in their own hands, and
can exercise it within twelve months. Besides, there is
provision for an appeal to the county judge. The
elector lays his case before him, and if lis case is good
his name is entered on the list. That is the provision we
have in Ontario. Who will say it is not a wise provision,
or that under it the reople have not the whole control of
the voters' lists in their hands? But who will say that
under this Bill the people have any control over the lists at
all, when the provision is that there shall be one man, nomi-
nated by the Government of the day, practically a supporter
of hon. gentlemen opposite, who will make the list up from
such sources as he pleases, and having made it, will revise
it, and from his revision there will be no appeal on points
of fact ? If he does any injustice, the people have no remedy,
because he is to be appointed for life, and they have no
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control over him at all. Tell me that is a measure tha
ought to ho introduced into a free Parliament ! Tell mE
that is a Bill that has had ample discussion in the course o
two weeks, when every man in this House and the consti
tuents of every man in this House are so vitally interested
in it ! Tell me that we are obstructionists in discussing il
for two weeks, when we have the statement of the First
Minister, that a whole Session would be required to do
justice to it ! Hon. gentlemen must understand that
we have a duty to perform to our constituents, and
with a sense of that duty weighing upon our minds we
intend to discharge it. We do not desire to tyrannise over
the majority; we recognise the fact that the majority
should rule in a country whore representative institutions
prevail; but the majority have no right to use the power
placed in their bands by the electors, to take away from the
people the liberty they have of pronouncing on their con-
duct, and fortify themselves more securely in their seats.
The Bill is the more reprehensible when we find that there
seems to be an intent on the part of hon. gentlemen oppo.
site, by means of it, not only to strengthen themselves in
their seats, but also to strike at the safety of the seats of
men who oppose thom. A seat or two in this House is
nothing; it matters not to a constituency what particular
man may represent them in this House; we may have such
an idea of our ability as we choose, but the country has
before got along without us, and no man is so valuable that
the country cannot do without him. If the principle
embodied in the Bill is a righteous or just principle, then
enact the law, no matter what man falls or what man is
elected; but it does matter to the people of this
country to take away their right to determine freely
in the future, as they have doue in the past, who shall be
the mon to elect their representatives. We think we dis-
cover in the provisions of this Bill, I shall not say a design,
but something that will produce the effect I have pointed
ont. Now, having shown that the hon. member for Lin-
coin has overrated the expense of this debate, allow me to
call your attention to the matter of expense in connection
with this Bill. It has been estimated variously by gentle-
men on this side; hon. gentlemen opposite have given us
no estimate, and therefore we have to fail back on the
estimates made on this side. And in this connection I
would say that we have the satisfaction, at any rate, of
feeling that if the expenditure under this Bil is reduced
below half a million dollars a year, it will be due to the
thorough discussion It is receiving at the hands of the
members of the Opposition in this House. low many
officers will be appointed under this Bill? Some gentleman
told us that we shall not need to have 211 revising barristers
-that one can do the work of more than one constituency.
We do not know how that will be; but the hon. Minister
who has the charge of the measure made a remark the
other day which leads me to believe that it is the inten-
tion to have a revising officer in each riding. When
ho was asked if it was the intention to make the county
court judges revising barristers, ho said something like
this: "We will endeavor to make the county judges bar-
risters where we can, but gentlemen must remember that
there are only some 40 judges in Ontario and some 92
constituencies." What was the inference from that remark,
but that there are not judges enough to give one to each
riding, and therefore ho would appoint revising officers
outaide of the judges. Therefore, I judge that his idea is
that there must be one for each riding-not 211, because
there are some double constituencies, but something in the
neighborhood of 200 revising officers, 200 more lawyers
saddled on this country-unheard of, almost undreamed of.j
The country is satiated now with office holders, and with
lawyers in positions. If the number is any less than 200
it will be due to the full and fair discussion of this measure
by the Opposition. What then ?-200 clerks, in addition to

t the revising barristers. What more ?-200 bailiffs to serve
e the notices-600 sure; and if you have 200 constables, 800
f in alil, and the travelling expenses of ail these officers in
- addition. Sir, is the estimate made on this side of the
1 House a large one-that the salaries of 600 or 800 offi-
t cials, their travelling expenses, and the printing conneoted
t with this business, will amount to half a million dollars

a year ? What does it mean ? Is there not in the matter
of expense alone a reason why the amendment of the hon.
member of North Norfolk should prevail? If it prevails,
what will it cost the country to get up these lists? Not
one single cent, because the expenses of the municipalities
are had in reference to their lists, and they will have to be
had whether this Bill passes or not. What is the expense
of a general election in this oountry ? Is it not about
$120,000 ? I think so. After every five years a Parlia-
ment has lasted the country is put to an expense of
$120,000, in order that a new election may ho held, and
in order that a new House of representatives may be
chosen ; but pass this Bill and what will be the cost? Five
years at $500,000 a year-2,500,000 added to the $120,000.
The cost of a Dominion election without the Bill is $120,000,
with the Bill it will be $2,620,000.

An hon. MEMBER. No.
Mr. PATERSON. You will have to answer it on the

platform if you do not answer it here. You will have
to meet these facts before the electors. If the cost will
be less it will be due to the efforts of the Opposition in
pointing out the nature of the Bill and enforcing economy
upon the Governmont. What does this $500,000 a year,
capitalisod at 4 per cent., mean ? It -is equivalent to an
addition to the public debt of $12,500,000. This flouse
will, if my figure be correct, by the passage of this Bill,
by voting down the proposition of the hon. member for
North lNorfolk, cost this country some $12,500,000, for it is
equivalont to voting that large addition to the public debt.
It is time the committee should hositate; it is not too late yet.
I want to give an idea, by comparison, what an amount is
involved in this measure. As far as I am concerned, the
people shahl know what it costs the country to have the
views of the minority in this flouse voted down. No better
idea can be had of the vast amount of money added to tho
public debt, virtually by the passage of this measure, than
by a comparison of the total earnings of the wage-earners of
the different cities in this country. For that reason I took
the census returns for 1881, showing the wages earned by the
different classes, compiising skilled labor and other labor,
in ail 167 different kinds, including the men who work in
saw mills, ship-yards, the employés in factories, and ail that
are employed in manufacturing, and what is the result ?
It would take the combined earnings of ail the wage-earn-
ers of the city of Kingston, under the head, I have spoken
of, thirty-three years to make the amount that will virtually
be added to the public debt if the Bill should paso. It wili
take the entire earnings of all the mechanics, artisans and
employés in saw mills in this city twelve and three-quarter
years to make up the amount; it will take ton years
of the entire wages of ail those classes of the city of
London to wipe ont the debt you propose to add to
this Bill; it will take five and a-half years of the entire
wages of these classes in the great manufacturing city
of Hamilton to wipe it out; it will take three and one-third
years of the entire earnings of the vast army of workmen,
amounting to 12,708 in the great city of Toronto, to wipe
it out, and yet there is to be a debt put upon these mon, in
order to pay the interest on which they will have to toil and
sweat-for the sake of what ? For the sake ofdisfranchising
many of thenselves. Lot us go to our sister Provinces.
l the great city of Montreal, with its immense army of
22,132 workmen, it will take one year five and a-half months
of their entire earnings to cover this debt; it will take
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thirteen and three-quarter years of the entire earnings of all
these classes in the city of Halifax to come up to the amount
involved in this Bill; it will take seventeen years of the
entire earnings of the same people in the city of St. John to
meet this heavy charge. In the Province of Prince Edward
Island it will take fifteen and a.half years of the total earn-
ings of all these classes in order to get the inestimable
privilege of having this Bill, that is going, politically, to cut
off the heads of many of the men who will have to pay
for it.

Mr. CHIAIRMAN. I want to read the hon. gentleman
a decision in the English House of Commons as to the right
of a man to weary the House with repetition. Mr. Speaker
Brand ruled: " I have to suggest to the hon. member that
he is drawing too much on the indulgence of the House in
repeating observations which he has made more than once."

Mr. PATERSON. I did not look up what Mr. Speaker
Brand said, but I knew the Chairman of the com-
mittee, who is now presiding, had ruled decisively the other
night that the question of expense could be gone into, and
he was quite sufficient authority for me; but I understand
now he prefers the decision of Mr. Speaker Brand to his
own.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. I have ruled that the hon, gentleman
is repeating what he bas said before in this House. That
has nothing to do with previous decisions.

Mr. PATERSON, I would ask you to read the rule which
prohibits a member from repeating what he has said.

Mr. CHAIRMiAN. I have read the rule, according to
English practice, the rule laid down by Mr. Speaker Brand,
that the Speaker occasionally appeals to hon. gentlemen not
to weary the House :

IlMr. Whafley, in making a personal application wau exceeding due
limita,ramid cries o order. Mr. Speakerremindedewhon. member that
he was exceeding the bounds of personal explanation. The hon. member
continuing, and renewed cries of order being raised, Mr. Speaker: 'I
have to suggest to the hon. member that he is drawing too much on the
indulgnce of the House in repesting observations which ho has made
more than ence2 '"

Mr. PATERSON. What proceedings were before the
House at that time? Was the House in committee? Was
it on a motion to adjourn? Or what was the motion ?

Mr. CHAIRMAN. Whether in committee or not, the
hon. gentleman is exceeding the rules.

Mr. PATERSON. I had not finished my observations,
but I will bring them to a close now.

Mr. FISHER. I feel called upon to say a few words on
the motion before the Chair. I, to-day, voted in favor of the
motion to exempt the Island of Prince Edward from the
operation of this Bill, believing it to be wise and right that
the provincial franchises should be adopted in place of the
new franchise propoeed by this Bill, and I now feel bound to
support the motion of my hon. friend from L'Islet (Mr.
Casgrain), te exempt the Province of Qaebec-my own
Province-from the operation of this Bill. In that Province
we have a more restricted franchise than that now proposed,
but it is not principally on that account that I support the
amendment. I am not going to quarrel with the extension
of the franchise, if that extension were proposed in the
Provincial Parliament, whieh I believe is the right body to
deal with the question. If the extension proposed by this1
Bull were proposed in the Local Legislature of Que bec I
would advocate it, but finding that it is to be forced1
upon that Province by the majority of this House, in1
which the Province of Quebec is not represented ini
sufficient numbers to hold its own, I ceonsider it myi
duty to oppose the over-riding of the desires of the Provincej
from which I come. Propositions have been made in thei
Local Legilature of that Province to extend the franchise,
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and I believe they have generally emanated from my own
political friends in that Legislature and have been voted
down by the successors of the Secretary of State in the
Government of that Province. Knowing the position which
the Secretary of State and his friends have taken on this
subject, I expect that, if they are true to their traditions,
they will support the proposition of my hon. frierd from
L'Islet. It may by some be considered that I am incon-
sistent in supporting this motion when it is known that I
am in favor of extending the franchise in that Province,
but it is very different to have this extension forced upon
the Province by the majority of this House, who do not come
from that Province, and to have it adopted in the flouse
which rules the Province and is composed altogether of
members who truly represent it. Hlon. gentlemen opposite
have said that they represent the Province of Quebec as
much as members of the Local Legislature. That I deny.
I do not believe that, in this louse, where the voice
of any one Province must be more or less merged
in that of the other Provinces, it is possible for the
comparatively small number from any one Province
to be able to represent and enforce the views of that Pro-
vince so truly and energetically as they can be enforced
in the Local Legislature. I contend that this law should
not apply to the Province of Quebec, chiefiy on the ground
that in that Province, up to the present time, the holding of
real estate has been the basis of the electoral qualification,
while under this Bill a vote is given to farmers' sons who
do not own any real estate, to people earning a certain
income, and to fishermen holding personal property. This
is making a radical change in the franchise of the Province
of Quebec. Referring to the fishermen's qualification,
I cannot refrain from wondering why, if personal
property in boats and fishing tackle is to qualify
a voter, other personal property, such as that of
the mechanic in his tools, or of a person owning
horses and carriages for hire, should not aiso qualify.
When this thin end of the wedge is once entered I believe
it must of necessity follow that personal property in other
things besides fishing tackle and fishing boats will, within
a short time, be given the franchise. This is creating
specially a revolution in the Province of Quebec, because in
that Province, at the present time, there is no such a thing
as qualification on personal property. Now, there is
another reason why Quebec should be exempted from the
operation of this Bill. We are especially jealous of our
municipal institutions. We believe that in the Province of
Quebec we have a firet rate municipal code, with local
government in each municipality. Hlon. gentlemen oppo-
site who come from Ontario have decried the municipal insti-
tutions of their Province, and have given an account of
them which I do not like to believe. Now, Sir, I am proud
of the municipal institutions of my own Province, and I am
glad to believe that they are worthy of the high trust
which they possess in controlling the voters' liste. I am
glad to know that in our municipal councillors and assessors
we have mon to whom we eau safely confide the manage-
ment of the electoral liste, and I think it is a great injustice
to take away that duty from the municipalities, as is
proposed by this Bill. Moreover, if you impose this Bill
upon the Province of Quebec you impose a heavy tax upon
the municipalities of that Province, and you impose upon
the electorate a burden which they can ill afford to bear in
the present state of the Dominion finances and in the
present financial condition of that Province. I say, advisedly,
the financial condition of that Province, because I regret
to say that, just as hon. gentlemen opposite, representing
the Tory party of this country, have brought the finances
of this Dominion to their present deplorable condition, se
also their colleagues and friends, who have for years back
controlled the destines of the Province of Quebec, the Tory
Local Government there, have brought the financial con-

1804



COMMONS DEBATES.

dition of that Province to such a pass that it is even worse
than the position of the Dominion finances. Now, Sir, I
believe this double list of voters which this Bill is going to
impose upon the Provinces is a feature that will be
especially obnoxious to the people of the Province of Quebec.
In that Province there are a large number of independent
electors, who do not allow the wire-pullers of their res-
pective rties to arrange how they shall vote, nor to say
who sha obe put upon the list and who shall not. I have
been told by some hon, gentlemen opposite that in some of
the Provinces, for instance, in Nova Scotia and New
Brunswick, probably the local franchise will be assimilated
with the Dominion franchise, so that there will, in time, be
only onevoters'list. But if hon.gentlemen opposite think that
the Province of Quebe eis going to do that they are very much
mistaken. The Province of Quebec has peculiar institu-
tions to which it is wedded, and which it defends with great
tenacity. I believe that no greater strain can be put upon
this Confederacy than to impose such a Bill as this upon the
Province of Quebec, where it will, to so large an extent,
interfere with our municipal institutions. There is another
reason why it is especially important that this Bill should
not apply to that Province. I pointed out the other night,
what I believe in my inmost heart teobe true, that if this
Dominion franchise is made uniform over the whole
Dominion it will be but very few years before we shall
have manhocd suffrage; within a few years, indeed, if this
Bill becomes law, we shall see uniform suffrage become
universal suffrage. Now, universal suffrage is particularly
obnoxious to the people of the Province of Quebec. I
believe those who oppose it in that Province stand upon
fair ground when they say that in that Province the educa-
tion of a very large number of people is not suffciently
advanced to justify the introduction of universal suffrage.
Universal suffrage is obnoxious to them, also, for the reason
that they have hitherto based their suffrage on the posses-
sion of real estate. Indeed, it has almost become, so to
speak, a part of their religion, that the suffrage should be
based upon the possession of real estate, and 1 believe that
is the great reason why the people of that Province are
so much opposed to manhood suffrage. Sir, I believe most
sincerely that if this Bill becomes law it will lead, within a
very few years, to universal suffrage all over the Dominion.
When that time comes the Province of Quebec will have to
accept universal suffrage for its Dominion elections. If
hon. gentlemen opposite, coming from Quebec, will con-
sider these points, and are prepared to go that length,
which I say is a necessary conclusion, if hon. gentlemen
opposite vote down this proposition, lot them vote with
their eyes open and seeing what i to come. But if hon.
gentlemen opposite do not desire this resuit to come about,
then I call on them, as well as hon. members on this side of
the House, from the Province of Quebec, to support the
amendment of the hon. member for L'Islet (Mr. Casgrain),
and I sincerely trust that the Government which controts
the majority of this flouse will not refuse this amendment,
but that it will pass triumphantly.

Amendment to amendment (Mr. Cesgrain) negatived:
yeas, 44; nays, 71.

Mr. WELDON. I beg to move the following amend-
ment:-

That the following words be inserted in section 3: This clauze shall
not aPP1ly to the Province of New Brunswick, but the laws respecting
the election of members from that Province to theDominion Pariamen t
shall be such as are now, or shall be, from time to time, provided by the
Legislature of that Province for the election of members ot the Bouse
of Assembly.

I move this amendment because I feel that as regards New
Brunswick two leading principles of franchise legislation
have been violated by the proposals of the Bill now before
the louse. The first is the question of assesment, and the
next is the question of personal property. I have already

pointed out that as regards the city and county of St. John,
and also Portland, there are special circumstances, and that
persons who hold long aleses at nominal rente, on which
valuable property has been placed, will ho prevented from
having an opportunity of being placed upon the assessment
list and entitled to vote. The reason I ask that New
Brunswick be excluded from the provision of this clause is,
firet, with respect to the assesment; and second, with
respect to personal property. By the operation of this Bill
a tenant at $20 a year will have a right to vote, while a
person deriving an income from Governmont stock or
municipal bonds will not be entitled to a voice in the repre-
sentation of the country. If the principle of property is
that upon which we are to base representation, surely
personal property has an equal right to have a
voice in the control of the country with real property.
Take the position in which many of our people are placed
-those who are engaged in the shipping trade. Among the
boat-owners on the river St. John are a large number of
people who, by the law of New Brunswick, would be entitled
to vote, though they would not under this law. These boats
are generally owned by farmers, or by young mon who can-
not qualify as farmers' sons, but who, accumulating a little
money, put it into this clas of property,which makes a larger
return than real property. There are veseels of different
kinds, some carrying cargoes to the United States, and I
think if the basis of the franchise is to be property these
men should have the right to vote. We have a personal
property franchise in our Province, and in addition to that
the person muet ho assessed on his property, and thus be in
a position to contribute to the revenues of the country. I
think it will not be disputed that taxation is the basis of
reprosentation, and that the principle on which a man is
enfranchised is that, as he contributes to the revenues of the
country, he should have a voice in choosing those who shall
have the disposition of those revenues. That is one of the
first principles adopted in the mother country, and it was
upon that principle that the New England States separated
from Great Britain. The system we have adopted in New
Brunswick has worked well, and it is very inexpensive, the
principle being, that if a man's name is on the assesment roll
-and it is the duty of the assessor to see that he is placed on
the roll-ho shall have the right to vote. In the municipal
elections we went further, and required that a man's taxes
should be paid. But this does not apply to parliamentary
elections. .One result of this Bill will be, to a large extent,
to disfranchise those who are entitled to vote on personal
property. An hon. gentleman on the other side misunder-
stood me when he stated that I considered this Bill uncon-
stitutional. I think it is clear, from the British North Ame.
rica Act, that this Parliament ha the power to pass such a
Bill ; but I pointed out that it was not granted as a primary
power, but was given, just as the veto power was given, as
a check on the legielation of the Provinces, for the purpose
of preserving the federal union intact and preserving
harmony in all its parts. The question is not a question of
legal righta, but of policy, and it seems to me that as no
cogent reason bas been given why so important a change
should be made it would be unwise and impolitic, at this
moment and at this stage of the Session, to bring forward a
measure which so serionsly affects the rights of the people
of the Provinces. Heretofore, in the Provinces, the tendoncy
has been not to restrict the franchise-as will be the case
under this Bill, if it passes-but as different classes became
more educated and intelligent, as education became more dif-
fused, to do as they have done in the mother country-intro-
duce new classes into the franchise-new colleges of electors.
The principle of uniformity is destroyed at once by provid-
ing that a man in a city las not the same qualification as a
man in a county. The representative of a county has the
same rights and privileges as the representative of a city in
this House; and yet we say in this very Bill that a man in
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a city cannot have a vote unless ho bas $300 worth of real
estate, while his neighbor across the boundary line as the
same privilege on a property worth $150. Thus the principle
of uniformity itself is destroyed; but, for the sake of a
theoretical principle of uniformity, persons who have the
right to vote for members in the Dominion Parliament, and
who will still have the right to vote for the members of their
Local Legislatures, we are going to deprive of that right. I
say that any Government that brings forward a Bill that
will have that effect is bound to give a special reason
for it, showing that it is necessary, either in the public
interest or because the present system, which has worked
without a jar for eighteen years, is fraught with danger
to the Dominion. When this Parliament chose to
change the mode of carrying on the elections, it acted
upon a principle entirely different from the principle
involved in the franchise. It did not interfere with any
liberty, but was simply adopting additional safegnards for
the protection of the electors, and in order to secure an
honest and fair vote, so that each elector would be able to
exercise his privilege without being subject to bribery or
other corrupt influences. But this measure touches the
status of the individual; it destroys his right; and I contend
that to destroy the right of any individual is not a thing to
be lightly regarded; but if it is considered advisable to take
away that right it must be shown that it is done upon
some strong principle of public policy or because the con-
tinuance of that right is fraught with danger to the com-
munity. It is for these reasons that I press my amendment.
I put it forward because I feel, so far as our Province is
concerned, that this Bill is a complete revolution; that it
destroyss the principle on which we have acted for over a
quarter of a century, a principle which I believe is sound,
that taxation is the basis of representation, and that pro-
perty, no matter whether it is real or personal, whether it is
in land or ships, or anything else, entitles the owner of that
property, if he has the amount required by law, to a voice
in the election of members to this House. That right will ho
taken away by this Bill. The men who own our ships-the
wooden boats which ply up and down our rivers, or the
vessels which sail along our coasts-will be deprived of that
right. The Maritime Provinces are dependent, to a great
extent, upon their shipping, and it is our duty to see that it
is protected. If the owner of a vessel is entitled to vote on
other grounds, that is aside from the question; we have to
consider his case, irrespective of any other Yrigh.t ho bas;
and I say that a man who owns a ship of 1,200 or 1,500
tons, worth perhaps $50,000 or $70,000, should have a voice
in the representation of the country by virtue of that
property. In the Provinces of New Brunswick, Nova
Seotia and Prince Edward Island a large amount of
capital is invested in property of that kind, and it is unfair
that that property should not be represented on the floor
of this Parliament. It is by the laws of thie Parliament that
ship-owners have to look for the protection of their ve.sets;
and, therefore, I take the gronnd that a person owning
personal property should have the right to the franchise
equally with the man who owns 20 or 100 acres of land.
By means of the assesment we can ascertain exactly who
are entitled to vote. There may be defects in the assess-
ment; a party may be rated too low, but I think a man is
seldom rated too high; if he is, he takes care to rectify that
error. If a man is anxious to have a vote he will see that
ho is placed upon the assesment roll and bas sufficient
qualification to enable him to vote. If, by neglect of the
assessors, le is assessed at a lower rate than he is fairly and
justly entitled to be assessed, and is thus deprived of his
vote, he las an opportunity to rectify the error, and the
result is that not only does he get the advantage of his vote
but the municipality gets the benefit of the increased assess-
ment ho has to pay. Now, so far as this Bill is concerned,
there is no provision of that sort at ail. It simply provides

Mr. WELDON.

that while the aesessment roll may be taken as primd facie
evidence the party is not bound to take it. The elector has
no interest in seeing that his name is put on the voters' list,
nor has the country, because in the assosement list the
country gets the benefit of the tax the elector is b>und to
pay in order to have a vote.

Mr. K[NG. I took occasion, some days ago, to point out
that this measure, if it bocame law, was calculated to dis-
franchise a large number of my constituents, and stated
that I would apply at the proper quarters for offiial
documents that would give the facts. I have done so, and
have now a statement which I obtained from the treasurer
of the county I have the honor to represent. I asked him
to go through the voters' lists carefully, and to send me a
s'atement showing the number of persons who were assessed
on real estate in that county for less than 8150 and more
than $100. I have that list before me, and according to it
there will be, in the ton parishes in my county, 427 persons
disfranchised who, to-day, have the right to vote on real
property qualification, under the law that exists in New
Brunswick. The following are the particulars: In New
Brunswick, 13; Cambridge, 10; Canning, 81; Chipman,
65; Gagetown, 41; Hempstead, 10; Johnston, 20; Peters-
ville, 58; Waterboro', 35; Wickham, 3". It is claimed
that the assessment rolls in the Province of New Beuns-
wick do not actually represent the value of roal estate.
That is an imputation no man has a right to make
against the revising officers or assessor, who are gentlemen
selected by the people, sworn to do their duty, and thor-
oughly posted with regard to the values of property in the
several districts; and, besides, there is a check evon upon
them-that of the board of valuators. Then we have the
assessors who make valuations for the assesment for parish
purposes, and who, if they err at all, err in assessing pro-
perty too high. On the whole, I think the valuation put
on real estate in the county I represent will be quite as near
the mark as any that could be put upon it by the persons
who will be appointed to fill the positions of revising officers
-barristers of five years'standing. We have barristers of
twenty-five years' standing in that county, ani I am quite
sure no solitary individual, if they were appointed, would
say they were at all qualified to value property in that
county, compared with the men selected by the people them-
selves. I called attention, on a former occasion, to another
feature of this Bill with which the hon. member for St.
John had dealt at length. lie pointed eut that in Now
Brunswick we have what is known as personal qualifi-
cation, under which a laige number of vessel own-
ers and other owners of personal property have
the right to vote. I asked the secretary-treasurer of
my couuty to give me a list of those who were thus
qualified, so as to arrive at the number who wil be die-
franchised under this Bill, ia which there is no such quali-
fication. In the parish of Cambridge, alone, thore will be
31 persons disfranchised, the owners of vessels ranging
from 75 to 100 tons, vessels engaged in coasting service
and in transport on inland waters ; in Canning the
number of this class that will be disfranchised is 9;
in Chipman, 2; in Gagetown, 1l; in Hempstead, 17;
in Johnston, 7; in Petersville, 9; in Waterborough, 7;
in Wickham, 5; total, 98. It might be said that
these people have farms or other qualifications. I know
the most of them, and I am satisfied nearly all have
no qualification other than their interest in - vessels
property, and if they are to be deprived of their privilege
of voting because personal property qualification is not
recognised in this Bill, I know of no other means by
which they can obtain that right. The mon leave their
homes generally about the lst April, and are absent till
navigation closes, so that they could not be included, as some
of them might otherwise be, under the heading of farmers'
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s as. I would not so much object to this measure if any con-
plaints had arisen in my Province in regard to the working
of the present law, but I have never heard of any. It is
true that while this law disfranchises a large number of
voters in New Brunswick it will give the right to somo
who have not that right to-day; but is it fair to disfran-
chise one individual and supply his place with another? I
am very glad that there is an enlargement of the franchise,
but I do not think it is necessary to come here for that.
The present Government of New Brunswick are willing to
extend the franchise to farmers' sons and tenants, and others
in that Province who have not at present the right to vote;
and if they have been prevented from giving that right, it
is due to the opposition in one branch of that Legislature, of
gentlemen holding the same political opinions as hon. gen-
tlemen opposite. The First Minister is not entitled to al]
the credit for having introduced the woman suffrage pro-
position, because the local Premier of New Brunswick,
last winter, carried that through one branch of that Legis-
lature, and it is possible that next year it may become law
in that Province. If there were no other reason than that
of cost I would oppose this measure. The people of my
county are not disposed to submit to a tax of at least $2,000
a year or 810,000 for each election of a member to this House
under this Bill. They will still have to prepare the list for
local purposes, in addition to this new burden. It
may bu said that this Government pays the
cost, but though that may go down with some
counties, it wil not go down with the people whom I
represent, who know that they pay a large share of any
expenditure by this Government. I am auxious to go back
to the same constituency which has hitherto returned me,
and I want bon. gentlemen opposite to return to the con-
s:iuuences which elected them. I want the hon. member
for Westmoreland (Mr. Wood) to go back to the same
county which rejected a worthy representative and accepted
him in bis place. If any county in New Brunswick has
been benefited by the National Policy it is the county in
which that hon. gentleman resides. I think gentlemen on
this side are entitled to as much credit for any amendments
which may be made to this Bill as those who have sat still
during this discussion. If the hon. gentleman goes back to
that conmtituency I want him to go back to the vessel-
owners and farmers of that county who elected him, and
not to the town of Moncton, to appeal to the operatives in
the sugar refineries and in the cotton mills, who are to be
entitled to vote under this Bill, who are to be placed on the,
list as tenants, paying what ?-820 a year house rent.i
There is no great interest in the country involved in that.i
They can get up and leave, if times are not prosperous,,
while the farmers and vessel-owners and others who voted1
for him have to stay. These are the men whom I want toi
see retain the franchise. I have no objection to the extension1
of the franchise, but I do not want the other classes to be1
struck off the list and their places supplied by people who1
have not one-half the interest in the country that they have.i
lion. members from my own Province And the other Mari-i
time Provinces have for some time been calling the atten-
tion of the Government to the importance of securing free
trade relations with the United States, and to other matters1
of a similar character. Now, the people who are proposed1
to be enfranchished by this Bill, with the exception ofi
farmers' sons, are opposed to any such policy ; they arei
people whose interests are bound up with the National1
Policy instead of with the interests of the Province. When(
an election comes around again I want to see the right toi
vote remain in the hands of the people who will vote fori
securing free trade relations with the United States, and
for the interests of our Province. flon. gentlemen opposite,
perhaps, may see some advantage in this measure for1
themselves that may outweigh any other consideration; iff
so, it is possible that they may have to assist the majority1

of this House in making this Bill the law of the land. I
expect myself that it will become law, but I cannot allow it
to pasa without entering my protest against these people
being disfranchised.

Mr. MITCHELL. It is well known tob hon. gentlemen
that several days ago I gave notice of a motion for testing
a very important principle connected with this Bill; and
at an early stage of this debate, as soon as the right oppor-
tunity arrives, I propose submitting that motion for the
consideration ofthe louse, and at that time I shall briefly
state the reasons which have induced me to support the

roposed amendment to the Bill under consideration. But
I now rise simply for the purpose of explaining why 1 vote
against excepting New Brunswick from the operation of
this Bill. It is not that I approve of the Bill, though, as I
have stated before, I approve of the principle of a franchise
Bill emanating from this House rather than from the Local
Legislatures. I hope, bufore this Bill gets through this
committee, that this committee will, after the arguments
which may bu adduced, and after they have had time for
reflection, see the propriety of introducing an element in
this Bill which will remove a great many of the objection-
able features which it possesses, and will adopt a principle
that will extend to almost every man of intelligence, and
of the age of 21, the right te vote, based upon manhood
taxation suffrage. I shall not discuss that at the present
time, but I simply rise to justify to this House and the
country the vote I am now going to give against the
amendment of the hon. member for the county of St. John
(Mr. Weldon). I do it because 1 propose, at an early stage
of this Bill, to introduce the amendment to which I referred,
which, I think, will remove the objectionable features of
this Bill, and simplify its character, especially the cost of
working it, and make it more satisfactory.

Mr. GILLMOR. My bon. friend from Northumberland
(Mr. Mitchell) is no doubt sincere in preferring a Dominion
to a provincial franchise. But I would be pleased if a gen-
tleman possessing his talents had given some reasons for
that opinion. Wilh me it is a very important question.

Mr. MLTCIELL. At an early stage in the discussion of
this Bill the hon. gentleman will remember I gave my
reasons at length, and be will find them in the iansard.

Mr. GILLMOR. I do remember that my Ion. friend
spoke, but if those are all the reasons he could give for the
change they failed to convince me. My hon. friend was
not in the House the other night when I made a few
remarks. The article in the paper of which he is proprietor
was to me very gratifying. i was acquainted with my
Ion. friend t wenty-five years ago. A generation bas grown
up since he and I first met. I have seen him at times when
I thought he was not himself, but that article, written by
himself, carried me back to twenty-five years ago, and I
thought le was the same man again, influenced by justice
and by liberal and noble sentiments. Not perfect, but as a
man I have always admired his outapoken and liberal views.
That article was well worthy of consideration and worthy
of the source from which it emanated. Now, with regard to
this question. There is no necessity for this change. I hope to
hear, before this amendment is disposed of, some arguments in
its favor from thos who come from New Brunswick, if any
arguments there be. We are not very numerous here, but
I shall want to hear some definite arguments for this
change. If a man ls convinced, he ought to be able to
advance arguments that will have some weight to those
who are anxious to hear arguments. The change contem-
plated in this Bill is very important. As my hon. friend
froim Northumberland knows, we had a great battle in New
Brunswick to obtain popular rights. He knows that, for
fifty years, the people of New Brunswick had not any
privileges at ail. He was one of the oldest men, one of the
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ablest men who fought for those privileges, when we had undertand. The present Bil makes the qualifications $300
arrived at that time of life when we could take part in pub- in cities and towns. It requires $100 under our local law;
lic affaire. He knows that for fifty years the Legislature of and so, insted of extending the franchise, it will b. reducing
New Brunswick had no control over the Crown lande of it vory much. Agaîn, $20 rentai per annum, that wilt increase
that country; he knows that commissioners were sent out the number of votera; $300, the party beir a bond fide accu-
from England that were not responsible to the people, and pant. There is groat chance of a differonce ofopinion taking
that for fifty years after Parliament was established they place on that point. Another qualification je 8400 income from
could not soll an acre of Crown land. He knows that dele- real property in cities. In counties it will be 8150 worth
gation after delegation was sent home to England to try to of real propety-that le to say, $50 more than the provincial
get concessions. He knows that for a long time we con- qualificatiom Farmers' sons and sons-in-law are to ho
tended for municipal powers to regulate our own local enfranchised. I do not abject to that, but the sons of
affairs, and that was another matter of twenty-five artisans, fishermene' sons, merchante' sons are equally
years' contést. Those battles have been fought out, entitled and there are othor diffichît qualifications in
and now we possess a moasure of self-government and a the Bill. By a revising barrister, whether intentionaliy or
right to contrai our own affaire. Since we came into Con- otherwieo, injustice wilI b. done. 1 most sincoroly and
federation one right after another has been taken away; honostly oppose the change proposed, not from party feel-
and here is a proposal to take from the people the righte ings at ail, although I am not difforent from other mon in
which they faught for and which they now possess. Now, having party prejudices, but becauso I beievo it je one of
I think that beore hon. members from New Brunswick the most infamous measures evor introduced into a Parlia-
vote to take away the right of making the voters' liste ment. It je revolutionary; it je calculated to produce discord,
from the Provincial Government, they ought to give some and to give a party advantage-and that je the moving
reasons for it. The local authorities are botter qualified motive that prompted it, for it has been shown that there je
than any other class of mon can be to prepare the voters' no neceity whatevor for it. With reepect to the franchise,
lists. No one has denied the constitutional right of this J may eay that I am inclined ta favar a very oxtonded fran-
Parliament to make the change proposed; but it is the chie..It le the spirit of the ago in which w. live ta extend
expediency of this change we are discussing. A charter the franchiee. 1 neyer yot could underetand why there
was asked for building a railway bridge across the falls at ehould be eueh a guif fixed betweon the man who
St. John. It was an important matter, and consent was happons ta have $100 worth of roal eetate and the
granted, and constitutionally so. But yet it would have man who has not $100 worth. I cannot understand
been constitutional if the power had been withheld, although why euch a guif should be fixed betweon the mon who
the people would have been deprived of the right to build have proporty and the mon who have not property in thie
the bridge, which was in the public interest. It is more in country. We have only ta look abroad toseethat the hope
accordance with the spirit of the constitution that the fran- for the future advancement and progrese and greatness of
chises should be left with the people of the different thie country doos not depond on the monoy, doos not depend
Provinces rather than brought under the power of on the woalthy mon of the country, on tho Iand-owners of
this Parliament. Although the United States have the country alan., but upon tho young mon, with their
had an experience of 100 years, they have not strong right arme, thoir enorgy, thoir force, thoir ability ta
found it to be in the general interest to change their system, make the country groat. W. are forced ta vote an thie
and it is held that the autonomy of the different States is question, upon which I ehould like ta consuit ry consti-
thus preserved. This is another right hon. gentlemen tuents, whose opinion upon the matter of manhood enfrage,
opposite are taking away from the Provinces, and it is for instance, 1 do not know. Lt je not fair ta this Parliament
calculated, more than anything else, to create discord and or this country ta bring in a measure of such importance
cause the people to regret that they gave their interests as this, and drive it thraugh at the rate at which it has
into the hands of this Parliament. I have heard no com- been attompted ta put through this measure, and without
plaint made about the working of our municipal institu- that considoration which ought ta be given ta it. And
tions. The voters' liste could not be more simple and les after alaur conidoratian, it je only the consideration
expensive. J have never heard of a man being improperly of 210 men. W. have 5,000,000 of people in this
put on the voters' list intentionally, or left off. Those country who ouglt ta b. cansultoJ an this mensure, and
revisers entertain various views with respect to local and who ought ta have an opportunity of discussing a moasure
Dominion politics; but we do not trouble about that circum- of so much importance. Some hon, gentlemen may know
stance. If the revisers do not do thoir duty they are by intuition the opinions of their constituente, but for my
removed. No difficulty occurs .vith the existing system. part I do not know what thoy want until I coneuit thom,
The very reverse will be found to be the case with respect and I an delicate about making important changee without
to the proposed system. The revising barrister may be a knowing their wishes. Shauld we adopt thie Bill we are
stranger, and he will go about ascertaining the value of not going back ta the same constituents who sent us hero,
property and fixing the list of those entitled to vote. It for 1 know that in my own cannty, and in many othere in
will be a very objectionable system. The change is New Brunswick, a largo number of people who formerly had
revolutionary in its character, and it deals with the votes will ho diafranchied. The hon. member for Queen's
dearest rights of the people of the Province. New Bruns- states that this Bil would reduce hie votera'Et 500; ho may
wick bas sixteen mombers in this House, ton on one side and ho correct. I think not so great a numbor in proportion
six on the other-one has been removed by death-and this would b. disfranchied in my county. I do not think this
great revolution respecting the Province will be carried by measuro will inoreaso the votes of fishormen ta any extent.
a majority of two or three mon. Without wishing to point Lt wilI diefranchise those wha own $400 of pereonal property
out to them their duty, it is evident that a serions respon- in vesels, and there are few who have $100 of real estate
sibility attaches to them. Unless the very best reasons are who have not $150; it will nat change the vote of fishermon.
given for the change, unless there is some evil to be I arnopposod ta thie Bill on every principle. I arnopposed
remedied, we should hesitate before we make this change. ta the Indian enfranchisement and ta the revising rristor.
I do not know what the change will be, as to the number of I do not bolieve that in my caunty, or in any ather county
people who will be placed on the lista. Our qualifications af New Brunswick, where the people have faught the battle
for electors are very simple-$100 of real estate, $400 for municipal institutions, they want irresponeible mon ta
income and $400 personal property. We are asked ta core dawn and take charge of their own usiness, and ta
change that. for a most intricate and difficult system to say who shah and who éhah not vote. If these mon do
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wrong, to whom are they responsible ? Would they be
responsi ble to the electors of Charlotte? By no means. To
the Province of New Brunswick? By no means. Even
this Parliament unless both branches are agreed cannot
remedy the evils that may arise; they have not the
power, for these men will be fixtures. This is a retrograde
steo. We have fought for responsibility, and now the Con-
federation is proposing to put on us irresponsible men, men
we cannot reach. and we have had enough of irresponsible
officials in New Brxuswick, through family compacts, and
so on. If hon. gentlemen from the Province of New Bruns-
wick intend to support this Bill their duty is, first, to con-
vince themselves that their Province wants it, and having
satisfied themselves on that point, they would be justified in
voting for it. For my part, I am justified in voting against
it, because I do not want it, and I do not belie,7e the people
want it.

Mr. BURNS. It is refroshing to hear hon. gentlemen
say that an attempt has been made to drive the Bill through
the House. It seems to me that we have discussed this
measure-and I mean by that that the House as a body has
discussed the measure at great length indeed. Ever since
the 21st of April the House has been in committee on this
Bill, and it has been more than discussed. It has appeared
to those who have listened on this side that no serious
attempt was made by hon. gentlemen on the other side to
diseuss the measure, but that a serious attempt was made
to burk the passage of it in its entirety. Had they been
desirous for a measure of this kind, had they been solicit-
ous for what I consider the best interests of the
Dominion, they woifid have reserved all their speaking
powers-all the words they have used and wasted-until
such time as we came to what we might call the details
of the Bill. But, Sir, that they did not do. They set out
with what-I think we can truthfully say-was a policy
of obstruction, an avowed policy of obstruction. That
policy was shown clearly by the fact that hour after hour,
day after day and night after night, hon. gentlemen on the
other side treated us-not to a discussion on the merits of
the Bill, but to matters totally irrelevant thereto. But I
riae, not for the purpose of entering into any general
argument with regard to the provisions of the Bill. The
Hlouse, by a solemn vote, assented to the principles of the
Bill, and now we are in committee to discuss its details and
provisions. I rise to address myself to the observations made
by the gentlemen from my own Province, and to treat of the
resolution moved by the hon. member for St. John. I rise
for the purpose of taking issue with the statement made by
him, by the hon.member for Queen's, and by the hon. mem-
ber for Charlotte. I rise for the purpose of stating that in
my opinion the effict of this Bill would not be in any way
to restrict the franchise in New Brunswick, but largely to
extend it, and it is because it will extend the franchise in
New Brunswick that I purpose giring my vote in support
of it. The hon. gentleman from St. John stated
that under the provisions of this Bill a large class of people
will be disfranchised. He made particular allusion to
those who own property in ships, property in wood boats
on the river St. John, and.other holders of personal pro-
perty. To my mied-and I have carefully considered the
whole question-that class of persons will not be disfran-
chised. Under the provisions of the Bill, any person in
the receipt of $400 a year, any person earning that amount,
no matter from what caling or source, will be entitled to
vote, under this Bill.

Some hon. MEMBERS. No, no.
Mr. BURNS. I say, Sir, that is my reading of the Bill,

and I think my reading is the same as the reading ot it by,
at all events, all thôse on this side who give their support
to the measure, and all on this side do give their support to
the measure.
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Mr. MILLS. Supposing he made no profit ?
Mr. BURNS. It is not necessary that he should make

a profit; it is only necessary that he should earn that sum
in order to entitle him to vote. Had hon. gentlemen reserved
that question until we came to discuss the particular
part of the measure bearing upon it, they would be
enlightened on that score; but they have not chosen
to do so. They have chosen to obstruct the passage of the
measure, and to my mind they have done so because they
are afraid of an extension of the franchise. The very
best proof I eau give of that, so far as New Brunswick is
concerned, is that the hon. member for Charlotte (Mr. Gill.
mor) knows that in his constituency, which is a large fish.
ing constituency, a large number of fishermen would be
enfranchised under the operation of this Bill. Is the hon.
gentleman afraid to meet the votes of the fishermen when
he goes back ?

Mr. GILLMOR. I got two out of every three of them,
and I expect to get them if I want them.

Mr. BURNS. If the hon. gentleman got two out of
every three of them, he should respect the confidence
they reposed in him, by not opposing a measure which
will enfranchise a larger number of them. I can speak from
personal knowledge, so far as the Province of New Bruns.
wick is concerned, but more particularly with regard to the
county I have the honor to represent. There, I know as a
matter of fact, a very large number will be enfranchised. I
have carefully gone through the list of voters for that
county, which I have now before me, name by name-and I
am familiar with the name of almost every man in the
county-and I fail to find the name of one who will be
disfranchised under the operation of this Bill, while I know
of hundreds who will be enfranchised under it. Therefore,
I can only come to the conclusion that hon. gentlemen
opposite are afraid of what they call a new constitu.
ency. They would be satisfied to get here at any time, but
they are afraid, if this Bill becomes law, that the number of
voters will be so increased that there will be greater danger
of their being left at home. I feel no such danger. I feel
confident, in going back to my constituency, that the greater
tlyp number of voters the greater my majority wl be. I
prefor, Sir, that tiis Dominion should regulate its own fran.
chise; and because I prefer that, I sball support this measure.
Hon, gentlemen opposite have c'aim d that while it is consti.
tutional to pass this measure it is inexpedient to do so,
because, as they say, we should go back to the electoratle and
ask them for an expression of opinion thereon. I ask hon.
gentlemen opposite if the Government of the Province of
Ontario or the Government of the Province of New Brun.
swick thought it advisable or necessary to go back to their
constituents before bringing in a Franchise Bill dur-
ing the last Scessions of the Legislatures in those Provinces.
No, Sir, they did not. Hon. gentlemen opposite declare
that the members of this House should ba sent here under
the provincial franchises. I am net of that opinion. I
believe this House should deal with its own composition,
and not leave it to the Provincial Legislatures to declare
what qualifications Ehall be necessary for voters to scnd
representatives here. I do not think that is in accord.
ance with the dignity of the Parliament of Canala. I do
not think it is in accordance with the safety and independ-
ence of Parliament, that it should be in any way at the
mercy or under t'h cntrol of the LoDal Legislatures, no
matter how well disposed they may be. The hon. gentle-
man for Charlotte made the statement, which I took down
at the time, that all those who voted on income to the extent
of $400 a year would be disfranchised.

Mr. GILLMOR. On personal property, I said.

Mr. BURNS. Well, for my purpose it is the same thing
whether it is income or personal property. Is the hon.
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gentleman serious in saying that ? Does he mean to con-
vey to this House the impression that those who vote on $400
worth of personal property in bis county have no other means
of subsistence-have no incomes, that they are not household-
ers, occupants, tenants, merchants, ship-owners, fishermen,
farmers, or anything else ? He also stated that all those
who voted on $100 of real estate would be disfranchised.
Was the hon. gentleman serious in making that statement ?
Those statements are quite in keeping with other reckless
statements hon. gentlemen opposite have made. I do not
think they seriously consider, sometimes, what they are
going to say, but si mply aim at expressing themselves in
some way that will convey to their constituents the idea
that their liberties will be very much trampled upon by
the operation of the Bill. Hon. gentlemen on the other
side have, time after time, taunted those on this side with
sitting in silence, and not discussing the Bill. It is fresh
in the minds of hon, members of this committee that after
a week of debating-I cannot call it debating, but after a
week of reading reports and documents-after a week
of lost time, one Saturday evening arrived-and I
think those hon. gentlemen have a lively recollection
of what occurred on that evening-a few speeches
were made by members of this side, and they demo-
lished all the arguments hon. gentlemen opposite
used. We, on this side, are content to wait and
perfect the measure; we do not desire unnecessarily to oc-
cupy the time of the House; we are prepared to wait until we
reach those stages of the Bill under which it is proper for us
to express our opinions, and we then express those opinions
in a fearless and independent manner. We do what I think
hon. gentlemen opposite should do, endeavor to perfect the
Bill and make it workable, and to give the Dominion a
franchise under which it can work.

Mr. BURPEE. I wish to make a strong and solemn pro-
test against this Bill. I prefer the franchise of New Bruns-
wick referred to in the amendment before you, Mr. Chair-
man, to the franchise indicated in this measure. I prefer it
for a good many reasonq, which 1 will endeavor to state in as
fow words as I can. In the first place, it is simple; it is inex.
pensive; it is the franchise chosen by the people of the Pro-
vince. It is a franchise that has given universal satisfaction
in that Province, and they have never asked for any other.
To give you an idea, Mr. Chairman, of how they make up
the voters' lists, and to show the House the simplicity
and the fairness and the honesty of it, I will state
briefly how it is done. In the first place, the county
council appoint three valuators for the county.
These valuators value the property in the whole
cDunty. The different parishes send two members each to
the county municipality, and these three valuators are
appointed by the whole municipality, so that the valuation
in the whole county may be uniform, and that no parish
can adopt a valuation different from another. These valua-
tors go through the county every third year. Then assessors
are appointed for each parish, who go through each parish
every year and value the property. According to the
law of New Brunswick, the municipality also appoints
two revising officers, and these two appoint a third. They
are bound, by law, to check the assessors' liste, to take
from them the people who have not property enough to
enable them to vote. In New 'Brunswick a man is
entitled to vote who bas $100 worth of real estate, in con-
trast with this proposed Bill, which proposes to make it
$150. New Brunswick gives a vote also to a man who bas
$400 worth of personal property, or pereonal property and
real estate combined; and as there is no personal property
qualification in this Bill, in those two classes alone a large
number of persons will be disfranchised. The hon. member
for Gloucester (Mr. Burns) claimed that he prefers this
Bill to the New Brunswick franchise. I read the law very

Mr. BURNj.

differently. I believe it will disfranchise a very large num-
ber, principally of the two classes to which I have referred.
This iBili readjusts and decreases the franchise. In the towns,
some small tenants will be enfranchised, and in the factory
towns there will be quite a number of this class, which is
the only additional class that will be enfranchised under
this law. In fact, this Bill will take the franchise from the
bone and sinew of the country and give it to the floating
population, who are the tenants in small towns and in the
factory towns; it will give, practically, to the owners of
factories, the parties through whom this Government are
seeking to control the country, the control of the voting
power, at the expense of the bone and sinew of the country.
It is a revolutionary measure, a measure which I cannot
characterise in fit terms. If I were to read to you some
letters I have received this day, you would, Sir, declare
that the language by which the writers characterise the
principles of this Bill to be out of order. I assure you, that
instead of obstructing the business of the House, by calling
the attention of this House and the country to the objectiona-
ble features of this Bill, hon. gentlemen on this side have not
done their duty; they have not sufficiently educated the
country with regard to its defects, and every day proves
that more and more plainly. The only great merit claimed
for this Bill in the first discussion was that it would make
a uniform franchise for the whole Dominion. I do not think
it will. It will fail to make a uniform franchise. Make
the figures supposed to represont the value of the property
qualification exactly the same in the different Provinces,
scattered, as they are, from the Atlantic to the Pacific, with
so. many differen t circumstances, contlitions and values. It
will not only fail to make it uniform but it will increase the
friction between these different Provinces. The more
latitude you give to the Provinces to do do their local busi-
ness in their own way, the less friction you will have; and
the stronger you endeavor to bind them together by Acts of
Parliament the more friction you will have. Under this
Bill the voters' list is to be made up by an officer appointed
by this Government, who is not obliged to take the assessors'
list for a foundation, who may put on or take off any
names ho thinks proper, who is not amenable to any person
for having done what ho thinks proper. There is no appeal
on matters of fact, and though there is said to be an appeal
on points of law, it can only take place with the consent of
the man whose decision is to be appealed against. I regret
to see the misstatement in some of the Government papers
in New Brunswick-some which are said to be organs of the
Government, some of which are controlled by members of
this House, some of whom are contributors to thom-
that there is an appeal in matters of fact as well as in mat-
tors of law. I am sorry to see these misstatements reite-
rated, because some people will believe them. The appeal,
even if it be allowed, will be so expensive that not one
man in five hundred will take advantage of it. In fact,
there is no appeal at ali. You can suppose a Province in
which there is not a member supporting the Govern-
ment. Who is to appoint the revising barrister? Some
outsider, perhaps, from some other Province, and you
can imagine the friction that yill be occasioned by this lino
of action. I know of several counties that have not a bar-
rister of five years' standing qualified for the position, and
in which there are no resident jadges. According to ithe
interpretation of the Prime Minister, the Government will
have to send a revising barrister from another county, and
the man most likely to be sent is a red-hot partisan, and
you may imagine the amount of indignation that will be
occaeioned by those appointments. I will vote fer the
amendment to the amendment, and if that fails I will vote
for the amendment. I believe that every Province should
have the privilege of electing its own delegates in its own
way. If we had a logislative union this measure would be
a necessity, but this is a federal union, and my strongest
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objection to the measure is that it is a direct blow at the several days' debate, and it is my opinion that three-fourths
federal union of the different Provinces. I believe this of the members of this House did not know the full extent
measure is sapping and mining the foundation upon which of the provisions of the Bill until after several days'
this Confederation rests. If this line of legislation is con- debate. During those three days, upon which we discuss3d
tinued, no Acte of Parliament will bind these Provinces the merits of the Bill upon the second reading, I ask you
together very long. It has been asserted, and it bas not been if we had fair play. During one or two nights were we not
contradicted, that the Premier is not a federal unionist, but kept here until six o'cloek in the morning, and on other
is in favor of a legislative union. I have not heard him say so days until hours long past midnight ? It was impossible
in so many words, but the lino of conduct followed by the for any hon. gentleman on this side to be heard. The noise,
party he leads certainly leads me to that concluison. the cat-calls, the songe and the revelry of all description
Ever since we came into the Union we have been indulged in by supporters of the Government made it
drifting in that direction. Laws have been continually impossible for hon. gentlemen on this side of the House to
made in this House that entrenched, little by little, discuss this matter intelligently, and yet we are accused of
upon the rights of the Provinces. I know that a different obstruction. Sir, I ask you if that accusation is in accordance
construction was put upon Dominion rivers, and upon with the facts. Instead of being confined to three days in dis-
railways. Formerly, a Dominion river was a river dividing cussing the second reading of the Bill we should have had a
two provinces, or dividing a Province .from a State; week. On the fourth day we were limited in our discussion,
but that has been changed, and at present the Domi- for upon the motion to go into committee it was ruled that
nion takes charge of every stream and every river. For- we could not discuss the merits of the Bill. The second week
merly, a Dominion railway was construed to be a railway we went into committee. What is a committee for, either
that united two or more Provinces, but now the Dominion in England or here? It is where we are to deliberate as to
has taken charge of nearly all the railways. Acts dealing the particular sections of a Bill, where we ask questions and
with purely local railways have been disallowed. Uncon- ascertain the real meaning of the words contained in the
stitutional Acts regulating and licensing the liquor several sections. Was that discussion afforded ? No. After
traffie have been passed, and so, from one thing to twelve o'clock on the first day it was impossible to hear
another, the Dominion has gone on encroaching anything; discussion was entirely dropped. On the second
upon provincial rights. This measure now before us night the tactice wore changed. Hon. gentlemen came
appears to be an advanced measure-an advanced entrench- here with pillows, with beds, and they said they were going
ment-from which, I suppose, a last attack will be made to sleep. Some hon. gentlemen brought lunches with
upon provincial autonomy. I do think that the smaller them and said they were going to eat and sleep
Provinces are in danger. I will not say anything about and let us talk till we were tired. Was it possible
Quebec. They are numerous enough in Quebec to take for us to discuss the details and obtain explana-
care of themselves, but I do believe that the only safety of tions whenf our remarks wore being drowned by cat-calls,
the smaller Provinces is in keeping up the federal union. cock-crowing, songs and revelry, during the first few days?
The Quebec people may take care of themselves, but if After that hon. gentlemen opposite went to sleop. Is that
they assist the right hon. Premier gradually to encroach obstructing? If so, it is all behind the Government. It is
upon the rights of the Provinces, the time will come unfair to educate the people by the press that the Opposi-
when Quebec will rue her present course. I am mistaken tion have been obstructing the business of the House. I
if she does not before long awake to the fact that she has say we have not. The Premier himself declared that it
gone so far in that direction that it will be impossible to would take a whole Session to satisfactorily discuse arecode. For instance, take this Bill. The Premier has told Bill of this description. He told us, however, that this was
us very plainly that he was in favor of female franchise. the old Bill, with a few amendmonts. But when we came
We are informed that the members from the Province of to look at it we found it was not the old Bill. Was theQuebec are against female suffrage almost unanimously. I tribal Indian in the old Bill? No. It was a new provision.ask the reprosentatives from Quebec how long it will be, It is true that in the second week of the discussion, inif the Premier romains in power and carries out his policy, answer to almost defiant speeches from this side, a few hon.before woman suffrage wiil be made the law of the land. It gentlemen opposite spoke. But they did not ex plain any-will not be long. There are other ways in which their thing. Tho hon. member for Algoma explained that hoprivileges will be encroached upon, and I ask you, gentle- knew nothing about the Bill; ho demonstrated that factmen, in your own interests, to assist the smaller Provinces most conclusively, because ho gave a construction within resisting this encroachment upon their rights. I say it regard to Indians which the Premier said was not in theis a privilege, according to the federal constitution, for each Bill. We have been badly and unfairly treated in accusa.Province te ele3t its own delegates, in its own way, to tions having been thrown across the floor which were con-reprosent its own interests. For the last eighteen years trary to the facts. The hon. momber for Kent, N. B. (Mr.the Provinces have enjoyed that privilege, and it has worked Landry), who is generally fair-minded and always voluble,satisfactorily. There has been no good reason shown for poured out a volume of speech that was overwhelming; itchanging it. I know of no reason in the world why it was a perfect torrent of words-a blizzard of words. Ishould be changed, excepting it be for party purposes. really was alarmed for the safety of the hon. gentle-Now, I say that if that is the only reason it is not a good man, as ho was so much in earnest. He, like the hon.reason. The hon. member for Gloucester (Mr. Barns) member for Algoma, proved that be knew nothing aboutmade a serious charge of obstruction against this side the Bill, and ho had to be put right by the leader ofof the Hlouse. He says we have obstructed the the Government. Thon the hon. member for King'sbusiness of this louse. Sir, the facts of the case con-- (Mr. Foster) rose. He is always calm, deliberate, andtradict that assertion. What are the facts? This Bill did grammatically correct, and ho made a long speech, evidentlynot receive its second reading uniil the 16th day of last timed by the clock, so as to allow the Premier to speak andmonth, after we had been in session for nearly three months, him alone that night, which only terminated a few minutesand when we ought to have been roady to wind up the hefore twelve, and ho again proved that ho knew nothing aboutaffairs of the Session and go home. Thon it was thrown the Bill; that ho had been out of the House, though not,
in upon us, with only a few minutes' explanation; in fac t, perhaps, asleep. I need not refer to other hon. members,with no explanation at all. We were net told what the bocause even the Secretary of State, on the ver' first day orprovisions of the Bill were. I say deliberately that 1 did two of the debate, proved that ho did not understand thenot know what the provisions of the Bill were until after Bill. He explained it in a way different from its pro-
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visions. I hope, therefore, hon. gentlemen opposite will
not charge us with obstructing this Bill. Unless there is a
change, three weeks longer will be occupied in getting this
measure into their heads. We were not allowed sufficient
time at the second reading; I had not then an opportunity
of speaking upon the general principals of the Bill, and I
shall have to protest against every section, and especially to
afflrm this amendment which refers to my Province; and I
know that if this Bill passes a wave of indignation will
sweep over that Province, such as never swept over it before,
and there is quite enough indignation there already.

Mr. LANDRY (Kent). When I heard hon. gentlemen
from the Province of New Brunswick, previous to the last
Speaker, address the Chair on this Bill, I was rather dis-
posed to compliment them on the general tone they had
adopted, and on the fact that their speeches were a contrast
-without being egotistical, as coming from the same Pro-
vince myself-to those of many hon. gentlemen from the
other Provinces, who spoke on that side of the House, and
to say that they had been eminently fair in the discussion
of this Bill. I say this in the presence of hon. gentlemen
on this side representing that Province; but I do not know
but the last speaker bas taken a little from the sincerity with
which I would have uttered that remark. If he had pro-
ceeded throughout bis speech as he did for the first half or
three-quarters of an hour, and if he had not concluded his
remarks as he did, I would have been in a position to have
uttered this sentiment with more sincerity than I am able
to do, after listening to bis speech. But it does seem to me
strange that the hon, gentleman should conclude his speech
by excluding everybody on this side from those who knew
anything about this Bill, and by saying that for the last
three or four weeks hon. gentlemen opposite had been
enlightening members on this side, including members
of the Government, as to the provision of this Bill.
If it is enlightenment it is really a source of the
greatest inconsistency with their action with regard to the
different sections of the Bill, and if it is enlightenment I
must confess that I must be even more ignorant than they
say, for I certainly cannot understand that kind of enlighten-
ment. If it were necessary, their speeches could be taken
up, and it could be shown that their inconsistencies and
contradictions in the course of the debate were so great
that there could not be a great deal of enlightenment,
because one member uttered one thing and the next some-
thing entirely dffferent, and so on throngh the whole discus-
sion. Now, a few days ago some hon. gentlemen from the
other side-I will not mention them, because there were too
many of them, though not all of them-found fault with the
hon. member for King's, P. B. I.; they said that he was
entirely inconsistent, and they asked him why he did not
adopt the amendment of the hon. member for North Norfolk,
which included what he was asking for, and did the same
work as his amendment. Since then we have found two
more amendments, moved by these hon. gentlemen who
found fault with him. They allow their colleagues and
friends, those who are in sympathy and harmony with
them in opposing this Bill, to go back and move similar
sub-amendments as the hon. member for Prince Edward
Island, with whom they found fault. I made an exception
of the hon. gentleman for New Brunswick, and I do yet. I
say that those gentlemen,with the exception of the hon. mem-
ber for unbury, who did not devote himself entirely to
the principles of the measure, discussed in a fair spirit;
and the only fault I can find with them is, that they
have too great confidence in the utterances of gentlemen
on that side, and that they look with too much suspicion
on anything that comes from this side. Some of them
admitted, on the second reading of the Bill, that they
did not know anything about it; they said that we
spoke little upon the measure, but they swallowed
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everything that was said by speakers on that side,
some of whom pronounced the Bill to be an outrageous
measure. They do not use their own judgment; and, not
knowing anything about the measure, as some of them
admitted, they still have implicit confidence in all they are
told by their leaders and colleagues, and they use the same
strong words in discussing the Bill. They say it is out-
rageous, tyrannical, revolutionary, and they describe it by
a number of other words, with which they are very familiar,
but which I cannot pretend to repeat; they have swallowed
all that; they repeat all these words as being absolutely
true, but without advancing any argument to show that
they are true. Where is the revolutionary character of
this measure? low long have we been discussing it
since we came to the third section. I have not kept
time, but it is a long time; and what have we been
discussing? We have been discussing just one clause, as to
who shall be entitled to vote, who shall be put on the register,
and that having reference to a person being at the full age of
twenty-one years, if he be not otherwise disqualified by this
Act, or some other Act of the Dominion. Now, it appears to
me that if there had been no intention of obstruction-this is
my candid opinion-if there only had been a desire on the
part of these hon. gentlemen to perfect this Bill, to make it
as perfect as it could be, to offer such amendments as they
sincerely believed would have the effect of amending it, in
the way of making it more perfect, they would have said:
Let that go; surely we cannot say that twenty-one years of
age is not the right age. Then they would come to the
next part of the clause, that he must be a British subject,
by birth or naturalisation, and they would say: Is that
reasonable, and if it is, let that go. Then he must be the
owner ofreal property of the value of $300; and as to that
there might be some difference of opinion. If hon. gentle-
men are not engaged in obstruction, if it is their purpose to
amend the Bill and submit to the majority, if they are
not simply obstructing it to such an extent, either to make
the Government abandon it, or obstructing it in such a
way that it cannot be passed at all, if that is not
the object, why not let those things which are not
objectionable pass, and when they come to the others,
discuss them in a reasonable and rational way. Why not,
if $30L- is too high, say so; or, if they think it is too low,
let them say so, and offer amendments accordingly, and let
the majority decide whether their amendments shall be
accepted. In that case we, on this side, or at ail events I,
myself, would come to the conclusion that it was a reason-
able and legitimate discussion, a proper discussion, one
which tended to enlighten the members of the House, and
that they were trying to make the Bill perfect. But nothing
of that kind bas been done, and here we have been on a
section as to whether these persons shall be twenty-one
years of age, whether they shall have the other necessary
qualifications -we have been kept here for three days or
more-

Mr. MILLS. No.
Mr. L ANDRY. Well, I have not kept the time, but it is

a long time, at any rate, and some hon. members beside me
say it is three days.

An hou. MEMBER. Yes it is.
Mr. LIANDRY. The hon. member for .Bothwell says no,

and I do not know whether he means that I have over-
stated the time or not.

Mr. MILLS. What I say is, that we propose to adopt
the provincial franchises. That has been the subject under
discussion, and the hon. gentleman knows that if we adopt
the amendment of the hon. member for North Norfolk we
could not adopt the first clause of the Bill.

Mr. LANDRY. Let us take the first clause of this Bill,
and I venture to say there is not a Province in the Dominion
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which has not, as one of the qualifications of a voter, that he
must be twenty-one years of age, that he must not be other-
wise disqualified from voting, and therefore I say, why
should not hon. gentlemen let that pass. That is my view,
at any rate, and hon. gentlemen can have theirs. I have
alluded to this matter and to the course of hon. gentlemen
opposite, as a reason why I think this is a system of obstruc-
tion. But why are they ashamed to acknowledge that it is a
system of obstruction. I wish to speak frankly and can-
didly, and I say that if I were on the other side of the
louse, if I had declared as loudly as they have declared

that this Bill is an outrage, that it is an attempt at tyranny,
that it is a revolutienary measure, and if I thought that,
although myself and my friends were in a minority in this
House, we represented the views of the majority of the
people in that matter, if I were using every means to pre-j
vent the Bill from passing, even if it kept this Parliament
sitting bere for six or even nine months, I would
admit at once that it was obstruction; that we would take
every opportunity to oppose it, that we would not allow one
clause, one line or one word to pass, without obstructing it.
What for ? For the purpose of killing it. I would stand or
fali on it, and i would let the country know and believe
that that was our object. I would not pretend that I was
not obstructing it ; I would not pretend that I was act-
ing so simply for the purpose of making the measure
botter, of perfecting the moasure, of enlightening the
people or the House, and making the country understand
it. I would simply say that I had convinced mysolf that
it was an outrageous and a revolutionary measure.

Mr. MILLS. Hear, hoar.
Mr. LANDRY. I say that I would say that, after beingi

convinced of it-after being convinced that, though boingi
in a minority, I still represented the sentiments of thei
country and, believing that as I do, I am going to throw1
myself on that sentiment in the country, and I will obstructi
this Bill in every way I know how. I would not be
ashamed of it; if]. was obstrueting it I would say so ; that-
is the difference between hon. gentlemen opposite and me.i
Perhaps their course is botter; I do not say anything asi
to that. Perhaps it is letter to say, as they do:
We want this thing to go on-we want legitimate and fairi
discussion of this measure. What does that mean ? Does
it mean two or three or four months ? I do not know.
There are partisans on both sides of this louse, no doubt.1
There are partisans on that side strong enough to believe
what they say, and there are strong partisans on this side,
perhaps; but there is a sentiment in this ountry that ist
not controlled by partisans, and I believe that sentimenti
will come to the conclusion that the system pursued on thei
other side is obstruction. ilon. gentlemen may deny it, butE
it is not their denial that will be scepted; it is by their actsj
and their conduct that they will be judged. So far as Newî
Brunswick is concerned, I think hon. gentlemen have dis.1
cussed fairly the case of that Province, and have endeavoredi
to show that New Brunswick is going to suffer under thisf
Bill. I give them credit for sincerity, but I think theyt
have done that, not from studying the Bill, but from hear-1
ing the incessant cry that it is so-saying that so many(
clever men will know, or they would not assert it, andc
therefore they believe it. What does the Bill do, in thet
matter of New Brunswick, to make is so revolutionary and to»
make it so objectionable? It does much to extend the fran-N
chiso-is there any harm in that? lon gentlemen say it is1
something outrageous, and the last speaker said it would be sot
resisted by the people that the Conservatives would not
come back to the Parliament of Canada again. That shouldc
b9 all the botter for them, and for the country, if theyv
represent public sentiment. Al this only goos to show1
what I said a littie While ago, that they look with too much
suspicion at what comes from this side of the House. IfJ

this same measure had come from the leader of the Govern-
ment of New Brunswick there would not have been a word
said against it. Look at the Bill as it passed the Lower
House in New Brunswick. It would not only change the
franchise for the election of members to tho Legislature of
New Brunswick, but the franchise for the election of mem-
bers to this flouse alseo; yet these hon. gentlemen did not
say a word against it. There is a littie difference between
that measure and this as to property; but what does it
signify whether the property qualification is 840 or $50,
higher or lower ? It is not sufficient to say that it is a revo-
lutionary measure; it is a small matter whether the pro-
perty qualification should be $100 or $150. That Bill also
provides for a revising barrister-not exactly in the same
words as are used in this Bill, and not precisely with the
same machinery, but the revising barrister is the tribunal
of last resort, and he is an appointee of the Government, to
be removed for cause only.

An hon. MEMBER. Not during pleasure.

Mr. LANDRY. Yes; during pleasure and for cause. Lot
the hon. gentleman read the measure again, and ho will
find those very words. The revising barrister is, there, not
to be removed by another party but the party that
appointed him. Now, if a Bill of this kind passed in this
flouse can bc used for a party purpose, surely a similar
measure passed by another Ilouse ca be used for a party
purpose in the same way. Therefore, my hon. friends from
the Province of New Brunswick would' not have made that
objection against the Bill if it had been proposed by some
one else, bat ho simply does so because it was proposed on
this side of the House. Another argument used by the last
speaker, as well as by a large number of othors, is that we
ought to give to the different Provinces all the latitude we
can give them. I do not agree with that idea of making
these difforent Provinces feel that is their interest to be
separate and isolated from the rest of the Dominion, and
that they are not te work in harmony with the rest of the
Dominion. We should teach the different Provinces that there
is a community of interest and sentiment among thom, that
we are bore representing the whole Dominion-I, represent.
ing a constituency in New Brunswick, feeling that I also
represent British Columbia, and a gentleman from British
Columbia, feeling that ho also represents New Brunswick,
we should teach the lesson that we represent a nation, a
Dominion ; we should teach thom, by our legislation and by
our speeches bore, and on the hustings, that we belong to a
great nationality, or te what is teobe a great nationality in
the future, and that their representatives come hre in the
interest of everybody in the country, not seeking for the
interests of the particular part of the country they repre.
sent, against the interests of every other part of the country.
And when we come here, representing the whole Dominion,
as we do, and a question of this kind comes before the
House, is it not botter that the people should be taught that
it is safe in the hands of their representatives-that the
franchise of the Province of Nova Scotia is perfectly safe in
the hands of the representatives who come from the Pro.
vince of Ontario, and that the franchise of the Province of
Quebec is safe in the hands of the representatives of the
other Provinces, in conjunction with thoir own representa.
tives, than to teach them the reverse ? Is it not botter to
do that than te say: Don't trust the people of Nova Scotia.
with the franchise of Ontario; they are hostile to you and
will be inimical to your interests ? Do not let us teach them
that. Let us teach them that we are here on an equal footing
-that our interests are identical. If there be some different
circumstances which require to be treated in a different
way from the rest, let us have proper regard to them; but
let the case b placed before Parliament as before fair.
minded men. I speak of the country as a whole, and I say
let us teach the people that the intereste of one part of thig
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Dominion are safe in the hands of the representatives of an-
other part; and when you teach the people a lesson like that,
you do something of much greater importance, even, than
to pass a Franchise Bill. There is no botter educator than
legislation; the people learn from their representatives,
from the speeches they make, and from their legislation-
I was going to say more than in any other way; they look
up to them and pay respect to whatever opinions they
express; and their representatives ought to so conduct
themselves that the people will have faith in their actions
and in their sincerity to serve them. In view of these con-
siderations, is it not mach botter for this Dominion to have
its own franchise, that is not subject to interference by
another Legislature, which may be to-day a Liberal and
to-morrow a Conservative Legislature ? We should have
the control of the franchise and make use of it in a legiti-
mate way, not hostilely to British Columbia, or to Ontario,
or to Quebec, or to Nova Scotia, or to New Brunswick, but
friendly to every body. I think that is the sentiment to
inculcate in the minds of the people, and not that, if Quebec
only lets go what she bas, she will go to the wall; that she
is jealous of ber rights-that was a soft spot, and they took
advantage of it-and if Quebec once let this right go,
Ontario would get the whole, and the people of Ontario are
so hostile to the people of Quebec that if they once get a
chance, if they once get a warranty to do it, they will drive
the people of Quebec to the wall. It seems to me that is
not a proper utterance to make in this Parliament. The
proper position to lake is to say thkt the Province of
Ontario will take 0no advantage, will never make use of that
greater strength it is possessed of for the purpose of driving
the Province of Quebec, or any other Province, to the wall.
Let us feel that our lot is being thrown in together and that
we will deal with it in that way. That is the proper educa-
tion, it seems to me, that should be given to these different
Provinces, and for that reason we ought to have control of
our franchise. There is nothing more calculated to create
discord and animosity between Provinces than for one to feel
that another bas a high franchise-than, for instance, New
Brunswick to feel that she sends representatives bore on
a high franchise, while a neighboring Province sends repre-
sentatives on a low franchise.

Mr. MILLS. That is her own concern.

Mr. LANDRY. Suppose the next day New Brunswick
says : We will try to equalise with our neighbors, and we
will lower our franchise down to theirs ; and the other
Province says ; We will raise ours. The one comes down
to-day and the other goes up to-morrow. Do you pretend
that we are bore to say we do not knòw what are the con-
cerns of the different Provinces ?* I would be ashamed to
admit that I do not represent New Brunswick here as much
as I would in the Local Legislature. I feel that I
represent it more, b3cause this is a more important Par.
liament. I would be loath to think I do not represent
New Brunswick quite as much here as I would in the
Local Legislature, in matters that pertain to us-I do not
mean in matters that pertain to the Provinces. In matters
that belong to them, in the matter of electing their own
mombers for their own Houses, I would not have anything
to say here ; but in the election of members for this House
I would be loath to admit that I do not know as much
about that as they do. I do not mean to say that I would
not take lessons from what they have done or what they
say, but I would do so for the purpose of trying to equalise
with the other Provinces on as equal a level as we possibly
could, always remembering that if any one Province or
section could show any exceptional circumstances I would
have proper regard in legislating f:r those exceptional cir-
cumstances. I do not believe in forcing a strict, rigid
measure for every body. It may be said that I have dealt
in generalities and not in details, but I do not think thiis is

Mr, LAN;DrY(£ont),

the proper place to deal in details. The only details are
the details of twentyone years of age, and of naturalised
British subjects, so far as this clause is concerned. If,
by-and-bye, there should be an armendment, making a
$300 basis, or $250, or $500, and it is necessary to discuss
it, we can thon discuss it ; but there is no necessity now,
that we should enter into every detail of the Bill. I would
not have spoken at this time only I know that hon. gentle-
men opposite who have spoken have friends in New Bruns-
wick; I know that they reprosent a large and respectable
body there-I do not wish to disparage them or belittle
their position in any way, or the great interest they repre-
sent-and when they spoke of this measure as such an out-
rageons one I felt called upon to reply. I admit these bon.
gentlemen represent a large and influential and highly
intelligent party, but while they do that I think it is only
right, when they make utterances in this entirely one-sided
manner, and their friends make it their business to publish
those utterances, that they should not be published without
our showing that there are two views in this House, and
that when they say it is an outrageons and revolutionary
measure they are not justified in so describing it by any
fair comparison with any electoral measure in New Bruns-
wick. Some of their leaders, however, have been talking
about the iniquities of this Bill so long these hon, gentle-
men have ultimately become convinced that, if not entirely
convinced themselves, it would be a good thing to try and
convince the country that the measure is of this nature, and
thus, in any case, they would benefit by it. There is nothing
in this Bill to justify the language used by those hon. gen-
tlemen in its regard; and for my part I am ready to take
the full responsibility of it, and discuss it at the hustings,
when the timo comes.

Mr. IRVINE. The bon. gentleman who bas just taken
his seat bas delivered bis second lecture, having dolivered
bis first on last Saturday, and I confess ho stood a little
higher in my estimation before than ho does now, after
having given these two lectures. The lecture ho bas just
given was a very good one, and this is the proper place to
offer it, but the audience to which ho ought to deliver it
was not present. Before attempting again to deliver a lecture
on the unity of the various members of the Confederacy
-and 1 quite agree hoecan do the subject justice-he should
wait until the First Minister is in bis seat. Before we
formed part of the Confederacy we knew something of the
bickerings and troubles that existed in old Canada, and had
not the slighest intention of sharing in those troubles, trials
and bickerings ; we had not the slighest intention, when
we entered the Union, to throw fuel upon the fire which
bai been kindled many years ago. The hon. gentleman
must know, as well as every hon. gentleman on the opposite
side of the House, with some of whom I have conversed
upon this very subject, the real motive of this Bill.
When I conversed with the bon. gentleman, as two
hon. gentlemen would with one another, in reference
to a uniform franchise, I stated I had no objection to it,
if it was thought necessary to promote the satisfactory
working out of our federal principle. Heo said: Do
yon not see the point? It is the old fond between the Mowat
Government and the Federal Government; it is the old quar-
rel of supremacy; it is an attempt to take the control from
the local authorities and place it in the Fedoral Parliament.
It is a fight of revenge. Now, it is rather too bad that the
Maritime Provinces, who have always been a law-abiding
and peace-loving people, should be brought into a quarrel
that concerns these two parties. We have no desire to inter-
fere in the petty feuds between Mr. Mowat and the First
Minister. As I stated, the bon. gentleman delivered a lec-
ture, but ho should have waited until the First Minister was
in bis seat. If he cannot get the First Minister in his place
ho should go to bis office or to his room.
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Mr. MITORBELL. I hope that hon. gentlemen on this much grace does the charge of obstruction come from sup-

aide of the louse will not interrupt. We all got a fair hear. porters of the Government, when that Government kept us
ing, and on this New Brunswick question we are conduct- here during the first month of the Session, and only kept
ing this discussion on argument, and I hope the hon. Parliament sitting sixty-five hours. Were they economising
gentleman will be listened to patiently, as we were. time thon ? Surely, if they expected this Bill should be

passed at this Session, would it not have been brought down
Mr. IRVINE. I thank the hon. gentleman for his inter- earlier? It is stated here that the First Minister said, a few

ference. The hon. member for Gloucester (Mr. Burns) years ago, that to pass this Franchise Bill was the work of
accused the hon. member for Charlotte (5fr. Gillmor) of a Session. If ho made that statement, that to pass this Bill
misrepresenting this question, in regard to the county of would be the work of a Session, with what grace does the
Charlotte, and said that ho was afraid to have the franchise hon. member for Kent, N.B. (Mr. Landry) stand up and
widened for fear that he would not get his proportion of attempt to lecture this House upon obstruction ? After that
votes at the next election. I do not understand the hon. right hon. gentleman had made so many abortive attempts
gentleman's logic. I think my hon. friend from Charlotte to pass a Franchise Bill, and was thon obliged to withdraw
differs from the hon. gentleman in this respect, that while it, what does ho mean by bringing down this measuro, after
the member for Charlotte wishes to have the sole control three months of the Session, minus twel vo days, have passed,
vested in the local authorities, the member for Gloucester is and expect us to pass it ? After the Government and their
willing to transfer that jurisdiction to the Federal Parlia- supporters had frittered away many daysof the Session, then
ment. He wishes to transfer the fixing of the franchise for they attempt to pass this measure, in face of the fact
New Brunswick to the British Columbians, the Nova that all the important business of the Session still
Scotians, the Ontarians and the Quebecers. We want to romains unattended to. It is contemptible-I use
keep it in the hands ofour own people. I cannot say that this the word unhesitatingly, as the only one that
Franchise Bill is an old friend of mine, but I can recognise describes their conduct. Besides that, if they had any
it as a very old acquaintance. I have been acquainted with it respect for themselves, or the hon. gentlemen on this side
for three years, but I think older parliamentarians, who have of the House, or the feelings of the people of this country,
been in the House since 1867, have had a longer acquaintance the blood of whose sons redden the snows of the North-West,
with it than I have. It made its first appearance in the they would have taken another opportunity to introduce
very first Session of the very first Parliament of the Union, this Bill. Tho First Minister muast have known, when ho
and has been a regular visitor since. It strikes me as said it would take a Session to pass this Bill, that it was
exceedingly strange why, if it was a necessity then, as a not an easy matter to carry through; ho must have known
part of the machinery required to work out the Union, it that there was a great deal of bickering and bitterness
was not taken up when the people came from the various between the Ontario Government and the Federal Govern-
Provinces that formed the Confederacy, free of prejudice ment; ho must have known the bitter feeling this Bill
and partisanship, and when the First Minister was in the would excite; ho must have known that the men whom ho
prime of life. I can only account for its not having been was going to injure by this Bill, would fight to the death.
passed thon by the fact that the hon. gentlemen who formed I would call them poltroons if they did not. If I wore
the first and the second and the third Parliament who were Paterson of Brant-excuse me for mentionirg his name-if
men sent by independent constituencies to maintain their 1 were that hon, gentleman, before I would allow a Bill of
independent position in this Parliament, were really inde- that kind to pass I would die in my tracks. This is a
pendent, and thatthe hon. gentleman had not thon the servile measure that we have great difficulty in understanding. It
following of which he boasts to-day. They were men whom ho is one of a very peculiar character. It is one some of the
could not handle, men who respected their rights, and who clauses of which have been very summarily dealt with.
could not bc trampled upon. In order to trace the history When I look at the summary manner in which the First
of the measure, i will quote a few words from the speech Minister dispo-ed of the clauses enfranchising women, I am
made by the hon. member for South Wellington a few days astonished. We heard the hon. gentleman state in this
ago. (Extract quoted.) It was stated by the hon. member louse that ho was in favor of enfranchising the women ;
for Westmoreland that the franchise was not fixed by law. that it was only a question of time. He said: This will not
the section under which the franchise is fixed in the several carry.
Provinces I will read. (The hon. gentleman read section Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh, oh.
40 of the Dominion Elections Act, 1874.) These were the
views that the Liberal Govemrnment held, and they are the Mr. IRVINE. I am discussing the clause respecting the
views I hold now. I believe that the people are the best enfranchisement of women, and I say it was summarily dis.
judges of how the whole work should be done; therefore, I posed of.
believe in retaining the present system, that has worked so Some hon. MEMBER3. Oh, oh.well for eighteen years. The hon. member for Lincoln
(Mr. IRykert) harped a great deal upon the expense the Mr. IRVINE. I really think, Mr. Chairman, yen should
Opposition were putting this country to in discussing this name some hon. members.
measure. Whenever the Government want anything done Mr. CHAIRMAN. Hon. gentlemen will keep order.of a doubtful character, or of a doubtful meaning, they Mr. KIRK. Who is obstructing now?generally choose the hon. member for Lincoln, and there is
no one can do it with a botter grace thon ho can. He Mr. IRVINE. I contend that this is about the way hon.stated, in glowing terms, that we were putting this country gentlemen opposite obstruct the Bill. It does not add muchto a great expense. I beg to say that, so far as I am con- to the dignity of this Chamber. I was discussing the sum-cerned, I believe Iam paying my own expenses. I believe my mary way in which the First Minister dropped the clausetime hore, and the time of.the hon. gentlemen of this House, to enfranchise women. I thought it was very summarilyand of the memsengers and reporters-of all who are paid by disposed of. At once ho stated very plainly that the clausesalary-whether we romain a longer or a shorter time, would be lost, and of course ho anticipated that result. I dodoes not make any difference in the expenses of the not know but that some good-looking damsel had dancedcountry. I believe that ail the additional expense involved before him, and bad made him give a rr'ah promise, andis merely the printing of what we say, and I am sure, so far in order to carry out the promis l he had toai I am personally concerned, I care very little whether it go so far, and no further. Whon the Bill was introduced hois printed or not; I do uot care a rap about it, With how put in that clause and intended to get ri4 of it in the most
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aummary manner. I confess that the provisions of the Bill
have been rather imperfectly understood. There are some
clauses that I frankly confess I am unable to understand. I
remember a long time was spent on the Indian clause. I
was a little surprised that a week ago last Saturday, after
so mucli had been said on that clause, there was such a mis.
understanding between hon. members who ought to under-
stand it. I heard many speeches, but I was unable to
understand the clause, knowing but very little of the Indian
character and of the Indian laws; of course, I knew the
Indians were under the control and supervision of the
federal authorities.

An hon. MEMBER. Oh, oh.

Another hon. MEMBER. He is tight.

Mr. IRVINE. I think men who are tight should be
somewhere else. I do not think the Chamber is a place for
maudlin drunkards. I stated, a week ago last Saturday, that
the Indian question was not perfectly understood; perhaps
it was better understood by other lon. gentlemen than by
myself; but up to that day we had not a very correct
knowledgo of what vas in the Bill. A prominent lawyer
stated that while he did not know what changes were
intended, the Bill as printed gave the right to vote to every
Indian on the reservations in the old Provinces. That
was denied by some hon. gentlemen opposite. I would
refer for a moment to the speech of the hon. member
for Kent, N.B. (Mr. Landry). His speech of last Saturday
did him very little credit. He very severely reprimanded
hon. gentlemen on this side of the Hlouse, and it turned out
that the hon. gentleman had misunderstood the clause of
the Bill under consideration. In that respect his remarks
were similar to those of the hon. member for Algoma, the
hon. member for East Grey and the hon. member for
King's, N.B.

Mr. LABROSSE. Mr. Chairman, I believe the hon.
gentleman does not confine his remarks to the question
which is before the Committee.

Mr. CHA[RHAN. I thirk the hon. gentleman bas a
right to reply to the observations of the hon, gentleman.

Mr. IRVINE. For the sake of brevity I will deal with
those four gentlemen collectively, and not individually.
They stated very distinctly that the Bill was not intended
to give the right to vote to Indians, on the reservations who
were not enfranchised according to law. The hon. member
for South Brant (Mr. Paterson) explained what enfranchise-
ment of the In'dians meant: that he severed his tribal
relations, received his portion of the reserve, and asumed the
duties and responsibilities of citizenship. Several hon.
gentlemen on that side denied that it was the intention to give
these tribal Indians a vote; but when the hon. member for
Brant asked the First Minister, he distinctly contradicted
them, and lie said it was the intention to give these
tribal Indians a vote. Now, this is a serions matter ; and
if any hon. gentleman lad stated to me that there was
a man in Canada so lost to a sense of honor, or honesty,
or propriety, as, under cover of a Bill like this, to give
the iight to vote to these tribal Indians on reservations, I
would not have believed it. If it took a whole week
to drill this idea into the craniums of hon. gentlemen
-if I may use that expression-and if they had to go to
the First Minister for an explanation, when may we expect
that all the other clauses of the Bill will be drilled into
their heads ? Certainly, it will take fully the time which
the First Minister declared a few years' ago would be
required to pass a Franchise Bill, and that is a whole Ses-
sion. Still, when we lad been here three months, minus
ten days, they will rush this Bill through, and leave other
measures to be unattended to. But they are a very patri.
otic set of men. After being here for two months, leading the

Mr. IRVINZ.

people to believe they are doing the work of this country,
when gentlemen are wearied and anxious te go home, they
bring down this Bill, and put up one gentleman and another
tW lecture us on this side as to our duty, as to the need of
unity, and as to the need of our being brethren united to
build up this great country. They wish us to build up the
country, but they want to tie our bands behind our backs.
Does the hon. member for Kent (Mr. Landry) net think this
is a revolutionary measure ? If there is another word in the
English vocabulary which might be used te describe it I
would use it; but to introduce a measure of this kind, to take
the place of. a system which has been in use so long, is
nothing less than revolutionary-it is something serions t
contemplate. And this is done at a time when there is a
feeling of partisanship existing between the Tories and the
Liberals of this country, and between the different members
of the Confederacy, at the time when we have a war on our
hands, when our sons are in the North-West trying to quell
a rebellion, which some people think is the result of care-
lessness, and--

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order, order.

Mr. IRVINE. There is one point I wish to speak of
particularly, and I will not waste any words. If there is
anything which I would feel disposed to fight for it would
be to retain every vestige of the power which properly
belongs to New Brunswick. With some lon. gentlemen it
may be Ontario, Ontario; but with me it is New Brunswick,
New Brunswick, first, last and forever, and sooner than
have any of her rights taken away from her I would see a
great galf across our boundaries to keep us from passing te
you, or you to us. One reason I am in favor of provincial
franchise is, that I believe that we are the best qualified te
do our own business and regulate our own franchise.
Another very strong reason is, that many years ago we had
to fight for our rights, for responsible government, the
right te appoint those who would do our business for us;
and now, when we come here te this Federal Parliament
tley propose te give away our liberty of appointing
these officers and to take the power of appointing
officers themselves, without saying by your leave, to
appoint men without any recommendation and wiLhout
any power to remove them. That is going back to the
old family compact system. Another reason I am in favor
of provincial franchise is, that for eighteen years our elec.
toral lists have been prepared without expense to the
Federal Government, and there never las been a word of
complaint about that system. Surely, in introducing a
system entirely different, it was necessary for the First
Minister, in presenting the Bill, to have shown the House
that the old system had been faulty, and had net answered
its purpose. But it is singular that though this is called a
uniform franchise we are not going to have a uniform
franchise at all. We have a franchise for fishermen, another
for tenants, another for farmers, another for laboring men,
and so on. It is a mongrel franchise, a fancy franchise, as
some hon. gentlemen called it. As I stated before, I can
see no impropriety in having a uniform franchise,
but te have such a franchise we will have to abandon
everything else and adopt manhood suffrage. I can see no
other suffrage that will be uniform throughout this Dominion.
I am not very much opposed te that. I would rather give
a worthy young man of twenty-one years of age a vote than
I would to an old miser who has great wealth. I believe in
intelligence and moral worth nWre than in property as a
qualification for the franchise. I believe that no matter how
much property a man has he should not have more than
one vote te elect representatives t this Parliament. I
believe that every intelligent and moral young man who
is twenty-one years of age ought to be consideiel as
trustworthy as the wealthiest man in the country. It is
said that there are two reasons why this Bill should become
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law. I think there are tewo reasons, but neither of them
are such as would induce me to vote for the Bill. The
first is-although I believe it will never become law-that
it was the intention of the promoters of the Bill to give the
suffrage to a number of friendly Indians in the older Pro-
vinces who are supported and cared for by the Government,
to enable them to vote for the party that cares for them.
What can be more reasonable than that the Indian, with his
native instinct, if I may say so, will vote for the person
who takes care of his property, who advises him in every-
thing, who does not give him power to buy or sell, or to dis-
pose of his property, either in life or in death ? I object to
that part of the Bill. There is another part that is not in my
interest or in the interest of the country; that is, the provi-
sions under which this Government will appoint revising
barristers or persons te prepare the electoral liste, and to
revise those lista. The power the Government will have
over those officers would be an advantage to the Govern-
ment; I do not know how far that advantage would go ; it
would depend on the character of those officers ; but I
would hositate to give them such power. I saw, with pain
and regret, that before the last election they took a similar
power; they were not satisfied that the sheriffs or regis-
trars should ho the returning officers, and one of the return-
ing officers returned a gentleman to this House who had no
right to be here, and who sat here for two years; and the
returning officer received a gold watch for that. I think
here will be more gold watches after these revising bar-
risters are appointed. I am opposed to that provision of the
Bill; I think it is the living principle of the Bill; in faat, I
think it is the head and the tail and the middle. It has an
ugly look, to me. I do not like these revising barristers ;
I do not like to take out of the hands of the people the pro-
paration of the voters' lists, and to place it in the hands of
a creature of the Government, and I protest against that
provision. If hon. members opposite, instead of lecturing
hon, gentlemen on this side, would throw some light upon
some of these obscure parts of the Bill and assit us in
this difficult matter, we might get through with ihis mea-
sure. Another provision of the Bill which I do n:t like is1
the difference which it makes between the cities- and the4
rural districts. I have the honor to represent a far-ming(
constituency, and I cannot say that there is that cifferencei
between the New Brunswick franchise and the Zranchisej
this Bill contemplates in my constituency as tl ero is ing
some other constituencies. I think the difference, perhaps,1
is greater in cities than in the rural districts. Bu: there is1
a principle, of course, which we have always c)ntended,
against in New Brunswick. The farming population alwaysE
contended against enfranchising the laboring clasies in the
cities, on the ground that there is a considerable floating
population. I am not, however, against enlarging the fran-
chise to any class, but rather like the view, though I cannotE
say I ara very decided on that point.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I have listened with1
very considerable attention to the arguments, pro and con,(
on this question of the New Brunswick franchise. I amc
perfectly certain of one thing, that the great majority ofs
members of this House, hailing from other Provinces, had,
before this discussion, very little idea indeed of the altera-
tions proposed teobe made in the constituencies of the
Province of New Brunswick. It is very remarkable that,
during a discussion affecting the constituencies of those
Provinces, not only has the Minister who is in charge of thist
Act been absentduring the whole of this discussior,'¼ut duringr
the greater part of the time the only remaining Minister inç
the Cabinet from New Brunswick, now in Canada, 1 believe,
has not been here either, nor has ho or the First Minister
vouchsafed one single word of explanation to us on this side,
or to his own followers, as to the effect the introduction oft
this measure would have in that Province. Knowing theq

habits of the right hon. gentleman, the First Minister, in
these matters, I am tolerably well convinced that, although
ho may have supplied two or three of the leading ideas for
the formation of this Bill, ho has not bestowed half a dozon
hours' serions consideration upon its details; and, more par-
ticularly, has not bestowed any consideration at all on the
way in which it will affect the constituencies of the smaller
Provinces in this Dominion. It is in the recollection of the
members of the committee that when the First Minister
introduced the Bill, ho gave us the most meagre possible
explanation of its details. Now, on any occasion, when a
measure of this kind, involving, as my hon. friend behind
me has truly said, great constitutional changes, is introduced,
it has always been hitherto customfry for the hon.gentleman
in charge of the Bill to explain with reasonable fullness and
minuteness what effect this measure would produce in the
varions Provinces affected by its provisions. That has
always been done. That is done, as anybody who pays the
least attention to the debates in the House of Commons
knows, by English statesmen, whom the hon.gentlemen pro.
fess to set before them as authorities, when they have
occasion to introduce measures of a similar character.
Now, what is the consequence in this instance ? Hon.
gentlemen, as I have said, have discussed this measure, so
far, very fairly on both sides. I did not see any hon.
gentleman on the other side attempt, in the toast, to meet
the arguments of the hon. member for Queen's (Mr. King),
with respect to the effect, the extraordinary effect, whichthe
substitution of this particular measure for the Act now in
forcein New Brunswick would createin his own constituency.
I took particular note of that hon. gentleman's remarks,
and I desire to call the attention of the committee to the
extraordinary results of the measure. That hon. gentle-
man, at his last election, was returned by about 1,100 votes,
against 800 or 900 votes; in other words, about 2,000 votes
were cast. My hon. friend showed in detail-from authentic
official information-that of those 2,000 votes nearly 25 par
cent., 420 votes, would be disfranchised by the operation of
a single clause of this Bill. ie also showed
that a very considerable number of the remainder
of his votes would be disfranchisel by another clause
of this Bill. The total number I do not exactly
recollect, but it amounts, practically, to this: that
about one-third of my hon. friend's constituency would,
according to tle oficial documents, be disfranchised if the
measure now bfo 'e you becomes law in its present shape.
Ifthat is at all a fhir representation of the way in which this
measure would affect the other sixteen or s'eventeen con-
stituencies in Nev Brunswick, then I do not believe that a
measure working such important changes was ever before
introduced into a louse of Commons of any country enjoying
representative institutions without full and particular
explanations, noue of which have been given to us from the
Ministerial bouches, from the time this measure was intro-
duced up to the present moment. Now, I cannot say, I
have no means of knowing, how far the hon. member for
Gloucester (Mr. Burns) may have been correct in hie view
of the operation of this measure in his own particular con-
stituency. If I followed his argument correctly, his idea
was that, in his particular constituency, as many, or perhaps
more, would secure a vote under this measure, in conse-
quence, I think, of the vote bestowed upon fishermen
possessing a certain amount of real proporty and a certain
amount of personal property, as would le it. That may be
the case in that constituency; but, according to the census
returns, there are only 1,854 fishermen in all New Bruns-
wick. If those returns b correct-as to which I express
no opinion-if all those fishermen were enfranchised, it
would not, if the statements made by my hon. friend from
Queen's (Mr. King) are correct, more than compensate for
the lo s of votes in two or threo constituencies. And when
we remember that a great number of these fishermen are
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sure to have votes, whether or no, we can judge for ourselves
how vast a change is to be worked in this particular Pro-
vince, if this measure becomes law. My point is, that it was
the bounden duty of the First Minister, and of his colleagnes
from New Brunswick at any rate, to have placed this fact
before the House, and to have called the attention of the
House forcibly to these results. It is not fair to the House,
it is not fair to the country, and least of all is it fair to
thos whose seats are going teobe so largely affeeted, that
important facts like these should be kept in the dark. I
believe most firmly that the whole information that we
have received to-night on the subject of the New Brunswick
franchise would be entirely new information to the First
Minister, if ho had been here to get it; and I can only hope
that his colleague, who las set a most excellent example of
patient attention, the Minister of Public Works, will call
his attention to the enormous effect which apparently will
be produced in New Brunswick by the introduction of these
franchises in preference to the franchise they at present
enjoy, and I have no doubt that, at another time, my hon.
friends, who have argued this question so well and so clearly,
will call the attention of the House to the matter, and will
cause the votes of all the New Brunswick members, at all
evente, to be put on formal record in a matter of such
importance to the Province.

Mr. WALLACE (Albert). There will not be 250 altered.
It is absurd.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Well, the hon. gentle-
man did not choose to refute the statements of the hon.
member for Queen's, which were given in great detail,
parish by parish, on the authority,lI understood, of the gentle-
man who prepared those rolls, the secretary-treasurer of
the county, an official, I suppose, exercising something like
the functions of the assessors in Ontario. I call again the
attention of the committee to the fact that, thoughl hon.
gentlemen opposite, speaking in regard to their own coun-
ties, may have hld, perhaps rightly, that similar resulte
would not be produced in their case, it has not been
attempted to impugn or contradict these statements; and if
they be true, and if they afford the slightest indication of
the general effect of this measure upon New Brunswick, it
is, as regards that Province, one of the largest measures of
disfranchisement ever introduced into Parliament. We all
know, there is no use denying so plain and patent a fact,
that from various causes a great many persons in the
Maritime Provinces are seriously discontented with the
practical working out of Confederation. It is no secret; I
am very sorry for it; because, being one of those who con-
tributed in a smali degree towards the bringing about of this
Confederation, I desire, as earnestly as any man opposite can
desire, to see the Confederation become a success ; and
therefore it is with very sincere sorrow that I say that no
one eau deny that in many important respects Confederation
has benveryfar, u to the present moment,from bringing to
the people of the atime Provinces that prosperity which
we hoped and desired it should impart to them. There can
be no doubt whatever, although it la largely due, I have no
doubt, tu questions over which the Government has ne con-
trol, that the condition of those Provinces, as to their trade,
a& to their population, as to their future prospects, ia far
from being what we would desire. I will not at this moment
go further than to point out how deeply that feeling has
worked, from various causes, in the larger Maritime Pro-
vinces. But, assuming that it existe, and we know only too
well that it does exist among a great number of the people,
I ask the committee, can anything be conceived which is
more likely to exasperate these people, to embitter existing
relations, and to put a dangerous strain on the amicable
relations which ought to exist between us and these compa-
ratitely distant Provinces, than by a measure of this kind,
somewhat hastily conceived, somewhat carelessly con-

Sir Rioaca 0AarWmaIT.

sidered, to take away from a .great number of these
people the right of exercising the franchise in
the election of people to the Dominion Parliament.
I do not see the hon. member for Northumberland (Mr.
Mitchell) in his place, but I may say that, whatever I may
think of the question in the abstract, I entertain no doubt
whatever of these two propositions: First of all, that if you
have a uniform suffrage for the whole Dominion that
suffrage will become a manhood suffrage in a very short
time. I entertain no doubt whatever that that will be thé
inevitable result of introducing a uniform suffrage. In the
next place, although, as I have said more than once, for my
own part, I prefer the system we now have, et allowing
each Province to regulate its own franchise, still, Sir, I say
that as between the project introduced by the First
Minister and the amendment proposed teobe introduced by
the hon. member for Northumberland, I think that there
can be no doubt that the latter project is infinitely the more
legical and infinitely the more acceptable to the great
bu k of the population. Now, one hon. gentleman-I
think it was the member for Kent, N. B. (Mr. Lan-
dry), whom we always like to hear speak on this or any
other question-one hon. gentleman drew an argument
from the conduct of the Provincial Legislatures, and bis
argument was this: Because we relegated, about eleven or
twelve years ago, the care of the franchise to the Provi-
cial Legislatures, and because, in the discharge of
their ordinary duties, those Provincial Legislatures
have, from time to time, enlarged the borders of the
franchise, therefore, he said, we might safely and properly
do precisely the same thing; that there was no occasion for
us to appeal to the people on such questions. Now, Sir,
that is a mere techuical plea; that is an evasion of the real
issue. To all intentasand purposes we are now proposing to
make a great constitutional change. You muet look, in
these things, to the spirit as well as te th letter of our
constitution. When, in 1864-65, we determined to croate a
federal union in opposition to a legislative union, we,
from that time, bound ourselves to carry out the compact
between the several Provinces on a federal basis; and
although it may have been well-perhaps it was well; until
now I rather thought myself that it was well-to have a
reserved power, a reserved right, in the hands of this Par-
liament, in order to prevent. any of the Provinces from
exercising the power which w. left with them in a
manner ,calculated to diminish, largely, the number
of persons whom we represent here, stili it was not our
intention to exercise that power needlessly. The onus lies
clearly on those who propose to make the innovation, to
show its necessity, to show its expediency, to show that
there is a demand for it. They are not called upon to do
this thing; this is wholly and entirely a voluntary act
on their part. No man can say, they cannot pretend
to say themselves, that they believe that a Parliament can-
not be elected now which truly represents the wishes of the
nation. The argument has always bëen drnned into our
ears, on every conceivable occasion, that we, on this ide of
the flouse, are a set of factious partisans, because we will
not obey the will nor recognise the well-understood wishes
of the majority of the people. That is their argument.
They ·declare that they do represent the wishes of the
majority. Well, Sir, so far as my own Province is con-
cerned, they may technically do so, but after the Act of
1882, I deny that they do, in reality, represent a fair
majority of the Province of Ontario. But however that
may be, I deny that they are justified in assuming that a
Parliament cannot be elocted now which will fairly repre-
sent the wishes of a majority of the people of Canad, and
that being so, and admitted by themselves to be so, I say
that they are ntterly without excuse at this time in disturb-
ing this at al. The people from whom they took their
mandate expressed no wilsh on the matter-or, at ani
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rate, have had no opportunity of saying whether they wish
the present system to be disturbed. Now, there can be no
doubt whatever that this measure, unless the amendment of
my hon. friend from North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) prevails,
will, to a great extent, subvert the federative basis
and substitute for it a legislative basis. It will
also have the other result, which some of us deprecate, and
which others of us may think a great stop in advance-the
result of very greatly widening the basis of representation.
Now, the hon. member for Kent (Mr. Landry) spoke, and
spoke well, of the desirability of all the members of this
House remeabering that, basides the Provinces which they
represent, they also represent the Dominion of Canada, and
to A very considerable extent I agree with that senti.
ment. But, Sir, in remembering that, it ought to be recol-
leoted that we are bound to preserve the federal character
of the present Confoderation. We ought to remember now
that we do not form a perfectly homogeneous body. If all
these Provinces were alike; if all these Provinces were
inhabited by men of the same race; if they had the same
interests; if they were, in one word, a perfectly homo-
geneous body, then I could understand that a great deal
might be said for this and many other measures of a similar
character. But, Sir, there is no use whatever in our blink-
ing the well-known fact, patent to every man who has ever
paid the slightest attention to the constitution of the Cana-
dian Confederation, that far from being a homogeneous
body we are a body not only widely separated in a geo-
graphical sense but a body having widely diverse
interests in many points; that in addition to those
diverse interests there are diverse tastes, diverse senti-
ments, diverse prejudices, among large portions .of our
people. Now, I recollect having heard, over and over again,
the present First Minister-and I think I have heard the
Minster of Public Works and other public mon of note-
point out that real statesmanship consiste, not in ignoring
but in recognising these differences ; that roal statesmanship
would lead you to pay a careful regard to the prejudices, if
you choose to call them so, at any rate, the sentiments and
tastes, the habite and customs, of those varions races who
compose the prosent Confederation of Canada. If you look
abroad, all the world over, you will soe that some of the
greatest misfortunes that have ever befallen nations, situated
as we are, have arisen from the attempt to force a legislative
union on countries inhabited by men having different habits
and modes of thought. Why, Sir, we need go no further
than to our own mother country to see the result of attempt-
ing to govern countries inhabited by difforent races in pre.
cisely the same way. I need not remind the members of
this committee that two or thiee years ago, we, travelling,
peradventure, a little outside of our legitimate bound, ten-
dered our advice to the mother country practically to
dissolve her legislative union and attempt a Confederation
very much like our own, and having regard to the different
habits and modes of thought, as I have said, of the varions
races who compose it. Iadvise that precisely the same
thing should be done here, that precisely the same care
should be exercised, lest we, with good intentions, perhaps,
but lest we unwittingly adopt a uniform system not merely
in this matter, because this is very apt to be tie stepping
stone to uniformity in a good many other ways which we do
not t present foresee, that we should abstain from attempt.
ing to obtain a pedantic uniformity, to quote the words ofthe
First Mnister, and that we should rather recognise, in the
fullest and most extensive way we can, the indefeasible
right of every Province to regulate her own affairs, and,
among other things, to regulate the franchise, on which
depends the character of the representation that
she shail have on the floor of this Parliament.
This s, I say, the sensible, practical way of dealing with
this very mtricato question. Theoretically, something mayb. said for this Bit I am not prepared to deny that the

hon. gentlemen have got the technical right to do this thing.
What I do dispute is that it is expedient or wise, more
particularly at this juncture; because, without going into
etail to endeavor to ascertain the exact cost of this measure

-although here again I may remark that it was the
bounden duty of the Ministers, and more particularly of
the First Minister in charge of the Bill, to have given us, at
all events, an approximate estimate of what the cost of this
thing will be-I say at this particular time it is inexpelient,
and undesirable, to add to our already swollen expenditure
the large sum which, at the lowest computation, will be
necessary to put this measure into effect. Then there
is another consideration which I think hon. gentle-
men opposite will do well to regard. Thora is
danger-there is no use in disguising it-that if this
kind of thing be pressed too far, if it be made patent to a
large portion of the population of the Dominion that one
party is determined, by fair means or foul, to perpetuate its
ascendency on the floor of Parliament, you may succeed,
not in perpetuating that ascendency, but in practically
dividing the Provinces of Canada into two hostile camps.
That is a danger which statesmen ought to regard. Hon.
gentlemen may say what they please or think what they
plesse, but they know right well, in their secret hearts, that
the Opposition do in certain Provinces represent a full
moiety, and it may be more than a moiety, of the total
population. It is not wise that that moiety in any Province,
more particularly in large and important Provinces,
should e led to consider that the design of the present
Government and party in power is to deal unfairly with
them, because this measure, on the face of it, appears to
place a power in the hands of the Government which,
unless they were endowed with superhuman excellencies
they would be almost certain to abuse. I say, for that
reason alone, if there was no other, this measure, as it
stands, ought and must receive the utmost opposition
of every genuine patriot, of every real lover of his
country. I am not, at this late hour of the night,
especialIy as there will be other opportunities, going to
discuss this matter further, although I think I might
justly do so on this clause. All I want to say is this: I
want to enter my protest against the introduction of the
legislative principle, which this is in reality, and the
uprooting of the federative principle on which our constitu'
tion is based. These measures, I repeat again, must be
judged, not according to the more letter of au Act of Par-
liament, but according to the spirit of the constitution under
which we live; and it is because I believe that this particu-
lar measure is in direct and utter opposition to the spirit of,
not only Confederation,but of all confederative union, that I,
for one will oppose it to the very utmost of my power.

Mr. POSTER. I would not have risen to take up the
time of the committee to-night, as I have before spoken on
the.subject of the franchise, had it not been for some of the
remarks made by the hon. gentleman who has just taken his
seat. If I believed that the- measure now before the com-
mittee would be fraught with all the evils which have beon
so vividly pictured by hon. gentlemen opposite, I would
hesitate very much before giving my vote in favor of the
measure. It is because I do not believe that the evils sa
predicted are probable or possible, and because I have in my
own mind certain strong ressons for believing directly the
opposite, that I exercise my own right of judgment, and I
find myselfin a position to support the Bill and t vote against
the amendment. Hon. gentlemen who have aken to-night
and who have, in the main, calmily disuse this matter,
have been wont to say that we, on this side, have not
studied the Bill, have not looked into the measure; that
we do not know what it is going to do, that we are voting
in the dark, and so on. They also say we have given no
roasons and they ask us repeatedly for our reasons. I do
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not suppose, if a man as wise as Solomon, were to
rise on this side and spend an hour in giving most
cogent and comprehensive arguments for the passage of
this measure, we would find any hon. gentleman opposite
who would admit afterwards that any reason had been
given. For my own part, I have, on one or two occasions,
given some reasons why I am in favor of this measure. 1
think hon. members from my own Province have done the
same. I am quite willing, in this House or before the coun-
try, to leave the opinions -which had been stated by hon.
gentlemen on this side from New Brunswick and hon. gen-
tlemen on that side from New Brunswick-to see those
statements go to the country and be judged by the country,
as to which have the moist reason or as to which have the
most cogency of argument. I am in favor of this Fran-
chise Bill, and therefore against the proposition in the
amendment to the amendment, because, as I said before,
it is within the power and the constitutional right
of this Parliament to pass such a measure. When
hon, gentlemen rise and say that in passing a mea-
sure which we have a perfectly constitutional right
to pass we are making a revolutionary change in the
constitution of the country, they are saying some-
thing which it is beyond my power to understand and say-
ing something which I cannot admit to be true. I am in
favor, also, of the pass ige of this measure, which this
Parliament bas a perfectly constitutional right to pass,
because I want to see a uniform franchise basis for the
election of members for the House of Commons. I think
that is a fair reason for any hon. gentleman to give. I
think it is fair for hon, gentleman opposite to accept that as
something, at least, in the way of a reason. Hon.gentlemen
have said to-night that you cannot bave a uniform
franchise, and that you do not have one under the pro-
visions of this Bill. 1 think they mistake uniformity for
.something else. They say: You give a labor franchise, an
income franchise,a tenancy franchise,and therefore the fran-
chise is not uniform. I do not understand that to be what
we mean by a uniform franchise. What I mean by a
uniform franchise, when I use the term, is this: That in
every Province which makes up this Dominion, every class
in each Province will, as compared with a similar class in
every other Province, have similar right of franchise. We
have not that uniform franchise to-day, because there are
different qualifications in almost every Province of the Dom-
inion. What I am in favor of is, that in every Province of
the Dominion there shall be an equal basis of suffrage, so
that we may get at a uniform franchise. Now, hon. gen-
tlemen opposite may not believe that that is a good
reason; they may get up and say that no reason bas been
given at all; but, to me, that is a reason, and I am willing
to trust the case to the public on that, as one reason why I
shall vote for the Bill. Now, to except the Province of
New Brunswick from the measure which is before us, to
give it a franchise which we have not given to Prince
Edward Island, and which we do not propose in the Bill to
give to any other Province, is to destroy that uniformity,
and so to take away one of the reasons for which I support
the Bill. I am in favor of this Bill, in the third place,
looking to my own Province particularly, because I believe
it will largely increase the number of electors in that Pro-
vince. Now, a gentleman gets up on the other side, and
says he does not think it will. J, from my basis of
observation, from the knowlege I have of my own and
some other constituencies, and from conversations I
have had with other gentlemen representing other
constituencies, come to the conclrsicn, and I can-
not get rid of the conclusion, that this BiJl will,when put into
operation, largely increase the franchise and the exercise
ot the right of the suffrage, and I am pre par ad to go to a very
considerabli length towards increasing the number of the
electorate wnào shall take part in the legislation and govern-

Mr. FOSTER.

ment o this country. The hon. member for Queen's, N.B.,
has givan a calculation. It is a remarkable calculation.
I am not in a position to say that it is not correct,or that it is,
simply because I have not the documents from which he has
formed his conclusions; but I say, when a gentleman rises
in this House, and tells us that out of a total of about 2,000
voters in his county one-fifth of those electors are voting
on a real property qualification of more than $100 and less
than $150, I say it is a most wonderful thing to say about
any county. I cannot say that about my own county.

An hon. MERMBER. le did not say that.
Mr. FOSTER. I do not wish to miErepresent him. The

hon. member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills) says he did not say
that. The hon. member for Huron said he did. I took it
down, and I bave it here. The hon. member for Queen's
said that it would, on property qualification alone, disfran-
chis 432 voters. Am I right ?

Mr. KING. Four hundred and twenty, and some odd.

Mr. FOSTER. We will take that; the difference is not
much ; it will disfranchise 420 on a real property qualifica-
tion alone. Now, I say that is an extraordinary statement
to make. I do not say that it is not true, but, if true, the
county he represents must be an extraordinary county, and
I do not think it can be taken as a rule upon which the hon.
member for Huron could found a conclusion which will
hold for the whole Province of New Brunswick. And I am
strengthened in that, not only from my own experience,
but from the statement of the hon. member for Gloucester.
He said that in his county-and he had evidence on which
to base that conclusion-ho thought it would not disqualify
any, or scarcely any, of those who at present voted, while
it would add a large number to the present electorate.
Why does not the hon. member for Huron take the county
of Gloucester upon whih to make hie generalisation, and
why does ho simply tako the one county, which, if what is
stated about it is true-and I do not say it is not-must
be a most exceptional county. So I say I am in favor of
this franchise because I am in favor of going as
far as J possibly can in enfranchising persons,
and making themr citizens of our country, so that
the basis on which the Government of the country rests
may be as broad as it can be, compatible with safety, order
and good government; and I will go as far in that lino as I
possibly can. The hon. member for Queen's did not take
into account some other facts. If it be that under the
present assessment there are 420 out of the 2,000 voters
who are voting on a real property qualification of more
than $100 and less than $150 of assessed value there is this
fact to be taken into account, that the difference in the two
is, that in the present law we have the assessed value and
that in the Bill before the House we have the actual value,
and I do not care what the hon. gentleman says as to what
the assessors are supposed to do, I go by the common
experience in New Brunswick-and I think I will be borne
out by hon, gentlemen representing counties there-that
the actual value and the assessed value are not the same.
And it may be, when the hon. gentleman comes under the
revising officer to have the list arranged for voting for
this House, he will find out, when the actual value is placed,
that a great many of those 420 will be rated on real pro-
perty of actual value sufficient to give them a vote. The
hon. gentleman has not taken into account the fact that
we are giving farmers' sons the franchise; that there are
a good many farmers in his own county whose sons
do not vote now, but who will be allowed to vote
when the Bill comes into operation. He may set
that o:T as an enlargement of the franchise, which
will, te a certain extent, compensate for any who may
be ber ft of the franchise-if there be such-by the Bill.
Then there is a tenancy and an occupation clause, and
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mechanics' sons and the like will also add largely to the
general roll of enfranchised persons and, therefore, to the
voters. Now, Sir, when yon take these things inte considera-
tion, and also take into consideration that it is quite possible
that if hon. gentlemen, with the same diligence and ability
they have hitherto shown, apply themselves, when they
come to the details of the Bill, they may, by the force of
their reason and their logic, shed such light on the subject
that some of these details may be changed, and that more
liberal provisions than are printed in the Bill may be found
in the Bill as it is passed ; for the leader;of the Government,
the promoter of the Bill, gave these hon. gentlemen as calm
and courteous an invitation as the promoter of any Bill could,
to sit down and reason with him as to what should be the
ultimate character,:of the Bill-to stop their obstruction'and
go to work on the real clauses of the Bill.

Mr. DAVIES. Yes; he is listening to the reasoning to-
night.

Mr. FOSTER. I am in favor of the Bill for another
reason, and that is, it takes no power from the Provincial
Legislatures which they are at present holding. The Pro-
vincial Legislatures at present hold certain powers. One of
those powers is to regulate"their own franchise. This Bill
does not propose to interfere with that power, and if not with
that power, with what other power does it interfere ? It can-
not be shown that there is a single power possessed by the
Legislature of any Province that the Bill interferes within
the slightest degree. They are allowed to fix thoir own
franchises; we are taking our franchise. Have not we
fixed our franchise already ? Upon what basis of franchise
are members elected to this House? Is it on a basis fixed
by the Provincial Legislature, irrespective of this Parlia-
ment ? I think not. I think we took the power and exercised
it, and stated what should be the franchise for election for this
House ; and in 1874 that power was embodied in the Sta-
tute Book. And in passing this measure we are going out-
side of no lines that were not gone out of in fixing the fran.
chise as it at present exists. Let me call the attention of
the hon. member for Queen's to one argument he used, which1
was not quite logical. He was very much concerned thati
my hon. lriend from Westmoreland (Mr. Wood) should go1
back to the very same constituency which elected him-to]
the very same electorate which gave him his commis-i
sion. Now, Sir, what happened ? This very yearj
the Provincial Government brought in a measure, and1
carried it through, as far as they had power to carry
it-it was not their fault that it did not become law-I
which would have materially altered the electorate of West-1
moreland, and my hon. friend would then have gone1
back to au electorate that was not the same as that which m
sent h m hee. Now, if there is any pertinency ini
that argument it is one of the strongest arguments whyi
this Pariament should take the matter into its own hands,t
s0 that we be LO. oblbged to go back to a constituency a
that may be altered in any way the Local Legislature mayc
choose to alter it. Now, Sir, the hon. member for Huron i
went beyond the record a little, in his desire to exaggerate 1
the sweeping character of this measure in the Province of t
New Brunswick. He made the calculation that Queen's,c
N.B., had 2,000 electors. He read that 420 would be t
disfranchised on one basis, and that 32, or about that 1
number, would be disfranchised on another basis, making a t
total of somo 450 ; and thon he leaped to the conclusion-
and his argument thereafter was based upon it-that one- l
third of the electorate of Queen's would be disfranchised ; e
and, reasoning from that, one-third of the electorate of the b
Province of New Brunswick. Now 420 and 30 make 450, f
which is less than 25 per cent. of the whole number of p
voters, and when ho leaps from that to one-third ho leaps t
to exaggeration, to which the hon, gentleman is prone, and t
which detracts from arguments which would otherwise ]

have greater force with the country. I - a 'n favor of 4his
Bill, in the next place, because it provide for a +air vot irs'

list, and so for a fair expression of the peple's voice.
Mr. MILLS.' Hear, hear.

Mr. FOSTER. "Hear, hear," says the hon. member for
Bothwell, and he is almost always "there." Now, I protest
against what has been a too prevalent sentiment indulged
in by hon. gentlemen opposite; whether they believe it or
not I am not here to say; if they do, they have a perfect
right to, and I am not blaming them for it; but I say it is
not the best kind of a sentiment, either for the government
of this country or for promoting the confidence of the peo-
ple of this country in the Government. They go upon the
assumption that the moment the Government appoint any
person for any object, that moment he becomes the servile
tool and instrument of the Government-that, being
appointed and paid by the Government, he cannot act fairly
and squarely, but must become, perforce, a dishonest man,
and therefore suspicion should dog hie every footstep rand
be oast upon every one of hie actions. Now, I dissent from
that. I believe men can be as honest men under
an appointment and a salary as they cau be in trade,
in their social relations or in their political rela-
tions. I hold that the inducements which are offered
to men in trade, in society, and in political relations,
to make them swerve from the right path, are greater than
the inducements offered to a man who is appointed, for
instance, as a revising barrister, who is appointed for life,
during good behavior, and can ounly be removed from that
office on an address from the House of Commons. A man
so appointed and so paid can be in a position to act far
more fairly and independently than almost any man of
business in the country ; and I entirely dissent from that
idea, which is altogether to prevalent in the country, and
which is made too much of in this House, that men are to
become objects of suspicion and must, perforce, become
servile tools of a Government from whom they hold their
appointment and from whom they receive their pay. If
that was the case, the same suspicion would dog the foot-
steps of every judge in the land, for every judge in the
land is an appointee of the Government, and occupies hie
position during good behavior. So I say it is not to be
reasoned upon-and I will not reason upon it, or base my
action on this Bill upon such reasoning -that the revising
barrister muet become a dishonest man the moment ho
gets the voters' list in hie hands. So I am in favor of this
measure, because it takes no power from the people,
because it assumes no power for the Dominion which the
Dominion has not already assumed, and has power to
assume, and because provision has been made for a fair
voters' list and consequently for a fair expression of the
voice of the people. Hon. gentlemen opposite have gone
through the modus operandi of getting a voters' list
arranged in one of the counties of New Brunswick, and
one of the strong points they made was that it was posted
up in every parish, so that the people could read it and
know whether their names were on it or not. If you look
through the provisions of this Bill you will find that every
care is taken that all the possible publicity shall be given
to the making up of the voters' lists, so that there will not
be a man in a polling district who will not be advertised as
o whether his rights have been served in the matter or not.
All these precautions are to be taken in order that the voters'
ists shall be made in a manner to secure the rights of
every citizen. Now, Sir, hon. gentlemen opposite have
been declaring in favor of the position taken by my hon
riend from Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell). fie must be
proud to see that ho has so large a iollowing from
hat side of the louse. They go in for a wide extension of
he suffrage; and yet what did the hon gentleman from
Huron say ? That this Bill was but the entering wedge of
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a wider sulr2ge. If I were in favor of a wider suffrage, and
if I felt th at a presont circumstanues t was not possible to
get an tffirrtive vote upon that proposition, and here was
a propositLoi. which I was satisfied in :ny mind, if carried
out, would pave the way to that wider suffrage to which I
was attached, it would certainly not be a ground for me
to oppose the Bill; it would rather be a ground for me to
pDut forth the best effort I could to have it carried, and thus
bring the ac-omplishment of the wider suffrage, of which I
was in favir, a little nearer to its co>m »letion. It is stated
that there is a great deal of discoatent in the Maritime
Provinces. That hobby horse of dise ntent must always
be mount.d t.nd ridden by hon. gentle mnen opposite when
they have an object to gain. When the hon. member for
West Ontario (Mr. Edgar) wanted to defeat this legislation,
he threatened that Ontario would not romain loyal very long
if it were passed; so when the hon. member for Huron (Sir
Richard Cartwright)wants to put his great spike into this gun
which ho professes to think is directed against his side of the
House, he immediately rides outthe hobby ofdiscontent,great
discontent in the Maritime Provinces since Confederation-
unhappily and unfortunately so, to his great pain and sorrow
of heart, for had he not a part in the establishment of this
Confederation ? And is not every father solicitous for the
welfare of his children ? The hon. gentleman is pained, but
not so much pained as to prevent his coming out and talking
of this discontent, as ho calls it, and giving it a wider place
than it occupies in reality, and setting up here, in the coun-
cils of the country and before the world, that thing which,
in the Maritime Provinces themselves, hides its head, and
is not a prevalent sentiment by any means. About the time
of Confederation two hostile camps were formed, some in
favor of and some against Confederation, and a strong, a
long and a fierce battle was fought over that question. The
hon. member for St. John will bear me out in saying that
so keen was the contest that it became almost impossible
for any one who chose to take strong sides to become con-
vinced or to acknowledge that ho was wrong; and the anti-
Confederates of that time are the anti-Confederates of
to.day, and they will remain so, a great many
of them, until they will have been removed
by a higher power. But to say that in the
Maritime Provinces Confederation has been disastrous;
that discontent has been widespread; that there is any con-
siderable feeling which shows itself in the practical carrying
out of that discontent with Confederation, says what is not
consistent with the facts; and that is shown by this potent
argument, that there is not a man in the Maritime Pro.
vinces who has run, or -is willing to run, for a constituency,
carrying in his hand the flag of'dismemberment of the
Union, and of taking Nova Scotia, prince Edward Island or
New Brunswick out of the Union. The best evidence that
can be given of that, other than that which I have just
mentioned, is what took place in the'Nova Scotia House of
Assembly this year. Hon. gentlemen who are conversant
with that know what I mean, and it is not necessary for
me further to mention it here. I have stated these things
because of the remarks that were made by gentlemen from
New Brunswick, and especially by the hon. member for
West Huron (Sir Richard Cartwright), who tried to make
it appear that New Brunswick would be largely disfranchised
by this Bill. If I believed that New Brunswick would be
disfranchised to a third or a quarter of its voters I should
be very careful as to how I supported this measure. I do
not believe it, and therefore it does not weigh with me.
On the contrary, I believe that the electorate will be
broadened, that more men in the Province of New Bruns.
wick will take their places as citizens and take their share
in the election of members to this Parliament, under this
Bill, when it becomes law, than under the present franchise.
The hon. gentleman said the First Minister should have
been lu his seat to hear this astounding information, the

Mr. FOsTrEa.

new information which was given by the hou. member for
Queen's, N.B. (rr. King). I am afraid the hon. member
for West Huron (Sir Richard Cartwriglht) was not in his
seat either, for if he had been, at a certain time, ie would
have heard the member for Queen's give almost the same
identical information, a night or two ago here, that ho gave
to-night, and I have no doubt it has been conned over and
largely pondered on by hon. gentlemen from New Brunswick
and others who have this Bill at heart.

Committee rose and reported.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Has the right hon.

gentleman received any further information about the
expedition in the North-West, and more particularly about
the steamer .Zorthcote ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No; we have not heard
any more news. She is supposed to be down the'river,
most likely making progres towards Prince Albert.

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

Motion agreed to, and House adjourned at 2 a.m. Wed-
nesday.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

WEDNEsDAY, I3th May, 1885.

The SPitr took the Chair at half-past One o'clock.

Paarmas.

PRINTING OF PARLIAMENT.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell) moved-
That the Seventh Report of the Committee of both Houses on the

printing of Parliament be adopted.
He said: This report contains a recommendation for the
printing of certain documents, and requests an appropria-
tion of $20,000 towards the continuation of the printing, as
it is voted at this period every yearl Of course, if it is not
all required it will not be used.

Motion agreed to.

ASCENSION DAY-ADJOURNMENT.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved-
That when this House adjourns this day, it do stand adjourned till

Friday next, at half-past one o'clock in the afternoon.

Motion agreed to.

THE DISTURBANCE IN THE NORTaR-WRST.

Mr. CARON. I desire to read an impottant tlegram
which I received this morning about five o'clock, fromnMajor
General Middleton, conveyiug newa which I know will be
welcomed by the House and the country:

"BÂroopu's Housz, Ilth, via OLuxWa Onoss*a, 12tL.
"Have just made a general attack and carried the whole settlement.

The men behaved splendidy. The rebelais n ful flight. Srry to.ay
have not got Riel. While 1 was reconnoiteriag this morning 1(d. eah-
ley, One of the prisoners, galloped with aflag of truc. and haaded me à
lettter from Riel,uaying, 1If you massacre our familles I shall maseacre
the prisoners.' I sent answer that if ho would put his women and ehil-
dren in one place and let me know where it was, not a shot should be
fired on them. I then returned to camp, and pushed on my advanoe par-
ties, who were heavily fired on. 1lno pressed on until I saw my chance
and ordered a general advance. The men responded nobly, splendidly
led by their officers ud Col. Straubenzia; drove the enemy oft of rifle
pits; after rifle pits, forced their way acse th1 pland su sed the
houses, and we are now masters of the place, a m t my force wil
bivouac there. Right in the heat of the action Mr. Ashly came back
with another missive from Riel, asfollows: 'General, your prompt
answer to my note shows that I was right in mentioning to yeu the cause
of humanity. We will gather our families lu one place, and as soon an
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itis dene we will let you know. Yours, etc. (Signed) Louis David
Riel.' On the envelope he had written as follows: 'I do not like
war, and if you do not retreat and refuse an interview, the question
remains thesarme concernng ith priseners '

" Our les, I am afraid, heavy, but not so heavy as might be expeoted.
Au y9tý, Idnd it indv killed and ten wounded.

'I illed-Oapt. French, com:nanding scouts ;Lieut. Fitch, 10th
Greadiers ; Capt. Brown, Boulton's scouts ; M. k. Kippen, surveyors'
so.ute; Private Wheeler, 9oth battalion.

"Wouded-Lieut. Garden, surveyors' scouts; Lieut. Laidlaw, 10th;
Major F. Dawson, 0th (slightly); rgt-Major Watson, 90th (alight,
ia ank-l;Sergt Jakes, 90th (In hand) ; Private Young, 90th (desh
wound in thig); Private W. Cook, 10th (shot in arm) ; Bugler M.
Gaughan, 10 (in dager) ; Private Barber (elight wound in head);
PrivateY . W. Qui (flesh wound in arm); Private J. Maruhall, 10th
(flesh wound in cal) -Private W. Wildon, 10th (slight, across back) ;
Private V. Barton, iidland (thlgh and groin, seriously) ; Oorporal
Belliwell (mid-shoulder).

" This is all I know at present. Prisoners aIl released and safe in my
.amp. Among them : Jackson, white man, who was Riel's secretary,
but who in mad and rather dangerous."

I also beg to read another telogram which I received
shortly after, giving some information in referenoe to the
.Northcote :

" Steamer Northcots and another coming up river with Company
'O' School of Infantry and some police, and will cut off retreat of
rebels. Rebel lose s beliv.d to be very severe, but as yet unknown.
Wounded bree4 brought in is Ambroise Jobin, member of Riel's
counciL"

CIVIL SERVICE AC1S AMENDMENT.

Mr. CHAPLEAU moved that the amendments made by
the Senate to Bill (No. 31) to amend and conslidate the
Civil Service Acts of 1882, 1883 and 1884, be read the first
time. He said: The amendment is only this. That a
candidate, after having passed his examination, shall have
the right, on paying a certain fee, to have a copy of his
paper.

Mr. MILLS. On what terms ? What is the fee ?

Mr. CHAPLEAU. The fee to be fixed by Order in
Council.

Mr. MITCHELL. I do not object at all to this Bill going
through without the usual forms, but I believe the rules of
the House require that Bills amended in the Senate should
romain on the Table of the House two days. The distin-
guished leader of the Opposition, last year, on a Bill in which
I was interested, took oceasion to point out the propriety
of the two days rule being fbllowed. That was a proper
suggestion, and I think we had botter adhere to it in the
future.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I was informed by the hon. gentle-
man in charge of the Bi in the Senate that the amend-
ment was but of little importanoe, or I would not have asked
that it should go through now.

M. MXITCKELL. I do not object to the Bill going
through t-day, only I thought i would be well to follow
the rale, so as to avoid daculties in the future.

Mr. UILLS. It would be woll, instead of leaving the cost
to be fred'by Order in Oouncil, that it should be fixed by
this House. We aMe coÙstantly divesting ourselves of our
legisl*tive functibs and handing them over to the Governor
in Council, and I think this in a course we should avoid
following.

Mr. MULOCL What good purpose is to be served by
al-owm g candidates to obtain copies of the examination
paper?

Mr. CHAPLEAU. A suggestion was made that can-
didates who complained Of the result of their examinations
might like to have copies of their papers, and that copies
should be farnished them, the fS to be fixed by th e

Governor in Council. It was not to be presumed that a
heavy fee will be charged.

Mr. BLAKE. If copies of the papcrs are to be handed to
those who have not passed, the object of those who ask for
the papers will, no doubt, be to scrutinise them and appeal
to the public on the merits of the answers. I have endea.
vored, as far as I could, without success, to insure a more
satisfactory method of examination than that which the hon.
gentleman proposes. Those who have had some experience
in examinations know that frequently unreasonable com-
plaints are made, and if it is intended that unsuccessful
candidates should have the right to get back thoir answers,
I am afraid the hon. gentleman is going to create for him-
self much trouble.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I do not think there will be any
difficulty or danger. The thing is a matter of course, and I
am surprised the hon. gentleman takes exception to it.
These candidates have a right to get copies of their answers
and should not he refused copies when they ask for them.

Mr. MULOCK. I do not thinik it is a matter of right.
I am not aware of such a practice prevailing in any insti-
tution where young mon are examined. I think the
Secretary of State will find Ihat if ha yields to this
amendment ho is going to make a lot of trouble for the
board. The only ob'ject an unsuccessful candidate can have
ln securing copes of his answers must be to enable him to
sit in judgment on iho finding of the examiniors. That is
not a desirable state of affairs to bring about. Yhe exami-
n3rs' judgmont is firal. These candidates vil, appeal to the
examiners or endea, or to appeal to some iig! a-body, and
the Government mii. b flooded with potii oim f'om unsuc-
cossful candidates, t ci- petitions beoing fortifi d with copies
of their answ-ers, on which the Government l'i be asked to
sit in judgment. Th iu, attempts will be rmad 3 to weaken
the Act by making tho reports of the examinere not final.
low does the Secretary of State make out t1jat an unsuc-

cessful candidate has a right to get a copy of his papers ?
Is it the rule, in any public institution where young men are
examined, that the unsuccessful candidates should have
copies of their papers ?

Mr. CHAPLEAU. At the bar examinations in Quebec,
if a candidate asks for a copy of his answers, ho has the
right te have it, and lie should have it.

Mr. MULOCK. That may be the rulo of the bar in the
Province of Quebec, but it is not the rule in examinations
conducted for the bar in Ontario, nor in connection with
any public system of examination in the Province of
Ontario. There is not a precedent at ail teobe found in the
Province of Ontario for sueh a course being adopted. It
must tend to unsettle the finding of the examiners. It is
putting a weapon in the hands of the candidates, with which
to question the findings of the examiners. There is no
right about it, and I thi 1k it is an unwise procedure. I
Bubmit that these amendments are not of the formal char-
acter that might be passed at once; but, that the proper
way to deal with them ie, to have the Bill with the amend-
ments placed on the Orders of the Day.

Mr. CHAPL EAU. I do not want to force this, if the
hon. gentleman wants to keep up the discussion which has
been gone over three or four times, to the loss of the time
of the country, and wearying the patience of hon. members.
If ho wants to begin over again, it is his right, and I wiUl
leave the amendment on the paper. I stated that it wae
an amendment of no consequence, and that, if it
was not a matter of right, it should be a matter
of right. If the hon. gentleman objects, I de not
care at all. The matter will come on, I suppose, when the
Franchise Bill is over. The hon. gentleman has been all
the time fighting for the candidates, for the young men
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who are submitted to such tyrannical or arbitrary treatment.
If now he turns his back upon that, and says they should
not have a copy of their answers, he is entitled to contra-
diet himself again in the House, and he may take forty-
eight hours to do it.

Mr. MULOCK. I am not intending to contradict myself,
but I say that this point has never been under discussion.

Mr. SPEAKER. These amendments will be put apon
the paper, unless there is unanimous consent.

Mr. M1TCHELL. And follow out the rule always.
will have no more Grand Trunk fiascoes.

We

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved:
That when the House adjournas on Friday next, it stand adjourned

until Saturday following at 1:30 p. m., sud that Government mesures
shall have preceden ce after Routine.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I suggest to the First
Minister that he would lôse nothing whatever, and probably
save a good deal of inconvenience to members of the House,
if he made that from half-past one to six. We know that
between half-past eight and twelve practically nothing can
be doue, or will be done, on Saturday night.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Why?
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The hon. gentleman

has had a great deal of experience in Saturday nights, and
I think his experience is, as mine is, that in those three
hours practically nothing is done.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. As we are getting older,
we are gctting wiser, and I have no doubt that we shall
muke good use of the time between six and twelve.

Sir R1CBARD CARTWRIGHIT. I doubt that very
inuach.

Motion agi eed to.

QiUESTION OF PRIVILEGE.

Mr. WALL A(E (York). I rise to a question of privilege.
I ace in 1 he 6 lo of yesterday a report of a speech made
by the h in. riem-ber for Bothwell (Mr. Mills), in which he
r fers to myse1f. I was not in the House when he made his
remarks, and tbe Bansard report of his statement is not at
a! in accordance with that whicb appeared in the Globe,
which I mnust say is most incorrect and unjust towards me.
I. speakb in this article of my having maligned not only the
assessors of the municipalities but the municipal councillors.
I eau say that, of what I have stated with regard to the
assessors, I do not wish to retract or modify one word. I
have made no assertion whatever with reference to the
municipal councillors. They are a body of gentlemen for
whom I have the highest respect. I do not think there is
any portion of the community of Canada whose labors are
so patriotic, so disinterested as the municipal councillors of
this country, because they work very largely without any
remuneration whatever, and perform their duties to the
satisfaction of the people. The remarks that I made in
reference to the assessors had no reference whatever to the
municipal councillors, because we know that the assessors
are as independent of the councils as the Auditor-General is
of the Government of Canada. I will read the report as it
appears in the Globe of yesterday. The hon. member for
Bothwell is thus reported:

'The member for West York (Mr. Wallace) had declared that parti-
sanship was shown by the assessors and municipal councillors in Ontario,
in fact that those officers were perjured partisans, and that so gross
and outrageous had been their conduct that it was necessary that the
Government should place it bevond their power longer tg deal with the
lists.of votera in elections for this Parliament."
- Mr. CHAPLEAU.

1824
Now, what I did say is reported correctly in the Bansard,
as follows:

"My own experience is that, when you get a lot of Grit asesor in
your riding, you cannot have confidence that a fair reeult is reached,
and that those who are entitled to be on the assessment roll and on the
voters' list are placed there. Our experience in the West Riding of
York, where we have had Grit assessors, is that we have each year to
appeat against the assessment, and to get 40 to 50 names added to the
voters' list which were left off by the assessors.

"Mr. MaCRANEY. What about Tory assessors?
" Mr. WALLAOE. If hon. gentlemen opposite have no more confi-

dence in the Tory assessors than I have in the Grit assessors they will
vote for this Bill and try to make it law."

I further stated casually a day or two afterwards that the
Grit assessors very often performed their duties in a per-
functory manner, that their principal duty was to assess
property, that very frequently farmers' sons, tenants', and
others' names were left off, which did not affect the
collection of the taxes, which was the principal object the
assessors had in view. I do not wish to say more than to
characterise this assertion made in the Globe newspaper
with regard to myself as entirely untrue.

THE FRANCHISE BILL.

House again resolved itself into Committee on Bill (No.
103) respecting the Electoral Franchise.

(In the Committee.)

Mr. DAVIES. I propose to say a few words on the
justice of the proposition contained in the amendient of
the hon. member for St. John County (Mr. Weldon), to
exempt the Province of New Brunswick from the opera-
tions of this Bill. It will be generally admitted by those
who listened to the debate, as conducted by members on
both sides, that it was an essentially practical debate.

Mr. MITCHELL. An example to all the rest.

Mr. DAVIES. Yes, it was a good example to all the rest,
not only upon the Franchise Bill, but upon any other pro-
position that may come before the House. I will venture
to say that no proposition on this Bill has been maintained
with stronger arguments than those which were advanced
by hon. gentlemen who sit around me, with reference to the
proposition under discussion, and I regret very much that
the First Minister, who has charge of the Bill, was not in
bis place to hear those arguments. If his public duties
prohibit his presence here, I wish very much he could have
placed the Bill in charge of some hon. gentleman who would
have listened to those arguments, and been in a position
to accede to them. I listened, myself, as one who was
desirous of forming a fair and honest opinion as to whether
this proposition should be acceded to. I came to the conclu-
sion that the statements made and the arguments advanced
were Bo cogent that they ought to be acceded to. No reply
of a special character was vouchsafed to those arguments.
Some general remarks were niade-powerful in themselves
-in support of the general proposition contained in the
Bill, but there was a disposition on the part of the hon.
member for King's, N.B. (Mr. Poster) and Kent, N.B.
(Mr. Landry), who took up the eudgels on behalf of the
present Bill, to evade the particular arguments advanced
by my hon. friends from Queen's, S B. (Mr. King) and
Sunbury (Mr. Burpee). Now, the hon. member for Queen's
produced a list of his electors, and showed how many there
were in his district.

Mr. LANDRY (Kent). Was the hon. gentleman in when
I spoke?

Mr. DAVIES. Not all the time.
Mr. LANDRY. Half the time ?
Mr, DAVIES. I was here alf the time,
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Mr. LANDRY. No, not a third of the time.
Mr. DAVIES. The hon. member from Queen's (Mr.

King) produced a list of the electors inb is district, and
showed on what their right to the electoral franchise was
based, that it was not based entirely upon the possession of
freehold property, but it was based, alo, upon the posses.
sion of a certain amount of personal property. He advanced
these two propositions: First, that the value of the real pro.
perty whieh gave a man the rigbt to vote, had been
increased from $100 to $150, and that increase would dis-
franchise a certain number of electors, and he gave the num-
ber; secondly, that a large number of electors voted upon a
personal p:operty qualification, and that this B1ll would
disfranchise every one ofthem. The hon. gentleman went
on further to say, that the mere possession of real property
maight be a fair test in soma parts of the Dominion, but in
other parts of the Dominion it was not a fair test,
because in New Brunswick, for instance, the peculiar
habits and business of the people led them to invest
their money, not in real property, but in boats,
barges, and small schooners that navigate and
carry on trade on the St. John River. Now
these two propositions were not answered by hon. gentle-
men opposite. The hon. member for King's, N. B. (Mr.
Foster), who spoke last when the Committee rose at two
o'clock this morning, dwelt some~time upon the fact that
no discontent existed in the Maritime Provinces at all ;
that there was no such thing as discontent; if it did lurk in
any secret place there was no man of any political or social
position in the Province who would have the courage, or
the manliness, to express bis discontent in public. The
bon. gentieman said so in almost those words, some of my
bon. friends behind me took note of his remarks and, all of
them expressed themselves as possessing .knowledge that
those remarks were not consistent with the facts. I will
only recall to the attention of the Committee the fact that
some few months ago--

Mr. FOSTER. If the hon. gentleman wishes to make
words which I did not utter, and put them into my mouth,
and upon them to base an argument, hoeis at perfect liberty
to do so; but I warn him today that that is his course, and
it is more irgenious than ingenuous.

Mr. DAVIES. I understand, Mr. Chairman, that it is
the bon. gentleman's constant practice, when ho is
challenged with a statement made by him of an important
character, te deny the correctness of the statement. IHe bas
done that half a dozen times since this debate on the
Franchise B;il began. If the hon. gentleman is pre.pared
to withdraw his statement that discontent does not exist
and dare not show itself in the Maritirme Provinces, I sha
pass on from it. But the hon. gentleman most certairnly
made that statement, and made it. in the most solemn and
emphatie manner that he was capable of. I will recall to
the hon. gentleman's attention the fact that in the metro.
politan city of his own Province, within the last six months,
several meetings of malcontents, or discontents, were held,
and these meetings embraced the leading merchants of St.
John, and only did they feel discontent with the existing
state Of mattere, but they formally expressed that discon-
tent in resolutions which were thrown broadcast over the
Dominion. When the hon. gentleman stated that no public
man who gave expression to discontent with the existing
political system of the Dominion, could hold up his head in
Canada, I would remind him that in the metropolitan city
of New Brunswick, a gentleman whom ho a short time ago
designated as a rebel-ard the expression is now in the
Hansard-was elected in the city of St. John to represent
that city in the Local Legislature, by a very large majority,
by a majority very largely in excess-

Mr. FOSTER. Will you read that in the Hansard?
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Mr. DAVIES. Of the majority by which the Finance
Minister was elected.

Mr. FOSTER. I ask the hon. gentleman to read that in
the Hansard.

Mr. DAVIES. On the 2nd May, the hon. gentleman, in
addressing the House, said:

'Who is it that countenanced secession in the city of St. John?
"Sime hon. ME M8RS. The Tories.
"Mr. FOSTE R. Isit? Then my hon. friend who ait& far the county

of St. John countenances secession, but of course he is not a Tory. la
the city of St. John one of the political friends of the member for West
Ontario is the only man, 1 am thankful to say, in the ProvinceoftNew
Brunswick, who runs an annexation sheet. He favors secession."

Mr. FOSTER. I rise to a point of orier. The hon. gen-
tieman has misstated my position. He ha deliberately
put into rmy mouth words that I did not use.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order, order.
Mr. FOSTER. I stated that-

Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh, oh.
Mr. FOSTER. Hon. gentlemen are afraid to hear me.

I will take an opportunity later on.
Mr. DAVIES. I am not going to continue the debate.
Mr. CASE Y. I must ask you, Mr. Chairman, to keep

order.
Mr. CHAIRMAN. Order.
Mr. CASEY. The hon. gentleman who has raised the

point of order bas been himself gailty of a breach of order.
He has been guilty of the breach of one of the beat known
rules, that even he, with his short experienceof.Parliament,
should have known. He bas stated that the member for
Queen's, P.E.I. (Mr. Davies), has been guilty of delibe-
rately putting into his mouth words which had not been
uttered. That is to say that the hon. member of whom I
am speaking, knowingly made a false statement; that he
deliberately put into his mouth words which he did not say
-that he told a lie. I leave the hon. member for Queen's
to defend himself as to the facts; I am speaking as to the
point of order. On the point of order 1 say that language
is utterly inadmissable and the hon. memiber for King's, N.
B. (Mr. Foster), must withdraw that statenient before we
proceed any further. I ask your ruling, Mr. Chairman.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Peihaps the hon. gentle-
man behind me was ont of order in making that statement;
but beforo be can be called upon to withdraw that state.
ment, the hon. member for Queen's, P. E. J., mus -with-
draw tho statement, that it was the habit of the hon. mem-
ber bthind me to make statements and then deny them.

Mr. CXSEY. We are at prosent considering the point of
order with respect to the hon. member for King's, N.B, and
we eau take up the other point of order if hon. gentlemen
desire it without the interference of the Premier. After
we have settled this point of order, it will be quite open to
them to take up the other point of order. I ask your
ruling, Mr. Chairman, on the point of order I have taken.

Mr. CHIAIR5MAN. The hon. gentleman is ont of order,
in stating, as he has donc, that the bon. membar put words
into his mouth which he did not use; at the same time I
think the bon. member for Queen's, P.E.I., had provoked it
by the language he himself had used.

Mr. CASE Y. Withdraw.

Mr. FOSTER. I cheerfully withdraw those words, if
they are objectionable, being sorry, at the same time, to
have to withdraw the truth.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. I hope the hon. member for Queen's
will do the same.
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Mr. DAVIES. What is the expression I have to with- ask that hon. gentleman, therefore, to give effect to his

draw ? declaration, for no hon. gentleman has dared to deny that it
Mr. CHAIRMAN. That the hon. member is in the habit is true that the effect of this Bill will 'be to disfranchise a

of making statements and thon denying that he made them. large number in Prince Edward Island. We next come to
New Brunswick. The hon. member for Queen's, N.B.,

Mr. DAVIES. The lion, gentleman las said half a dozen says the Bill will disfranchise 400 electors in his own
times during the Session that he had not made use of certain constituency. Why should we single out those 400
langùage, although- and say: leretofore you have exercised the franchise, but

Mr. CHAIRMAN. Order, order. we will prevent you exercising it hereafter. Can the hon.
Mr DAVIES, If 1 did not make the statement, I eau member for King's, N.B. (Mr. Foster), justify it? That

Mr. fOi. IfnI id n tae theIsamntinot hon. gentleman argued at some length that the House
withdraw it. I say and I repeat, and if I ar not in order had a constitutional right to pass such a Bill. He was
I will withdraw it, that the hon. gentleman, not once but only flogging a dead horse in using that argument. We
half a dozen time' this Session, denied that ohe made state have admitted from the inception of the debate that the
ments which, on reference to the records of the House, it legal and technical right to paso this Bill is vested in this
appears he did make. Parliament; but we did deny what the hon. gentleman

Sir JOHIN A. MACDONALD. The hon. member for knows we deny, that it was expedient or just to exercise
Queen's said that the hon, gentleman (Mr. Fostor) was in that right. We told him that the onus of proving
the habit of making statements and afterwards denying that the time had come to exercise that right lay upon
them. him, and lie would not accept that onus, and could not

Mr. DAVIES. I made that statement and I repeat it justify the exercise, except on special grounds, of that legal
now. I am in the judgment of the Honse as to whether right. Is that any satisfaction to the 400 electors who
the charge made by me is not correct; as to whether the are being disfranchised in Queen's County alone to
hot.. gentleman has not time and again done so. tell them that we have the constitutional right to do this

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order. thing? We have the constitutional right to d> many
things. If we find that to exercise that right brns with it

Mr. CHAIRMAN. I think hon. gentlemen are bound to injustice, disqualification and disfranchisement, we are not
accept the hon. gentleman's explanation. ' hat is what he justified in exercising that right. The exercise of such a
now says. right is tyranny. The hon. gentleman sneered at those who

Mr. DAVIES. I have read from Hansard what the hon. said this Bill was a revolutionary measure, and he laid down
gentleman said : That an hon. gentleman who is a poli- the pi oposition that because it was constitutional it could not
tical associate of the member for West Ontario coun- be revolutionary. When did the hon. gentleman make that
tenances secession ; that in the city of St. John, one discovery ? A number of measures are perfectly constitu-
of the political friends of the member for West tional in themselves, and yet they may be revolutionary in
Ontario is the only man in the Province of New their effects. 11 you transfer from one set of men the
Biunswick who ruans an annexation sheet, that he favors exercise of the franchise and give it toanother body of men,
secession. The hon. gentleman cooly stands up and says the effect ie a political revolution, more or less. If you
that such is the satisfaction of the people of the Maritime admit to the exercise of the franchise a large mass of those
Provinces with the existing state of affairs, that no man who are incompetent to exercise it, and so swamp existing
who values hie public position dare express discontent with constituencies,as we say you are doing in the case of the tribal
it. I have disproved that statement by one of the most pro. Indians, that amounts to a political revolution; to the transfer
minent mon in his own Province, and out of his own mouth. If of the power of the people from those who have heretofore
further evidence is required, I ask hon. members to read exercised it to another class-I say it amounts to a political
the rep nts of the meetings hel I in St. John in November revolution whether you have the constitutional right to
and December, attended by the principal merchants, in exercise that power or not. The question which is before
which language was used expressive, not only of discontent, this committee, the question to which it should bend its
but of a feeling that that discontent was based upon the mind is not the abstract question of constitutional rights,
political injustice from which they were suffering, and but whether or not the proposition before the committee is
calling on members of this House to remove those based on justice, fair play and equity. The hon. gentleman
grievances and the injustice which caused the discon- said-he supported the Bill because it proposes a uniform
tent. I do not want to take up time with irrelevant dranchise. Uniform it is in one sense-uniform on paper,
matter; but I wish to call attention to points made but diverse in its application. The hon. gentleman knows
with regard to this amendment. What position do that in the Maritime Provinces a large class exist who have
we ocoupy? We are now discussing whether any Province invested their money in personai property and that the
shall be exempted from the general operation of the same class do not exist in Ontario, and to base the exercise
Bill. We have had an amendment with respect to Prince of the franchise on one particular kind of property, and
Edward Island, before the House, and it has been voted exclude a large class of people who have chosen to invest
down. What is the effect of the Bil on that Province ? It their money in other species of property, is not justice or
has been said, not by opponents of the Government who fair play. It is not creating uniformity over the Dominion.
might be accused of political exaggeration in making state- but diversity. The man who possesses a barge floating
mente, but by supporters of the Government, by members down the St. John river and carrying lumber to market,
who follow them on almost all occasions, that the effect of possesses just as much property in the country as the man
the Bill will be to disfranchise a very large number of who owns a ten acre field near Toronto, Brockvillo or Lon-
electors. I heard the hon. member for Cumberland (Mr. don, The possession of a field does not augur more intelli-
Townshend) express a sentiment the other night, which I gence or more aptitude for the possession of the fran-
hope was entertained by others around him, that if the chise than the ownership of the barge, and when you find
clause would have the effect of disfranchising a large class statesmen framing what they call a uniform franchise
of persons, he would oppose it. We have proved that it will for the Dominion, unless you recognise the fact that we are
disfranchise a large class in Prince Edward Island who, for not a homogeneous people, that there are people engaged
thirty years have exercised the franchise, and who, by con- in varions occupations, trades, and callings, unless you
sent of both parties; have exercised that right fairly and recognise the practical vocations of life as they exist in the
well, and these are now being disfranchised by this Bill1 I Dominion, you will have a uniform franchise, not in thQ
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broad sense of the term, but one which will be uniform on the disfranchisement of a large number of people who are
its face, while in reality it will be diverse, unfair, and fit for the franchise, and the enfranchisement of another
unjust. The hon. gentlemen said ho supported this franchise class wbo are incapable of exercising it. The argument is
because it was uniform, but lot him answer that point. perfeotly absurd. Then the hon. gentleman went so far as
Does it create that uniformity which is based on justice, to say that he supported the Bill because the enlarged fran-
excluding as it does those 400 mon residing in the chise was consistent with good government. That was a
county of Queen's, because they do not own real property. pretty and well rounded phrase, but it meant nothing,
Is uniformity to be carried out ? The First Minister declared because the hon. gentleman failed to show that those who
that while he was going to admit the Indians of one portion were to be brought within the soope of the new Biull were
of the Dominion to the franchise, he would exclude those fit to exorcise the franchise, that the introduction of the
of another portion. Are not the Indians ofBritish Columbia Indians would be the means by which botter government
as well qualified and botter qualified from their education would be obtained, and bocause ho also failed to show that
and habits to exorcise the franchise than many of those the exclusion of those from the franchise who have
who are to be admitted ? Why, thez, are they to be heretofore enjoyed it, would be conducive to good
excluded. If the principle of uniformity is to be government. It is no use to indulge in .general-
the governing principle of the Bill why should you not isations of this kind, unless you show in detail
apply it in that case ? The hon. gentleman knows that the that the argument is a sound one. But when the hon.
principle has been exploded and given up long ago. I ask gentleman closed his remarks I was prepared almost for
him, when ho claims that this Bill should be more uniform, anything. He is the first gentleman I have heard from
can he, dare he, does ho justify the admission of the Indians the Maritime Provinces who has defended.the revising bar-
of his own Province to the exercise of the franchise ? I rister clause. Does ho think that the object which we ought
dare him to do it. He is a practical man, ho has lived most te have in view-the attainment of geod govornment -is
of his life there, and he knows that the Indians of that Pro-te be facilitated by making the appointmont of the reviuing
vince are unfit to exercise that franchise, unfit from their barrister a political appointnent? Does ho think it cither
manner of life, their educational position and their whole justice or fair play, or that good government will resuit
training, unfit from their gross ignorance. The hon. gentle- from vesting in the Government for the tire beîng the
man knows it, his constituents know it, every man in this appointment cf the men whe are te arrange the votera'
House from that Province knows it, and he dare not defend lists from which members cf this House wil ho elected?
it in this country. Why should the hundreds of Indians The hon, gentleman knows that thc rosuit must ho bad in
from New Brunswick, who are known to be incapable of ever every senso. le knews that politios run se hi h in this
exercising the franchise be included while hundreds of able- country, that the several repres8ntatives from the soveral
bodied, well educated men, possessing a large amount cf Provinces wil insist upon the appointment cf rovising
personal property, and who have exercised the franchise for barristers who will advance the intoreats cf their own party
years past should be disfranchised. Is that fair or just ? 1 in the several constituencios. He knows that 18 the reaon
say this Bill is unjust in those it admits, and ton times wby the Bil boing aupported se strongy by one party,
more unjust in those it excludes. I say you take away the and se fiercely opposed by this Bide. Ho knows
rights from the people of New Brunswick which they have it means political annihilation for* numbors of
enjoyed for half a century, and you confer those rights on the members on this Bide, net because they
Indians, who never have claimed them, who have never have lest the confidence cf their constituent, net
enjoyed them, and whom you admit are unfit to enjoy because the majority who returned thom bofore is net
them. Yon call in a class who are unfit to manage prepared te returu them again, but becauso political machin.
their own affairs, and yon call them in to assist ery is te ho arranged, se that when they cannot be defeated
in managing yours. Is there any justice in that ? by the voicof the people, they are te be dofeated by the
You admit that the Indians are not capable of pulling cf the plitical wiros. The hon, gentleman'knews that
managing their own affairs, and you take them those revising barristors are te ho at the bock and cali cf the
under your wardship and control, and the argument seemsGovcrn ment, and hoeknows that the very amount of mono yt
to be that because they are unfit to manage their own bepaid tetbem will ho depondenton the waythoy plomethoir
affairs you call them in to assist in managing yours. I masters. There is ne provision in the Bih fixing the salar-
would like to hear hon. gentlemen from the Province of ies they are te receive; they are te be dopendent on the
New Brunswick justifying that proposition. You heard whim ef the Governor in Counil; but the politîcal party
the remarks of one of the most experienced parliamentari- that appoints them la te reward then according te their
ans from that Province. He told you that the Indians were mrt-according te the way in whidh they tnrn ont the
totally unfit in that Province to exorcise the franchise; still ist@. The hon, gentleman knows that the Bill ho de! nds
you admit them while you exclude a large number of those has mot with cendemnatien from one end cf this Dominion
who have heretofore enjoyed the franchise, because, for- te the other; ho knows that there is not an impartial man
eooth, they possess personal and not real property. How, who defends it; ho knowa that the results wil ho that net the
on what principle, is this justified ? On the most extraor- people, but appointees ef the Government for the timo being,
dinary argument ever advanced in this Parliament in my will elect mon te Parliament; and ho knews that these very
hearing-on the law of compensation. Where do the hon.mon whose appointment hiedéfends are net te bo remevable
gentlemen get that law, as applied to the politics of this except by an address from the very Parliament tboy elect. 1
country? Looking at the Bill all through, the hon. gentle- believe there are large numbors on that side cf the fouse
man says: It is truc you disfranchise a lot of men whom who sec the injustice cf that provision, and who are prepared
ho dare not say are incapable of exercising the franchise, te amend it- but when sud mon as the hon. membor for
but on the other hand you confer the franchise on another King's got up and defend it, tbey weaken the lande cf every
class, whom he will not say are fit for the franchise, but fair minded and independent member in the Rouge and in
the law of compensation comes in, and as a matter of fact the country; hoedefends a scheme which le tyrannical and
the total number of voters remains the saie. Why, Sir, uDjne2t, and puts himself outoide the pale cf independent
the argument is childish. We will next have advanced in mon, and among thoso who follow blindly aftor the Govern-
favor of tiis Bill the law of averages, which is trotted out ment. I did net wonder that ho dofended the Bil on those
so often here in financial matters. The hon. gentleman general principles, because his very fend cf goneral prin-
knows in bis secret soul that the argument of the law of ciples: but when le came out boldly in defonce cf that o-
Çonipeusation is triffing with, the Rousoas a justification for position, whih he net bron dfendod b any inde nt
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member of this House, I gave him up. But I look forward
in the hope that that clause will yet bo amended in the
proper direction. Why, Sir, this is not a faction on this
side of the House. Hon. gentlemen opposite know
that the turn of the political wheel must come, and
that the Liberal party of this country must rule some
day. I would like to know how they would like to have
applied to them this rule that they are laying down and
applying to us. I would like to know how the hon. mem-
ber for King's would like a revising barrister to be appointed
by his opponents to prepare the lists on which he should
be elected? Put yourself in his place, is a very good
motto when you want to judge whether a certain action is
fair or not. When he has the wire in his own hands the
hon, gentleman is quite satisfied, but he would not be so
well pleased if it was in the hands of his opponents. I say
that proposition is unjust and indefensible, and I look for-
ward in the hope and belief that before this debate closes,
its unjustness will become apparent to the majority of the
House, and that it will to some extent at least be amended.

Mr. CASEY. The hon. member for King's (Mr. Foster)told
us last night that he did not believe that even if as wise a man
as Solomon were to address this side of the House, he would
mnake us believe that this Bill was a good Bill. Well, Sir,
for once I have some reason to agree with the hon. gentle-
mad, for that eventuality has occurred. At the very time
the hon. gentleman was speaking we had arguments address-
ed to us by an individual of the description he mentioned, and
those arguments did not seem to convince this side of the
flouse very much of the goodness of the Bill. Notwith-
standing that the wisdom of Solomon was expended upon
us, we cling to the opinions we formerly held of the Bill,
and this hon, gentleman did not appear to know much more of
political necessities of Canada than Solomon did himself.

olomon was a very.wise man, but he did not know much
of Canadian politics. The Ion. member for King's is a wise
man; yet he did not show much more knowledge
of Canadian politics than would Solomon if he had been
present. He did not even show much knowledge of the
wants and views of his own Province. He said the Bill
would be acceptable in his Province and that this par-
ticular clause would largely increase the franchise there;
but the array of figures shown to us by the hon. member
for Queen's proved that the Bill would disfranchise a great
nany in that Province. I sympathise with the people of

New Brunswick because the Bill seems likely to have the
same effect there as it will in Ontario, in the way of dis-
franchising a large number of people. It will be more
oppressive, however, in New Brunswick than in Ontario.
It happens that the late Ontario franchise under which we
were elected is practically the same as that in the Bill ;
tut in New Brunswick the provincial qualifications appear
to be so different that a large number of the very
constituents of the members now sitting for that
Province will be disfranchised under the Bill. A
large number of the constituents of the hon. mem-
ber for King's will be disfranchised. What he will
say to them 1 do not know. He smiles at the sugges-
tion, and I suppose he can smile in safety, because these
people will not have votes at the next election, and he
does not feel any necessity of securing their good
wili, because they will have no power to wreak poli-
tical vengeance on the man who has disfranchised them.
The hon. gentleman came here as an Independent mem-
ber, and he still claims to be such. Yet he las on two
occasions treated us to theories as to the duties of members
supporting the Government, which one would suppose could
only come from the mouth of a strict Government
supporter. He told us it is the duty of such mem-
bers to support the Government on all measures which
they consider of vital importance during the five years

Mr. DAimotS.acd n

of their reign, and lot the people judge of their action
at the next election. That is scarcely the language
of an Independent member of Parliament. The Independ-
ent members from New Brunswick do not all adopt that
tone, for the ion. member for King's is not the only Inde-
pendent member from that Province. Another gentleman
claims the title quite as strongly as that hon. gentleman,
and it seemus to me more justly. I wish to cite the opinion
of one Independent mcmber against that of the other as to
the effect this clause will have upon that Province and upon
the Dominion generally. One of the leading papers of the
Province ofQuebec and of the Dominion is known to express
the views of the other Independent member from New
Brunswick. I refer to the hon. member for Northnmber-
land (Mr. Mitchell) whose views are known to be expressed
in the erald of Montreal. That hon. gentleman does not
mince matters when le speaks through the press, and 1 do
not think he will mince matters when he will speak to the
House. It is not bis way to mince matters. In the erald
issue of Thursday last, he says:

" It is hard to understand why the Premier will persist in forcing his
Franchise Bill upon Parliament. He must see that there is no hearty
sympathy with it in any quarter. The Opposition to a man are against
it. This, perhaps, might be expected under party Government. But
the Governm nt's supporters are also against it-but the other Inde-
pendent member for King's, N. B. (Mr. Foster), is in favor of it. Two
Provinces claim to be exempted from its operation. Some Provinces
will not have one class of new vd'ters and other Provinces reject another
class or those whom Sir John would enfranchise. The Government
have been obliged to submit to radical changes already, and others are
imminent. It bas seldom happened that a strong Government has
encountered such strenuous opposition-from whom ? From ail aides.
The time of introducing the measure, the determination to push it
through regardless of consequences, as well as the provisions of the
Bill itself, are ail against sound party and public policy and out of har-
mony with skilful leadership. If it is a party advantage tLat is looked
for in Ontario, it is just possible that to gain this the Premier may
imperil the cohesion of his party as a whole ; and where would the party
gain in this event? "

I will skip a part of the remarks that follow, which are apt
an relevant, but too long to quote in extenso. He goes on
to say :

" He cannot be unaware of the extreme character of the demand he
has made on their party fealty. Probably no leader ever had more
devoted followera; certainly no party leader ever consulted his support-
ers less or treated ihem in a more autocratie fashion. But there is a
point beyond which no leader can count upon hie followers following."

This gentleman, who was at one time a colleague of the right
ion. the First Minister, and who is one of the most impor.
tant and influential members from New Brunswick to-day,
who is an independent man, says there ais a point beyond
which the Premier cannot count on bis followers following
him, but it appears the point las not yet been reached when
the Independent member from King's, N. B. (Mr. Foster),
may not bc counted on to follow.

Mr. COSTIGAN. Turn over the next leaf and read the
editorial of the 13th.

Mr. CASEY. I shall look at that editorial. I do not
know what is in it, and I am reading what applies to my
argument.

Mr. McCALLUM. I would like to know what the
views of the Independent members of the Province of
New Brunswick have to do with this question which is
before the House.

Mr. CASEY. It appears the point has been reached when
the right hon. gentleman's late eolleague cannot follow
him, but that point las not been reached in the case of the
Independent member for King's (Mr. Foster). The hon
member for Northumberland (Mr. Mitchel) goes on to say.

"The true standing ground for him, for any party leader who has
faith in the people, is manhood suffrage, and anything short of this is a
delusion and a snare. If le must declare is present opposition to this
priaciple, so equitable, so broad, so well calcnlated to bind the people
together, let him wait until he las heard the popular demand for the
application of the p ricile rising higlerand higher, as he certai1

wiw thic henext twolva month8 ; andi honoodu inspiration, ho ;;
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probably be gratifisd jby ithe roar of the multitude demanding what
should have been graeefully conceded without compulsion.

" At any rate, ft Sir Joha is aswatute as his admirers would have us
to believe, ho will not further attempt to impose upon the public this
enormous mass of patchwork wbich Is called a P'ranchise Bill, in place of
the genuine political clothing that is the birthright of every freeman.
Our advice to Sir John is to withdraw hie Bill, coupling with its retire-
m3nt the amendment that the franchise of the future mut be manhood
suffrage."
These are the manly words of a manly man, who utters
them frankly. Though i have had occasion to oppose the
hon. gentleman, and will probably have occasion to do so
again, I must say that he is never chary of speaking out
in the House his opinions and ideas. Whatever other faults
he may have, he speaks out frankly what he wishes to be
laid before the flouse. The hon. member for King's, N. B.
(Mr. Foster), made a suggestion which I hope will be fol-
lowed. Following up the hint given by the Mfail, he says
he is quite willing that our arguments and the arguments
of his side should go to the country side by side. I hope
the hon. gentleman's bint will be taken. I hope the House
will be dissolved and the opinion of the country taken on
this matter. Let our arguments and others go beforo the
people and let the people judge. That is the desire clearly
expressed on this side of the louse, but I am afraid it is far
from being that of the other side.

Amendment to the amendment (Mr. Weldon) negatived.
Yeas, U6; nays, 74.

Mr. VAIL. The proposition contained in the motion in
your hands is so reasona ble, and the franchise of the Prov-
ince of Nova Scotia is so simple and so satisfactory
to the people of that Province, that I hope, after a
short explanation of the Aci now in force in that Province,
that I shall be more fortunate in the amendment which I
am about to move than my friends from Quebec and New
Brunswick bave been in theirs in the same direction. With
the exception of a few remarks which I made on the second
reading, I have been an attentive listener to all that has
been said on the subject of the elective franchise and the
Bill now before the House. I have listened with a desire
to hear something said in explanation of this Bill by either
the Government or some of their supporters which would
justify me in voting for it; but the only reasons I have
beard from that side of the Hlouse in favor of this measure
have been, first, that we had the power to pass this Bill
under the British North America Act, and, secondly, that
a uniforma franchise is desirable. I fail to ses that,
for either of these reasons or for both, this House
would be justified in making so wide a departure
as this Bill proposes from the law of 1874, which
has worked so satisfactorily. If it could be shown
that this law would give us a more independent
vote, would return more intelligent representatives to this
House, or would be more satisfactory to the Dominion at
large, those reasons would be sufficient to induce, at all
events, a fair consideration of this measure. But it is not a
question of the power to pass the Bill, but whether it is
expedient to pass it, whether it will result in benefit to the
Dominion at large, and, until that is shown, I do not see
why this louse should be called upon to remain here six
weeks after the usual time of prorogation had passed to en
able the Government to place this Bill on the Statute Book.
I kRow that some hon. members on the other side will say
that, if this Bill is not crystallised into law this Session, it
cannot come into force for the general election of 1887.
Well, we have run five elections since Confederation under
the present provincial franchises, and no complaint has been
made or good reason given, why we should now pass a Bill
to enable the electors of the Dominion to vote upon the
same franchise in all the Provinces. The House met
on the 29th January, and until the 19th March we were
left in doubt as to whether this Bill would be submitted
to the louse or not. On the 19th Maroh it was

read for the first time, but it was not really before the House
until the 16th April, twelve days less than three months after
the House had met. ff the First Minister had been desirous
of putting this flouse in possession of full information in
regard to the Bill, what it contained, and what changes, if
any, he proposed to make in it, he would, considering all
that he had said in reference to its importance in former
Sessions, have spent at least two hours in giving to the
House full details in connection with it. ie would have
pointed out that the Bill was an important one, that it
would probably disfranchise some men while it would en-
franchise a few others. He would have stated that his only
object in bringing this Bill before the House was that we
might have a law that would be satisfactory and fair to all
parties and classes in this Dominion. He would have said
in addition to that: I know that the Opposition may,
perhaps, think that this Bill has been framed with a desire
to strengthen the hands of the Government, but I assure
them that my only desire is to make it perfect, and to give
the two groat parties an equal chance under it, and, if they
can make any suggestions in regard to any clause of it which
will be fair and just and will improve the Bill, I shall be
very happy to receive their suggestions and act upon themn
as far as I possibly can. If that had been done, the First
Minister would havo only done his duty and ho would have
convinced theb ouse that hewas desirous of doing what was
fair and right, and would have enlisted the sympathies of
the Opposition from that time; and I think I am safe in
saying, that the Opposition would have given a fair and can-
did expression of opinion on this subject, and we would have
assisted in every possible way to make the Bill perfect. 1
do not intend to speak very long, as I do not like to repeat
myself or others, but I must ask the indulgence ofthe bouse
while I compare the Nova Scotia Act passed last Sesbion
with this Bill, and point out where the two differ. Our Nova
Scotia Act is a very simple one. Ilitherto our franchise bas
been $150 of roal estate, and $300 of personal estate, or $300
of real and personal estate combined. This franchise was
simple and plain to everybody,.and bas been working well.
I do not mean to say that an Act of that kind is ever so per-
fect that certain changes are not from time to time necessary,
to bring in those who arc not but ought to be covered by it.
Last Session a new Bill was introduced in the Legislature of
Nova Scotia. And as I have bard a great many gentleman
opposite say that they could not expect fair play when a
Liberal Government was in power in any of the Provinces.
I am glad to be able to say that, although %c have a
Liberal Government in Nova Scotia, I am informed
that the Prtmier of that Province, before he submitted his
Franchise Bill, telegraphed to the Premier of the Dominion
to inform him that he intended to submit a Franchise Bill,
and to ask him if he desired to make any' suggestions, in
order that an arrangement might be made between them
which would be satisfactory to both Governments. Now, I
think that goes very far to show that the Local Govern-
ment, although it is a Liberal Government, had no desire to
take an undue advantage of the Government bere, and had
no desire to enfranchise anybody who ought not to vote for
members for this bouse. They bad no desire to pass an Act
that would give the liberals a party advantage. I have
here a summary which shows the difference between the
Local Act and the present Dominion Bill. In the present
Bill, the following persons will have the right to vote:
Owners of real property of the value of $150 ; tenants pay-
ing monthly, 82; quarterly, 86; half yearly, $12; yearly,
820 ; occupants of reat property of the value of
$150; a resident, who derives an income from some
mode, calling, office or profession, or from some investment
or charge on real property, of not less than $400 pur annum ;
farmers' sons, if living on a farm'of sufficient value to give
a vote as co-owner; the son of any owner of real property,
other than a farmer, and who has been a resident contin.
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uously with the father or mother after the death of the
father; then there is the fisherman who is entitled tD vote,
provided his personal property, or the real estate ho bolds,
amounts to $150, but no fisherman is allowed to vote unless
he has roal estate. If the fisherman bad been allowed to
vote on personal property alone, it might have been of some
advantage to him, but now ho must have real estate ofsome
value, if it is only five dollars.

Mr. KIRK. He bas personal property in bis boats.
Mr. VAIL. That is about all the personal property a

fisherman has in many cases. Under the Nova Scotia law
the franchise is given to the owner of real property of the
value of $150, which is the same as the Dominion Act ;
also, peraonal proporty of the value of $300. Now I will
here point out to the House where a difference exists
between the present Bill and the Nova Scotia Ac. A great
many people are on the list in Nova Scotia, who are the
owners of $300 and over of personal property. Notwith-
standing that those people may own 850,000 of personal
property in the Dominion, unless they own real estate, or
unless they come under the occupation clause, or the tenant
clause, or some clause of that kind, they cannot vote. I
think my hon. friend from Yarmbuth (Mr. Kinney) will
agree with me that thore are a great many people in Nova
Scotia who have property in varions investments, and are
now entitled to vote under that 8300 personal property quali-
fication, who will be entirely cut off by this Bill.

Mr. KINNEY. The hon. member forgets that there is
an income clause which will cover them.

Mr. VAIL. Not at all. They are not comprised lu the
income clause. They do not come in under the definition
of the income clause. Last night the hon. member for
Gloucester (Mr. Burns) stated that any man who earned
8400 per annum in the Dominion at the present time would
be entitled to vote under this clause. That is not so. A man
may earn $600 as a day laborer, but unless he occupies a
roon, or a building, he cannot vote.

Mr. KINNEY. O no, not a bit of it.
Mr. VAIL. He must be a tenant of roal pro perty, and

pay a monthly or yearly rent.
Mr. RYKERT. Not for income.
Mr. VAIL. I am not speakingof the income voter. I am

speaking of a day laborer who will not be allowed to vote
under the income clause. I may be mistaken, but that is as
I understand the Bill. Now, a large number of people who
own personal property in our Province, would be-disfranchis-
ed. This is very unfair, for it really enfranchises the man
who occupies a room twelve feet -square, provided ho
pays $2 a month, or $20 a year, although he may not be
worth a dollar in the world outside the effects ho has in
that small room. It is ridiculous to give such a man a vote,
while you refuse it to men who may have ton thousand
dollars or more of personal property. I am free to admit
that in some respects this Bill reaches a few people in Nova
Scotia thattho local Act last year, does not reach, and I can
very well understand why this class is brought in. The
class who will be brought in under the tenant clause of
$30 a year, are largely found in mining districts.
At the mines it is a very common thing to pay workmen so
much per day or so much per ton, as the case may be, for
the coai raised, and to allow the workmen to live, rent free,
in a louse owned by the proprietors of the mine. What
will be the effect? The $20 rent will be added to his wages
for the year; it will be paid by the owner of the mine, and
the miner will be enfranchised under this Bill. I do not
think it will apply to many people in the other counties;
but it will have the effect I have stated in the mining
counties of Nova Scotia.

Mr. TUPPER. Hear, heur.
Mr, Y4.IL,

Mr. VAIL. The hon. membet for Picton (Mr. Tupper)
says, "hear, hear." No doubt it will suit him, as it will
add a considerable number of eleetors in his county. Bat I
do not know why any members elected under a particular
franchise should be unwilling to go back to their counties
and seek re-election upon the same franchise under which
they were elected at the last general election. I desire to go
back to the same electors as in 1882, and that is the
proper way of testing as to whether, in the opinion of
the people the conduct of the Government has been satis-
factory. The bast evidence that the Government have
lost the confidence of the people is the fact that they are
pressing this measure; they do not intend, if they can
help it, to go back to the people who elected them in 1883,
and that is the explanation of this Bill being here to-day.
They hope that by enfranchising Indians and a certain
number of men in cities and towns who have not had the vote
before to gain a verdict of the people and be returned to
power for another five years. I do not pretend to say that I
am in favor of universal suffrage; I would prefer a property
qualification; but I believe, if we have to choose between
the Bill. row before the House, a complicated, expensive,
unworkable Bill, and universal suffrage, I would prefer
universal suffrage, and give every man who pays taxes
and contributes to the revenue a right to vote. If
we are driven to that as a last resort in preference to this
Bill, I shall vote for the proposition of the hon. member
for Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell). By adopting that
amendment we shall get clear of a very objectionable
feature of this Bill, and that is the expense that will be
incurred in connection with revising barristers, clerks and
constables. That is one of the best reasons why hon. gen-
tlemen opposite should pause before they agree to pass a
Bill of this kind. I ask hon. gentlemen to consider what
they are doing, and especially to consider the financial state
of the country. Surely the expenses are being piled up
from year to year with sufficient rapidity without having
$300,000 or $400,000 annually added ? There is no reason
for doing so. The present franchises have worked satisfac-
torily. If they have not, let hon. gentlemen opposite take
more time and perfect this Bill, and see if we cannot get a
fair vote of the people without incurring the expense pro-
posed. Hon, gentlemen opposite have stated that the
leaders on this side are in favor of a uniform franchise.
The best answer to that is, that the Government led by the
hon. member for East York (Mr. Mackenzie) passed the
Act adopting provincial franchises; they had the power to
make a uniform franchise, but they did not do so. Much
has been said about the powers given by the British North
America Act to this Parliament to deal with this ques-
tion. The hon. member for Queen's, P.E.I. (Mr. Davies)
properly said that no one disputed the right of this House to
deal with it. But I do not see that because we have
the power, that is a sufficient excuse for dealing with it at
the present time. It has been stated that Local Legislatures
in fixing the franchise consider what effect it will have on
Dominion elections. I do not believe this is true. They make
a franchise for the election for the Local House and do not
consider Dominion elections for a moment. The Act of 1874
merely adopts the franchises of the Local Legislatures from
time to time. Those Legislatures have no desire, so far as I
know, to interfere with the elections of members of the fouse
of Commons. The hon. member for Kent stated last night
that the Local Legislatures were not in so favorable a posi-
tion to know what should be the franchise for elections for
the Flouse of Commons as are members of this House. I
ask this question: Is it unreasonable to suppose that the 38
men who represent the people in the Local Legislature of
Nova Scotia, together with 21 Legialative Councillors, ar
not in a better position to judge as to what the franchise of
Nova Scotia should b, than a majority of the 21 members
who represent that Province in this Rouse, To-day six or
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seven of thome members are opposed to the present Govern-
ment, and to the Bill now beford thé House. The 14 mon
who support the Governmeont arê in favor of this Bill; and
tho3e 14 will actually force upon the 7 members and on
the Province of Nova Sotia a franchise which, for all we
know, may not be at ail suited to the circumstances
of the people of that Province for electing members
to this House. The hon. member for Pictou (Mr. Tapper)
ias given an excellent reason why he is not the very beat

judge as to who should be entrusted with the franchise in
Nova Scotia. He las taid "hear, hear," to the statement
that this law would give miners a vote and increase the
voters in Pictou county. la that an unbiassed opinion,
when ho is in favor of a law which increases the number of
votera in his own county, when ho knows that if there is
any class of peo>ple in Nova Scota who are in favor of
the present Gove nment, it is the minera of that Province ?
He knows that every one of those men would have voted
for him before, and ho knows that they will vote for him at
the next election.

Mr. TUPPER. Yes, the National Policy.

Mr. VAIL. Yes, they have been led astray by the
National Policy; they have been led to believe that the
National Policy has given them botter prices for their coal
and that the Government are doing all they can to favor
the miners of Nova Scotia, though lhey refuse to buy one
ton of Nova Scotia coal to heat these or any other buildings,
and buy American coal exclusively. I was going on to say
that the Nova Scotia Bill gives every person a vote who is
in possession of real property of the vaine of $150. Then
every person in the possession of real and personal property
together of the value of 8300; then the son of every owner
or tenant; then the son of every widow-so you see it
covers very nearly all those who are enfranchised under
the Dominion law. But, Mr. Chairman, I am not so
wedded to the Nova Scotia Bill that I would ho disposed to
object very mnch to the provisions of this Bill, provided
that it did not bring in the Indians, and provided we were
given a fair show with regard to the revisers. Our
revisers have hitherto been appointed by the municipalities.
They both appoint the assessors and revisers. The
revisers take the assessment roll, and from that asess-
ment roll the revision is made up. They are required
to post the roll as in the other Provinces at a certain
time, and if any person is wrongfully assessed ho has
the right of appeal to the revisers court. They receive
information, they examine the assessment roi], they are weil
acquainted with the whole country, and they know the
value of the property, se that they are in a good position to
say whether a party should be put on or struok off the roll.
Every man is given a vote who bas a right to vote, and it
must be shown very clearly that a man has no right to vote
before he is struck off. Now, Mr. Chairman, under this
Bill as it was fint brought down, the revising officer
was not only to revise the list, bat lie was to make
the list in the first instance. The revision of the list
would not be worth anything because ho made the
list 'n the first place. He was only required to go to
the assessment roll for such information as he imagined
he required, and thon he was to hold bis revision court
and his docisions were, I may say, final. Now, every-
body knows that it is a very rare thing, except in the
city of Halifax, to make the appeal really worth any-
thing. At first only arppeals in law were to be allowed,but it has now been stated by some gentlemen on that side,
and I belheve it has been agreed, that the appeal shall be
allowed in matters of fact as well as in matters of law. But
that is not worth anything in consideration of the fact that
it will always be attended with trouble and expense, and will
conseqtently be of no advantage whatever to the people. I
do not very often read from newspapers, but as the bon,

member for LincoIn read from thei Halifax Chronicle the other
night, I think it would be pardonable for me to quote from
the article to which he referred. lIe stated that, as this was
an Opposition paper, it was a matter of great importance
that that paper should have stated that there was very little
differer.eo between the Dominion Act and the Act latoly
introduced in Nova Scotia. If the hon. gentleman had read
the whole article-

Mr. RYKERT. I read the whole.-

Mr. VAIL. I think ho would have seon plainly what
was the opinion of the Chronicle on the subject of this Bill.
(The hon. gentleman here rend an editorial article from tihe
paper in question.) If the hon. member for Lincoln had
read the whole of thtat article, he would have given us a
correct idea of the editor's opinion on this subject; but as
he only read a portion it was calculated to deceive the
House-

Mr.- RYKE RT. Would the hon. gentleman allow me a
minute ? I simply read that portion of the article in order
to show that the Bill would not disfranchise any of the
people of Nova Scotia, in reply to an assertion by the hon.
member for North Norfolk.

Mr. VAIL. The hon. gentleman emphasised strongly
that this was the organ of the Opposition, and he put for.
ward the article to show that the franchise under this Bill
was more favorable than the provincial franchise. The
hon. gentleman, if ho thinks the opinion of newspaper
editors so important, might have gone a littlefarther and read
from the Morning Berald, of Halifax, which is a 'Govern-
ment paper. That paper, before I suppose it got the hint
that it was bound to sustain the Bill, said on April 18,
1885:

" We have always expressed disapproval of Sir John Macdonald's
Franchiss Bill. It may be true as alleged that the people cf Quebec are
flot yet in a condition to justify the abolition of property qualification,
but it is not true cf the people of Nova Scotia. if the condition of he
two Province3 is widely different, why a similate the franchibe law. The
suffrage will only be uniform in naine and not at all in fact, if applied
to snch different conditions ot society.1

That is the opinion of the Government organ in Nova
Scotia. The franchises are so widely different in the differ.
ont Provinces that it is impossible, except in name, to have
a uniform franchise, even if this measure is passed. Now,
a word with regard to what the hon. member for Kent
(Mr. Landry) said last night in referen3e to mombers of
this House being representatives of the whole Dominion.
My hon. friend was very patriotic-I am sorry he is
not in his seat; he did not know why a member, though
elected fora New Brunswick constituency, should be a repre.
sentativo of New Brunswick any more than a representa.
tive of British Columbia or Manitoba; because, he said, we
were all sitting here a3 members for the Dominion. One
would suppose that ours was a legislative union, and not
divided up into Provinces. Why, the whole of this Con.
federation is made up of Provinces; each Province is
allowed so many members, and we come bore as the
representatives of the several Provinces. Each Province
is, by a well established rule, allowed so many members
in the Government. I do not pretend to say that a member
of the Government should confine his attention to one par.
ticular Province, with a doire to get any undue advantage
for his own Province; he is to al intents and purpooes a
member of the Government of the Dominion of Canada, and
as such should transact ail business in connection with the
Government; but ho is nevertheless a representative in the
Cabinet of the particular Province ho comes from, and I
venture to say that not a question comes before the Govern-
ment of the Dominion which my hon. friend opposite,
the Minister of Public Works, does no. consider in the
light of its effect on his own Province. The hon. member
for Kent said it was nonsense for people to talk abogt the
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rights of the several Provinces being violated in this House,
and that there was no disposition on the part of the repre-
sentatives from any Province to ask for more than they
were willing to concede to other Provinces. What have we
seen in this House? Have we not seen the members
for Quebec voting for something for their Province, and
directly afterwards voting against extending the same
right to Nova Scotia? Have we not seen during this
very debate members from Prince Edward Island vot-
ing to compel every other Province of the Dominion to
accept this law and then moving in favor of Prince Edward
Island being exempted from it? Have we not seen them
voting against allowing New Brunswick and Quebec the
same privilege that they ask for their own Province? Do we
not see that those people are considering this question entirely
from a provincial standpoint? The people of the Province
of Quebec are very tenacious of their rights; they are
determined that their autonomy shall be preserved as far
as possible; and when this Confederation was formed, the
whole basis of representation for the several Provinces of
the Dominion was that Quebec should have 65 members
forever, and the other Provinces proportionate numberp.
If this Dominion is to be a federal union, it must be based
upon representation of the Provinces in this way; if it is to
be a legislative union, I can understand that provincial
lines may be broken down, that the autonomy of the Pro.
vinces may be destroyed, and that we may sit here as the
reprosentatives of different counties in the Dominion of
Canada and not as representatives of different Provinces.
Therefbre, I take exception to the argument of the hon.
member for Kent, because it is contrary to the system
under which the government of this country is carried on.
In regard to this Bill, you are actually forcing upon the
different Provinces a franchise which is distasteful to a
large portion of the people, merely because you have
the power to do it. It is botter to leave the Provincial
Legislature to fix the franchise which they know to be most
suitable to their particular Province. This can be done
without expense, and it leaves the responsibility in the
hands of the people. If we are to have responsible govern-
ment carried out in a way that will be satisfactory to the
people of this Dominion, we must allow the people to govern
themselves. And I am satisfied if the Government will accept
the amendment I have proposed and allow Nova Scotia to
elect her members under the provincial franchise that was
passed last year, it will be much more satisfactory to the
whole Province than this Bill, which, I know, will disfr an-
chise a good many people, notwithstanding it may enfranchise
a few who are not so well entitled to the franchise as those
who will be deprived of it. It is a very serious matter to
disfranchise anybody. The right to vote is a privilege
inherent in every citizen in a free country; every young
man looks forward to the time when he shall be able to
exorcise the rights of a citizen. If the law be left as it is
in the Province, it will be more satisfactory to the people
at large. Considering the position the Government
occupy, considering they went to the country before the
expiration of their last term, considering the law that was
passed making new linos in Ontario in regard to the elect-
oral districts, it would only be a liberal act on their
part to let this matter stand as it is at present, until
after the next general election. Then, after the country has
been informed upon this matter, it could be re-introduced
and the Bill be made perfect, which it is far from
being at present. It is unfair, it is unjust to undertake
to force a Bill of this kind through the House in order
to obtain a party advantage at the polls. Supposing my
hon. friend from East York (Mr. Mackenzie), when at the
head of the Government, had undertaken to pass a measure of
this description, what would have been said by hon. gentle.
men opposite? A howl would have gone up from them which
we would not have heard the last of for ton years. They

Mr. VAIL.

would have carried on the debate for six months before
allowing a Bill of this kind to paes. I believe in doing justice
to all parties. The Liberal Government, which was led by
the hon. member for East York (Mr. Mackenzie) took a manly
course. They went to the people without passing any Election
Act to strengthen their position, and said: Our course has
been such that we have a right to claim a renewal of your
confidence for the next five years; we are not disposed to
make changes in the tariff that we know will, in the end, be
injurious to the country, for the sake of getting a temporary
advantage and holding power a few years longer; we are
determined to stand or fall on the principles we have enun-
ciated. We were defeated; did we complain ? No; we
accepted the defeat. We said, we have done our duty; the
country has condemned our policy, but the time will very
soon come when the people will see and acknowledge their
error. The time has come now, and the Government
acknowledges that the time has come by putting that Bill on
the Table and asking the House to endorse it. They ask the
House to pass that Bill so that they may have an undue
advantage at the polls, and for no other reason.

Mr. TUPPER. After the two speeches the hon. member
for Digby (Wr. Vail) has made upon this question, two
speeches grossly inconsistent with each other, and after the
very able speech of the hon. member for Inverness (Mr.
Cameron) in which he dealt with this question upon high
ground, it will not be necessary for me to occupy much of
the time of the House in order to show that this Bill will b3
received in Nova Scotia with the greatest satisfaction, from
one end of the Province to the other. I say that advisedly.
Not only is the principle of this Bill acceptable to the
Liberal Conservative party of Nova Sceotia and to my
friends, to whom the hon. member for Digby (MIr. Vail)
specially alladed, but it is, from their own admission, accept-
able to the Liberat press, the Grit press of Nova Sootia, and
to the Grit party there, if I may claim the utterances of the
paper from which the extract was read by the hon. member
for Digby as the utterances of that party-and I take it
the Chronicle occupies such a position in Nova Scotia
in regard to the Liberal party so called, the
Grit party, and that it really speaks with more
authority than does the hon. gentleman. The
hon. gentleman read sufficient to show this louse that the
Liberal party in Nova Scotia admitted, are forced to con-
cede, that this Bill will broaden the franchise to a greater
degree than the Bill passed last Session in the Local Legis-
lature. That admission also came from the hon. gentle-
man's own mouth. He went further than the Chronicle; he
stated that the miners, a large and important class in that
Province, were to enjoy this high privilege of voting, of
expressing their opinions on public questions, questions
which affect their interest so closely. I wish to point ont
to the committee a curious change that haï taken place
during this very debate in the mind of the member for
Digby. Before that article in the Chronicle was written the
hon. member, on the 21st April, rose in this House and con-
demned this Bill because it restricted the franchise. fe
used this language:

" In the Province of Nova Scotia we have a simple franchise which is
easily understood: $150 worth of real estate, or $300 of personal pro-
perty, or $300 or real estate and personal property combined, entitles a
man to vote; and that is the whole franchise of Nova Scotia as it stands
at present. Now, this Bill, if it is carried through the Ilouse, will
deprive a considerable number of voters in Nova Scotia of the right to
vote for members of this House."

Now either the hon. gentleman did not entertain the view
that it would restrict the franchise or he has been educated
sufficiently by this article to know that it does not.

Mr. VAIL. Will my hon. friend read on what I did say.
I pointed ont that it restricted the franchise, inasmuch as
it took away the right of voting on personal property.
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Mr. TUPPER. I have not time to read the whole
speech. It is in the Hansard, but I may mention that the
whole of it has been repeated to-day with certain inconsist-
encies which I will point out. What I was about to say
was, either the hon. gentleman has not sufficiently studiet
the Bill or has been whipped into line by this article,
because I find at this stage he cornes under the taunts that
have been thrown across the floor of the House by hon.
gentlemen opposite, that sufficient study of the Bill bas not
bn made, since by studying this important question again
he has actually confused two clauses of the Bill. He stated
here in Parliament, at this late stage of the debate, that
the occupancy clause and the income clause went together,
and that the income availed no man anything unless ieh
was an owner of real estate. That is a sad admission to
corne from the hon. member for Digby, but that admission,
together with the others, makes it unnecessary for me
to do more than point to the paper which he read as
showing that there is an extension of the franchise, which
that organ hails with pleasure, in an article of the 9th May,
1885. They go on to show in this article that we have
dealt with a class not included in the Bill of the Local Leg-,
islature, the fishejmen, so far as regards their nets and tackle,I
and the occupants. The hon. member for Digby added
another class, the mining class, and he might have gone
further and shown that a large proportion of the mechanics
throughout that Province will enjoy the same privilege as
the miners. The mining class in Nova .Scotia is one of the
most important portions of the artisan or working classes.
They earned on the average, during the last year, over $2 a
day. These mon are intelligent. They are not such men as he
insinuated to-day, who could be deluded by political agents
or by any party to a greater extent than other men. He insinu-
ated to-day that we had deluded those men in connection with
the National Policy and had made them believe that it
would boenfit them and the Province, and I judge that his1
conclusion, in opposing their admission to the franchise,
was that therofore they should not bo permitt i w vote,
bocauso they would still record their votes in fa' or of that4
policy and in favor of myself as a representa, ive of thei
County of Pictou. That is a novel reason why any class in'
the community should be deprived of the franchi e, and I am
afraid that, under the broadest franchise in Canada to-day,
there would be very few voters if all who approved of thef
National Policy were teobe disfranchised. The hon. gentle-
man quoted a small extract from the Halifax Herald to
show that that paper, being in the interests of the Conser-t
vative party of Nova Scotia, opposed the Franchise Bill,1
but he knows that the only ground on which that paper
has disapproved of this Bill is that it does not go far
enough. That paper, like the hon. gentleman, if I can take
what ho has said to-day as his real opinion, prefers univer-0
sal suffrage to the legislation proposed by this Bill, I
and it would have been onlv candid for the hon.e
member, who read a lesson te my hon. friend from
Lincoln (Mlr. Rykert), for not reading the whole
of an article which he quoted, to have read
some of the articles in that paper in which they say expli-
citly that their opposition is grounded on the fact that thisn
Bill does not grant universal suffrage. It is apparent to
most hon. gentlemen that this Billihas extended the fran-0
chise to such an extent that the number of people excludedr
from its operations will be very few indeed. Some years t
ago, the present leader of the Opposition, when occupying
a position in the Local Legislature of Ontario, maie a speech
in reference to a Bill which proposed to reduce be property t
qualification in townships and villages from $500 to 300. A h
motion was made to Still further reduce it to $100, and my i
hon. friendS from Prince Edward Island and all of us from
Nova Scotia can take heart in reading certain language used
by the lon. gentleman on that occasion. He said :

"No one could be more disposed than he was to say that, while we
are adoptn the property qualiictionas a necessary ingredient in the
right to, the franchise, wo should seo that the property qualification was
not raised so high as to prevent those who had a substantial stake In
the country in the property they held from exercising the franchise; but
we should remember, with referenoe to this branch of legislation, that,
while it was easy to go down, it was impossible to go up. A stop in
the direction of that which the hon. member for Middlesex proposed to
take was a stop practically irrevocable. When once they reduced the
franchise, they would not find any man, or at least any number of men,
bold enough to propose to raise it. It might be that, in a very few
cases in townships and villages, there might be a man intelligent
enough te exercise the franchise who was the owner of a lot and house
in which ho resided worth no more than $200, but this mut be a
God-forsaken part ot the country, and the domicile must be of a peculiar
description."

No one will say that there is any God-forsaken part of
Prince iEdward Island or Nova Scotia.

" The hon. memher for Middlesex said he would like to gire the fran-
chise to every man whose name was upon the roll. That was what we
were coming to if, without cause shown, we were going to reduce the
property qualification one-half. Ho thought, if hon. gentlemen opposite
had acted wisely, they would have kept up the franchise in cities to
$500. If they had done so, we would not have found the hon. gentle-
man now urging this downward course."

No doubt the hon. gentleman has changod his opinion upon
that subject, and is not so averse to the broadening of the
franchise as he then was, but that is language used by an
hon. gentleman of as great weight thon as now, and we
cannot be charged with doing such outrageons things if our
Bill has gone no further than the hon. gentleman said it
should go at that time. I do not know that it has been mon-
tioned in this debate, that, just as the Chronicle, the organ
in Nova Scotia, a year or two ago, so the Globe, the organ
in Ontario, a year or two after that speech of the hon.
gentleman, stated that this Parliament should pro-
ceed to regulate its own franchise and to make
one franchiso for the Dominion of Canada. I
therefore fail to understand this extraordinary excitement
that has been worked up, not in the country, though an
effort has been made in that direction, but in one corner of
this House. I 'ail also to understand this indignation and
excitement, at ause, it seoms to me. that we are not mak-
ing a jump f'om the provisions in th, British North America
Act, to which allusion has so often beo n ado. Wo have
come gradually down to the position wo are taking to-day
in fixing a uniform franchise for the Dominion, because I
find that Parliament has already legislated and fixed upon
a qualification for the members of this House.
It has regulated the mode of thoso elections. We know
that open voting prevails in one Province of this
Dominion; why, thon, do hon. gentlemen not say that in the
Province of Manitoba, which says not only who shall vote,
but how people shall vote-why do they not come forward
and say that in Manitoba, Dominion elections shall be by
open voting ?-as that is the mode whieh prevails in the
local electione in that Province. But in the Dominion
elections the Dominion law lays down a different mode of
procedure, and dictates to the proud people of Manitoba
how they shall record their votes. We aiso find that by
the Dominion law, parties are disfranchised in the different
Provinces, judges for instance. We find also that this Parlia-
ment already has enfranchised a particular class in the Pro-
vince of Nova Scotia,the Intercolonial Railway officials. Now,
on the passage of these different provisions, I can find no
record of a debate of this character. I think it singular
that this storm should burst s esuddenly upen us; but there
may have b'en storms on the passage of these varions Acts,
which have passed away and are now forgotten, as I believe
this storm will pass away and be forgotten in a few years
hence. I take it, we are only now going, stop by stop, in
the direction contemplated by the British North America
Act. We have taken many stops, and have regulated the
mode of our elections, and have said who shall be represen-
tatives in this Chamber, and we are further enlarging the
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provision already in this Act, in regard to how the liste
shall be made up. Now, in regard to the appointment of
revisers' we know that as this Bill broadens the franchise
in so many Provinces, and goes far beyond the assessors'
list, once you admit the principle of the Bill to be correct,
and once you admit the qualifications for voters to be cor-
rect, you must of necessity make a provision for revisers,
or some other parties, to prepare the lista. It is impossible
to take the assessment list, because that list will not con-
tain the names of voters to be enfranchised by this Bill.
Therefore you have your choice. Will you delegate to the
municipalities the right to appoint special officers ?
I say the preparation of such a liEst, as is contemplated by
this Act, is not within the duties of local municipalities. I
take it that, if this Parliament chooses to leave these matters
to the municipalities, it has power to do so; but I, for one,
do not see any reason why we should not appoint our own
officers in this connection, as well as in connection with any
other legislation passed by this House. I also find another
objection on the score of expense. Well, when the Ballot
Act was introduced there was an additional expense caused
by the change from open voting. Will any hon.gentleman
deny that an additional expense was incurred by the intro-
duction of the ballot system ? Because more machinery was
necessary, and when you have more machinery you have
more expenses. Once having admitted the general principle
to be rigbt, that it was in the interests of the country to
adopt a ballot systeni in place of open voting, no man will
stoop to the argument that the fact that it would entail
additional expense was sufficient reason for not adopting
the change. rIthink that argument is puerile, and it exactly
applies to the question of expense under this Bill.

Mr. VAIL. My hon. friend, in pointing out my incon-
sistencies, referred to a speech I made a few days ago.
This is what I said, and I think it fully bears out what I
said to-day:

"In the Province of Nova Scotia we have a atm le franchise which ls
easily understood; $150 worth of real estate or »0 of personal pro-
perty, or $300 of real estate and personal property combined, entitles a
man to vote; and that le the whole franchise of Nova Scotia, as it stands
at present. Now, this Bill, if it is carried through the House, will de-
Srive a coneiderable number of votera in Nova Scotia of the right to vote
or membera of this House. The measure ia largely based upon the

principle of the ownerahip of real estate. Itl is not intended to give any
man a vote who possesses personal property only, no matter how much
it may amount to."
That is ail I said with reference to the Bill, and it is just In
accordance with what I said to-day.

Mr. KIRK. I desire to say a few words in favor of the
amendment moved by the hon. member for Digby (Mr.
Vail). The hon. member for Pictou (Mr. Tupper) and
several other hon. gentlemen who have spoken on the
opposite side of the House have taken up a great deal of
time in discussing the constitutionality of this measure, in
amrming the right of this Parliament to pass a Franchise
Bill. I think it was altogether unnecessary for them to do
so, because that right is admitted by both parties
in this House. The fact that Parliament has this
right is shown by the legislation in which this Parlia-
ment undertook to regulate the franchise of the different
Provinces years ago, especially the franchise of Nova Scotia
In 1871 the Novia Scotia Legislature enacted a law by which
all railway Customs, and many other offcials of the Dominioi
were disfranchised, as well as officials of the Local Govern-
ment. This Government undertook to say by Act of Paria-
ment that those electors who were so dibfranchised should
have the right to vote for members of this Parliament. By
that Act the Dominion Parliament showed its power to deal
with the electoral franchise. The action of the Nova Scotia
Government was similar to action previously taken by the
Ontario and Qnebec Legislatures. The pretension with
respect to uniform franchise goes to the winds. While wp
admit the right of this Parliament to pass the proposed Bill,

Mr. TUPPEra.

we deny the expediency of doing so. The local franchises
which have existed so long without any complaints being
made by any Province should still prevail. The hon. mem-
ber for Pictou (Mr. Tapper), says this Bill will be hailed
with great satisfaction by the Liberals of Nova Scotia; that
the Grit press hail with pleasure this Bill because it
enlarges the franchise. The hon. member said the N .ornng
Chronicle admitted that this Bill gave a more liberal fran-
chise than the Bill passed by the Nova Scotia Legislature.
I admit that the Chronicle says it would like' to
see the Provincial Franchise Bill more liberal but it did not
say that this Bill under discussion ie a more liberal
Bill than the one passed in the Nova Scotia Legislature.
I desire to show that this Bill restriets the franchise as
compared with the local law of Nova Scotia. The local
law gives a vote to every owner of real estate to the value
of $150, also to every man owning personal prorty to the
value of $300, or to anyon owning personal and real estate
amounting to $300. This Bill gives a vote to an owner of
real estate to the value of $150, but it does not take per-
sonal property into account. Under this Bill fishormen
will be disfranchised to a large extent. Take a fisherman
who owns a small farm to the value of no# more than 8150
or $200. He is allowed to come in with his boat and tackle
but h.eis not allowed to count in any other personal
property. Therefore his sons will not have votes. A fish-
erman may own a small vessel worth $1,000. That cannot
count for his sons or for himself under the present Bill.
Under the Nova Scotia law if a fisherman owns such a vas-
sel it will give a vote to himself and to his three sons, if he
has that number. It has been said that the income from
the vessel would give the fisherman the right to vote. I
do not see that it is so. Suppose the fisherman sent the vessel
to sea with captain and crew and there were no profits receiv-
ed, how would the case stand? He would have no vote on that
account under this Bill. But under the Nova Scotia law
he and his sons would have votes if the vessel did not earn
a dollar. Take again the franchise in cities. Under the
Nova Scotia law every man having 8150 worth of property
has a vote; but under this Bill h. must own property to
the value of $300. In towns, a merchant may own a small
store and have sufficient real estate to give him a vote. le
may have two sons, and a stock of goods worth $1,000.
Under the Nova Scotia law he and his two sons would
have votes. Under this Bill the trader only would have a
vote. I say, in view of these facts, this Bill does not
enlarge the franchise. It is said that this Bill gives a vote
on income. In Nova Scotia we have no income tax; how
then can the reviser ascertain the amount of income earned
by the people ? The revising officer must travel round in
order to obtain that knowledge. If that is to be the case
the expense will b. very great. Hon. members have
talked about $500,000 as the probable expense of making
out the voters' lists annually; but if the revising barristers
have to travel over every county t scertain the ahount
of income received by tie people, it will take double that
amount to pay theirexpenses. I t wlhl require 1,000,000 per
annum to pay the expenses of making out the list. Then it
was said that any man owning a vessel woild b. entitled to
vote unider this clause. I maintain that the clause does not
read so. It reads:

SDerives an income from soan. trade, rffice, c l ang, or profession, or
from some inve8tment or charge on reai property ln Oanada."

He cannot have a vote if his income is on personal pro-
perty instead of real property.

Mr. KINNEY. Yes, he can.
Mr. KIRK. I think not; the investment must I e a

charge on real property.
Mr. KINNEY. An investment of any kind.
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1fr. KTRK. Well, I am not a lawyer, nor is the gentle-

man who contradicts me.
Mr. DAVIES. Does the hon. gentleman mean to say

that any investmnent will give a man a vote?
Mr. KINNEY. Yes.
Mr. DAVIES. Money invested in a savings bank ?

Mr. KINNEY. Iasay that under this clause as it reads, a
marn who did not hold real estate at ail might still have a
vote.

Mr. DAVIES. Under what word in the clause would
you bring in a man owning a ship?

Mr. KINNEY. I do not say anything about a ship, but
I say that there can be a vote on personaL as well as real
property.

1fr. KIRK. I arn argun as te the men baving shipa, and
Isay that a man may have 00income from investment in a
vessel,and under the i he would not have a vote,because the
money must be invested in the particular way described in
the Bill The hon. member for Pictou said that the fran-
chise under this Bill would largely increase the votes of the
minera of Nova Scotia. I deny that it does. I say that the
law of Nova Scotia passed lat year is more liberal to the
minera of Nova Scotia than the present Bill, and for this
reason. The Nova Sootia law gives a vote to any man who
is in occupation of property worth 8150. Now it is a very
poor house indeed, in the coal regions of Nova Scotia which
is not worth $150, and if he is in possession of such a house
for one year, even if he does not pay one dollar rent, lie is
entitled ta a vote. Tnder this Bill, however, he must pay
$20 a year rent, and he must, I suppose, satisfy the revising
officer that he las paid the rent, by producing the land-
lord's receipt. Now, I ask if a man who occupies a bouse
worth $150 is not better entitled to a vote, and if he does not
obtain it on easier terms than the man who actually pays
820 a year rent; and who must be prepared on election
day at the poils to swear that the rent was actually
paid ? The franchise of - the farmers is also
restricted in this Bill, and I do not think there is
a single clam in Nova Scotia as to which the fran-
chise is more liberal in this Bill than the local law,
unless it is in the matter of income, and even as to that the
difficuity of obtaining the amount of income would be so
Eeat that the law would be entirely a dead letter. One

n. gentleman said that this Bill would enfranchise a
great many techers in Nova Scotia. I dare say there are
some teachers in towns and cities who receive lar'ger
salaries than 8400, but the teachers in country places do
not receive anything like that amount, and so they would
not be enfranchised. Stll in that particular case-the
income voters-and in that case alone, is this Bill more
liberal than the present Nova Scotia franchise. But if the
Bill restricts the franchise in some respects, it is proposed to
make it up in others-to make it up by the enfranchisement
of the Inhain. For the frst time in the history of this or
any other country the Indians are to be enfranchised. I need
say nothuiug at ail about the conditions of the Indians of
Nova Scoti, for there is no man her who knows anything
about them, who does not know that they are uneducated,
illiterate and ignorant, and that they are not a desirable
clam to enfranchise. Besdes, they are under the direct
control of the Government, and will feel in duty bound to
vote for the Government under any circumatances. I main-
tain that under th Biail the Indians on a reservation will
be entitled to vote, if the reservation as a whole is of suffi-
tient value to give them votes. Then, Sir, we are to have
the votera' lista nade up by the nominee ofthe Government.
At the present time, in our Province, tleyare made up by
the municipal councils, who are elected el the people, free
from political influence, because l our Province we have

no political strife in running our municipai elections. If
those hon. gentlemen on the other side wish to make a noise
I will wait till they are through.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. Hon. gentlemen will please keep
order.

Mr. KIRK. The votera' list is made up from the assess-
ment roll. A board of four assessors are appointed by
the municipal council, and o9e or more members of the
board travel through the district, see the property, and take
an inventory of the property, and thon the four meet and
value it.

Mr. DAVIES. I think we might take the sense of the
House, Mr. Chairman, as to these noisy interruptions. The
hon. gentleman speaks ver yseldom, and it is very unfair
and ungenerous in those who do not wish to hear him to
give him this treatment.

Mr. CHAIRRAN. Hon. gentlemen will please keep
order.

Mr. KIRK. These hon. gentlemen talk about obstruct-
ing the business of the House. I wonder who are the
obstructionists. I was proceeding to say that the board of
assessors value the property irrespective altogether of the
right of the owners to vote. Before they prooeed to their
work they are sworn to value the property at its actual
cash value. From the assesment roll made up in this way
the reviser's list is made up by three appointed by the
municipal council also, and that list.is made up irrespective
of political influences. I bave scarcely ever heard of any
trouble in regard to political influence being brought to
bear on the revisers; they are allowed to act acdording ta
their best judgment without interference from any person ;
and these men are appointed, so far as I know, from both
sides of politics, so that there is no liability of any diffi-
culty arising from a political cause. The fact that when
the Franchise Bill was amended in the Nova Scotia
Legislature last Session, and fully discussed by members on
both sides of the House, not one solitary word was said
against the principle on which these lista were made up by
any hon, gentleman in that House, ought to be pretty good
evidence that the people of Nova Scotia are satisfied with
the system of making up the electoral lista. But this sys-
tem is to be changed. We are to have the making of the
electoral liste placed in the hands of a nominee of the Gov.
ernment, who may base his valuations on the assessment
roll or may value the property just as he pleases, and place
whom lie pleases on the lit or leave off whom he pleases,
The revising barrister sits in but one place in the electoral
district. In my county lie will probably ait in the town of
Guysboro, the shire town of the county. There is more
than one polling district in that county which is 80 miles
from Guysboro', and i would like to know if any elector in

'that county will go to the trouble of travelling 80 miles in
order to see that his naine is on the list, even though ho
knows he is left off; and we do not know how many names
will be left off, either accidentally or purposely. Why
should the Government ask to have their own nominee
do this work, unless they want to be in a position to control
entirely the electoral lista and eleet whom they please
to this House ? On that ground I object to this Bill.
I believe the electoral lista should be kept away from
the control of the Government as much as possible; I think
the Government should not want to interfere or to assume
any advantage over the Opposition. I oppose this measura
also on the ground of expense. At present, the electorai
lista cost the Government nothing; they are made ready
to hand, and made as fairly and as well as it is possible for
a revising barrister to make them; and why not use thosa
lista ? Why want to change a system which has given
such universal satisfaction to the people of this Dominion ?
I cannot sec why, unless the Government want to control the
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whole affair. I believe that is the main object the Govern.
ment have in vic w in pressing this Bill through the House;
they wish to get control of the electors of tais country.
This Bill, to my mind, 4as a wrong title. I -stead of its
being entitled "A Bill iespecting the Electorai Franchise,"
it should be entitled " A Bill to elect Tory members to
Parliament," because that is just what it is and what it will
be, and for these reasons I oppose it, and shall vote for the
amendment of the hon. member for Digby (Mr. Vail).

Mr. CAMERON (Inverness). I should apologise for tres-
passing upon the time of the Honse, only that I desire to
make a few observations relative to the remarks made by my
hon. friend from Nova Scotia. I do not regret that the
electoral franchises of the different Provinces have been
separately submitted to this House, because the contrast
which the discussion has shown to the committee proves
conclusively that the discussion relative to the smaller
Provinces is much more moderately conducted than when
the franchise of Ontario is under consideration. My hon.
friend from Guysboro still maintains that the franchise of
Nova Scotia is not extended by this Bill. The Morning
Chronicle, the organ of the Liberal party in its issue of the
7th instant admits that it is an extension of the franchise in
Nova Scotia even beyond the franchise provided in the Bill
lately introduced into the Local Legislature. But what I
desire to call particular attention to is the very strong
feeling that exists in this flouse on the franchise. My
hon friend from Kent, N.B., referred to the irritation that
existed in language both forcible and suggestive. I have
seen in the London Advertiser of the 5th of May:

" The Reformers of the House of Commons, in their gallant struggle
will have the sympathy of all fair-minded men. Sir John, insolent and
defiant, paraded his brute strength, and boasted of his power. Were he
allowed, he would crush the Reform party out of existence as ruthlessly
as he would take the life of a snake. But he has been made to whine.
He has felt that there is force of brains that can be used against the
force of numbers. The Reformers can compel the withdrawal of the
diabolical measure, and they will do so."

Such language used by the organs of a great political party
in this Dominion is calculated to create a great deal of mis-
chief. Sucti appeals to the prejudices of the'people have
been the cause of the rebellion in the North-West Territories,
and if these appeals continue to be made to the prejudices
of the Province of Ontario, I fear we will have a rebellion
nearer home. Not only has the Advertiser appealed to the
prejudices of the people of Ontario, but I find in the Toronto
Globe of 2nd May the following passage:-

" It is hard to say what the next few hours will bring forth. The
indignation of the people is rising. The gallant band at Ottawa will not
be left without support. They have the sympathy of every respectable
-nan in the country, Conservative as well as Liberal. Public opinion
would support the sending to Ottawa of a delegation of five thousand
citizens entrusted with the duty of preventing, by any constitutional
means, the injustice now sought to be perpetrated.

Such appeals if made to our people in the Maritime Pro.
vinces would, I fear, end in a rupture of the Dominion, but
it appears to have been the practice of the past in the older
Provinces of Canada to make similar appeals. They have
been in the past the cause of dead locks resulting in the
impossibility of governing Canada during the union of
Upper and Lower Canada, and I fear that unless these
appeals made to the prejudice of the people are thwarted
by the representatives of the people in the Dominion Par-
liament, the existence of Confederation will not be any
more lasting. The reason why I am glad that the franchises
of the several Provinces should be submitted for the consider-
ation of this House is simply because there is a variation
which is rather refreshing. I find the Bill under considera-
tion is discussed from the point of view of each one's consti-
tuency from which every member in this Tjouse should dis-
cuss it. Before the question of the francitise to the several
Provinces, apa:-t from the whole Dominion, was admitted,
I fancied that there were only seven constituencies

Mr. KIRK.
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in this D,)minion, Ontario, Quebec, New Brunswick
Nova Scotia, Prince Edward Island, Manitoba and
British Cclumbia. If there were no other reason,
why we stould have a franchise absolutely, within the
control of tae Dominion Parliament, the evidence is in the
irritation that existed in this flouse during the discussion
on this measure. Each representative holds his own pecu-
liar views as to who should be and who should not be disen-
franchised, who should and who should not have a vote in
his own constituency. While we differ as to the qualifica-
tion necessary, I think we should, as sensible men, agree
that this Dominion should have the control of its own
franchise. I would say that for the municipal council every
intelligent British subject over 21 years of age, who is eub-
jected to taxation by the municipal councils, should have a
vote for members of the municipal councils; for the same
reason, I should say every person who is directly or indi-
rectly taxed by the Local Legisleture ought to have a voice
in returning representatives to the Local Legislature; and
for the same reason I should consider it but proper and just
that every person who is taxed by the Dominion Parlia-
ment, who is over 21 years of age, and is a British subject,
ought to have a voice in returning representatives to this
Parliament. But whether we differ on that subject or not,
we ought all to agree that this House should have full
control of the franchises for the Dominion Parliament.
My hon. friend from Digby (Mr. Vail) has compared
the Franchise Bill lately passed by the Local Legislature,
during the last Session of Parliament, with the
Franchise Bill which is now under our considera-
tion. I submit that is hardly a fair comparison. He
should have compared with this Franchise Bill, the
franchise under which members of Parliament from Nova
Scotia were returned in 1882 to the House of Commons.
If he compares the measure now before the House with
the Franchise Bill of 1882. under which we were returned
from the several counties cf Nova Scotia to this Parliament,
he will find that this Bill gives a very largely extended
franchise to that Province. I have not the slightest hesita-
tion in saying that in my own county it will extend the
franchise to at least 150 people, as compared with the
election law of 1882. My hon. friend from Digby said that
the members of this flouse should go back to the same
electors as returned them. I would ask how is it possible
for us, who were returned on the electoral franchise of 1882,
one very different from that now existing in Nova Seotia, to
go back to the same electors ? The hon. gentleman must
know that the franchise is now very materially extended
from what it was in 1882, and even now we cannot be sure
that we will have to go back to the electors that are at
present entitled, under a very anomalous Bill, to return
members from Nova Scotia. I have only a few words
more to add in reference to some comments made on
my former speech by my hon. friend from Queen's, P.E.I.
on the 5th instant, the hon. member said I had stated that
the object of the Bill was not to secure uniformity at all.
(See Debates, page 1812.) I cannot conceive how he could
have gathered that from my remarks. I will read the words
which I used. (See Debates, page 1684.) I listened also
with a great deal of attention and patience to my hon.
friend from Bothwell (Mr. Mills) who referred to my
argument on the right of this Parliament to pass the
Franchise Bill, but said we had also the power to say
that no man over 21 years of age or with blue eyes
or red hair should have the right to vote, but that we
were not called upon to exercise that power. I think I
can show, from his own philosophical reasoning, that we
should adopt a franchise for the Dominion Parliament. The
Local Legislatures have also power to say that no man over
21 years )ld or with blue eyes or red hair shall vote. It has
been repe itedly stated by hon.gentlemen opposite that this is
a great political war between two great political generals, the
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Premier of Ontario and the Premier of the Dominion. Let us no interest in the property; and thirdly, 1 wid to say that
suppose that the Premier of Ontario passed a law which upon the ame occasion, now eleven years agc. I stated my
would only give votes to philosopher@. Does not my hon. own view that the true basis of a suffrage wae not upon pro.
friend from Bothwell know that such philosophers would perty at ail, but that it was that which I1 tated in my
only vote for Grit members for the House of Commons, and speeoh on the second reading of this Bih-citizenship,
that would unquestionably annihilate the Conservative vote residence, and intelligence.
from Ontario? It would be a most dangerous thing to per- Amendment te the amendment (Mr. Vail) negatived.
mit any legislature, without our knowledge or consent, toeu, 6
so frame a franchise as to keep out of this Parliament all; 3
representatives who were not in accord with them. The Mr. CASE Y. I do not think it is possible to provide
franchise should have a uniform bpsis if possible, with a an uniform franchise for the Domin'on unless by a
voters' list on which the names of all those who are entitled different method from that proposed by the Bil. I do net
to vote should be placed, and no others. The present Billse. that it would b. posible te have any sort of uniform
provides an excellent franchise. It is true that the agita- suffrage for the Dominion, unies the suggestion embodied
tion against a revising barrister reached the far distant lu the notice of motion of the hon. member for
county ofInverness, and I hold in my hand a petition in Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell) is adopted, namely, that of
reference to it, and, as petitions have been presented against universal suffrage. I contend tht nothing short of universal
the Franchise Bill, I think this is an appropriate time for sufage will provide an uniform franchise for the Dominion.
me to present this one. Lt las been pointed ont tht the principle of uniformity

"We, the underigned warden and counoillors of the municipality of is alredy broken, in that we have Indian suffrage lu some
Inverness, beg respectfully to recommend to our Dominion represen- Provinces, while lu others, the same clasa of Indians, namely,
tative and to the Government of Canada the appointment to office of residenta on reserves, are not te b. allowed te vote. It las
revising barrister for this municipality under the provisions of the been nninted eut that we have, under this Bil a suecial
Dominion Franchise Act of 1885, of John L. McDougafi, oftabo, Esq., r
barrister." fancy franchise for the fishermen of the eastern Provinces,
This petition is signed by sixteen municipal coun- which dosanet apply at all te Ontario, ad te enly a au
cillors, by every Grit municipal councillor in Inverness, extent te some parts cf the province of Quebec; which wil
except one, and I believe by nearly every municipal notapply at ail te Manitoba, ad which wilI have very
councillor who was present in council on the 5th littie application te British Columbia. We are, then,
instant. The reason for the recommendation is cvi- already far away from the principle of an uniform franchise
dent. The council would not be in session again until I contend, therefore, that the question before us la net 80
some time in January next, and no other opportunity would mucl whether we should have an uniform franchise for the
present itself to its members to send a recômmendation to Dominion, which this Bill dees net give, as whether w.
their representative in the Dominion Parliament. They shouid have the particular franchise proposed in this Bil.
therefore took this course to recommend a person for the I is worthy cf discussion, however, whether we should even
revisal of the electoral lists in the same way as they attemptte provide an uniform franchise for aIl the Provinces.
recommend revisers for the local lista in Nova ScotiaIt la admitted on ail hands, it las been stated ad naueam
and I think, fthrts nieiecerqnrd this att we have power te, create a Dominion Franchise. AsIand Ithink if there is any evidence required, this fr
nishes ample proof that, in the county of Inverness, recoileet the wordiug of the constitution, it doos net say
the principle of having a Dominion franchise under that such Franchise ahonld necessarily b. an nform
the control of this Government has been approved of. eue; but that this Houa. should have the right te
The person who is recommended was, at the last generai settle the franchise n which members cf the House cf
election, a very strong opponent of mine. He is a person Commons shonld beected. As the hon. member for Both-
of con-iderable ability, and exorcises a good deal of influence.well (Mr. Milla) ha pointed eut, we have already doue
He has been recommended by the municipal council, and that. t is part cf the statute lmw cf Canada, that
although an opponent of mine, I do not see any reason why, whatever franchise should be mdopted from time te time by
if this Bill becomes law, I should not recommend him to the oaci Provinceshould b. the franchise ou which the repre.
favorable consideration of the Government. I have a good sentatives te the fouse cf Cemmons fim that Province
deal of confidence in him; I have a similar amount of con- shonld b. elected. Therefore, at the present time by a
fidence in every lawyer in the shire town which I have the statDteryprovision, ad under the constitutional provision
honor to represent, who has been in practice for five years; te whil have referred, the Dominion Franchise la that cf
and I beipve that when under oath, they would prepare an each Prevince individually, and every person who la enfran.
honeis Liuctoral list. I am astonished to hear hon. gentle-chused by the Act of the Provincial Legislature hmsbecome,
men from the Province of Ontario say that they have so ever since 1874, a voter at electiens for members
little faith in the hon ty of purpose of the legal profession cf.this Houa.. We have te cousider therefore, net
of that great Province. From the way they tilk one wouldprmari whether suchand such persons or classes
almost believe that there is not an honest manI n the legal shold b. enfranchiséd, but whether any et ticse who
pi ofession of Ontario; but from my personal aâquaintance esth franchise sicuid hec.. it. The pro-
with ion. gentlemen from Ontario. on bof pthe ib. cie us iseue te disfranchise a number cftPho' t
House, wto are lawyers, I do not think they as as b who already posses the right te vote, d te give tat
they represent each other to be.pwer t others who do net new poss it. The question is

1much graver than it would b. if we were now lu the -early
Mr. BLAKE. An hon. member has alluded to a speech-days cf Confederation and a franchise Billwere propoe.I made years ago, in the Legislature of Ontario, which IL la- much graver mct te take away the franchise from

obliges meto say one word. The observations I addressed people who lready enjoy it than te settie who shal
to the Legislature of Ontario on that occasion were specially possesa it when the question cf the hais cf the franchisedirected to a proposed franchise buaed upon property, but fi-at comes betore Parliameut. It wasneyer eontemplated,not at all witb regard to what the proper considerations for when that provision waa placed lu oui constitution, that a
a franchise ought to be. As long ago as 1874, I publicly step cf this sort should b. taken. It was contemphated thatproposed, in reference te a franchise based upon property, the Dominion should take some steps te say who shouldthe adoption, first of all, of a household suffrage, entirely b. voterat Dominion elections; but it was nover con-irrespective of value; secondly, that of a farmers' son's tempiated that this fouse ahould restrict tie Provincial fian-franchise, lu respect cf which farmers sens had themgcnves chintalready existing. No su h precedet au b foud ia
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either English or Canadian practice. We, on this side ofthe
House, have urged that the people should be consulted
before such an important change is made. We have
been answered that Mr. Gladstone effected a sweeping
change in the franchise in Great Britain without consulting
the people, and that Mr. Mowat did the same thing in
Ontario. But in each case no restriction of the franchise
resulted from the measure adopted. I am aware that point
has been disputed, but I will prove it later on. The Mowat
Government went to the people with the extension of the
franchise as a plank of their platform, in 1883,
The people returned that Government to power, in
spite of thousands of arguments sent out from this capital,
which the pockets of contractors supplied; but, in spite of
the golden arguments, and the precious documents sup-
plied by those individuals, the people returned the Mowat
Government to power, largely, no doubt, on the ground
that they proposed to extend the franchise. They carried
out that pledge. The franchise has been extended; and it
involved an extension of the franchise for elections
to this House. It is now proposed, without an appeal being
made to the people, to take away from the people whom the
Mowat Act has enfranchised the franchise they now legally
possess, for Dominion elections. Such a proposal
is a constitutional revolution, or rather an unconstitutional
change in the constitution. lIt might more properly be
called a coup d'état. It is a proposal to place the whole
basis of the franchise and the machinery of registra-
tion in the hands of the Government. If that is
not a revolution in the constitution, a coup d'état
and a usurpation of power, by violent means, I do
not know what proceedings could be described by such
language. It is au attack, not only on the rights of the
Provinces, but on the principles of representative and consti-
tutional goverament on which our whole parliamentary sys-
tem is based. I say, Sir, it is utterly inconsistent with any
conception of reprebentative institutions, it is utterly incon-
sistent with the idea of representing the people at all, that
the right to say who shall be represented, who shall be the
voters, shall be assumed by the Government-I do not say
merely by this Government, but whatever Government is in
power. It would just be as absurd, as unconstitutional and
as unjust, to enact that a Reform Government who might be
in power should say who were to be the electors for this
House, as to say that the present Government should have
that power. And, Sir, I must repeat the warning which has
already been given to their confrères by some hon. gentlemen
on the opposite aide of the louse, who have chosen to act
independently in this matter, the warning, namely, that they
must look to the future and sec how they would like this
Bill, if it were in the power of every Grit candidate in On-
tario, or any other Province, to say who should make up the
voters' list for that constituency-if it was in the power of
that oandidate to take the position of revising officer,
make up the Eist himself for that constituency, and then
resign that office and present himself to those electors
he had created by his own fiat. Hon. members,
when they look forward to that prospect, will be
able to realise our position, and how we feel at tI4e
prospect of our opponents in each riding in the Dominion
bing able to make up the jury list which is to try our case
-able to make up the list of electors to whom we have to
present ourselves, and to decide in advance in every riding,
except in those in which there is an overwheiming Reform
majority, who shall be the member in that particular riding.
We are charged with obstructing a Bill of this charac-
ter, as if it were a discredit to us. We are toid that the mino-
rity have no right to resist the majority. I do not know
where they get those principles of constitutional govern-
ment. They do not come from British practice, from
Canadian practice or from the practice of the United States.
I do not know in what other countries the science of repre-
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sentative government has been so fully developed as to
afford a wholesome precedent, but in these three countries
they can find no precedent for the assertion that the mino-
rity should never seek to hinder the will of the majority froin
becoming law. Thore is no precedent for that assertion in
the text books or proceedings of any Legislative Assembly.
There is no justification for that assertion, either in common
sense, logic, or fair play. For what purpose are the
rules of parliamentary debate arranged? For the express
and declared purpose of protecting the minority from the
tyranny of the majority. If the majority were able to say,
at any time; "there is no use discussing this question any
further; our minds are made up, and we may as well vote
now and we will vote now "-representative governmgent
would becomes a farce. It would become merely what the
independent member from King's, N.B. (Mr. Foster) would
make it, according to his own statement, a machine for the
registering of those acts which the Government have already
decided upon, and which the Government, forsooth,say should
become law. I say that the forms of parliamentary debate
have been expressly arranged toallow the minority to protest,
to hinder and delay the -progress of measures through the
House, until those measures have been fully discussed, until
the country has had time to pronounce on those measures,
until, in fact, it has been ascertained beyond doubt that the
Government does represent the will of the country with re-
gard to those particular measures. There are cases, undoubt-
edly, in which obstruction would be more factiousness. We
have seen instances of that sort here. We have seen them
in the Brïtish House of Commons. But to say that if we had
systematically obstructed this Bill from the first moment
in which it was proposed, our obstruction would have been
factious, is to say that for which there is no justification
in constitutional precedent or plain common sense. It is a
matter of fact, known to every hon. gentleman, that, with
the exception of those occasions on which they insisted on
keeping the louse sitting at hours when discussion was
impossible, this Bill has been discussed-not obstructed, but
discussed-but I say that even if we had decided to systema-
tically obstruct, by every means which the forms of par.
liamentary debate allowed to us, at each stage of this Bill,
we would have had ample justification, in the nature of the
Bill itself, and the public feeling existing with regard to it
throughout the country. When the Government proposes
to do that which will destroy representative institutions,
which will disfranchise those who sont them and us here,
when they propose to make free discussion in future Parlia-
ments an impossibility, I say it would be justifiable .or us
to use every legal and parliamentary means to prevent that
measure becoming law. I do not say we wilt do that; I do
not say it will be neocessary. We have great hopes yet that
amendments such as have been made or may yet be made
in the Bill may make it something tolerable, but Isty if
we were forced to adopt that course, we would bejustified by
British constitutional precedent and by public opiniot in
this Dominion at large. Lot these hon. gentlemen ga back
to the people whom the Bill proposes to disfranchise. Lot
them say that the Grits are obstructing the will of the
majority, are putting representative institutions on their
trial, are making parliamentary institutions a faroe-tell
them that-

Mr. CAMBRON (Inverness). lear, hear.

Mr. CASEY. The hon. member for Inverness says
"hear, hear," and to do him justice he has oocupied asmuch
time as any Grit in the House. But I say, tell the pe.ple
who are going to be disfranchised that we are obstructing
this Bill, and they will say: We hgnor yon for it. They
will say: Those men are fighting for the rights and liber-
ties of the people, for the existing law, and we do not
care whether they are retarding the will of the majority-
-whether they are preventing a tyranical majority
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from carrying their measures or not; we honor and res-
pect them, and if the franchise is left to us, we will vote for
them at the next election. I hope hon. gentlemen will use
that cryin every riding in the Dominion where the fran-
chise is going to be restricted. I hope they will make
every elector in those ridings believe that we have been
using every effort to prevent the passage of an Act
which will deprive them of the franchise which they
now enjoy. I say we have not obstructed this Bill. We
have only talked loosely and largely, at times when
discussion was really impossible, but I am quite willing
that they should make every elector in the Province of
Ontario believe, if they choose, that we have obstructed the
Bill, and I am willing to Lake the consequences. I should
infinitely rather be published throughout the length and
breadth of the Province as one who assisted in obstracting
this tyrannical and corrupt measure, than have it known
through my riding that I had sat, as the vast majority
of those on the other side have sat, silent, dumb dogs, sent
here to guard the interests of their constituents, and so far
neglecting their duty as to sit still, without a word of expla-
nation or defence, and see the franchise of their constituents
taken from them by this Bill. We are willing to take the
risk of being charged with obstruction. Are hon. gentlemen
opposite all willing to take the risk of unpatriotic silence ?

Mr. CAMERON (Inverness). Hear, hear.
Mr. CASEY. 1 except my hon. friend f rom Inverness

(Mr. Cameron). Heb as done more than most supporters
of the Government towards the discussion of this Bill;
he is a man who, evidently, wishes to enlighten us on tho
subject; but we have had no light from those gentlemen
in front of me. If there is any defence for this Bill we have
not had it from them. We have had to look to their organs
for the line of defence which they wished to be taken. They
say that we are in darkness-that we do not understand the
provisions of the measure. Why do they not explain them
to us ? Why do they not show us the beauties of the Bill?
Becanse they feel that there are no beauties in it, and that
their safest policy I "least said soonest mended." We
have not had two explanations from hon. gentlemen opposite
who have spoken that have agreed with each other. The
hon. member for King's, N.B (Mir. Poster) said that he was
in favor of the Bill because it largely extended the franchise,
and that he was .1 in favor of going as far as he could
towards enfranchising the citizens in the Dominion."
Suppose that is his position on the franchise question;
where would it lead him? It would lead him to oppose
the application of this Bil1 to the Province of New
Brunswick, to the Province of Ontario, to the Province
of Prince Bdward lsland and to the Province of British
Columbia-in all of which Provinces it greatly restricts the
franchise. An hon. gentleman asks me if h. will do it.
I doubt it very mnch. I doubt if he will oppose a single
item or clause in this BilL I have no doubt he regards it
as the pink of perfection-a going just as far and no
farther than a Bill ought to go, in extending the franchise.
I have already pointed ont that another member from New
Brunswick, the hon. meinber for Northumberland, ias,,
through his newspaper, expressed ideas the very opposite
of those of the hon. member for King's, and has declared
that this Bill does not go nearly far enough; that he
advocates manhood suffrage, and that he thinks it i bad
policy on the part of the Premier to force such a Bill as
this upon hie unwilling supporters. There we have two
supporters of the Government who have given their views;
and have they enlightened us on the Bill? Not at all.
They have taken opposite lines. Other gentlemen have
spoken, and not two of them have taken the saine line in
regard to the Bill. Each has found a different reason for
snpporting it, drawn from some real or fancied necessity
of his own particular Province. Now, it is very doubt-

ful if we should accept the proposition of the hon.
member for Northumberland t fextend the franchise
to every citizen over twenty-one years of age. There is some
room for doubt as to whether we should adopt even an ex-
tension of the franchise without consulting the existing elec-
tors. I am quite prepared to express mny opinion upon it
when the proper time comes. But when a proposai is brought
forward to take the franchise from those who already have it,
I can have no hositation in saying that it is unconstitu-
tional, un-Britisb, un-French, unfair, to adopt it, without con.
sulting those from whom we are proposing to take the fran-
chise, as to whethor they are willing to part with it or not. I
repeat, then, what I said this afternoon, that the Govern-
ment should take the advice of the Mail newspaper; let
them go to the country and ask the advioe of the people on
this measure, as they profess to have the majority of the
people with them. Wo are willing to submit to that arbi-
tration. Whatever the people may think of their general
policy we believe that we have a majority of the people
with us against this Bill, and we believe it from the bottom
of our hearts. One thing has become quite manifest from
tbis discussion, that in the attempt to enforee a uniform
franchise throughout the Dominion it is impossible to suit
every Province. Some of the Conservatives from Quebec
have complained that this Bill is too liberal ; the Reformera
of Ontario bave complained that it is too restrictive; both par-
ties from Prince Etward Island have complained that it is too
restrictive; British Columbia we have not heard from yet.
The Bill is opposed in Quebeo because it seems likely to lead to
manhooi suffrage; it is opposed in Ontario becanse it does
not go far enough in the direction of manhood suffrage-
because the views of the Conservatives of Ontario, as
expressed by their votes in the Local flouse in favor of man-
hood suffrage for that Province, have not been carried out
in the Bill; it is opposed by both parties from Prince
Edward Island, because manhood suffrage therea is to be
abolished by it. Does not all this show what we have con-
tended from the beginning, that it is impossible to adopt an
uniform franchise which wilt be satisfactory to ail the Pro-
vinces of the Dominion ? Each Province has its own peau-
liarities, which. make variations in the franchise absolutely
necessary in order to secure fair play between the different
Provinces. The right hon. Premier has recognised this; ho
has recognised that it would not be proper to allow the
tribal Indians in the North-West or in British Columbia to
vote, but he says it is proper to allow the Indians in the
older Provinces to vote, bcause ho tiinks they are suffi-
ciently intelligent to do so. He says himself that we
require a different franchise in the different Provinces with
regard to the Indians. The same is true with regard to
other classes. Yon cannot apýly the same raie to ail the
Provinces.

Committee rose, and it being six o'clock, the Speaker left
the Chair.

After Recess.
House again resolved itseif into Committee.

(In the Committee.)
Mr. CASEY. When you left the Chair at six o'clock, Sir,

I was concluding my remarks on the general question of
provincial franchises versus a franchise for the whole Domin-
ion. I pointed ont that there were great differences of
sentiment and aste and prejudice among the different Pro-
vinces as to what the franchise should be. I pointed out
that no amoant of legislation, no length of experience of a
so.called uniform franchise, would do away with these
differences of taste and feeling with regard to the franchise,
and that we would consequently, if we attempted to have a
franchise of that sort at all, be compelled to tinker it continu-
ally at the demand of one Province or another. I wish to
speak now-more particularly of the Province of Ontario.
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There is no doubt whatever that this clause, so far as it applies
to that Province, is a disfranchising clause, and that the Bill,
as a whole, is a disfranchising Bill, as regards Ontario. I
made some statements on Friday night, to which the hon.
member for Lincoln (Mr. Rykert) replied. I entered into
some details of comparison of the Ontario Act with thie Bill,
and gave figures to support my contention. The hon. member
for Lincoln also gave figures in his speech, which appeared
to damage my conclusions rather seriously, but I claim to
be able to show that his figures and mine are not in
reality inconsistent. I ask the indulgence of the com-
mittee if I go on to elaborate my own figures before
disposing of the hon. gentleman's calculations, and I
do so with the understanding that I shall, later on, show
that, notwithstanding the calculations made by the, hon.
gentleman, the figures which I gave Friday evening are
substantially correct, and that very little change need be
made in them, in view of the calculations to which he has
called attention. With regard to the first comparison, that
between the qualification clauses of the two measures, it has
been urged by the Ministerial press, particularly by the
Mail, whose arguments have been copied by the local
papers very extensively, that the Dominion Bill is really
more liberal than the provincial Act. The Mail of Monday
last stated that the Dominion Bill would enfranchise at least
10,000 or more workingmen who were refused the franchise
by the Ontario Act. This has been repeated time and
again, and I am sorry I have not a copy of one of the papers
at hand, that I might show you how absurd the contrast is
between the statement and the facts; but as I suppose most
mem bers cf the House have seen the articles in question, I
shall go on to give the answers to those assertions, witbout
troubling myself to quote in detail'the assertions themselves.
In what respect is the proposed Dominion Act more liberal
than the other ? Is it in respect of owners of real
estate ? I think not. The Dominion Bill requires $300
worth of property in towns ard 8'0 worth in townships,
as a qualificat on of owners of rol estatc, while the Ontario
Act ouly requires $2 0 worth in towns and 8100 worth in
townships. lu regards to tenants, the Dominion Bill bas
adopted a peiliar and rather fanciful plan, by making the
qualificatio n opend upon the rental instead of upon the ac-
tual value of the property. The tenant who pays $2 per month
$6 per quarter, 812 per half year, or $20 per year, has the
right to vote, without regard to the value of the property
upon which he pays that rent. It has been pointed out
already that this peculiar provision seems likely to put
great power in the hande of owners of a large number of
tenement houses in cities. There are a great many capi-
talists who own a number of shabby tenement bouses, so
shabby that they are hardly fit for habitation, in many
instances, and yet L do not know where you aun get tene
ments in large towns, however poor the lodging, for less,
than $2 a month or $20 a year. This franchise appears to
go to the length of extreme¶iberality with respect to tenants,
as compared with its liberality to owners of real estate.
It will certainly admit a class of voters much lower
in the scale of intelligence and political education than
those admitted under te franchise as owners of real estate.
I do not know why there should be this inconsistency.
Still, it does not go quite so far in admitting all classes of
householders as the Ontario Act. Dealing still with the
comparison with regard to real estate qualification, the1
qualification required for occupants and tenants in realj
estate in the Ontario Act is the same as that required for
owners-$200 in cities and towns and $100 in townships
L do not see that there is the least reason for arguing here
that the Dominion Bill is more liberal than the Ontario
franchise. My friend from Lincoln (Mr. Rykert) bas urgedi
that the reduction in qualification will make very little
difference in the number of persons admitted to the
franchise, in his oounty. He telle us that since
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Friday last he had all the assesment rolls of bis constitu-
ency sent to him here, in order that he might see the effect
of this Bill and that of Mr. Mowat's Act in hise county.
That is rather an extraordinary statement. L was not
aware that the assessors or township clerks, or whoever
should now be in possession of the assesment rolls, would
furnish those rolls-

Mr. RYKERT. I have copies of the assessment roll in
my county, of the last twenty years, which I get and pay
for annually.

Mr. CASEY. Then the hon. gentleman has had copies
sent down since Friday last ?

Mr. RYKERT. I have copies which I paid for.

Mr. CASEY. The hon. gentleman has taken a very wise
precaution in having copies of these lists. He has been
able to get them, no doubt, much more cheaply than he
would be able to get copies of the voters' lists under the
proposed Dominion &ct, unless he were a sitting member
or a defeated candidate. I am sure he has not had to pay
6 cents for every ten names on the copies of the assesment
rolls which he bas obtained. These rolls show, he says, that
only forty-nine persona in the county of Lincoln, outside of
the city of St. Catharines, were assessed for an amount under
$200, and that, therefore, only forty-nine who would not
have the franchise under this proposed measure, now hold it
under the Kowat Act, as owners of real estate. Of course,
I cannot dispute his figures, not having seen the rolls. If
that be the case, either the assessors in Lincoln must
be in the habit of valuing property much higher than
the assessors in other counties, or else the county
itself must be in a most extraordinarily prosperous
condition, composed of none but comfortable farmers.
I have always thought that my own county was fairly rich,
but i find that in my riding there are ninety-five persons
qualified as municipal voters by holding properties between
$100 and $200 who were not qualified to vote at the Ontario
elections under the former franchise, which was practically
the same as the present Dominion Act, but who now have
provincial and Dominion votes by Mr. Mowat's late Act,
which they will lose if this Bill is passed. In the township
of York, one of the richest townships in Ontario-if not in
the whole Dominion-I find there were 105 males in the same
position out of 3,000 votera. I admit that the percentage is
not very heavy, but it shows that the abnormally low
proportion found by the member for Lincoln, in his county,
does not exist in other counties equally well settled. The
hon, gentleman is mistaken in saying that only those forty-
nine, to whom he referred, would gain votes under Mr.
Mowat's Act. He has forgotten that there are a large num-
ber of persons of the wage-earner class who do not appear
on the assessment roil at all, but are entitled to votes by
that Act. 8o his deductions from those figures lose all their
force. As to the income franchise, the amount demanded
by this Bill is $400 a year, which is to consist of income
derived from a " trade, calling, office or profession," and gen-
tlemen of considerable legal knowledge say it is very
uncertain whether this would include the wage-earner
even if he earned $400 or over. My hon. friend from
Bothwell (Mr. Milis) seems to feel certain that it
would not, and other lawyers to whom I have spoken
have varied in their opinion ; but I have yet to find
a single lawyer assert his opinion that it certainly
would include the wage-earner. On a former occasion the
Premier interpreted similar words in a former Bill in such
a manner as not to include the wage-earner; and, in the
absence of any explanation from him on this occasion, we
are entitled to suppose that this is his intention stiil. Of
course, his intention is not binding on courts of law, but it
would be naturally supposed that a lawyer of such eminence
would have drawn the clause so as to carry out his intention,
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and probably the average judge or revising officer would
interpret this clause as the hon. gentleman intends it to be
interpreted, Bo as to exclude the wage-earner from qualifi.
cation under the income franchise. Mr. Mowat, at ail
events, whose legal knowlege and acumen will not be dis-
puted, was not satisfied that the ordinary wording of an
income franchise clause would include the wage.earning
classes, because he has put in a separate clause to bring
them in beyond the shadow of a doubt. Even if it were
held that wages and income were synonymous terms, and
that 8400 wages would qualify for a vote in the same way as
that amount of income, the qualification, under the Ontario
Act, is very much lower. That Act gives the franchise
for $250 of income or wages, while this Bill requires $400
income, without saying anything about the wage-earner.
Although the attempt bas been made in the newspapers to
represent this Bill as more liberal than the Ontario Act,
probably in the hope that people would compare the new
Dominion Bill with the old Ontario Act instead of with the
present one, I do not believe any one in this House will risk
his reputation by making such a contention. There is
another class dealt with in the Bill, which is one of the most
important in the country. I refer to the sons of farmers
and other landholders. This Act makes provision for each
of those classes separately, while the Ontario Act treats the
sons of ail landholders under- one heading, defining land-
holders so as to include both farmers and other owners and
occupiers of land or houses.. Under the Dominion Bill
only as many sons can be qualified as the property in ques-
tion would qualify if the father and the sons were joint
owners. Thus, in townships, property of the value
of $300 would qualify the father and one son, $450
would qualify the father and two sons, and so on.,
Under the Ontario Act, all the sons of landholders
are qualified, without regard to the value of the property.,
If a landholder has over twenty acres of land of the full]
value of $100 in townships, or land under twenty acres, ori
house property, worth $400 in cities or $200 in townships,j
he may qualify as large a family of sons on that,
property as Providence bas blessed him with. Landowner,1
too, is so defined as to bring sons of occupants as well as1
owners within the provision. To make this quite clear I
must read the two clauses of the Act:

"Fifthly-Every landholder's son, who is resident at the time of the
election of the local municipality in which he tenders his vote, and has
resided therein with and in the residence or dwelling of the landholder1
whosr @on he as for twelve monthe next prior to the return by the1
aseori of the ansssment roll, I

and so on, is qualified. Now landholder is defined in the 1
interpretation clause as meaning :1

"Any person who, being the owner of and residing and domiciled1
upon real property of at least twenty acres in extent, or of at least an
actual value in cities and towns of $400, and in townships and incor- 2
porad villages c f$200 rer, in the lat revised assessment roll of the 1
muzucipallty where such praperty le situate-"l

and so on. Now, it will be clearly seen that these twoE
clauses taken together offer a more liberal franchise for the 1
sons of landowners than is offered by this Bill. Not only i
does the property required for the qualification of the l
father himself qualify ail his sons, but the sons of tenantse
are qualified as well. Now, we come to another clause,-
which carries this enfranchisement principle much farther.1
Under the Ontario Act ail householders, without regard tor
the value of the dwelling, are qualified to vote; and it is 1
especially provided in this clause that " dwelling house "
may mean part of a dwelling house, occupied as a sepa-
rate dwelhing, so that if three or f9ur families live in the q
same house and have their separate holdings, although each 3
may occupy only one room, each one of these heads of fami-4
lies has the franchise; but there is no such provision in this i
Bill. In the Mowat Act there is a general clause, «
including ail heads of families, no matter how i
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poor they may be, but is this Bill there is instead
a special bid made for the fishermen of the Maritime
Provinces. The Ontario Act gives the franchise to
all householders, while this Bill. gives a fancy franchise to a
certain class of householders only, whose support it is desired
to obtain. Now, we come to the resident and non-resident
votera. The hon. member for Lincoln (Mr. Rykert), said:

" There are la my owncounty 269 people disfranchised by reason of
their being non-reuldent.

I did not know the hon, gentleman was an Irishraan before.
He says here that there are 269 people living in his county
who do not live there. His meaning, probably, was that
269 people living outside his sunty, but having votes in
his county, are disfranchised, as h. calls it, by the Ontario
Act. Now, I maintain that these 269 parties, to whom the
hon. member for Lincoln refers, and others in the same
position throughout the country, are not disfranchised by
Mr. owat's Act. Disfranchising means depriving a person
of his vote. These persons are not deprived of their votes,
for the hon. gentleman has not pretended that, although
they cannot vote in his county, they are prevented from
voting where they live. They are only deprived of a surplus
vote; they are only deprived of exercising a double, or
treble, or quadruple electoral power. Is a man to have two
votes simply because his property happons to be differently
situated, geographically, from that of his neighbors ? I
must repeat what I think will commend itself to every im-
partial mind, that the principle of representation is the
representation of individuals ; that we are not seeking to
represent town lots, or farm lands, or dwelling houses, or
tenements, or mills or factories; we are seeking to repre.
sent the persons who own these things. Property qualifi-
cation is morely required as a test, showing the stake in the
country, as the saying is, of the persons who own these
properties or occupy them. Therefore, once a person is
shown to be qualified by the possession of property, or by
an income, he is entitled to vote. Then you are done
with him as a voter. Once you have established the
fact that he has a right to vote, give him his vote, and
let him take that vote where h. lives. If h. cannot qualify
where he lives, I would not object to his voting in
any one riding in which he has a qualification. But let
him have a vote in one specified place, preferably where
he lives, and let him have no more votes. Why should
a person who owns $1,000 worth of property, scattered
through five ridings, have five votes, while a person who
has $5,000 worth in one riding has only one vote ? Why this
law enables a man to bny the right of out voting his neighbor.
I say that taking away thi plurality vote from these
persons is not disfranchising them but enfranchising their
neighbors, for it restores to the neigihbors of these people,
and other citizens around then, the elctoral power which
had been taken away from thein in the first place, by giving
t, in undue proportion, to these holders of plural votes.
Suppose that there were, as the member for Lincoln says, 269
persons living outside his county who voted in that county,
.t is reaonable to assume that these people have votes at
home also. They vote in their own county, and their votes
counterbalance 269 votes of their neighbors. Not content
with that, they go over to the county of the hon. member for
Lincoln and outvote 269 persons in his county, and it is
possibly by such means as this that the hon. gentleman sits
here to-day, by receiving the votes of non-residents, of
people who are not his neighbors, who have no interest in
his county, except that they hold a bit of land there, or are
qualified in som such way. The ion. momber for West
York (Mr. Wallace) appears to be of the opinion that if the
400 odd voters living outside hie riding, but having votes
n his riding, were deprived of their votes in his riding, ho
would have a poor chance of returning here. But it speaks
ill for a representative to be so anxious to have the votes
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of outsiders to outvote those who live in his own
riding, and who have an intimate knowledge of him.
The hon. member for Lincoln compared this with the case
of voting for municipal purposes. He said : "If it was
fair to let a man vote in every municipality where he held
property, it was fair to give him a parliamentary vote also
wherever ho had property." I do not see it. The chief object
of municipal government is to raise taxes and to expend
them for the benefit of the property in the municipality in the
carrying out of certain improvements. It is quite rational
that a man should have a vote for municipal purposes where-
over he bas property, because a municipality is, to a great
extent, a joint-stock.institution. The case is extremely differ-
ent in regard to parliamentai'y elections, where we do not deal
with the property'of the voter, but only with the individual;
and I am surprised that the member for Lincoln should
bave drawn such a comparison. The only clause in this
Bill that is more liberal than the Ontario Act is that
respecting Indians, The Ontario Bill is liberal enough,
for it provides that all enfranchised Indiane, that is to say,
all Indians who have been made citizens in the manner
prescribed by the Indian Act, and some Indians who
are not enfranchised, but are living off reserves
and carrying on business like white people, shall
have votes. This Bill goes even further. It will admit the
same classes and all Indians who are not citizens, tribal
Indians who are not citizens in any sense of the term. By
the admission of a new class to the franchise you impair
the electoral power of those who formerly exercised it. It
is worth while noticing to what extent this will occur,
more especially in a case like this, where people who are
not citizens are to be allowed to exercise the franchise, to
the detriment of those who are citizens. According to the
census of 1881 there were 15,325 Indians in Ontario.
Taking that number to represent 3,000 families and reckon-
ing two votes to a family, father and one son, there will be
about 6,000 Indian votes which will offset the votes of 6,000
citizens who now possess the franchise. These Indians will
be admitted to tbe franchise without having citizenship. To
that we object. We have stated our willingness and desire
for years past that every facility should be afforded Indians
to become citizens. Let Indians acquire property, become
citizens, and then give them the right to vote. Why should
wo treat tbe Indians worse than the negroes? Let us give
them an equal chance and they will become as good, probablv

are most white men, if they are given the opportunity. It is
worth noticing how the Indians are distributed in Ontario.
By far the largest number are in the constituency of
Algoma, the hon. member for which has shown such solici-
tude to have Indians given the vote. The number of Indians
there is 4,678, which will represent over 1,800 votes. It is not
at all probable that those Indians, living so completely
under the control of the Government, will vote against a
friend of the Government. It is quite probable that the hon.
member for Algoma will be even more secure in his seat than
at present.

Mr. SPROULE. How many have votes now ?
Mr. CASEY. I do not think there are any.
Mr. SPROULE. Oh, yes.

Mr. CASEY. I understood from the hon. member for
Algoma (Mr. Dawson) there were not any.

Mr. SPROULE. The timber agent of the Mowat Govern-
ment brought them up by dozons last summer, and they
voted all right.

Mr. CASEY. A considerable number may, perhaps, be
entitled to vote under the Ontario Act, but I do not know
what proportion. In Essex there are 137 Indians-a small
number, and I believe a good many of them do vote there.
In Bothwell there are 785, and I do not think any of these, or
very few, bave votes. This would give an addition to the
electorate cf Bothwell ofsomething over 300 votes,at the rate
we bave been calculating. It is a very peculiar coincidence
that it is proposed to add those voters to a constituency in
which the hon. member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills) only
obtained a majority of 12, according to the return, at least, at
the last election. It does seem almost as if it were a continu-
ation of the attempt to get rid of that hon. gentleman, which
failed so disastrously in the case of the gerrymander, and
that finding it impossible to dislodge him by that means. it
is their intention to enroll the Indians, and thus drive him
out of the constituency. It is possible that this attempt
may turn ont to be a mistake, like the other, and that the
Indians may divide themselves on political grounds as
other voters do; but the intention is evidently a political
one. In West Elgin there are 273 Indians.

Mr. SPROULE. That is what kills you.

better, citizens than the negroes. Mr. CASEY. I shall not go into the calculation in that

Mr. SPROULE. Why do you refuse the Indian a vote riding, because it does not much matter there if the whole of
when he has property the same as a white man ? them had votes. In North Bruce there are 760, nearly the

hhsame number as in Bothwell. But there is this difference, that
Mr. CASEY. I would not. The Ontario Act gives whereas uin Bothwell a prominent mem ber of the Opposition

Indians votes when they have property, the same as white got in by a bare majority, in North Bruce a supporter of the
men. This Bill, however, proposes to give Indians votes Government (Mr. McNeil) got in by the narrow majority of
when they live on the reserve, have no right to sell, and 88; and it is highly probable that the votes of the male
have no right to any property, except to live on it. Indians of those 760 may be the salvation of that amiable

Mr. SPROULE. The Indian must have some property gentleman at the next general election. It is passible he
qualification. He owns the lande may come back without them, but I think the Government

are acting wisely by making it as sure as possible that ho
Mr. CASEY. Perhaps the hon. gentlemen understands will come back, by giving him the help of the 300 sound

the Bill botter than the First Minister, but that right hon. Indian supporters, who will probably take the same view of
gentleman stated that the law was intended to extend to the questions of the day as the Government does. In South
tribal Indians living on reserves. We know that tribal Middlesex there are 1,429. They will not do much harm
Indians are incapable of holding property under the law, are there either, except that they might reduce very nearly to
incapable of suing and being sued; yet it is proposed to give a tie the handsome majority obtained by my hon. friend
them the franchise. who represents that riding. Now, we come to South Brant,

Mr. SPROULE. The Indian pays taxes and owns the where there are 2,650 Indians, representing in all over
land. 1,000 votes. Here, again, is the case of a promientmember

of the Opposition, whose ruin was attempted by the Gerry-
Mr. CASEY. Indians on reserves are not taxed or mander Bill, who escaped that attack, and who is now being

assessed and can not individually own land. Indians like subjected to the attack of the Indian vote. His majority at
Oronyatekha, Mr. White, the member of the Ontario Assem- the lat election was 176, and it is quite clear that if these
bly, and others, have distinguished themselves; in fact, most fIndians vote as the Government hopes And expects, that
of them are quite as capable of distinguishing themselves as 'Majority is gone very far away.

Mr. CAsET.
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Mr. SPROULE. How do you make 1,000 votes out of
2,756 Indians ?

Mr. CASEY. I calculate that about two.fifths of the
number will have votes. 1 explained the calculation when
I began.

Mr. BOWELL. The ordinary calculation is about one-
fifth.

Mr. CASEY. Bat, as I explained, it is difforent in the
case of the Indians, because it is reasonable to expect that in
every family of five there*will ha at least two votes, the
father and one adult son, because they will ha living all
together on the reserve and will qualify on the reserve;
whereas, in the case of the unfortunate white man, you can
ouly qualify as many as can be qualified on the joint owner-
ship principle. Every adult Indian will practically have a
vote. In the county of Haldimand, where the present
representative (hîr. Thompson) had 126 majority, there are
437 Indians. It is possible that this is a coincidence, that it is
undesigned, but it is possible that the Indians may be the
means of turning the scale in that county. In Muskoka the
gallant gentleman who is now at the front (Mr. O'Brien) had
the tremendous majority of three, but if this Bill passes
he will have the additional assistance, at the next general
election, of the adult males out of 390 Indian skirmishers.
In West Northumberland, where the Conservative majority
was 80 there are 190 Indians; in West Peterborough, where
the Conservative majority was 160, there are 147 Indians; in
East Hastings, where the sitting member (Mr. White) had a
majority of 53, there are 855 Indians. In North Renfrew,
where the Conservat5ve majority was 23, there are 518
Indians, and in Cornwall there are 247. It will be noticed
that in all these places it is a very strange coincidence-per-
haps it is only a coincidence-but it is a strange fact that they
are so located that they will either render unsafe the seats of
opponents of the Government or make sure of the election of
supporters of the Government. The probable effect will be
to make five or six seats safe for the Government, and two or
three seats very unsafe for the Opposition. If it is a
coincidence, it is a strange one. It is strange that Providence
has induced, or that former treaties have caused the Indians,
with the greatest foresight-

Mr. BOWELL. It is well to have Providence on your
sida.

Mr. CASEY. Especially when you make a providence1
of your own and call him a revising barrister.i

Mr. BOWELL. Don't be irreverent.
Mr. CASEY. But whether it is the result of Providence

or not, the fact remains that the Indians are so distributed
that their enfranchisement will have the effect I have mon-E
tioned, and that with the assistance of their providence-E
the revising barrister-and the Indians, the strength of thej
Government will be greatly increased.c

Mr. WHITE (Hastings). I have just come in, and didE
not hear what the hon. gentleman said about East Hastings. t
How many Indians did he say there were in that riding? 1

Mr. CASEY. Eight hundred and fifty-five, according to
the census. I do not know what changes have been madet
in the boundaries since 18-11.

Mr. WHITE. You do not think they will all be voters?e
Mr. CASEY. No i I have explained the basis, sud it

appears to be satisfactory to the ouse.
Mr. WHITE. Thora wil be about 100 voters.
Mr. CASEY. No; on the basis I have explained, there will1

be over 300. A great deal will depend on the revising officerr
-on a Tory providence. I wish now to go into soma à
details as to the number of persons who will be disfranchised t
by this Act in the Province of Ontario. I have gone through t

the census returns of the different classes of industries of
1881, but I regret that these returns are not as useful as
they inight have been, for the reason that they jumble up
employers and employed in the same industry. I will
have te submit to this defect and make such allowance as
may be fair, in order to get at the correct result.
I find that in all Ontario, in 1881, there were 78,132 laborers,
none of whom, I believe I am justified in asserting, will be
qualified under the $400 income clause, but all of whom are
qualified under the $250 wage-earners'clause in the Ontario
Act; because it will be seen, on reference to the returns of
the Ontario Bureau of Industries, that the unskilled laborer
throughout the Province is getting almost invariably over
$250 and under $400. I think it is a very liberal allowance to
suppose that one-third of these laborers may be qualified as
landowners or tenants or occupants under the Dominion
Bill, leaving two-thirds who are qualified under the Ontario
Act but disqualified under this Act. I shall go on in the
same way to notice some of the larger classes, because I do
not wish to take up the time of the louse by referring to
them al. There are 17,126 carpenters and joiners, of whom
about one-half would be qualified under the Ontario Act and
not under the Dominion Act; and therefore 8,000 carpenters
and joiners are, in all probability, qualified under the
Ontario Act who will not be under the Dominion Act.

Mr. WHITE. Go on and prove that they will not be.
Mr. CASE Y. I have already stated the reasons on which I

based that supposition, and it is only a supposition-
Mr. WHITE. Oh, it is a supposition ?

Mr. CASEY. And I think if gentlemen will not listen to
what I say they should net call for explanations that have
been already given. Then there are 12,474 commercial clerks,
of whom I think it is highly probable that one-third, or about
4,000, are getting under $400 a year-I have taken that
figure after consulting some business men. Then, of far-
mers' sons there were 71,642 in Ontario when the consus
was taken. Judging from the number in my own county,
more than one-half of those who now possess the franchise
under the Ontario Act will be disqualified under this. In
West Elgin the total number of farmers' sons in 1881-in
those townships which thon domposed West Elgin-was
755, and the total number on the last voters' list under the
joint ownership franchise was 313, less than half. But to
make it absolutely sure, we will say one-third, say 24,000
in all, in the Province, who are qualified under the Ontario
Act and not under:the Dominion Act. Of railway employees
I calculate that 2,500 would be qualified under the Ontario
and not under the Dominion Act. Another very large class
are the blacksmiths, who number 10,030, of whom I
estimate that probably 6,000 would be qualified as wage-
earners under the Ontario Act, and not under the Dominion
Act. These are the largest classes ; I will not go into
detail as to the smaller classes. Now, I have made a second
calculation in regard to these, and have made up a list of
the number in each of these classes who might be qualified
in some other way than on income under both Acts. I find
that the total number of these industrial classes I have men-
tioned, according to the census-I have not taken note of the
smaller cases-is 167,850, of whom I estimate that 44,000 in
all would be qualified otherwise than on income or as wage-
earners or farmers' sons under this Act, leaving 123,000 odd
who would, in all probability, be qualified as wage-earners or
andholders' sons under the Ontario Act and not under the
Dominion Act. As those 123,000 persons are now qualified
under the Ontario Act, and will cease te be qualified if this
Act passes, that will amount to the disfranchising of 123,000
persons in the industrial classes alone. But it is nôt only
amongst the industrial classes that this disfranchisement will
take place. The abolition of the household clause, which is in
the Ontario Act, will disfranchise large numbers ; and so
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with several other classes, which I will not refer to in detail.
As I said, there i only one enfranchised class to set against
this, that is the Indians, whose enfranchisement will reduce
the electoral power of the remaining white voters. I shail
now call attention to the criticisms of the hon. member
for Lincoln, which I laid before the House in the rough, and
which I have now given more in detal. He said it is quite
impossible there ould be 125,003 people, or anything like
it, disfranchised by this Bill, because there were only
472,411 male persons in Ontario, of twenty-one years and
upwards, in 1881, and that the votera' lista for the whole
Province in 1883 footed up 417,112, so that only 55,309 male
persona in Ontario had not the right to vote. le is willing,
however, to add 15,000 to this number for holders of plural
votes. I must draw attention to the extreme weakness of
this criticism. He takes the census of 1881 for the number
of adult males in the country, but takes the votera' lists of
two years later for the number of votera. I had not access
to that list when I made up my figures.

Mr. RYKERT. You say one-half left the country.
Mr. CASEY. We have plenty time to discuss that yet,

and the hon. gentleman should not be so ready to invite
attention to it. It is sadly true that many have left but it is
lot the pleasantest subject foer hon. gentlemen on that aide,
and they had better leave it alone. In 1882 there were
389,000 voters on the list at the time of the Dominion
election.

Mr. RYKERT. There were 1,000 more than that.
Mr. CASEY. Well, I will call it 390,000, to suit the hon.

gentleman. Taking the 472,000 adult males who were in
the country in 1881, and adding to that the ordinary per-
centage of natural increase for the year, li per cent., we find
there were, in all probability, 479,000 adult males in the
Province, in 1882, when this voters list was made up. If you
subtract the 390,000, you have already 89,000 a larger result
than the hon. gentleman made up. But it is utterly unfair
to subtract the number of names on the votera' lista from the
number of adult males, because the total number of names
on the votera'lista does not represent the number of persons
enjoying the franchise. What we want to get at is the Dum-
ber of persous enjoying the franchise compared with the
number of adults in the country. Then we come to the class
to which the hon. gentleman referred-those who left the
country 'and whose names stili remain on the lista. No
doubt a large number left after they were put on the
votera' list. Taking these along with those who died
since the votera' list was made up, and before it was used,
we can assume an average of 100 in each riding. There is
that number in the large ridings of East and West Elgin,
and there must be more than 100 in other larger ridings;
and, on the whole, the average would be a little more than 100.
This will make about 10,000 in the whole Province. Then we
come to the largest deduction of all. Everybody knows
that in the votera' lista in every township in Ontario the
names of some persons appear very frequently. The large
farmers, or the farmers who rent ]and at some distance from
their own homesteads, for grazing and other purposes, the
names of such appear several times on the votera' lista, even
in the same township. I took three or four townships in
the county I represent, in which the repeaters were marked,
and I found the average number was about 8 per cent. of
the total vote in those townships. In towns, where persons
own property in several wards, the proportion will be larger;
in England it is put at 15 per cent. We may assume the
deduction to be made from the total number of names on the
voters'lists, on account of repeaters,would be from 8 to 10 per
cent. Allowing 8 per cent., we have a deduction of 31,000 to
make, or allowing 10 per cent., which is more likely the
average, we have a deduction of 39,000 to make. The hon.
gentleman (Mr. Rykert) was willing to allow 15,000 for
plural votes. Adding these deduotions together, we have a

M. CAMT.

total of 56,000 to take fr.onm the total number of naines on
the votera' lists, at 8 per cent., or a total deduction of
64,000 at 10 per cent. Subtracting these totals from
390,000, the number of names on the votera' liste in
Ontario at the last general election, we have, in the one
case, 334,000, and in the next, 326,000, as the actual
number of persons represented by the 390,000 names in the
list of 1882. Subtract this fron the total number of males,
as shown in the census, with the natural increase of li per
cent. added making 479,000, and you find a margin of
146,000 in the one case, and in th other, of 153,000, as the
difference between the number of persons possessing a vote
and the actual number of males twenty-one years of age
and over.

Mr. RYKERT. Make it 200,000, in round numbers.
Mr. CASEY. No; I will not, because I am bound by

some slight desire to keep near the facts. I am not quite
so free in my estimates on this question as some hon. gen-
tlemen may be, because I am bound down by the very
careful calculations which I have made, and 1 do not want
to stultify them, My former estimate, in which, to some
extent, I was guessing, was that from 123,000 to 125,000
would be disqualified by this Bill who were now qualified in
Ontario. The other system of calculation introduced by
the hon. member for Lincoln and which I have just
carried out and corrected, leads me to the conclusion that
at least 145,000 persons who were adult males in 1882 were
not then voters under the Ontario law, which was practi-
cally the same as the law which is now proposed here. On
the other hand, Mr. Mowat's Act practically provides for
universal suffrage. I do not know a single adult male in my
riding, who is not a pauper, a lunatic or a criminal, who will
not be enfranchised under that Bill.

Mr. RYKERT. You do not mean to say there are any
lunatics there ?

Mr. WHITE. No; they have left; they are not there
now.

Mr. CASEY. Yes, the hon. genteman was there once, but
he has not been there for some time. The poorest laborer
in any county that I know of is earning, either in
cash or in cash and board combined, at least $250
a year. The average wages of farm laborers last
year were $264, without board, and $175 with board,
whereas the lowest amount with board, which would
qualify them to vote under Mr. Mowat's Bill, would be
about $159. Farm laborers, therefore, throughout Ontario,
are qualified. I do not know any class of laborers who
receive lower pay than farm laborers, and no sort of
meochanics are paid as ilow as laborers. I think every
laborer in good health is earning $250 a year or its equiva-
lent ; or, if not, the chances are 99 in 100 that he has a
habitation of his own which will qualify him, or that he owns
a little lot to the value of $100, or that he will come in in
some other way. So that we have practically univer-
sal suffrage under Mr. Mowat's Act. But I do not
ask the House to go so far. I will knock off 200
persons in each riding as not being qualified under
Mr. Mowat's Act, which will amount to les than
20,000 for the Province; but I am willing to call it 20,000.
If you deduct 20,000 adult males-and that is a grossly
exaggerated estimate-from the 145,000, you arrive at
exactly the figure which I mentioned on Friday night, and
which the hon. member for Lincoln attacked. At least
125,000 persons who now have the vote in Ontario will be
disfranchised by this Bill. If you add to the number of
votera who possessed the franchise formerly, viz.: 334,000,
those who now have the franchise under Mr. Mowat's Bill,
125,000, you have a total of 359,000, as the total number of
persons who would have had the franchise in 1882 under
the Mowat Act. You find too that the second t of m
estimate on that oooasion il surpassed by the t., whig
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show that it je not almost one in four, but almost one in
three, of the present electorate of Ontario, that will be dis-
franchised by this Bill. It is a very serions thing to dis.
franchise people.

Mr. WHITE. You are mistaken.
Mr. CASEY. Order, Mr. Chairman.
Mr. WHITE. I have a right to say you are mistaken.
Mr. CASEY. We have put up with a great deal of

interruption from that hop. gentleman, because we do not
look upon him as subject to the ordinary rule of parlia.
mentary behavior. I have put up with it for three-
quarters of an hour, but now I insist that be be called te
order.

Mr. WHITE. You have told us this eighteen times, and
we cannot put up with it forever.

Mr. CASEY. Almost one in three will be disfranchised
by this Bill in Ontario.

Mr. WHITE. That is nineteen times.

Mr. CASEY. It is a very serious thing to take the fran-
chise from anybody. It is a revolutionary thing to take it
away from one-third of the electorate, without giving them
an opportunity of expressing their opinion ln reference te
it. If hon. gentlemen opposite were capable cf appreciat-
ing the argument, if they were capable of appreciating even
the figures of the member for Lincoln, who admitted that
55,000 persons were disfranchised, they would not dare to
go back to thoir constituents after this Session and confess
that they had voted for such a Bill as this. Perhaps they
may shelter themselves under the conviction that it does
not matter what the disfranchised ones think about it, as they
will have lest their votes any way, but I remind thom that
these men have friends and relations and respecters among
even the Conservative electorate of the country, and I do not
think the case can be better put than in the words used to me
by a Conservative gentleman in this Hlouse, that the people
o the country have such a sense of British fair play that
any BiIl of this kind which appears likely to operate unfairly
to one clas of the community will do them infinitely more
harm, among the independent voters of Ontario, than all
the good the revising barrister can do them. They
will not dare to defend this Bill in the lieuse. Net
one in ten of them will speak on it. They will not
defend it in the country, except in a good Conservative
neighborhood. If they have the audacity, or what might
be called outside of these walls the cheek, to tell the people
that this Bill, which disfranchises one in three of the elector-
ate, is a liberal Bill, they will have more cheek than I give
them credit for; but the people of the country are beginning
to underatand it, and those who think they are getting a
great party advantage will discover that fair play is the
best play, that honesty is the best policy, and that they
will lose more than they can possibly gain by introducing
an unjust and tyrannical policy of this kind. Let them
take warning from the utterances of the hon. member for
1Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell) in his paper. lie has been
a colleague of the members of the present (Government, and
is now ttieir consistent supporter; but if they pay attention
to what he has told them they will see that this is not only
unjust and unfair, but a gros blander in party policy. 1
beg te move:

That all the words after "that," iin the motion, be left out, and the
following words inserted before tihe word "every," in the first line of
section 3:

.None of the provisions in the fo1lowin sections of this Act, in
reference to the qualification of voters, shal apply to the Province of
Ontario, but in that Province the persons entitied to be registered as
voters under this Act, and, when so registered, to vote at any election,
shall be such persons as are, at the time of such registration, entitled to
vote at an elecLion of a member to serve in the Legislative Assembly
cf that Province, and no other.

Mr. LANDÉRKIN. The clause the committee is con.
sidering is one of vast importance, and we have now the
amendment of the hon. member of West Elgin (Mr. Casey),
which proposes that the franchise be allowed to remain
under the control of the Province of Ontario. I may just,
premise my observations with a few remarks addressed to
the hon. gentlemen, who show a disposition to annoy
me. During the time I have sat in this House I have
never interrupted a gentleman while speaking, and I
do not expect that hon. gentlemen opposite will give
me anything but fair play. This is a question that
the people are anxious about, because, by this clause,
we propose to take away from them the rights they
have enjoyed since Confederation; you propose to insult the
people who have been allowed to prepare the voters' lista
ever since Confederation, and I will not sit silent while the

eople of that Province are being insulted by this measure.
stand here in the interests of the people. To-daylI had the

honor of presenting a petition from the people in my riding,
and I observed among the names many gentlemen who
opposed me at the last election, which fact encourages me
to persist in my opposition to this measure. Sir, if hon.
gentlemen opposite are disposed to be factions, and to
obstruct this discussion in this House, is it not an evidence
that they are bound to prevent a knowledge of the history
of this outrageons measure from becomin gknown to the
people of this country, by free, ample and full discussion ?
Now, Sir, if this B.11 passes it strikes a death blow at
representative institutions in this country. This moasure
was never before the country for discussion. 1 have run
four elections during my short life, and I never heard a
word said about this measure; I never hard a single mur-
mur from the people that the basis on which the voters'
lists have been prepared' was unjust or unfair. This
measure is a direct insult to the farmers of this country,
who, generally, have the preparation of these lista. If
the Government desire fair play in this matter lot them
appeal to the country to ascertain if the people want this
measure. Lot them adopt the course that was pursued by Mr.
Gladstone. Mr. Gladstone enunciated bis policy in his Midlo.
thian speech, and Mr. Mowat did the same before his election ;
and if the Government desired fair lay, like those two
distinguished gentlemen, they would aflow this Bill to pass
over and allow the people to pronounce upon it, and say
whother they prefer a Dominion franchise, or whether
they prefer to make the franchise for themselves. Why,
Sir, is there any hon. gentleman on the opposite aide of the
House who is satisfied with the condition of things in this
country now ? Look at the meetings held in New Bruns-
wick; look at the Legislature of Nova Scotia; look ut the
North-West; look every where, and what do you find ?
Discoutent.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order, order.

Mr. LANDERK IN. I am speaking of an historical fact.
I say this is an inopportune time to press this measure.
This is a revolutionary measure, and while we have a
revolution going on, when blood is being spilt, when the
young men of our country are being sacrificed to this evil
spirit-

Mr. CHAIRMAN. I would ask the hon. gentleman to
confine his remarks to the motion before the House.

Mr. LANDERKIN. Just what I will do, Sir, and
nothing else. I am very much obliged to you for telling
me that, and you must have known perfectly well I would
have don. nothing else. Now, this measure proposes to
disfranchise, in my own Province, a very large number of
people, and can1 sit idly by while it is being passed
through ? Am I to allow a measure to go through that
strikes at the liberty of the people who ment me bore to
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represent them, without lifting up my voice against it ?
I have been looking over this matter, and I will give you a
little idea of the number of people who will be disfranchised
if this measure becomes law. Why, Sir, the idea of a
Government endeavoring, at this crisis in the history of our
country, to place a revolutionary measure like this upon
the Statute Book, is an assumption of power which shows
a dieregard of the wishes of the people of this country. The
time is inopportune for this moasure. It is not a fit time
to introduce ths measure. Sir, I say it is a cowardly thing
to do; it is cowardly to press this measure through, which
the people have not diseussed and do not understand.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. I must inform the hon. gentleman
that he has no right to attribute unworthy motives to
members of this House.

Mr. LANDERKIN. I have not spoken of motives; I am
speaking of the actions of the hon. gentleman who intro-
duced this Bill. I say the Act is a cowardly Act.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. I call the hon. gentleman to order.
Mr. LANDE RKIN. If there are any stronger terms by

which I could designate this Act I would use them. I would, if
I could, select any other words that would meet your wishes,
Mr. Chairman, and parliamentary rules and practice. I say
the Bill is an iniquitous Bill. The Bill is an outrage against
the will of the people. The Government are endeavoring to
obtain absolute power in the different constituencies of
Canada, as was the case in Britain years ago, before the pass-
age of the Reform Bill. Look at the condition of things in
England at that time. And yet we are endeavoring, at this
noonday of the nineteenth century, to bring about a despot.
ism in Canada such as existed in Britain at the time I have
mentioned. Boroughs were held by different people, who
determined who should be elected. The Duke of Welling-
ton, on one occasion, wrote to the electors: "Mr. Peel
is the nominee to be elected for Clonmel." That was the
power held by individuals before the passing of the
Reform Bill. The First Minister and those who support him
are trying to introduce similar despotic power into this
country, and to say that the people must submit to their
doctrine with passive obedience. It is a monstrous thing, in
this age, to ask the people to go back to the doctrines that
are now obsolete. We have no evidence that the

eople are dissatisfied with the existing state of things. We
ave the voters' liste under the control of the people. The

people elect their ,councillors, who elect the township
clerk. The Council appoint the assessors who prepare the
rolle. The clerk records the roll. It is afterwards revised,
and if a man's name is omitted it can be inserted. If the
assessors do not discharge their duty they will be dis-
missed by the council. We have been told they do act
unfairly. If that be so, the council is responsible for the
unfairness, and the assessors will be dismissed. Then
there is a court of revision, and no matter how poor the
man may be, his name will be inserted if omitted. The
list is afterwards published. If anything goes wrong an
appeal is made to the judge and a remedy is applied. By
this Bill it is proposed to disregard the people in every
way. It is not proposed to take the assessment roll as a
basis for the roll to be prepared by the revising officer.
We are insulting, by this measure, the whole people
of the country. The people are told to yield a passive
obedience. A young sprig of a lawyer will prepare
the roll; he will place on it whom he pleases. There is no
appeal. No petitions have been sent in, asking for this
measure. The people do not want it. Lot the people
manage their own affairs. If we want to promote harmony
between the different Provinces let them manage these
matters. This Bill is a vote of non.confidence in the people,
sud it shows the Government are afraid to face the people,
Xunlese they obtain control of the voter's lists and appoint

Mfr, LAzDERIuN.

a duck of a revising barrister, who will say: Mr. White is
to represent Cardwell, and Mr. Bowell North Hastings, and
so on. A comparison of the Ontario system and that pro.
posed shows the advantages of the former, not only as
regards cost, but as regards the merits of the system. In
the one case the roll is prepared by a young sprig of a
lawyer, one who has been five years in the profession.
Under the other system the roll is prepared by tried and
honored officials, who have the confidence of the people,
and undor that system there are safeguards for the rights
of the people. Any man of common sense and fair play
would rosent the adoption of such a syetem as is proposed
by the Bill. I cannot understand how it is, that in a free
Parliament and free country, at this day, a measure so ini-
quitous, that strikes at the will of the people, should be
seriously prop>sed and attempted to be passed through this
House, with every obstruction thrown in the way of free dis-
cussion. Another important matter to the people, and one
in which the people are greatly interested, is the expense.
Under the proposed system you will have double the
expense of the present system-yes, tenfold the expense.
I made an estimate of what it would cost in my riding to
carry out this Bill, and I find that it would be $3,500 or
840,00.

Mr. FERGUSON (Leeds). Give us the calculation.
Mr. LANDERKIN. Capitalise that sum at 5 per cent.,

and it would represent $70,000, or enough to pay off one-
third of all the railway debts of the riding I represent.
In over three years the cost of this Bill would pay the whole
of our railway bonuses. Would it not be botter to pay off
our railway debts with that money, instead of sending a
dainty duck of a lawyer to make out the lists-

An hon. MEMBER. Yes; you are the old drake.

Mr. LANDERKIN-to make out the lists, which are now
made out at a cost to this House of, perhaps, not more
than $500 or $600. This is something at which the people will
be astonished-that any Government who were honored with
the confidence of the people would propose, by a measure of
this kind, to so disregard the best interests of the people,.
and squander their money, and for what purpose? Neot for
the bonefit of the people, not for building railways or other
public works, but to give some hungry officials some of the
money wbich has been wrung out of the pockets of the poor
people of this country. It is for that purpose and for
another purpose-for the purpose of trying to perpetuate
the reign of a party in power, who are afraid to go to the
polls on their record and to the same electorate who sent
them bore. I say a party who seek to perpetuate themselves
in power-

Mr. RYKE RT. Would not that be the best thing for the
country ?

Mr. LANDERKIN. I say that the coet of this Bill for one
year would pay off one-third of the railway debt for which we
have been taxed so heavily in our riding. We had no Gov-
ernment to build us railways; the Government here gave us
no aid; we have never recoived any public money from
them.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order, order. Stick to the
subject.

Mr. LANDERKIN. I am talking about the Franchise
Bill and nothing else. I say it is but natural that the people
of my county will think that that money will be better spent
in paying off our railway debt than in sending up a dainty
duck of a lawyer to prepare their liste, for the purpose of
perpetuating any party in power, no matter what party.
Now, I examined the rolls in South Grey, and 1 find, Sir,
that in that riding 155 people will be disfranchised by this
Bill.
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Mr. RYKERT. One bundred and fifty-five thousand, did
you say ?

Mr. L&NDERK[Ni Yes, sir; 155 who are now on the
list.

Mr. RYKERT. You cannot tell all that.

Mr. LASDERKIN. Cannot I? You do not want to tell.
You want the Bill to pass. You want to gDt a revising
officer and get somebody else on the Welland Canal.

Mr. RYKERT. I want to get a Grit, and I would drown
him.

Mr. LANDERKIN. I believe yon would.
Mr. FERGUSON. You could not d that; it would be

contrary to sanitary regulations.
Mr. LAN DERK[N. We have two classoe of voters on

the list, those who vote for members of the Legislature and
those who vote for members of the municipal council-the
latter being assessed under 8200. Now, in the Bill passed
last year by the Legislature of Ontario, ail those assessed
for $100 wdl have a vote, but the present Billrequires them
to be assessed for # 150, and 155 people in South Grey will
be disfranchised in that way. This is contracting the fran-
chise of the people, and it is adding to their expenses.
There may be some objection to the law as it was passed
last Session in the Legislature of Ontario. There are a
good many provisions in it which, when fully considered
and discussed, will meet the wishes of all right-thinking
men, no matter of what party. There are several wise and
useful provisions in it. Under the Ontario Bill the non-
resident vote is abolished. Does anybody say that is bad ?

Some hon. MEMBERS. Yes, yes,
Mr. LANDERKIN. Well, we will attend to them pre-

sently. In that Bill the vote is not given to the property,
but to the man. Property is only an evidence of qualifica.
tion. Does anybody say that is bad ?

Some hon. MEMBERS. Yes, yes.
Mr. LANDERKIN. You say that is bad ?
Some hon. MEMBERS. Order; address the Chair.
Mr. LANDERKIN. There is one vote for one mau, and

does any hon. gentleman say that is baud ?
Mr. RYKER'. Yes.
Mr. LANDERKIN. Some hon. gentlemen over there

would Bay anything. Under that Bill the rule is not repre-
sentation according to property, but according to population.
Does ot that meet the views of ail the people of this coun.
try ? Yes, of course. There was a consensus of opinion
on this subject-that representation should not be based on
property but on population. Suppose there were 81,000 of
assessment in five counties to one person, that man could
give five votes, but a gentleman owning 81,000 worth of
property in one county would only have one vote. Io that
right ?

An hon. MEMBER Yes ; that is all right.
Mr. LANDERKIN. Then a non-resident cannot vote.

Is that right ?
An hon. MEMBER. No; that is all wrong.
Mr. LA.NDERKIN. I do not wonder at the hon member

for Lincoln saying it was wrong. That was the system
which created more bribery and corruption than anything
else, and consequently the hon. member for Lincoln says it
is not right to strike a blow at bribery and corruption.

An hon. MEMBER. [t would hurt a good many of you
Grits.

Mr. RYKERT. What about I Come along John ; give us a
big push now?"

Mr. LANDERKIN. Under this system there may be
some hardahips ; probably there will be. For instance, a
candidate who does not live in the riding he represents
cannot vote for himself, some of them say, and a fearful
whine is raised about this-what a tyrant is Mr. Mowat. It
is a singular thing that in this great country they cannot
find a local candidate in the different ridings; and if a
candidate is elected for a riding that he does not reside in,
he can well afford to labor under some disabilities.

Mr. WALLACE (York). What about the metmber for
Wheeler and the member for West Durham ?

Mr. LANDERKIN. My observations apply to one aide
of the Houseas well as to the other. I am not speaking
for one side of the House more than for the other. If gen-
tlemen become candidates in ridings where they do not
live, it may be due to some great qualities they possess; but
if they have those qualities they might be willing to labor
under some disabilities, more particularly when that clause
in the Bill strikes the greatest blow at bribery, corruption
and personation that could be struck by any franchise Bill,
and is one of the greatest boons, in the way of establishing
purity in elections, that we have. Now, Sir, there are some
gentlemen in this House who are elected to support the
G4overnment and who believe that it is their duty to support
every measure the Government introduces.

Mr. FE RGUSON. Soe think it is their duty to oppose
them.

Mr. LANDERKIN. I think that Is a dangerous doctrine
to which this House should not ]end its assent. The Premier
says ho draws his inspiration from Britain. The member
for King's says we are here for the purpose of registering
the decrees of the Government.

Mr. RYKERT. I have heard that six times to-day.
Mr. PERGUSON. And six times contradicted.
Mr. LANDERKIN. Weil, you must have lino upon

line, and precept upon precept, and then it will do you very
little good. Tho doctrine laid down by the hon member
for King's is a singular doctrine, and if you knew the kind
of gentlemen who are sitting bohind the Government, you
would not be surprised at their carrying that doctrine out.
They dare not eay anything abouxt these measures ; they
would got into trouble ; the Ministers would maire it hot
for them-would write to their constituents. And yet these
gentlemen come here and bodly announce to this House
that their object is to register the decrees of the Govern.
ment, whatever those decrees may be. There may be a
sense in which that is right. If these questions were
discussed before the people and were laid down on a plat-
form, and they subscribed to that platform, it would be
right; but if they are honest men they will not subscribe
to a platform of that kind on'other grounds. Now, Sir,
Mr. Gilbert, the author of "tlolanthe "-

Some hon. MEMBERS. Io-who ?

Mr. LANDERKIN. Is that the gentlemen who pro.
posed to enfranchise the Chinese in Montreal ? I will reply
to you again; I will take up the Chinese question and
discuss that; I will talk to you about that preseontly. Mr.
Gilbert, in his "Iolanthe," made use of the following:-

" When in ths Hoiuse, KM.P.'s divide,
If they've a brain and cerebellum, too,
They've got to leave those brains outside,
Ana vote just as their leaders tell 'em to;
But then the prospect of a lot
Of Tory members in proximity,
All thinking for themselves, is what
No man can face with equanimity."

That is just the way with those gentlemen over there. If
the Government have any Bill to put through the. House,
they have not the equanimity to discuse that Bill, but they
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must vote for it. I think that doctrine strikes a blow a
representative institutions ; it is destructive of the principle
on whioh representative government is based. I think i
is a doctrine that will be received by the people ot the
country with astonishment and alarm, that members on
that side of the House come here to register the Bills th
(Government propose to the House, and are obliged to assen
to them without discussion. Now, this Bill is very different
from the Bill that was introduced last year; yet the Govern.
ment say they are mot taking the country by surprise. I
have the Bill of last year in my drawer.

Mr. RYKERT. Leave it there.

Mr. LANDERKIN. I want to show you that the Bil
they introduced last year and the Bill they introduced this
year, are very different Bills. In the Bill of 1884 we find
that the interpretation clause says :

IoPeruon' means a mae person, married or unmarried or a female
peruon unmarried, or a widow ; and the pronoun ' he 'and its inflexions,
lnclude either sex."

Do you find any reference to the Indian in that, as in the
Bill of 1885 ? Is this not taking tho country by surprise ?
listhis not changing the whole system of the franchise ? Is
this not proposing to give the franchise to persons who are
not citizens in the strict sense of the term, who are wards,
who are receiving annuities from the Government, and are
under the control of the Superintendent General, the
Premier of this country ? Now, if the hon, gentleman from
Montreal will give me his question, I will deal with it.

Mr. FERGLTSON (Leeds). Sit down and take a rest.

Mr. LANDERKIN. I like to see gentlemen, when they
have got a question, have the courage to ask it. I do not
see why it is that the Government are bound to obstruct
the debate upon this question, to prevent us putting our
views upon record. We condemn the Bill because we con-
aider it to be a violation of the principle of fair play,
because it is not British, because it is one that any gentle-
man imbued with the spirit of fair play cannot support. It is
a revolutionary measure in every sense. It changes the
basis upon which the voters' lists are made, and in that
respect, it is a direct insult to the people. The Government
say to the people: You are incompetent, although you have
had large municipal experience in making out the voters'
liste, and we will tax the people of the country to the tune of
$500,000 a year for the purpose of having those lists prepared
by nominees ofour own, by men who, as the hon. member for
Cumberland said, will fix the lists, and no doubt they will
do their best to fix them in the way best calculated to keep
the Government in power. How much more manly, how
much more British, would it not be for the Government to
appeal to the country on their record than to go to the
people on the strength of their revising barristers, who,
they expect, will cover a multitude of sins, by leaving off
the lists objectionable voters and putting on voters
who will support the Government ? Do they sup.
Dse the Conservative party are made of putty?

o they suppose that the rank and file of the
prty are going to subscribe to anything of the

knd? 1have more faith in the Conservative party than to
believe that they will. Any gentleman whohas everplayed
cricket, that noble, British game, will be astonished at a
player trying to take a dishonorable advantage of an
opponent. I wonder at a proposition of this kind beiug
made in this British Parhiament. What do the Government
propose to do? They propose to disfranchise, in my riding,
according to their property qualification, 155 people; but of
course I do not know how many the revising barrister will
refuse. But- no doubt the gentleman who will oppose me
will be able to tell those who will have a vote and those
who will be struck off the list. I would be untrue to

Mr. LANDERKTN.

t Canada, that 1 love so well, were I to allow a meaure of
s this kind to become law, without indignantly protesting
t against its passage. Under this clause the property quali.
e fication in towns and cities is to be $360, in townships 8200,

In Ontario it is $200 and $100, a difference of $100 in each
case. How many will that disfranchise? It may, Mr.

t Chairman (Kr. Tassé), be the meaus of your losing your
t seat, unless, of course, you are provided with a revising

barrister, who will see that the lists are properly fixed.
This clause brings up the principle of manhood
suffrage, in favor of which the hon. member for
Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell) has given notice of motion.
The law in Ontario almost amounts to manhood suffrage,
and I believe the principle of manhood suffrage is very
much to be preferredi to this principle. Under this system
you disfranchise many people who now have votes, many
who, perhaps, have voted for years, who felt they had an
interest in the country, and you deprive them of theirrlight.
A revolutionary spirit is abroad in this country. Where is
it going to end? You give a vote to tenante of real pro.
perty who pay $2 monthly or $6 quarterly. The Mowat
Bill gives a vote to all who are rated on the assessment roll
at $200 in cities and towns or 8100 in villages and townships.
Then, in this Bill there is no-reference to the wage-earners,
the workingmen of this country, unless they get $400 a
year. In Ontario it is $250. That virtually gives the
franchise to every workingman in Ontario, but at $400 a
great many will be deprived of their votes. You, Mr.
Chairman (MIr. Curran), have a few workingmen in your
constituency, and are you to sit idly by while they are dis-
franchised, when, under the provincial law of Ontario, they
have a right to vote, feeling that they are free citizens,
having an interest in the glory and renown of this country.
Now, about the Indian. The Government propose to give
the franchise to the Indian. The hon. member for Bothwell
(Mr. Mille) asked the First Minister for some information
as to the true meaning and intent of this Bill in that regard.
I find from the Hansard what was there asked and answered :

'' Mr. MILLS. What we are anxious to know is, whether the hou.
gentleman proposes to give other than entranchised Indians votes?

"Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes.
"Mr. MILLS. Indians rssiding on a reservation 1
"Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes; if they have the necessary pro.

perty qualification.
" Mr. MILLS. An Indian who cannot make a contract for himseif,

who cau neither buy nor eell anything without the consent of the
Superintendent General-an Indian who is not enfranchised?

"Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Whether he l enfranchised or not.
Mr. MILLS. This will include the Indiana in Manitoba and British

Columbia?
"Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes.
"Mr. MILLS. Poundmaker and Big Bear?
"Sir JOHN A. MAODONALD. Yes?
"Mr. MILL8. So that they can go from a scalping party to the

polls?"

You see that the Premier proposed to give the franchise to
the wild tribal Indians all through the country, and, if there
is to be a change made in the Bill the country will be
pleased to know that the effort which has been made by the
Opposition has resulted in that change. If those who have
scalping knives in their hande now were to have the ballot
placed in their hands, and this has been prevented by the
habors of the Opposition,our time herehas not been misspent,
our opposition has not been obstruction, but our labors
have resulted in something which will prove a great boon,
not only to the present but to the future welfare of this
country. It appears that some hon. gentlemen did not
think that such was the intention of the Act. The Premier
has seoexplained it. He introduced the Bill and ought to
know about it.

Mr. RYKERT. Will the hon. gentleman read what the
Premier stated about giving the Indians votes?
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Mr. LANDERKIN. I have just read it.
Mr. RYKERT. Read it a little further. Act fairly to

the Premier.
Mr. LANDERKIN. I have read all I have to rend.
Mr. RYKERT. Read from bottom of column 1, page 1487.
Mr. LANDERKIN. Not just now.

Mr. RYKE RT. You will not act fairly. Try and be fair,
if you can.

Mr. LANDERKIN. The hon.member for Lincoln should
be the last man in the House to accuse anyone of being
unfair. I have read the extract. I will show him whatI
have read from, if ho will come over here. I have read all
I had on the paper I had.

Mr. RYKERT. Read the whole of it.
Mr. LANDERKIN. I have not got it. How can I read

it when I have not got it? lie should not accuse me of
being unfair without knowing what I have got. You ought
to be ashamed of yourself.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order.
Mr. IRYKERT. Read the other side of your paper.
Mr. LANDERKIN. There is nothing on the other side

of my paper. It would be just as well if you would con-
sider what you say before you accuse me of being unfair.

Mr. RYKERT. Will you alloiv me to read wbat the
Hansard says ?

Mr. LANDERKIN. You can, when Ibave done. I bave
read ail I have, and then ho accuses me because I do not
read what I have not. That is about in keeping with
the whole thing.

Mr. RYKERT. What have you got?

Mr. LANDERKIN. They charge us with obstructing
this Bill because we are desirous to diseuss it. We would
as much like to be at home as they would, but wo are bound,
in the interests of our country, to stay hro and discuss this
Bill until we have it fairly understood by the people of this
country. We do not desire to .prolong this discussion.
We have no object to serve, except to have it well
understood by the people, so that they may know the
nature of the legislation proposed by the Government
and supported by hon. gentlemen behind them. There are
many more clauses of this Bill, and I may have occasion
to speak on some of them when we reach them, -especially
when we come to that clause which proposes to strike a
blow at the liberty of the people, in the person of a revising
barrister. I have not discussed that to-night because it bas
been ruled that we should not discuss the revising barrister
on this clause, although it seems to me that everything
pertaining to the making up of the lists would come under
the question of the provincial franchise, and I should think
it was clearly within the competency of a member to dis-
cuss it at this stage. However, as I am a staunch believer
in parliamentary proe3dure, as I believe in adhering strictly
to the rules of? arliament, and to the rules of order enunci-
ated by the Chair, I will not refer to that now, but may
speak upon it at a subsequent period. I would just say,
in conclusion, that I oppose this Bill because it is wrong;
I oppose this Bill because I believe it strikes a blow at the
liberties of the people of this country ; I oppose this Bill
because it is un-British ; I oppose this Bill because I think
it is an attempt to bolster up the party in power, who are
afraid to go to the people on the record of their parlia.
mentary legislation.

Mr. RYKERT. The hon. gentleman would not allGw me
to read what the Premier stated when he was speaking on
the Indian question to this flouse. Now, in order to give
the antidote to the poison the hon, gentleman as placed
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before the country, I will read an extract from the speech
of the Premier. I have no doubt the hon. gentleman read
from some fly shoot emanating from the Globe office. This
is what the Premier stated, as I find it on page 1487 of the
Ransard:

"I am sorry that the proposal to put in one word in this clause should
excite the blatant indignation of hon. gentlemen, and move them to
make such an exhibition of themselves iiý discussing the questiou of
whether or not an Indian uis a person. The hon. gentleman knows per-
fectly well, and the hon. member for Algoma, in his admirable and well-
informed speech, has told us that many of these Indians are respectable,
educated and worthy persons in every respect, and he knows perfectly
well that the Bill can in no way apply to the savage nomads of the
North-West. It is only designed to give a vote to those Indians who
have the ostensible evidences of property which the white man eau
show-have houses, furniture, and civilised appliances of a certain
value."

Now, the hon. member knew right well that the Pre-
mier did not intend to apply it to the savages of the North-
West, and could not possibly so apply it.

Mr. LANDERKIN. Would the hon. member for Lin.
coin have the kindness to read what ho said just before, and
see if not more than twelve days elapsed between what he
said then and what he said afterwards.

Mr. RYKERT. That shows how correct the hon. gen-
tleman is. There were not over fifteen minutes between
the two remarks.

An hon. MEMBER. Read it and see.
Mr. RYKERT. On page 1484 of the Ilansard, on the

same afternoon, I find the following:-
" Mr. MIL LS. I rise to ask the hon. gentleman how we are to under-

stand the word Indian V"

And there is a little of what I call by-play on the part of
the Premier, for he answered this :

Some hon. MEMBERS. Read it, read it.
Mr. LANDERKIN. Give it to me and I will read it.
Mr. RYKERT. I wish the hon. member would take his

medicine quietly. The hon. gentleman bas read exactly as
it appears in the Hansard, at page 1484. I do not deny the
correctness of what he has read, as taken from the Blansard.
Those words appear here, but I say that the Premier was
not in earnest when ho made these remarks.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh, oh.

Mr. RYKERT. I would like the hon. member for Grey
(Mr. Landerkin) to keep quiet, if ho possibly can.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Who gave you authority to
say that ? Did the First Minister give you authority to
say that ?

Mr. RYKERT. I believe the hon. gentleman now inter-
rupting me is the gentleman who speaks upon both sides of
every question. After the hon. member for Bothwell (Mr.
Mills) spoke, the hon. member for Algoma (Mr. Dawson)
spoke; and immediately after that the hon. member for
Bothwell made some remarks, extending over about 2 inches
of the Eansard, and then the Premier delivered the observa.
tions I have read to this House. The hon. member for
Bothwell must have known that he could not apply it to the
North-West Territories, because they have no representa-
tion, and he must have known that the Premier could not
have intended bis observations to convey the idea that per-
sons living in th c North-West Territories could have a vote.
He knew that right well. And the same afternoon, four or
five minutes afterwards, the Premier made the remarks I
have 1ead. So I say it would have been much fairer for the
hon. gentleman to have quoted the whole than only a part.

Mr. MLLS. I do not admit for a moment that any hon.
gentleman on either side of the House, except the hon.
member for Lincoln himseolf, believes that the Prime
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Minister did not mean precisely what he said when ho
answered the various questions which I put to him. Ie
has never resiled from that position, substantially, from that
hour to this. Now, I used some words that are not in
the Hansard, but they appear in some of the newspapers.
What I said, when I put the question with regard to the
North-West Territories, was this: " So that when the North-
West Territories are represented on the floor of this House,
Poundmaker and Big Bear will be included." These are the
words I used, and those are the words that appear in many
newspapers. They were made with special reference to a
former discussion in this House, where we had before us
the question with regard to the representation of those Ter-
ritories. The first Minister answered, in reply to
that question, "Yes; " and the same answer with
regard to the further question that was put to
him. Now, when ho saw what might be the probable
effect ofhis observations upon the country, when ho saw the
profound impression that his observations made upon his own
followers in this House, thon the First Minister was disposed
to resile from the position he had taken, and said that ho
did not intend to include the nomads of the plain. Nobody
said ho included the nomads of the plain. All those Indians
are located upon reservations, and do not belong to the
nomadic class of which the First Minister spoke.
Thon, the question was, whether ho intended to include
the Indians of Mainitoba, and ho said: "Yes ;" British
Columbia? "Yes;" ho intended to represent all these.
We know that the Indians of Manitoba are not a whit
more civilised, except those who may reside on St.
Peter's reservation, than the Indians of the North-
West Territories. And the First Minister has, in a period
more recent than the time ho made the observation which
bas just been read, declared that ho had not li view British
Columbia and Manitoba when ho made his provisions in the
BilL He makes no exception of any Province; and when
ho saw the probable consequence of bis course, and knew
what the feeling of the British Coumbia members was on
the question of the representation of Indians, and when ho
knew what would be the probable effect of giving represon-
tation to the Indians in Manitoba, thon the First Minister was
disposed to eat bis own words, to give up the doctrine of uni-
formity, and to confine Indian representation to an attempt
to swamp certain constituencies in the Province of Ontario.
That is the position ofthe FirstMinister. The hon.gentleman
may undertake to question it, but I say now ho would be
acting quite as worthily the part of a leader in this House,
or of a statesman, in giving to the Indians of British
Columbia and Manitoba representation, as to give it to some
of the Indian tribes that he proposes to have represented
iu this House. What is the difference between the Indians
on St. Peter's roservation, in Manitoba, and the Indians
upon any reservation in Ontario? The hon. gentleman
knows that the representation of the Indians, by the pro-
vision of this Bill, is not to be confined to Indians who are
enfranchised, and living like white mon, but to Indians
who reside on reservations; and if the reservation value is
sufficient to give a vote teoevery Indian upon it, thon such
Indian will receive a vote. That is the position taken by
the First Minister, and from that position ho has refused to
recede; and in reply to my hon. friend from South Brant,
in contradiction of what was said by the hon. member for
Algoma, the First Minister declared that, so far as the old
Provinces are concerned, that was lis intention and to that
intention ho has so far adhered.

Mr. CHARLTON. The hon. member for Lincoln referred
us to page 1487, and read a small portion of the remarks
made by the Premier. He thon challenged the hon. mem-
ber for South Grey (Mr. Landerkin) to continue reading,
but ho took good care not to read what was said on page
1484. I will supply the deficiency. (The hon. gentleman
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here read from page 1484 of the officialreports.) The only
attempt to modify the Premier's expressions in this respect
is the flimsy excuse set up that the Indian of the North-
West will not have a vote. Certainly he will not ; neither
will the white man, until there is representation granted
the North.-West; but the Indians in Manitoba, the reserva-
tion Indians in British Columbia, Ontario, Quebec, New
Brunswick and Nova Scotia, will have votes. The Premier
has distinctly affirmed that they will, and the only Indians
excepted from that assertion are the nomadic tribes of
the plains of the North-West Territories, where there are
no representative institutions. The discussion on this Bill
distinctly proves that the purpose of the Government is to
give, in any place where any British subject in the Domin-
ion has a vote, the right to vote to Indians who are not
enfranchised, who are not citizens, who are not paying
taxes, who retain their tribal relations, who are barbarians,
if need be. And when the North-West Territories are
granted representation in this House, thon the nomadic
Indians of the North-West Territories also will have votes,
under this Bill. They are only excluded from voting so
long as those Territories are not given representation in
Parliament. The hon. member for Lincoln, and those who
side with him in this House, have met with very little
success in explaining away this damning feature of this
Bill.

Mr. SPROULE. I rise to say that some remarks of the
hon. member for South Grey are entirely unfair and mis-
leading. First, I will refer to the allusion ho has made to
the nature of the revising barristers that may be appointed.
I may say, in general, in reference to the remarks of the
Opposition on this point, that they all appear to harp on the
same string; they argue from the entirely illogical and
unfair basis that every barrister of five years' standing, and
every judge who may be appointed to discharge the duties
of a barrister, is either a scoundrel or- a rogue. The
hon. member waxed eloquent over that part of it, when ho-
said that it was a direct insult to the farmers, and to the
people generally, of this country, to say that the power
would be taken out of thoir bands. Is it not a greater insult
to the county court judge of Grey, a part of which the hon.
member represents, and the barristers of that county of five
years' standing, to say that they are invariably either tools or
rogues, who, when sworn to do their duty, are not fit to be
trusted? Which is the greater insult? I think it is a dis-
grace to this House to throw out such an insinuation towards
the judges of this country who have discharged their duties
so faithfully and satisfactorily to the people of this country,
and also to the revising barristers, because only men who
have five years' professional standing are eligible to be
appointed, under this Bill. I assume that human nature is
not so depraved ; that we have honest men in the country,
men who respect their oath sufficiently to do their duty
fairly.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). They are not under oath in
the Bill.

Mr. SPROULE. I understand that they have to take
oath to do their duty faithfully.

Mr. PATERSON. The hon. member should read the
Bill.

Mr. SPROULE. That is a remark which the members
of the Opposition invariably hurl across the floor of the
House-that the members who support the Government
have not read the Bill. The hon. member for North Brant
has said it, and the hon. members for South Brant and
South Grey have said it, and they appeared to think that it
was very smart to say: "I venture to say that the hon. gen-
tlemen have not read the Bill."

Mr. PATERSON. It is in the schedule.
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Mr. SPROULE. If the hon. gentleman, who has con.
sumed hours after hours in this debate, will keep his tom-
per for a moment and stop howling, I should like to pro-
ceed. The hon. gentleman from South Grey says it is an
insult to the electors of his county to say that 155 of them,
who have been voting in the past, shall ho cut off by this
Rill. He has overlooked, or is disingenuous enough not to
say that there has never been one in his county who voted
on an asseosment of $150.

Mr. LANDERKIN. I statod that under the present
Ontirio Act, which comes in force, I presume, next winter,
they will have the right to vote.

Mr. SPROULE. You did not say a word about when
it comes in force.

Mr. LANDERKIN. I said that under the Ontario Act,
where the assessment is $100, everyone of these 155 would
have a vote.

Mr. SPROULE. The hon. gentleman's statement was
that these people would be cut off, and that it is an insult
to the eloctorate of South Grey.

Mr. LANDERKIN. I say it is.
Mr. SPROULE. He went on to say that they would be

cut off by this Act, because they had been voting under the
law of Ontario. When have they voted under a franchise
of $150 or $100 ? There has never been such a vote cast
in the county of Grey. And if it was cut down by the
Mowat Act to $100, I say this is the first time we have
heard of it. Now, with reference to the hon. gentleman's
calculation about expense: He first calculated that it would
cost $7,000 for revising barristers each year, and ho says, if
ho capitalised that amount, it would repreosent $70,000
capital, orabout one-third of tho railway indebtedness of
the county of Grey.

Mr. LANDERKIN. I said, of my own riding.
Mr. SPROULE. A short time ago I saw somne of the

speeches sent ont to that county, showing that by his own
calculations the additional amount which would be paid ow-1
ing to the grant to the Canadian Pacifie Railway, would be no
less than $150,000 in the south riding of Grey. He over-
looks the fact that the county of Grey is indebted, besides
that amount of $300,000, to one railway, with the exception
of a little which has been paid-that it is indebied to
another railway a large amount, and according to his own
calculations that ho made a short time ago in this House,the county of Grey, outside of what ho said about the
Canadian Pacifie Railway's indebtedness, was indebted t
for railv-ays no less than 8750,000. He says the cost of 0
the revising barrister represents one-third of the railway e
indebtedness of the county, whieh is about as near correct 1
as the calculations of the hon. gentleman usually are. Now, v
I wish to make a remark with reference to a statement 0
made by the hon. member for North Grey on this question. s
Hle spoke of 700 Indians in his own county, who were to be t
enfranchised. Now, where are those Indians?

Mr. ALEN. I said my country-I did not say county. t
Mr. SPROULE. I took it from lansard, and it stands aa

there to his record, but when the papers began to criticise'
it, it may be convenient-._h

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order, order. b
p

Mr. MILLS. I rise to a point of order. The hon. gentle. &
man said he did not say county but country, so the hon. k
member is bound to take his statement. He must not per- d
sit in putting words in bis mouth which ho says ho did not t
use, t

Mr. SPROULE. The hon. gentleman isgetting peevish.I
lie wants to philosophise. f

o
Mr. MILLS. I rise to a point of order. U

Mr. SPROTLE. What is the hon. gentleman's point of
order.

Mr. MILLS. Will the hon, gentleman take his seat.
Mr. CHARLTON. Sit down.
Mr. MILLS. My point of order is the one I have already

taken. The hon. member for North Grey says he used the
word country and not county, and the hon. gentleman per-
sists in accusing him of falsehood, which ho has no right to do.

Mr. SPROULE. What is the point of order?

Mr. MILLS. That is the point of order, Mr. Chairman;
and I ask for your ruling.

Mr. H ESSON. He is quoting from Hansard.
Mr. CHAIRMAN (Mr. Curran). The hon, gentleman is

obliged to accept the explanation.
Mr. SPROULE. If hon. gentlemen had not been so

peevish, if they lad given me time to finish the sentence, I
was going on to say that I would accept his correction, but
that the undeniableB statement was standing to bis record;
that the papors had criticised it, and that now it might be
convenient to change it.

Mr. CHARLTON. I rise to order.
Mr. SPROULE. These hon, gentlemen are very peevish.

Mr. CHARLTON. The hon. gentleman reiterates the
charge of falsehood in refusing to take back the words, and
in saying that it is convenient now to change what ho says
is on record against him.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. The hon. gentleman said it might be
convenient; ho did not make the assertion. I was careful
to notice his words.

Mr. RYKERT. Always wrong.
Mr. SPROULE. These hon, gentlemen will not sit

quietly, for this happons to touch them. I accept the hon.
gentleman's statement that ho said "700 Indians in my
own country." What does that mean ? The hon. member
for West Elgin says there are something like 20,000 Indians
in the country.

Mr. IRYKERT. 90,000.

Mr. SPROULE. If ho refers to the country, I say a
great many people in the county of Grey understood that
it reforred to his constituency. I found out, as far as I
could get the information, that there were about 100
Indiane, and out of that number the probability is that
here would not bo twenty votes. This, however, is only
on a par with the calculations, or, I might say, with the
xaggerations, which are used with regard to this Bill.
The hon. member for South Grey waxes very eloquent,
very earnest, very angry. He talked loudly and boister-
ously; ho used hard names and insinuations against the
upporters of the Government, because ho said they were
here registering the decrees of the Government. He went
n to say that parliamentary usage would not allow him
o mako use of stronger language. Judging from his look&
at the time, ho felt much like the old man who
used to be a great swearer, and who was going up
ill one day with a load of pumpkins. The
boys pulled the end board out of his waggon, and the
umpkins all rolled down hill. Re looked on in silent
mazement, and some of his friends standing near, and
knowing how he usually expressed himself, said: Why
lon't you swear? He replied that ho could not do justice
o the occasion. The hon. gentleman says thathe was sorry
o Bay parliamentary rules bound him, or else likoly
we woula have had a tirade of another kind of language
rom what we have been treated to. It reminded me much
)f the lat clause of a text which was given out once by a
preacher of a certain nationality. There are a certain clas
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of people in -this country who are in the habit of using the
pronoun immediately after the noun, and this gentleman
belonged te that nationality. He endeavored to preach a
sermon, and the text was: "The devil goeth about
lik a roaring lion, seeking wbom he may devour." This
gentleman endeavored to divide his text into four heads.
"First," he said, "We shall endeavor to ascertain who the
devil he was. Secondly, we shall enquire into his geographi-
cal position-where the devil he was going; thirdly, who
the devil he was seeking; and fourthly and lastly, we
shall endeavor to solve tbe question, which bas never
yet been solved, what the devil he was roaring about."
It appears to me that the wrath and indignation of the hon.
gentleman was worked up out of nothing-that there was
no justifiable reason for it. But he had to obey the mandate
that was given out; he had Iouse so much time; he had only
spoken seven times before, and he had to speak again, and
he had to create an appearance of honesty and of a dis-
position to do something in the interests of his eonstituents
and his country. So ho must work himself into a state of
wrath, he must compel the Chairman to call him to order
time after time, in the course of his speech. Still, if you
examine that speech and the arguments he was using, you
could not seezhat he was roaring about-what he was
using such harsh names about. Was it on account of the
fact that the judge of the county of Grey, who is likely to
be the revising barrister, is going to be a rogue, a dishonest
man, that he would not do justice to the two parties. Was
it because of the host of respectable men who have been
barristers for five years, and who are likely to be
appointed as revising barristers in this country. Did
that entitle him to display the indignation which ho dis-
played in his remarks to-night ? Was it with reference
to the number of electors that he says will becut off in
his constituency-155, as ho Eays. I say, emphatically,
and I have gone over the list, that I have no doubt that
if the Bill passes, and it will pass, if a vote is taken
in the south riding of Grey there will be found to be more
voters in it than there are to-day. I will stake my reputation
in this House upon that statement, and I have no doubt I
will have the opportunity of drawing the lon. gentleman's
attention to this statement at some future time in his own
constituency. But it is used for the purpose of getting up
indignation among the people, for the purpose of getting
them to send petitions down bere, so that we can sec that
there are petitions coming in from the country-something
like those we have heard about in Toronto that are being
signed at the rate of 15 cents a hundred names, and are sentJ
down hore to show the great indignation of the peopleg
against the Bill. The hon. gentleman says: Submit thisi
measure to the people; but I would like to ask if Mr. Mowat1
submitted his measure to the people.

Mr. LANDERKIN. Yes.
Mr. SPROULE. Well, it was never beard of in thei

county of Grey, that I know of; and I think that measuret
is as revolutionary in ts nature as this. It was taken upî
in the Local Legislature,and the gentlemen opposing it car-1
ried on their opposition to it in a manly,straightforward way.t
Where they believed it was not right the protested against1
it·, but they did not display that unseemly conduct whicht
we have seen in this House for several weeks past, andr
which has been used for the only purpose of annoying thec
Government and causing delay by open obstruction. TheyL
protested against the measure and let it pass; they did not
ask Mr. Mowat to submit it to the people. With referencei
to the Indian question, it seems to be necessary for a
these hon. gentlemen to endevor to explain themselves a
away on that question time and again. The hon. member n
for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) got up and read so much of ti
the ansard as suited his purpose. And although the Pre-e

Mr. SPBOULE.

mier, in answer to the hon. member for Bothwell (Mr.
Mills), stated that the Bill would only enfranchise those
Indians who had the proper qualification under the Bill, the
hon. gentleman did not refer to that in his reference to the
Indian question. The hon. member for Norfolk says we know
very well the Indians cannot vote in the North-West; and yet,
in lihe same breath, he says: Did not the Premier say that
Poundmaker and Big Bear were to vote? How much know-
ledge of geography does the hon. gentleman display when
he says: We know that the Indians in the North-West Ter.
ritories cannot vote; and yet he says these men can vote.
Hie knows that these men are in the North-West Territories,
and it was never intended that they were to vote unless
they settled down like white men and acquired the same
qualifications. When an Indian is in that position hie is
entitled to a vote, and not till then. The hon. member for
West Elgin (Mr. Casey) says these Indians do not pay taxes,
and therefore ought not to vote. What taxes? Municipal
taxes. Well, we are not talking about municipal govern-
ment; it is Mr. Mowat who las to deal with that subject;
and yet the hon. gentleman tells us, almost in the same
breath that Mr. Mowat has enfranchised these Indians. We
are not regulating the franchise according to those who pay
municipal taxes; we are regulating the franchise for the
Dominion of Canada, and the taxes these Indians pay to the
Dominion of Canada are the taxes they pay on the dutiable
goods they consume, the same as any other man in this
country; and if they have the property qualification
required by the Act, and are endeavoring to get along, why
should they not have the same right as the white man to say
who shall make the laws which affect them for their weal
or woe? To my mind, if there is one thing more
than another that will tend to elevate the Indian from the
savage state he is in, and to raise him to the same level as
the white man, it is to give him the same responsibilities
and privileges; and this Bill will go a long way towards it.
I think the Government ias been doing wrong in making
the enfranchisement of the Indian so strict and so difficult
as they have done in the Indian Act; and I am glad this
Bill goes further, and enfranchises the Indians under a new
principle that is much fairer to them, and will be likely to
do them a great deal of good. Now, I only got up to say
that in the county of Grey every elector who voted during
the last election, unless ho bas disposed of his property sincc
or has gone out of his tenancy, or in some other way has
become deprived of what he then possessed, will have a vote
undis this law, when it comes in force. I think it is an
insult to the judges of this country and to the men who are
eligible as revising barristers to assume that every man
who is appointed to one of those positions will be so dis-
honest that he will not do fairly between the parties.
These gentlemen would be showing greater respect
if they assumed that there was some ionesty in
human nature, and that these men are not rogues until they
are proved to be rogues. It is time enough to hurl maledic-
tions against these men when they have shown that they
are unable to discharge their duties fairly between the
parties, and not till then. I do not regard this provision in
the same light as the hon. momber for South Grey (Mr.
Landerkin), that it is an insult to the municipal officers of
this country, because we say that the municipal assessment
roll shall be taken as the basis of the franchise, and appoint
other parties than the municipal officers to make up the
lists. I do not think it is an insult to them, and they will
not recognise it in that light. When the measure comes
into force the people will be able to appreciate the great
amount of nonsense which as been talked in this flouse,
and the useless debate whichhlas been carried on, night aftor
night and week after week, by the Opposition, in reference
to this measure. A few years of trial of this measure will
convince the people of the insincerity of the Opposition or
their great want of intelligence in this debate.
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Mr. ALLEN. I rise to say a few words by way of expla-
nation in reference to statements made by my lion. friend
from East Grey (Mr. Sproule). If I uniderstand parliamen-
tary rules, when a gentleman denies a statement, unless the
member who makes the accusation can prove the contrary,
that denial is accepted. I am sorry that my hon. friend
from East Grey has not accepted my statement as true.

Mr. SPROULE. I would like to relieve the lon. gentle-
man's mind. I accepted his statement long ago.

Mr. FERGUSON (Leeds). In a parliamentary sense.

Mr. SPROULE. Yes.
Mr. ALLE N. I ind that the report of my speech on the

Indian question in the Bansard states that I said : "lMy
county." That report is incorrect; I said: "My country,"
and I then spoke in reference to the Saugeen Peninsula, in
the county of Bruce. I think the hon. gentleman will
remember that I spoke of the small majority a member
would have in North Bruce, and said that the franchise pro-
vided by this Bill would certainly give those Indians the
control of that ridirg, so that the representative hre wili
be the representativo ofthe Indians, and not of the white
people of that county. That is the statement I made; I
made no correction of rny speech in the Hansard, and the
mistake has gone. But in roference to the franchise, I
believe that, as we understood the Act of Confedoration,
it was intended that each Province should send its
representatives to this Parliament to transaet the business
of the different Provinces, independent of any control
over the voters' lists by the Parliament o Canada.
The way the country understands, the way the farmers
understand the Confederation Act, is that they should Fend
their members independently, that they are the parties who
should make out the voters' lists, without any meddling on
our part. I believe that the great majority of my county,
on both bides of politics, will stand up and declare that the
franchise should bo loft as it is, and the voters' lists be made
up by the municipalities. They will protest against so
enormous an expense being imposed upon the poople as will
be by the present Governmont, under the revising barrister
clause; they will refuse to accept any such measureo; and
if we went to the country to-morrow on this measure I an
sure those in favor of it would bo eclcted to stay at home.

Mr. WATSON. The hon. member for Lincoln stated
that the conversation that took pace between the hon.
First Minister and the hon. member for Bothwell (Mr.
Mills) was only .by-play. I do not think it wasso intended
by the First Minister. After that debate had gone on
twenty-four hours, and after the First Minister had
made that statement, I am credited in Hansard with
putting the following question to the First Minister :
"I understood that the First Minister stated that the word
'Indian'in this Bill, would include those living on reserves;
while the hon. member for Algoma says it means half-
breeds; and, as the First Minister is present, I would like
to ask him for an explanation on that point." The First
Minister replied : "An Indian is certainly not a half-breed,
and a half-breed is not an Indian." I then asked: "lIs it
the intention to enfranchise the Indians living on the
reserves, who do not pay taxes to the municipality, but are
the wards of the Government? " And the right hon. gen tie
man said: " I answered that question last night." The
answer to which he referred was given in reply to the bon.
member for Bothwell (Mr. Mils), who asked: "This will
include Indians in Manitoba and British Columbia?" And
the First Minister answered: "Y es." So that I think the hon.
member for Lincoln is not correct in trying to make the
meaning of the words: enfranchised Indians living on
réerves in Manitoba.

Mr. McMULLEN. I desire to address the flouse shortly
on this question, but before proceeding to refer to it 1 wish

to offer a few remarks in reply to the hon. member for
East Grey (Mir. Sproule). Ho charged the hon. member
for South Grey (Mr. Landerkin) with having cast a slur on
the county judgos, in charging them, as revising barristers,
with a possibility of doing anything impropor. In the first
place, the judges are not mentioned in the Bill at all. The
Bill simply refers to revising offiers.

Mr. SPROULE. The right hon. the First Minister, in
answer to a question across the House, said that, wherever
available, there would be revising officers. They are avail.
able in almost every county in Ontario.

Mr. MILLS. There are forty judges, while we have
ninety constituoncies.

Mr. SPROULE. Those forty judges would be used.
Mr. MoMULLEN. We arc dealing with the Bill before

us, and it distinctly states rovising officers. A few even-
ings ago an hon. gentleman on the opposite aide remarked
he would not trust any Grit assessor. The hon. member
for Lincoln said: "Neither would f, from my experience,
trust a Grit assessor." If that isb is experience with regard
to Grit assessors, I would like to know on what grounds he
can reasonably expoct us to accept Tory assessors, because,
virtually, revising officers will be Tory assessors, and they
will have full power to say who shall and who shall not
vote. They will also be vested with the power of deciding
whether a property is of sufficient value to enable the holder
to vote on it. If the rovising barrister chooses to say that
a property which is assessed at $250 is not worth over $150,
the owner of that property will not be put on the roll.

Mr. WOOD (Brockville) I understood the hon. gentle-
man to t-ay that the judges were not meitioned in the Act.
On page 9 he will find that judges may be appointed. It
is only right I should draw the hon. gentleman's attention
to that fact, before he goes on making use of the term
"Tory assessors."

Mr. McMULLEN. The Act distinctly provides that
revising officers shall be appointed. They are called rovising
officers, but the Government reserve to thomselves the right
of saying whether they shall appoint judges or net. They
do not sy judges shall be appointed, but they simply mon.
tion1, by way of cour tesy, perhaps, to the jadges, that in cases
whero they are ehigible the Governmen reserve the right
of saying whether they shall appoint them or not. If thoy
use the word "shall " instead of the word "may," it might
be inconvenient, for there might be judges who would not
make as acceptable officers as barristers would, and there-
fore the Government reserve the right of appointing or not
appointing judges, according as political exigencies demand.
The hon. member from East Grey (Mr. Sproule) took the
opportunity to belittle the remarks, and the manner in
which they were delivered, of my hon. friend from South
Grey (Mr. Landerkin). He related a story in regard to a
sermon, and ho .tried to get a laugh about that. As far as
loud talking is concerned, I think the member for East Grey
can compote with any member of this House. He reminds
me of the story I once bard myself of an Indian who was
once going through a bush, and ho came across, and it was
the first time he had ever seen, a cow bell, and he lifted it up
and gave it a rattle, and he looked at it, and he said : "You are
a long tongued, empty-headed beggar." I do not apply the
story any further, but I think the hon. gentleman showed very
littie courtesy to his professional neighbor who represents a
different constituency in the same county. He also gave a
story in rogard to the pumpkin. I have often heard that
story, and I dare say every mem ber in this House las heard
it. There was once a cute lawyer who put a question to a
man te test bis ability to give evidence in court: "Who made
you ? " The answer was: "Moses, I suppose." The witness
asked that he might ask the lawyer a question, and ho said
yes. ." Who made you?" "Aaron, Ifsuppoe," "Welo," suad
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the man, "we understand that Aaron macle a calf, but who
would think the darned critter would have wandered in
here ?" We have heard the story of the pumpkin, but no one
would imagine that one of the pumpkins would have
rolled in here. I do not say it did, but it looks
like it. Mr. Mowat is charged with not having brought
this question of the franchise before the Province of Ontario
before ho introduced it into the Local House. That is not
correct. I had an opportunity before of addressing this
House on that question, and drawing the atttention of
hon. gentlemen opposite to the fact that Mr. Mowat discussed
that question at a convention hold in Toronto before the
last general election. A number ofresolutions were adopted
at that convention, including a resolution in reference to the
franchise, and when he went to the country that was one
of the planks of his platform, and he las since carried out
that extension of tho franchise. I desire to draw the atten-
tion of the hon. member for Lincoln to the fact that, in a
reference ho made to some remarks of mine, ho did not
quote my utterances correctly. I was not present at the
time, but I find that he said:

"'But,' says the hon. member for North Wellington, 'we are prepared
toaccept the franchise as it now exista in Ontario, no matter how it may
be changed in the future.'"

That is au incorrect quotation. I am not prepared to say
that the hon. gentleman intended to quote me incorrectly,
but I did not utter those words, and the hon. gentleman
must have had his Bansard before him, and had ho read
from Ran8ard ho would have seen that these were not my
words. The words I used were:

"For my part, I would be willing to accept an amendment which
would provide that, if we do adopt the provincial franchise at the pre-
sent time, the Proviaces would not have the power to alter that fran-
chise by any restrictive measure without concurrent action on the part
of this House."

In quoting from any speech, hon. members should be care-
ful not to misquote. I also desire to correct another state-
ment of the hon. gentleman. He made a great many
quotations from the Globe newspaper of many years ago, on
the question of income franchise, and he attempted to prove
that the Globe was opposed to income franchise. fie said:

"Si you will see that while to-day they profess to be favorable to
granting the franchis3 to a large body of the electors, they have syste-
inatically opposed a reduction of th3 franchise. I think I can satisfy the
House that every reduçtion of the franchise that has been grantel by
the Reform party was at the instance of the Conservative party, and
only when the iteform party was driven into the last ditch. Now, Bir,
we find that the organ ,of the party, at that time, had the same view
upon this question. On the 27th November, 1868, we find this language:

"'If he (Mr. Sandfield Macdonald) would take the trouble to enquire
as to the practical effect of his $400 real estate franchise in Toronto,
where it will include nearly all bat the very poorest tenements, he woulM
be able to see that he is enfranchising, in this city alone, hundreds of
persona who are, to say the least, no more worthy to be enfranchisel
than the class h. resolutely excludes.'"

ie does not quote the whole passage, but simply what suits
himself. He garbles the quotation. I will give you the
whole clause from the Globe:

" While annonncing a reduction ot the franchise in cities, so as to
include tenants assessed for real property to the amount $400, Mr.
Attorney-General Macdonald declared most distinctly that he would not
assent to any franchise based upon income or salary."

This is the portion which he quotes:
"If he would take the trouble to enquire as to the practical effect of

his $400 real estate franchise in Toronto, where it will include nearly
all but the very poorest class of tenement, he would be able to see tfiat
he is enfranchising, in this city alone, hundreds of persons who are, to
say the least, no more worthy to be enfranchised than the class he so
resolutely excludes."

Then, allow me to give the balance:
" Than those who would be. admitted by a franchise based upon a

moderate income, say $400 or $500 a year. The clerks, salesmen,
teachers, mechanics and others, who are in receipt of such income and
yet are deprived of the franchise because they are not householders, are
as independet and intelligent as any other class of votera in the city.
What can be the secret of Mr. Macdonald's hostility to an income
franchise ?"

1Mr. McMUJLLUtN.

It is just the very reverse of what the hon. gentleman
quoted. In order to make a point, he garbles one little sen-
tence that suits him and quotes it to the House and says
nothing about the rest. I sent over yesterday a messenger
of the House to ask the hon. gentleman kindly to favor me
with the Hansard report of 1868; and be sent back word
by the messenger that he had taken it down to his house
after ho made his speech, so I could not get it. I suppose
the hon, gentleman felt that, perhaps, if it feel into the
hands of some persons it might b made to tell tales that
would not be creditable to him, and so to protect himself
against my correcting him, he kept the book, and it has not
been seen by anybody but himself. But I happened to go
into the Library to hunt up the Globe, and I have now
quoted from the Globe to show that ho garbled the passage
and made it the very opposite.

Mr. RYKE RT. The Ion. gentleman has said that Istated
I had carried it home. I said nothing of the kind.

Mr. MoMULLEN. The boy came back and told me you
said it was at your house.

Mr. RYKERT. 'The page came and asked me if I had
the scrap book of 1868, and I told him I had it in my
library. He did not say a word about the Bansard.

Mr. McMU LLEN. I told the page to ask the hon. gen-
tleman what I have said, and I have no doubt he did ask
him, because the Ion. gentleman is too well posted to ho
ignorant of the fact that there was no ifansard in 1868.
Now, the hon. member for Lincoln stated to the House
that ho was the first mon who introduced the income
franchise in the Ontario Legislature, which was in 1868,
and I do not find that the hon. gentleman introduced any
Bill that year with regard to the franchise, although, per-
haps, I may have overlooked it. The first man who intro-
duced the subject into the Legislature was a gentleman
named Perry, who introduced a resolution with regard to
the income franchise. The hon. gentleman has stated that it
was only when the Grit party were driven into the last
ditch that they ever accepted any extension of the fran-
chise. What was the vote on that occasion? Every Con-
servative of the House voted against that extension, but
two, and the Reformers votel for it. And if you go ovor
all his speech, you will find that nine out of ton of tho hon.
gentleman's statements are garbled statements for a purposo.
Now, Sir, I hold that when you take away from the people
the rights they have in any constituency, of saying who
shall vote, you are striking at the principles of British
liberty. We have had a Franchise Act in force ever since
Confederation, and there is not the slightest evidence of any
necessity for a change. No fault has been found, no petition
has been sent in and no remonstrances have been
made. It appears that hon. gentlemen think that at
the next general election they are going to accomplish
a good deal by means of this measure, and that
they are going to get the inside track of their
political opponents, but I am inclined to think tRiat
the people of this country will give them •a surprise
in that respect. If I know anything of the feeling of the
peopleý they are not favorable to a system that will put
under the control of any lawyer, no matter how respectable,
the power of saying who shall vote and who shal not. I
do -not wish to disparage lawyers. They are a necessary-
1 was going to say, evil-they are a nocessary class, and
occupy a prominent postion. At the same time, it is
well known that the electors in rural districts have
no particular love for lawyers; and you will find that,
when you subject the people to the necessity of holding
their right to vote at the will of a revising officer, a
strong feeling of resentment wi l prevail throughout the
country. I hold that this meisure is unwise, from a
fmiancial point. Hon. gentlemen opposite have endeavored
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to show that the expense will not be so much as we have
claimed it would be. The hon. member for Lincoln under-
took to show that the expense incurred by the members of
this House in discussing this measure was more than the
expense of the revising officers would be for the first year.
Now, I deny that any member of this louse will get more
than his ordinary sessional allowance if ho romains bore for
the purpose of discussing this Bill. I do not think a single
servant of this House, that the Clerk of the House, or the
Bansard reporters, will get any more, by reason of the pro.
longation of this Session. Now, the people will be called
upon to submit to a great expense under the operations of
this Act. Once you fix the salary of a revising officer for
the first year, and of his clerk and bailiff, and you will have
great difficulty inkeeping it down to that point. If you were
fixing it at a very low sum you might possibly be
able to prevent an increase, but where you fix a
sum which will be nocessary in order to discharge
the duty the first year, you will find afterwards great
difficulty in reducing it. Not only that, but every
revising officer will exorcise a very desireable influence to
cultivate. He will, no doubt, be a desireable man to be on
good terms with, and, no doubt, the candidates, particularly
the Conservative candidate, will feol it lis duty to sec him
recouped for the very valuable services ho is likely to
render. There will be a Conservative association in every
constituency, aided by a Government allowance; the
revising officer will be ex oficio the president of that
association, or will discharge that duty. His ear will be
open to receive suggestions with regard to changes to take
place; and, as has already been stated by tho hon. member
for South Grey, where an opportunityoccurs for erasing the
name of a Reform voter, without exciting particular alarm,
the chances are that that name will not be found on the
list when the day of voting comes; and where there is a
Conservative that it is desireable to have on the list, you
will often find, I have no doubt, the name, in some peculiar
way that no one can explain, or nobody is aware of but
those who are in the secrets, will b on the list on poi ling day.
I contend that in this way the duties of the revising barrititer
can be made very valuable to a member who is running
for the constituency. In some constituencies, possibly, the
revising officer may discharge bis duty in a spirt of fairness,
where there can be nothing accomplishcd, where it will not
be possible by any act of bis to materially affect a large
majority; but where the numbers are very close in a con-
stituency, and a few votes added to or taken from the list
would be of Tital importance, I have no doubt there will be
quite a number of Reform votes missing on polling day.
Hon. gentlemen may feel a little reluctant, as they have
expressed it, to remain here for the purposeof discussing
this measure; but I believe they are doing more in the
direction of securing their seats at the next general election
by pressing and urging this Bill through than they possibly
could do if they went home. I am quite sure they believe
se, and that if they get this law through they will be
benefited very materially. They feel that it will b the
best organisation they have ever had in this Dominion,
and I have no doubt they will find it of great value.
It, at least, will place the Conservative party in this
position, that they can reet on their oars, and there
will be no necessity for hunting up the voters' list and seeing
that their friends are on, of looking after the different
polling sub-divisions, and seeing that the names of their
friends are on the list. The revising officer will look after
that. But the poor Reformer will have to do all the hunt-
ing up and coaxing, and if they make an appeal the proba-
bility will be that they will have their trouble for their
pains and accomplish nothing. You may say that we are
making an unnecessary fums about this; but our experience
in the past has been that when bon. gentlemen opposite
make up their minds to do anything which will benefit

themselves they generally do it well. When they made up
their minds, in 1882, to arrange the constituencies of this
Dominion, particularly in Ontario, they did it well. It gave
them some members in this House who probably would
not otherwise have had the honor of sitting here. But
some of the constituencies did not do what was expected
of them, and as they would like to persuade them
on a future occasion that they ought to do. Under
this Franchise Bill, when it passes, there may be found some
constituencies, after aU, which will not come up to hon.
membors' expectations, notwithstanding the voters' lists
have been carefully prepared, and numbers added to them
who would not otherwise have been entitled to vote, and
others omitted who should vote. After all, the people will
feel an inhereut sense of honor, and will not permit them-
selves to be led round to accomplish the ends which
hon. gentlemen have in view in placing this law on the
Statute Book. Whilo we may differ in this House on poli-
tical issues, and as to the course which we think ought to
be pursued in the government of this country, if there is
one thing above another with which we ought to deal fairly,
honestly and openly, it is in going te the country for the
purpose of obtaining the verdict of the people. I say
a jury, free from any restriction, is the one before which we
should desire to appear. As to-morrow is a holiday, and it
is now midnight, I suppose it is the desire of the committee
that the Speaker take the Chair.

Committee rose and reported.
Sir H EdTOR LANG EVIN moved the adjournment of

the House.
Motion agreed to, and the louso adjourned at 12 o'clock,

midnight.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

FRIDAY, 15Ith May, 1885.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at half-past One o'clock.

PRAYERS.

THE FRANC11ISE BILL.

Mr. TROW. This Bill, which has been under discussion
for several days, the Franchise Bill, has created, apparently,
great excitement throughout the country. I do not know
how many copies have been issued, but I know numbers of
letters are received daily by members, from people on the
other side of politics, stating they are most anxious to ascer-
tain the contents of the Bill, and that not a single copy
could be got for love or money during the past two weeks.
I move that authority be given to the Government Printer
to furnish 5,000 additional copies of the Franchise Bill for
the use of members.

Mr. SPEAKER. That motion will go to the Printing
Committee without being put.

THE DISTURBANCE IN THE NORTH-WEST.
Mr. CARON. I desire to read to the fHouse a full report,

at least, a more lengthened report, of the battle at Batoche
which I have received from the General, and which, I think,
will be of interest to the House:

"To Hon A. P. CARoN
4'From BATOOHE, N'. W. T., 12th.

" l4th MAT, 1885.

" Since my last evening despatoh to you I have ascertained some par-
ticulars of our victory, which was most complete. I have myself counted
twelve balf-breeds on the field, and we have four wounded breedu in hoa-
pital and two Sioux. Amoug the wounded breeds is one Ambroise
JOubin, a councillor, and Joseph Delorme. As far as I can ascertain,
Riel and Gabriel Dumont left as seon as they Maw us getting well ia, but
cannot asertain for oertain on which aide of the river he is but think mus t
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be this side. The extraordinary skill displayed making rifle pits at the
exact proper points, and the number of them, is very remarkable, and
had we advanced rashly or heedlessly I believe we might have been
destroyed. As I told you, 1 reconnoitred to my right front with all my
mounted men yesterday morning, with a view to withdrawing as many
of their men from my left attack, which was the key of position, and on
my return to camp forced on my left. and then advanced the whole line
with a cheer and a dash worthy of the soldiers of any army. The effect
was remarkable. The enemy in front of our left was forced back f rom
pit to pit, and those in the strongest pit, facing east, found them turned
and our men behind them ; then commenced a sauve qui peut and they
fied, leaving blankets, coas, bats, boots, trousers, and even guns, in
their pits. The conduct of troops was beyond praise, the ':idland and
10th Regiments vieing with each other, well supported by the 90th
and flanked by the mounted portion of troops. The artillery and
gatling also assisted in the attack with good effect.

'' When ail behaved so well, it might appear invidu ous to mention
particular names ; still, there are always some who, by good luck, are
brought prominently before the eye of the commanding officer, and these
names I shall submit to you later on. My staff gave me every assistance,
sud were most energetic and zealous. The medical arrangements under
Brigade Surgeon Orton, were, as usuial, most excellent and efficiently
carried out. I have to regret the death of three officers, as well as two
soldiers, but they died nobly and well. Ifound no want of ammunition
among the enemy or food, in spite of what bas been said to the contrary,
and we found large quantities of powder and shot. Nearly the whole of
the rebels' families were left, and are encamped close to the river bank.
They were terribly frightened, but I have reassured them and protected
them. There is a report that Gabriel Dumont is killed, but 1 do not
believe it, though I think it likely he is wounded. One of the killed
bas been recognized as Donald Ross. one of the council. Yesterday
evening, just as the action was finished, the Northcote and Marquis
steamers arrived up, the latter having twent-five police on board It
appears that the Northcote had a bard time of it, as the rebeh3 fired at it
very beavily, and though it was well fortified, the rebels managed to
wound two men slightly. The Northcote got on a shoal for a short
time, but managed to keep the enemy off and to get off themselves.
Finding that, owing to the barges alongside, they could not go up
stream again, they decided to run down to the Hudson Bay crossing,
get rid of them, and return. At the crossing they found the other
steamer, and came up together. This morning I sent out a letter
addressed to Riel, as follows :-

" 'BÂrocu, 11th May.
"'Mr. Riut,-I am ready to receive you and your council and to

protect you until your case bas been decided upon by the Dominion
Government.

'FRED. MIDDLETON.
"Major Geni. Commanding North-West Field Forces."

"I cannot, of course, be certain, but I am inclined to think the com-
plete smash of the rebels will bave pretty well broken the back of the
rebellion ; at any rate it will, I trust, have dispelled the idea that balf-
breeds and Indians can withstand the attack of resolute whites, properly
led, aud will tend to remove the unaccountable scare that seems to
have entered into the minds of so rnany in the North-West, as regards
the prowess and powers aoffighting of the Indians and bre-ds. There is
not a aigu of the enemy on either side of the river for miles.

"FRED. MIDDLETON,

FRANCHISE BILL PETITIONS.
Mr. CHARLTON. It has always been known that parlia-

mentary bodies have treated petitions with respect and
decency. The only exception that I remember, as to any
English-speaking body, was when the United States House
of Representatives refused to receive petitions asking for the
abolition of slavery. Some petitions which were presented
here to-day were greeted with derisive s4houts and cries of
" fifteen cents a hundred," and one gentleman to my left,
when, in a petition presented by the hon. member for Went.
worth, the highly respectable name of Dr. Laing was
mentioned as one of the signers, made an insulting remark
about Christian politicians and other fanatics. Whatever
may be our opinion in reference to the Franchise Bill, there
is certainly a great deal of excitement in regard to it, and
the excitement is increasing, and if the citizens of Canada
choose to petition Parliament on the subject, their petitions
should be received with politeness and deference.

TIIE FRANCIISE BILL.
House again resolved itself into Comrnittee on

(No. 103) respecting the Electoral Franchise.
(In the Committee.)

Bill

Mr. MoMULLEltN. A Bill of this importance cannot
receive,at the hauds of any member of thia House, too much

Mr. CABoN.

consideration. It is highly desirable, in the interesfs of the
freedom and the rights of the citizens of this Dominion,
that we should carefully consider its several provisions.
Hon. gentlemen oppos te have expressed surprise at the
course that we have considered it our duty to pursue in the
discussion of this measure. While we have been criticising
it and pointing ont the several features we consider objec-
tionable, they have sat still, and turned a deaf ear, and
have not endeavored, except in a few instances, Io
justify the peculiar provisions of the Bill. We claim
that, before a Bill of this kind is passed, it is highly
desirable that there should be shown to exist some
necessity for it, either by petitions on the part of the peo ple
or by some evidence that the people are dissatisfied with
the law that bas now been in force in this Dominion for so
many years. The fact that no snch evidence has been pre-
sented shows that the Government has some sinister
motive in view in insisting upon the passage of this Bill.
We claim that the Government has a personal and party
object to gain by pressing this measure at this time. Some
hon. members opposite have characterised the reasonable
criticism that we have made on this side as obstruction,
and as an attempt to waste the time of the House. Now,
we claim that there are, outside this House, certain indivi.
duals who have voluntarily, and in an independent way,
expressed their opinion of this Bill; we claim that men who
have been associated with the Conservative party for many
years, men of an indepondent mind, mcn who appreciate
British liberty and British right, have plainly expressed
themselves as opposed to this measure. I would take the
liberty of reading a letter that has been written by Mr.
D. B. Rend, of Toronto, a lawyer of good standing, a man
who bas been recognised for years as a prominent Conser-
vative, who, I believe, is a Queen's counsellor, high up in
his profession, and is respected, I have no doubt, by every
Conservative in this £[ouse, and by the First Minister him-
self. (The bon. member here read the letter condemnatory
of the Franchise Bill). That of itself is very strong evi-
dence that the feeling is not altogether coiifined to Rofor-
mers. That is evidence of a fair-minded, honest man, who
bas given this subject long and impartial consideration, who
has clearly express3d bis views with respect to the evil
results of the office of revising barrister. It is a just cause
of complaint on our part that a law ot this one-sided kind,
which will give one party absolute power to control the
entire votes oýf the D3minion, is a dangerous and perni-
cious law. It is wrong, unwise and unjust, and reflects
upon the party now in power, that they, having such a
large maj>rity in this House, are afraid to appeal to the
people on fair and equal terme, ansd have their conduct
judged by the grand jury of the country, without endeavor-
ing frst to pack the jury. They appear determined to have
the advantage in every case. It is to be regretted that hon.
gentlemen opposite have no more idea of political honesty
and fair play than to attempt to place the Reformers i' a
disadvantageous position by this Act. It is our right and
our duty to oppose the passage of sncb a law. There has
not been a moment lost in criticising this Bill. It is our
duty to offer criticism. The bon. member for King's, N.B.
(Mr. Foster), said that if we were prepared to offer sugges-
tions no doubt they would be received. During three
weeks we have been offering suggestions and pointing out
serious objections to the measure; but our objections and
suggestions have not been acted upon. We are quite wil-
ling to assume the responsibilityof criticising this Bill from
day to day, and when compelled to go to the country, with
all the odds against us that this Bill will give, wecan hon-
estly claim that we endeavored to prevent the evils of this
Bill. The revising barrister is one of the most objection-
able features of this measure. It is contrary to ail legisla-
tion that has taken place in this country for twentylears,
all our legislation having been in the direetion of givmig the
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people a fuller right to govern themselves. Instead
of retrograde legislation such as this, we should
have granted the people more privileges and rights
than they already possess. It is absolutely necessary
in a new country like ours, that members representing con-
stituencies should come bore untrammelled by legislation,
should come here by the free will of the people. In close
constituencies this Bill will have the effect of enabling
revising barristers to act as partisans. Under our present
election law the value of property is fixed'for assessment pur-
poses. Under this Bill it will be fixed simply for the
purpose of.Dominion elections. The revising barrister will
be able to sit down quietly and consider whether a certain
man's property is worth $150, ho can claim the right to
say that it is not worth that amount, if such a decision
should suit his convenience as a party politician. I do not
say in all cases this will be done and that ail the appoint-
ments are going to be of such ultra-partisans as would
experience that power. But it is dangerous to place that
powcr in anyone's hands. The present system of preparing
voters' lists bas worked admirably. No evidence has been
produced to show the necessity of the change; and it is
imprudent to appoint one man in 20,000 in every dis-
trict clothed with the power to say who shall vote.
I say that is an injustice that I believe our people will not
willingly submiit to. I say that to place the honest and
industrious yeomanry of this country, who, from day to day
are fighting the battles of life, and struggling with the
difficuities they have to encounter in this country, those
men who are in an impoverished condition-to place them
in a position in which they rmay bo dictated to by some
ari$tocrat, some kid.gloved gentleman, who will tell them
that he will not allow them the privilege of voting, that
their little homestead is not worth $150, that their position
in life or the value of their property is not such that ho
could place thom on the voters' list-1 say no man has a
right to be placed in that position.

Mr. WHITE (Hastings.) Do you think any revising
barrister would do that ?

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Yes, plenty of them.
Mr. WHITE. Not a bit of it; they would not be guilty

of such a thing.
Mr. MoMULLEN. The hon. gentleman says they would

not be guilty of such a thing, but past experience has told
us that extreme politicians will do strange things betimes,
and I say that there is no necessity for empowering thom
to do it. I say itisin direct opposition to British liberty and
rights, and that the laboning cluses should not bo
placed in a position to be dictated to, or their rights taken
away from them.

Mr. WHITE. You know that nothing of the kind could
ever happen.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. Order, order.
Mr. WHITE. I am perfectly in order.

Sir RICHARD CARIWRIGHT. Get up on your feet
thon.

Mr. McMULLEN. This Lhing is going to lead, if it leads
to anything at ail, to manhood suffrage. I am not prepared
to say that I would oppose any such measure. I would
prefer a thousand tines a well regulated manhood suffrage,
with registration and residence as a condition, rather than
the A.ct we are now asked to accept, and I believe this Act
will lead in that direction. I believe the members who are
now in this House, and who are opposed to any extension
of the franchise in that direction, should take warning in
time, for, in my humble opinion, if the people wake
up to the fact that thoir rights and privileges are
going to be soriously interfered with under this
law, you will flnd an agitation for manhood suffrage

23

before many years. The question of expense has
been pointedly brought before the notice of hon. gentlemen
by members on this side. We have endeavorod to show
that the Bill is extremely objectionable in the present
financial condition of the country, that the amount noces-
sary to defray the cost of the inauguration of this system
should not be expended under present circumstances. With
the very extended territory we have got to develop, the
people of this country feel very seriously the burthen of
taxation at this moment. It is bearing very heavily on the
laboring classes of this Dominion, and year by year we are
adding to our responsibilities. Hon. gentlemen opposite
have, during the last six years, added something like
$80,000,000 to the responsibilities of the Dominion, and I
say that, in the face of this increase, it is highly imprudent
to countenance the increase which will result from the
introduction of this Act. Of cours, the question of
expense has been pooh-poohed by some hon. gentle-
men opposite. The hon. member for Lincoln rather
behittled the remarks of hon. gentlemen on this side,
on this question. He tried to show that the increase cost
of the protracted session of Parliament, which is now boing
hold, would more than over-balance the expense incurred by
putting this statute into oporation. Now I venture to pre-
dict that not much less than about $400,000 will be sufficient
to put this system into operation. I hold that when you
approach revising barristors, if they are to be appointed,
and even if you approach county judzes, and ask them to
perform the necessary duties which will devolve on them,
under the operation of this Act, whon you consider the fact
that they have got to hold two distinct investigations of the
rolls, that they have got to hold revising meetings in each
township of the riding, you will find that when you ask
them to perform those duties for a sum less than 8500 or
$ ,000 a piece, you will have little hope of gottin g men who
are disposed to discharge those duties efficiently. You may
posibly secure the service of some political partisan for
less money. I bolieve there are some men so imbued with
extreme political ideas that they would willingly devote
themselves to that work almost for nothing, for the sake of
getting an opportunity of victimising their political oppon.
ents, by striking them off the lists, and thoreby showing
once in their lives how far their political feelings would go,
if they had an opportunity.

Mr. WHITE. You could not find a revising barrister in
the Province who would do it-not one.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order, order.
Mr. McMULLEN. Then if no revising barristers would

do it, I would say that no gentleman so absolutely devoted
to his party as my hou. friend from Hastings is, will be
appointed.

Mr. WHITE. No revising barrister would do it, any-
way.

Mr. MoMULLEN. It is singular that we should find a
unanimous adoption of this Act~by hon. gentlemen opposite,
notwithstanding that some years ago they took a very
different view. When the hon. member for East York
introduced his Act in 1874, some hon. gentlemen opposite
took occasion to compliment him on the fairness of that
statute-some who are not now in this House. The Firet
Minister himself complimented him so far'as to say that ho
would support the second reading of that measure, and
would do what ho could for the parpose of perfecting it in
committee. Well, ho went on and made several sugges-
tions in order to perfect that measure. His suggestions in
some cases were accepted, as wore also the suggestions
made by the hon. member for Argenteuil (Mr. Abbott).
Soveral other hon. gentlemen made suggestions as to
features which were supposed to be objeotionable, and the
promoter of the Bill accepted them in a spirit of fairness
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and fair play. I admit that the present Leader of
the Government made some suggestions which were
not accepted, and because the Government of that day
were not prepared to adopt every suggestion while
offered, he flew into a passion and quite lost himself in
making some remarks with regard to the Bill. He said
this: (The hon. gentleman quoted the remarks of Sir Jonn
A. Macdonald on the Bill in question). Now, Sir, what
have we had since this Bill was introduced. Have we not
made suggestions night after night, and has one been
accepted ? Have we not endeavored to show hon, gentle-
men on the other side and the leader of the Government
some very objectionable features. I myself pointed out one
case, in which persons could become tenants of property
only for the purpose of giving them votes, and I pointed
out cases which had actually transpired under my own
observation, during my last election; and notwithstanding
that fact, notwithstanding that I pointed out that this Bill
leaves room for these very things to occur again, the hon.
gentleman has not paid the slightest heed to those sugges-
tions and under the Bill, if it passes in the present shape-
and we have got that particular clause-we will have a
repitition of those unfortunate occurrences in the future.
Now, I say if ho was disposed to accept suggestions, to perfect
this Bill, as lie ought to be where there are objections of
that kind and where there are proofs brought forward to
show that there is just ground for those apprehen-
sions, I think in all fairuess he should accept them
or suggest something to get over the difficulty.
The question of expense is a very important one, and I ask
is it wise, in the face of the increased expenses of this
Dominion from year to year, that we should incur this
additional burden of $400,000 for this measure, if there is
absolutely no necessity for it. I say this measure is brought
forward in the interest of a party, and it is unfair that the
Conservative party should organise a Dominion Conserva-
tive Association to be paid out of the resources of the
Dominion. Every man in this Dominion, whether he is a
Reformer or a Conservative, will have to contribute his
mite to maintain that association. In every constituency
the revising officer will, no doubt, have his ear open to sug-
gestions from all sides; no doubt there will be an associa-
tion in each sub-division, to make suggestions to him, and
he will reserve the right to put on the list and to put off
whom he pleases. I maintain that this law will give him
the power after the lists have been completed, after all the
examinations have been made, after ali the evidence has
been taken, to strike any name he chooses off the list
before he returns it.'It is unfair, unjust and unwise
that our people should be placed in this position.
The hon. member for Lincoln (Mr. Rykert), made some
remarks with regard to an Act passed by the hon. Attorney-
General of Ontario ; and lie said there was some feeling
between the leader of this flouse and that lion. gentleman.
The electors of this country have nothing to do with that.
h is to be deplored, if a personal fend between men occupy-1
ing those conepicuous positions, is to be the cause of thei
people's rights and privileges being interfered with; and ifi
the people are to be subjected to the payment of $400,000 a1
year for a new election law, because the leader of this
House is not disposed to accept the law of Outario, because
it has been passed by political opponents of bis own. If
Mr. Mowat has placed on the Statute Book an election lawJ
which is satisfactory to the people, it is unwise to take
away from the Local Legislature the regulation of the fran-
chise. The exercise of the franchise is dear to the peoplej
of this country. This Bill is going to deprive a certain
percentage of the people of Ontario of the right to the fran-j
chise which they enjoy under the Mowat Act; and it is an1
acknowledged principle in all free institutions, thati
once you grant a man the right of the franchise it is
impror and unwise to deprive him of that right after-

X. McMULLEN.

wards. The hon. member for Lincoln endeavored to prove
that a number of the residents of his constituency-some
267-would be deprived of the franchise by the Mowat Act.
I am sorry the hon. gentleman is not hero, but I challenge
the correctness of that statement. I venture to say that
there is not one single individual in his constituency who
had the franchise under the previous Act, who will not have
it under the present Ontario Act. Because Mr. Mowat has
deemed it bis duty to prevent a man duplicating his vote
from poll to poll, that is no reason for saying that that man
will be deprived of the franchise. Take, for instance, a man
in the city of St. Catharines, who owns a property worth
$5,000; if it were scattered over ton different ridings, he
would be entitled to vote ton times; but under the present
Ontario Act he is only entitled to vote once, and I say that is
right. No man as a right to go from constituency to con-
stituency to record his vote, simply because, for the time
being, ho happons to be the owner of property in the
different constituencies. If you follow out the principle,
there are men who might be enfranchised in twenty
different constituencies. I hold that is not fair; it is an
injustice to the poorer classes. The poor man who lives in
his cot, if it is all ho owns, holds bis right to the franchise
as dear as the man who lives in his castle and spends his
thousands every year. Mr. Mowat is protecting the rights
of the poor man.

Mr. SPROULE. Suppose a man had his property in one
riding and lived with bis brother in another, how would he
be qualified ?

Mr. Mc MULLEN. I shall take the opportunity afterwads
of answering my friend. I do not consider the question of
such vital importance as to cause me to drop the thread of
my address to answer it. Now, Sir, the desire for a uniform
franchise, which will place all men on an equal footing,
appears to be the potent argument in favor of the Bill now
before the House. The lon. First Minister presented the
measure to the House backed up with the declara-
tion that he is anxious that a uniform franchise
should be established under which members should
be elected to this House. Now, I believe it is
impossible to establish throughout this Dominion a
uniform franchise, and on the very face of the Bill it
appears that it is not uniform, because in one Province it
permits a man to vote upon chattels, while in another Pro-
vince a man can only vote on real estate. In the Maritime
Provinces, fishermen are to be entitled to vote, provided
they possess real estate and fishing tackle of the value, in
all, of $150. I do not think the hon. gentleman has been
so cautious to guard against the rights of the fishermen as
to clothe the revising officers with all the powers they are
to possess, or ho would not have drawn the clause relative
to the fishermen so loosely as he as done. Hoesays the
fishermen are to be allowed to vote if they have real estate
and fishing tackle combined worth $150; ho does not say if
they have real estate without the fishing material, or the
fishing material without the real estate of that value; but
they have to be the possessors of both, and they have
to be fishermen. Perhaps when he comes to that
clause, he may insert the word "or " instead of the word
"and," and in that way amend that peculiar provision.
However, it is very singular that he should have required
fishermen to have both real estate and fishing tackle, to the
value of $150, or more, before he would be allowed the
privilege of exercising the franchise. The hon. mem ber for
King's, N.B. (Mr. Poster), referred to the hon. member for
Huron (Sir Richard Cartwright), and tried to show that,
notwithstanding the criticisme of the latter, the voters' lists
would be fair and just. Hon. gentlemen opposite seek to
entrench themselves behind the feeling that the liets,
whether fair or not, will, at any rate, be in their interest;
they feel they are doing more good to themelves, while
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sitting here day after day, in the way of securing their before the Revision Court that the necessary dutîes
returns at the next elections, than they could if at home ; have been performed by him, before the court eauBit.
they feel they will be abje to sit in their easy chairs and There is notling of that kind to ho done by the revisin
trust implicitly in the revising offlcers, while the Reformoffleer. He is to put up the list from place to place, and
candidates will have to make determined efforts to have their therefore ho disclarges the duty of municipal clerk. The
rights respected and use all their powers of persuasion next duty he discharges is that of the municipal council.
to coax the revising officers to do what is fair. In The men who have the confidence of the people, who are
all the time a Reform Government was in power, I defy electod to perform municipal duties, who are wetl posted in
lon. gentlemen opposite to point to an act of this kind ; Iregard to the value of property in eaeh ward, wlo have had
defy them to show that, under any Reform Administration, experienco as residouts of the municipality, are not to be
an attem pt was ever made to legislate opponents out of consulted in refereuce te tho matter, and any assomment
existence. I would consider myself humiliated to be com- of the value of property made by tlim is net to be taken
pelled to follow a party or leader disposed to do an act of into aceount by the revising offleer, who therefore consti-
that kind, and I am glad to say that the Reformers, to their tutes himself the municipal couneil. Next, lieconstitutes
credit and honor, have never been party to so truckling a himself the judge. At presert, after the voters' list is made
business. Row different has been the conduct of hon. gen- out, if there are any objections to it, there is an appeal te
tlemen opposite. In 1882, by the redistribution of seats in the judge, who is called upon te listen to the appqals. A
Ontario, they sought to politically behead my hon. friend day is appoiutod, parties are summoned, and they present
in front of me (Mr. Charlton) and others, but they failed their objections or arguments in tavor of the alterations
in their purpose. To-day they hope. by enfranchising that they daim slould ho mado in the voters' list;
the Indians, to accomplish something more in that li hears the arguments and cousiders whether it is wise te
direction. The measure they are now trying to make the changes or not. The revising offcer disclarges
force through Parliament is one of the most that dnty siso. He sits as judge, li listons te argument or
disgraceful entactments that has ever blackened the not as it suits him, ho is not eompelled to listen to evidence
pages of the history of our Dominion. It is a disgrace to the as te irregularities, and ho can deeide whether parties shah
party attempting to pass it. The country will rise in le heard or net. He las ail power, aud ean aocept or refuse
indignation against it. lon. gentlemen opposite say, then evidence as li thinks proper. I arnnt going to say that
why not let it become law ? Because we intend that the in ail cases this wil bo doue. I believe that there are
people shail fully realise its hollowness and iniquity. The respectable, decent, honest Conservative barristers that per-
party in power have a political record that would justify our lips would diacharge the duty. I eau voucl for it that in
coming to the conclusion that they would pass this or any my own towu, sud in my own ridiug, there are mon wlo,
other law which would have the effect of keeping them in I believe, are lieest enouglite disclarge the duties faith-
power. Beginning with the double shuffle and coming flly, and wlo weuld uot leud themselves te anythiug
down to the Franchise Bill, we eau point to enactments and wrong, but, while I admit that, 1 know that we have mon
transactions, year after year, which stand out like mile- who would do the very opposite if they had the chance;
stones along their political course, marking their political sud that is whero the evil is. Is it the riglt-miuded men
disgrace, this last measure indicating their lowest des- who will be chosen? I think, in a constitueuey that is
cent, and in point of corrupting, capping the climax of very uearly balanced, if they can possihly get a man ready
all their previous acts. We, on this side are only doing our to Iend liisoîf to a criticism of the votera' list with a
duty in showing up plainly sud pbintedly the evils of this view te strike down the number of Reformers ud
mesure; wo inteud te keep it up; we intend te educate incroase the number of bonservatives, ieo will c fou d a
the people; we intend te open thoir eyes-with regard tethe pliant tool tnd hl will be appointed te perform that daty.
iniquity of this Act; sud we hope te lie able te show that If the cointy judges were appointed, a groat de of the evil
the people are not blinded to ail seuse of honor, but will lie wouldhoe got over. We have twe county judges in my
aroumed te a proper seuse of justice, whicli they will show constitueucy and, although they are Con servatives, I amrnont
at the poils when the opportnnity is given them te record prepared to say tihey would do anything impropor. Stiil,
their verdict on this stternpt teshsckle te.free expression it is an injustice toe the elctorate to clfthe apy judge with
of public opinion. t is an imposibility togivean equhis regd the power of dving an improperst if e chesds. We can-
Dominion franchise sucli as this Bill demands. Whule yeu not reiterate the fact te often that this is taking eout of the
cannot place ail property on an equal footing, while yen bauds of the people a power which as bean vested in thom
cannot give au equal value to ail property, you caunot theugal their conneil, sd placing it in the pooket of ken
equalise the franchise. jutil you eau say that a boug t of man to exorcise asuiciploases. The peope ouglt not te
certain dimensions in Ottawa is worth the same as a similar su lfit te jitsudg At hopewen they have the opprtunity,
liuse in Winnipeg or Victoria, you caunot make an equal tloey will back us up n the course we are taking.
franchise. To show the injustice that eau lie praetised by Mr. WHIITE (Hlastings). Are net the assessors clothod
the revising efficer we will begin with him fromn ihpwrD o hyd rnthe time liu appointed sgpposing this Act tg ho i ed o len
ho passed. Ris first duty, on beiug appointed, is tedassesa Mr. MoMULLEN. We have had assssoers that have doue
the entirt riding. Hhe is net supposedent take the assessmtnt wronsg.
roll, as an indispensable necessity, but simply as an aid, to Mr. WHITE. They are clothed with power.
arrive at what ho believeste ho the vaiue of proporty in the Mr. McMLTLLEN. If the hon, gentleman wil permit
riding. Hie makes the assessmeutof the etire riding. Thon me, h will anwer him. They have te appear before the
ho cnstitutes himslf municipal clerk. Instead of, as the ni cn s t e n o e stutysenalo.seidsitsejugehotoaguaemetorries to ha ncip alek an themainasofemuteartiom n t ma set perpetrate a wrong have two chances to get thewrong righted; flrst, before the municipal council, which alas te lis faithful sud exact performance of the duties of sookinb f or the suffrages of th peope, and, lu the next place,
assessor, ho makes a returu te himslf IHIe himself is the if de=ncet get it done before the ouncil, i a getit
municipal clerk, and as sucl makee out the roll and Put" done befesr the county judge.
several numbers ef thtt roaiv the different places. Heati b ie
d this without further obligtion than tdt thi statuteI hat a h
binds hlmte do it. Unerthe preswt law, the Mr. Mon ULLEN. But hre we have no such recourse.
clerkof the munieipality has tv make a declaration. I defy te blan gentleman te casow theret a any se
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recourse. The revising officer embodies in himself the powers
of the municipal council and thejudge, and ho bas the power
to refuse to take evidence and can do right or wrong as ho
chooses. If an appeal is made to the judge under the pres-
ent law, he must hear and determine it This Bill does not
declare that the revising officer bas to do anything of the
kind. He may receive the evidence or not as ho pleases,
and afterwards ho can strike a name off or put a
name on just as ho pleases, and there is no appeal
trom his decision. That is unfair; it is retrograde
legi-lation, striking at the rights and privileges of
the people and depriving them of a privilege they have
possessed for years. If you take the whole course that has
to be pursued in revising the voters' list and in the election
of a member, I would like hon. gentlemen opposite to point
out a single feature of the entire procedure that gives the
slightest evidence of justice or shows the slightest mark of
consideration to the Reform party of this Dominion. Fron
the appointment of the revising officer when this law comes
into force, to the time when the return is made to the
clerk here, everything has a one-sidedness about it that is
unfair and unjust. Of course the revising officer will
appoint his own returning officer and his own clerk, and in
everything we shall have to submit to the in;ustice of meet-
ing our opponents on unequal terms. If the judges of the
land had the power to appoint these men, we would not
object to it so much; but they have not that power; the
Government retain that power themselves, and no doubt
they will avail themselves of it to the advantage of their
own candidates. Now, the hon. member for Cumberland
(Mr. Tupper) has stated that no Bill had ever been
discussed so fully in this House as the Franchise Bill, and ho
could not understand why in the world hon. gentlemen on
this side of the House were kicking up such a fuss about it.
Well, it is very well for hon. gentlemen opposite to try to
shield themselves with such a pretence. But I think if that
hon. gentleman sat on this side of the House, and a Liberal
Government were to bring in a Bill of this kind, we would
hear his voice very loud and very long in condemnation of
it, and I am sure the whole Conservative party would oppose
it with as much tenacity as we are doing. I am glad
to think that we cannot be charged with ever having
made an effort to put upon the Statute Book an Act of this
kind, that we cannot ho charged with ever having attempted
to behead our opponents in the unscrupulous way in which
hon. gentlemen opposite are endeavoring to behead us by
this Bill. [would commend to the attention of the First
Minister the cartoon of Grip last week; and I think that who
ever will look at the position there occupied by the First Min-

-ister, with his revising officer on one side, and the Indian
on the other, and fair Canada, with her hands tied
behind her back, will say that is a fair picture of the posi-
tion the First Minister will occupy when this measure
becomes law. I have only to say that if we have got event-
ually to go to the people under the operations of this Act, I
do not think hon. gentlemen opposite will find that it is
going to help them as much as they expect. But if they are
right in their anticipations, and if, by means of this measure,
they succeed in returning to power, and in diminishing the
numbers of the Opposition in this House, we will at least
have the satisfaction of having done our duty in attempting
to prevent, by fair criticism nand discussion, the passage of
such an iniquitous measure.

Mr. SMALL. The hon.gentleman who has just taken his
seat has paraded, with a great flourish of trumpets, the fame
of Mr. D. B. Read, of Toronto, as a Conservative. I do not
wish to be uncharitable towards the writer of that letter,
but I must say that ho is not so strong a party man as is
the hon. gentleman himself.

Sir RIICIHAR ) CARTWRIGHT. Unless I greatly mis-
take, that gentleman was presi4ent of the Conservative

Mr. MOMULLEN.

Association of Toronto, or a gentleman of that name, not
many years ago.

Mr. SMALL. A good many years ago.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIG IT. I think ho was also a

candidate for the representalion of one of the Torontos in
the Local fouse. If I am in error on that point I should
be glad to be corrected.

Mr. MoCALLUM. You used to be a Conservative, and
now we find you over on that side.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIG HT. If my hon. friend were
awaro of the facts he would know that when I was first
elected to Parliament, I was elected by a very large Liberal,
as well as a very large Conservative, vote. I took my seat
here, and held my seat here, as independent a man as any
man well could be. From the first time of my connection
with Lennox, to the present time of my connection with
South Huron, I have never failed to have the support of a
large proportion of the best mon of both parties.

Mr. McCALLUM. The hon. gentlemarn was turned out
of his first constituency because he left his party.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. My hIon. friend may
recollect that a gentleman who ought to be in his place
here to-day, the First Minister, had toleave his constituency
of Kingston at the same time.

Mr. LISTER. This is a subject so deeply interesting to
the electors of the Province of Ontario, that it
is not necessary for me to offer an apology for
addressing the House. We have been charged over
and again by hon. gentlemen opposite, with having adopted
a policy of obstruction for the purpose of preventing
the passage of this Bill. I deny the charge, but I say that
even it were true, it would be perfectly justifiable under
the circumstances. If we have accomplished nothing else
in the discussion of this Bill, we have, at least, shown up
its defects and deformities, and succeeded in arousing public
sentiment throughout the country to th±e dtngers which
threaten our free institutions. I feel that this Bill is so
objectionable that it is necessary on the part of hon.
gentlemen on this side of the flouse, to iterate and
reiterate our objections to the iniquities of this Bill.
obstruction pure and simple would be justifiabla under the
circumstances, for a more scandalous measure has never
been presented to any legislative body acknowledging free
institutions and responsible government. I need only quote
from the independent press. which usually cordially sup-
ports hon. gentlemen opposite, to justify my statements. I
eall the attention of hon. gentlemen opposite to an article
in the Montreal Post, an influential and independent
journal. (Quotation from article read.). If we have suc-
ceeded in doing nothing more we have awakened public
interest in this measure. Within the last two weeks meet-
ings have been held from one extremity of Ontario to the
other, denouncing the provisions of this Bill, and petitions
have been forwarded from almost every constituency in
Ontario-

Some hon. MEMBERS. No, no.
Mr. LISTER. -presented not only by members on this

side of the House, but by hon. gentlemen opposite, protest-
ing in the most emphatic manner against the passage of
this Bill. I have asked frequently, who have demanded the
passage of this Bill? When was it ever submittod to the
people, considered by them and by the press ? The first
intimation was the production of this Bill, although as late
as two years ago general elections took place. At that
time it was never referred to by the First Ministeror by
the Conservative party. I hold that such a radical change
as this involves, so important and. far-reaching in its conse-
quences, amounts to an usurpation of pQwer, without the
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Government having asked the approval of the people on it.
In view of these facts, it is the duty of the Opposition to
oppose the Bill as strenuously as possible, and hon. gentle-
men on this side would be false to their duty if they failed
to stand up and protest solemnly and repeatedly against the
passage of a Bill which, I am sorry to say, I can only char-
acterise by the word, infamous. The measure proposes to
disfranchise thousands and thousands of persons in my
Province. I say that advisedly, and it is a statemont that
cannot be successfully contradicted.

Mr. WHITE (Hastings). I contradict it.
Mr. L[ISTER. I say tens of thousands of persons who

possess votes under the Ontario Act will be disfranchised
by this Bill. Hon. gentlemen opposite have not given the
hubject that consideration it deserves. Thoy have been too
apt in this case as in others, to accept the statement of the
First Minister as to the provisions of the Bill, believing
that a Bill introduced by him would be a fair and just Bil
Let me consider its provisions and compare them with the
provisions of the Mowat Act. While the Ontario Act provides
that e-ye poŽen e.r!ing real property to the valie of
$200 in cities and towns and $100 in townships and inc >r-
porated villages shall be entitled to the franchise, this B11
places the qualification at $300 for cities and $150 for town-
ships and villages.

Mr. WHITE. One is the assessed value and the other is
the real value.

M.,. LISTER. I suppose the assossors, who are required
to take an oath, assess property fairly. As regards tenants,
this Bil provides that a tenant ot a rental of 82.00 monthly,
$6.00 quairterly, $12.00 half yenJly or $20.00 yoarly, in any
municipality, and bas been ii possession at least one year
before the first day of Novemb.ýr, and has paid one year's
rent at the rate aforesaid, shall have the franchise. The
Ontario Act provides that a ma!e person rated on the assess-
ment roll as tenant of propertv of the actual value in cities
and towns of not less than $200, and in townships and incor-
porated villages at $100, shall have the franchise. That
section of the Bill is a most objectionable one. It is a fancy
franchise; it opens the door to all sorts of
fraud on the part of the voter, and it is in every
sense of the word an objectionable franchise.
(The bon. gentleman bore quoted the provisions of the Bill
and the Ontario Act respectively, as to voters as owners,
tenants, occupants, and income voters) Whon my bon.
friend speaks about his being rated about the actual value
o the assessment ho shows that he does not understand the
matter, because the assessment roll is not final and con.
clusive at all, as a man cannot only appeal against his asess-
nient to the Court of Revision, but directly to the judge of
the County Court, if ho chooses.

Mr. WHITE. Is the hon. gentleman quoting from the
Mowat Act as it passed, or as it was introduced. Mr.
Mowat's Act was much improved, and so will this ho.

Mr. LISTER. I am quoting from Mr. Mowat's Act as it
became law.

Mr. WHITE. This Bill bas not become law.
Mr. LISTER. I understand that.
Ur. WHITE. You may find it different.

wages to that amount. There are a large number of clerks
in stores and offices, intelligent and well educated young
mon, eminently fit to exercise the franchise discreetly, all
of whose interests are in this country, and when it is neces-
sary to call on mon to defond the country they are the first
to spring to arms. Under this Bill you disfranchise every
one of these men, unless they have property entitling them
to vote, while at the same time you propose to enfranchise
the Indian who has no property whatever, who is the
ward of the Government, who can make no contract,
who is uneducated, and who is under the control of
the Government and its agents. I say that under such a
provision you are doing the gravest injustice to a large por-
tion of the community who are entitled to the highest con-
sideration at the hands of Parliament. (The hon. gentle-
man then read the provisions of the Bill and of the Ontario
Act respectively, as to the franchise for owners' sons.)
Now, Sir, while you propose undor the Dominion Act to
enfranchise the sons of farmers, under the Provincial Act
the son of evory laiidowner is enfranchised whether ho be
a farmer or net, or whether he lives in a town, city, village
or iii the country. In that way y< u cut off from the elec.
torate a very large number of intelligent young mon fitted
in au eminent degree for the franchise.

Mr. SP ROULE. Read the first part of section seven, and
you will see that you are entirely mistaken.

Mr. LISTER. That relates to the Indians.
Mr. SPROULE. No, to the sons of owners of real pro-

perty.
Mr. LISTER. Under the Dominion Bill he must be:

" The son of a farmer or any owner of real property and not otherwise
qualified to vote, and resident with hie father (or mother) for one year
before the first of November, as well as at the time of the election, if the
value of the property on which the father is qualified to vote is sufficient
if equally divided amongst them as co-owneri to qualify as voters
under the Act ; otherwise the right to be registered as a voter and to
vote in respect of such property ball belong only to the father. Occa-
sional absmnce of not more than four months in the year shall not dis-
qualify a son as such voter."

Under the Ontario Act he must be:
"Duly entered and named in the assessment roll as alandholder's son,

resident at the time of the election in thi local municipality in which
he tenders bis vote, and bas resided in the dwelling of bis father for
twelve months prior to the return by the assessors of the roll on which
the voters' list used at the election is based. Temporary absence, not
exceeding in the whole six months in the year, shall not operate to dis-
entitle a landholder's son to vote under tbis section.
Under the Dominion Act the property must be of sufficient
value, if divided up amongst the owner and his sons, to
entitle each te a vote ; in the Ontario Act there is no such
provision.

Mr. SPROULE Oh, yes there i.
Mr LISTER. No, there is not. If a man is assessed for

property worth $300 and his sons are living with him, those
sons are entitled to be placed on the assesment roll and to
vote.

Mr. WHITE. Only one son.

Mr. LISTER. Under the Dominion Act, the First Minister
has intimated, ho intends to exclude the Indians of Manitoba
and the North-West, but every tribal Indian residing in
every other portion of the Dominion will be entitled to
exorcise the franchise ; while under the A&ct ef Mr. MowatMr. LISTER. With regard to income voters we know if the Ihdian possesses the qualifications the white man

that there are a very large number of people consisting of possesses, doos net reside on the reserve, sud la not under
school teachers and clerks in offices of various kinds, and the coutrol of the Dominion Government or its
wage-earners, whose incomes do not amount to $400 a year, agents, that mn laeatitled Vo vote. The two
while under the provisions of this Act these people will beActs wili noV bear eompa.rison. The Ontario Act
debarred from voting. I think it is safe to say that in the 18 wider lu ite ecope, is iufinitely more generous, and enfran-
Province of Ontario two-thirds of the school teachers do notchhes a mach larger clam of people Who are thoroughly
receive incomes amounting to $400 a year, and I suppose fitted Vo exerciStb0 franchise, than the Bil of the First
there l net a laborer in the whole Province who carus Minister. But why ias the First Miniter thought proper
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to introduce this measure ? I ask if there has been any
publie opinion expressed in its favor; I ask if the Province
of Ontario or any other portion of the Dominion bas
requested or petitioned that a Bill of this kind should be
introduced into Parliament.

Mr. FARROW. How many times have you asked that ?
About 50 times.

Mr. LISTER. I do not know what constituency you
represent, but you are very insolent. A little good breed-
ing would be a good thing for you.

Mr. CHAIRM AN. Order.
Mr. LISTER. I say there is no public opinion in favor

of this Bill, and I quote from The Week, a newspaper pub-
lished in the city of Toronto, which is thoroughly indepen-
dent, and whenever it can consistently support the hon.
First Minister, it does so. (The hon. gentleman read the
article referred to.) That article is taken from the paper of
a great admirer of the First Minister, a man· who never
hesitates to applaud and approve of the acts of the First
Minister, when those acts can, by any possibility, be entitled
to approval. It is the language of a man who has no politi-
cal end to serve and no object in misstating the facts of the
case, and it is a powerful arraignment of the First Minister
and the Bill before the House.

Mr. FARROW. I ask the hon. gentleman what paper he
is quoting from ?

Mr. LISTER. I am quoting from a paper that, I have
no doubt, you never saw, The Week newspaper.

Mr. FARROW. I think I saw that article in the Globe.
Mr. LISTER. It is a very good article whether it is

Grit or Tory. It is from the pen of Mr. Goldwin Smith,
and Mr. Goldwin Smith is a personal and political friend of
your chief.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Hear, hear.
Mr. LISTER. Does the hon. gentleman deny that ho is

a political friend of his ?
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes, I do deny it with

all my heart.

Mr. LISTER. All I can say about it is that Mr. Gold-
win Smith took the stump for the right hon. Sir John A.
Macdonald.

Mr. DAVIES. Ho bas changed bis politics.

Mr. LISTER. It is a strange man who will not change
his-politics under these circumstances. Public opinion from
one end of this Dominion to the other is opposed to this
Bill. Public meetings have been and are being held pro-
testing against this measure; petitions have been and are
being sont from the country protesting against it; the hon.E
member for Cardwell (Mr. White) himself, 10 years ago,.
protested against sncb a measure; no portion of the people
have petitioned for the Bill; every portion of the press,
except the out-and-out Conservative press, are opposed to
it, and the out.and-out Conservative press give it a most
feeble support. The Act is an usurpation of the people's
rights; it is an Act unparalleled in the history of constitu-
tional government in England; it inflicts a serions woundt
on the representative institutions of this country, and hon.
gentlemen who become a party to the passing of this Act
merely for the purpose of gaining a party victory, are
doing an act which will ultimately infliet serious injury on
the commonwealth of Canada. The people of our country r
are a source of all power; it is from them we get the right to sit à
in this House, to legislate or them, and it is our boundien dutyc
to acknowledge their mastership; yet, it is proposed by this
Bill te take away from the people that power which every
free people and free country ought to have, the right to

Mr. LsTER.

prepare their own voters' lists. It is contemplated by this
Bill to deprive them of this right, and to place it in the
hands of individuals against whose decision there is to be
no appeal ; it is proposed to put in the power of one man to
say who shall be on the list and who shall not. The ques-
tion whether such men, men in that position, will act
honestly or dishonestly is not the issue. If you could get a
man who was perfection itself, you might convey to him
the powers with which yon propose to invest the revising
barrister; but as there was only one man who was ever
perfect, and it is not likely there will be another, it is a
dangerous thing to place in the hands of frail mortals this
power. It is a revolutionary measure which would be well
worthy of some South American or Central American
Republic, at the hands of the usurper, but in a free Parlia-
ment like this, it is hardly concoivable that the leader
of the Government would introduce such a measure,
one which cannot fail to meet with the condemnation
of the people, one which even the friends of hon. gentlemen
opposite throughout the country do not approve of, and the
more they know its provisions the more they will see li iL
to condemn. Hon. gentlemen opposite are very anxious to
be returned to their seats, but they mist not forget that
throughout the country the people generally, even their
own friends, will not look on this measure with the saae
self interest, but will look upon it as dispassionate men
having no end in view but the good of their country, and
that Bill cannot be fairly submitted to them and its pro-
visions explained without its meeting their disapproval.
It is proposed to place in the hands of these irresponsible
mon, the revising barristers, the power to say who shall be
voters and who shall not. My hon. and very esteemed
friend from the county of Monck (Mr. McCallum) says these
mon will do what is right. I would take my hon. friend's
word for almost anything in the world, but in this
matter he is deceived when ho makes a state-
ment of that kind. Without saying anything to
reflect on the profession to which i have the
honor to belong, I must admit that in it there are men who
are so eaten up by partyism that they would not hesitate
to do injustice to an opponent. Men of standing in the pro-
fession will not take the position of revising barrister ; it
will not be in the best but in the worst and most unscrupu-
lous portions of the bar that mon will be found to accept
positions under this Act. Is it fair that the right of decid-
ing who shall exercise the franchise should be given to such
mon ? Is it fair that they should have the power of exclud-
ing from the lists men who may be fairly and justly entitled
to vote ? Yet this is the proposition which the Govern-
ment submit to us. We are told it is the intention of the
Government to modify the Bill very radically- We hear
that outside, we hear it whispered in the lobby and and in
the corridors, but we have had no such intimation from men
authorised to make such a statement, and I say that the
Bill in its present form is a monster of iniquity, an encroach-
ment on the rights of the people, and that the Canadian
people do not possess the spirit I believe them to
possess, if they will quietly submit to it. I to-day
received a letter from a gentleman who takes no great
interest in politics, and who says that in the county from
which ho writes, ho never saw such excitement as exists
there now since the rebellion of 1837. Hon. gentlemen
may laugh, but this Bill has stirred up a feeling of indig-
nation throughout the country, and they are blind if they
cannot see it. Why is it sought to press this measure at
present ? Hon. gentlemen opposite have never given any
reason. The leader of the Government said a Bill of this
kind would take the time of a whole Session for proper dis-
cussion, yet without any cause, withont any demand having
been made for the measure, ho brings it down at the last
hour of the Session. Will some hon. gentleman opposite
attempt to explain what the particular reason is for passing
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this Bill now ? Although they have attempted to discuss
its provisions, they have evaded its real issue; they
have neglected from the time it was introduced,
some three or four weeks ago, to give some
valid reason why it should be introduced now,
or why should it become law without consulting the people
and obtaining their sanction. No. reason has been made
public for this course. Goldwin Smith says the object is to
give the party in power a party advantage. That may
be so, and there may be several ressons in addition. It is
certainly not for the good of the country. The effect of the
Bill will be to add seriously to the difficulty and expense of
the people. Some say it is to divert the attention of the
people from what is going on in the North-West. Perhapa
that may be the reason, or it may not be. Others say that
the Canadian Pacific Railway Company is about to ask
Parliament to advance it a further large sum of money, and
that, in the discussion which this Bill causes, the demands
of that corporation may be granted without the attention of
the publie being called to them. I think the real cause is
an intention on the part of the First Minister, so far as it is
in his power, to perpetuate the rule of the Conservativo
party in Canada. I thinîk it indicates on the part of
the Government the intention to bring on an election
in a short time. In 1882, aun election was brought on
afier the Gerrynaidor Act, and in 1872 an election
was brought on after the transaction between the Govern-
ment and Sir Hugh Allan, and we have reason to expect
now, in 1885, that it is the intention of the party to further
control, if they possibly can, the electorate of the country,
so as to secure the return of their friends. If it is considered
imperative that a Dominion franchise shouldbe fixed by
this Parliament, is it necessary to appoint revising barristers
under the form proposed in this Bill? Hon. gentlemen have
said that the local officers are not under the control of the
Dominion Government, but, under this Bill, the municipal
officers of Ontario are compelled to furnish to the revising
officer the assessment rolls and voters' liste of the several
municipalities throughout the Province. If they can enforce
obedience to that provision, have they not the same power
to enforce obedience to any other demands they may make
as to the preparation of these lists ? In England, the revis-
ing barrister only sits for the purpose of revising the lists
made by the local anthorities, and those revising barristers
are appointed by the judges. You could find no party in
England who would be base enough to take into their own
hands the preparation of those lists as this Bill proposes to
do. I suppose the dominant party there has the same power
as the dominant party here, and no doubt it would be a
great advantage to thom to have these officers under theirj
power, but the party in power in England shrank from
takiDg this into thoir own hands. If it is necessary to
have revising officers, it would be safer and better to follow
the English pattern and have them appointed by the judi-j
ciary. In that case should we not have a guarantee thati
the men appointed would not be partisans. The appoint-
monts there are made each year and not for Hife, and there-1
fore we should also have a guarantee that, if these officersj
did not perform their duties properly, honestly and imparti-
ally, they would be removed. La not the prosent proposalI
a menace to the people of this country, is it not a dangerousi
power which you are giving to these men, which it will bej
hard to remove when once it is introduced ? I hope, fort
the sake of the people, that no such power will be taken by1
the Government, but that, when we come to the revising'
barrister clause, the Government will yield and will consentj
that, if they are bound to have revising barristers,1
they shall be appointed by the judges. That would wipei
Out one of the most objectionable features of this Bill.i
I can only repeat that, so far as the revising barrister clausef
is concerned, it is a dangerous power to put in the hands of1
any man, and no Government would for a moment think 0f1

putting such a power into the hands of any man, except
with some sinister motive in view. The hon. member for
Algoma (Mr. Dawson), the other evening, gave the Hlouse
tounderstand that the Indians were to vote, provided they
had the same qualification as a white man.flis statement
is entirely misloading. That is neither the wor ding nor
the intention of the Act. The Act, in language as broad as
can be used, includes all Indians living upon roservationa.
Why, Sir, is it possible that the First Minister would think
of giving the Indians a vote in view of the position they
occupy towards the Government ? Only three years ago
ho distinctly stated that the Indians were not suffliently
advanced, even for municipal institutions, op their own
reserves, and yet within so short a time the Indian has
become so civilised that the Government proposes to give
him a vote! Any one who bas lived near these Indian
reservations, who is at all familiar with the habits and
customs of the Indians, will agree with me in saying that,
while there are a few who are intelligent, the vast majority
of the Indians are not fitte to exercise the franchise. But
if the right hon. gentleman thinks that the franchise ought
to bc extended to them, he is bouna to enfrauchise them
entircly, ho is bound to sever the last link that binds
them to the Government. and to destroy all the influence
that the Governmont may have over them. Personally, if
it is thought right that the Indian should be enfranchised,
I would not raise my voice against it, provided you placed
upon him all the responsibilitics that rest upon other
citizens of this country. If he is sufficiently intelligent to
exorcise the franchise, Vhs highest privilege of a citizen, ho
is intelligent enough to have control of his property, and to
assume the duties and responsibilities of other citizens; but
I say it is a monstrous thing to give him the right to vote
until ho does assume the responsibilities of other citizens,
and while he still romains in a position of tutelage and
dependence upon the Government. Sir, the only interence
tha can ub drawn from such a proposal is that
the Goverment hope, by the power they can exorcise
over the Indians, so to twist thèm and bcnd
thom that they will vote for the Governmont can-
didate. Does it redound to the credit of any
party, or of any man, who would seek to keep himseif
in power by such means ? It has been said that this propo-
sition, without elevating the Indians, will debase the eloc-
torate of the country, and in that view I fully concur. I
can scarcely believe that the Government are serious in
their intention of forcing a Bill through Parliament with a
provision so infamous and so repugnant to the feelings of
every man, Conservative or Reformer, who looks at it from
a non-partisan standpoint.

Mr. SPROULE. It is in the Ontario Act.

Mr. LISTER. Onlywhen they are living off their reserves
and hold property; but this Act includes Indians living on
their reserves. The 6,000 acres of land will b so assessed
that the 600 Indians, who are occupants of that land, will
be given a vote by the revising barrister. The hon. member
for Pictou (Mr. Tupper), in his remarks the other evening,
took occasion to say: (The hon. gentleman read an extract
from Mr. Tupper's speech, page 1883 of the Hansard, in
reference to uniform franchise.) Now, the hon. gentleman
is-I will not say deliberately-misleading the House. The
question of saying how an election shail tuke place is a dif-
forent question altogether from that of fixing the franchise.
There is nu dotubt at ail as to the right of this Parliament to
fix the franchise and to say how elections shall take place.
But because this Parliament bas the right to say in what
manner a man shall vote, surely that does not include the
right to say what man shall vote and what man
shall not vote. It is a matter of no consequence
how a man votes, whether openly or by ballot, but
it is of vast consequence to say who shal vote.
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I have attempted to point out how voters' lists will be Edward Island. We may assume that this desire to retaîn
prepared. This Parliament has the power to appoint an those franchises is a universal one, or we wonld not have
officer to obtain information and prepare these lists. They seen a supporter of the Government from Prince Edward
have undoubtedly the power to appoint revising barristers.JIsland moving the retention of the present franchise in that
But it is unwise and inexpedient that they should exercise Province. British Columbia, it is true, has noL made a
that power. If it is necessary to appoint an officer for the request to retain its franchise. I presume it is no bocause
purpose of preparing those lists he should be appointed by the representatives love Rome less but that they
a power which is free from this Parliament, not by; this love Ci»sar more; their allegiance te the Government
Parliament. The result of appointing by this Parliament is se great that they lese sight of the interest of
will be that a man May be appointed who is a partisan and their Province in the servility with which they
willing to act so as to prevent Reformers exercising the serve the party in power here. But the evidence is
franchise. Hon. gentlemen opposite have attempted to unmistakable, that were this question submitted te the
have the country believe that by the discussion of this people of the varions Provinces as te whether they would
important question large suis of money are being daily retain the franchise they now possess or net, the decision ef
lost to the country. So far as monetary loss is concerned, the vast majrity in every Province would be in favor ef
it cornes out of the pockets of hon. members of this House. the retention of the provincial franchises; that ne change
They may not go home with so much in their pockets as should be made, that the Gernment of the Dominion
they would under other circumstances; but the country shid net assume the power assured by this Bil, which
loses nothing whatever in dollars and cents by the discus- for18 years las remained in the hands of tho Provinces.
sion now taking place. Hon. members receive 61,000 1 preceed i the case of Ontario te urge certain reasons
whether the Session is a month or six months; the officers why ne change slould be made in this matter, why the
of tha flouse are paid by t he year, and thre is ne additional motion now before the committee should prevail,why Ontarie
expense entailed on the flouse by the discussion ef this Bil. should be premitted te retain itshewn previncial franchise.

Mr. SPIROTJLE. What about printing the Bansard We have exercised that right fer 18 years, anost ong
enough to give us ancindisputable tite. We have exercised

Mr. LISTER. As te printing the IIanward, I wiil inforr that right through five diferent geueral elections ad I
the lion, gentleman that the cost for the first year inderventure tesay that there is n an elector in O vetarienWho
this Billhe is supporting se vigerously would print Ilansard is oot satisfied with the present stato of things, tnd there

therrrovnc5i thrsrvlit wth whih he

nmibas been ne expression f public opinion in that
Mr. SPROULg. But you said there was ne extra Province or indeed in any other Province that would

expense. warrant the Government in taking the stps preposei.
Mr. LISTER. The First Minister tok occasion the other On the contrary, Sir, the great majority ofthe people ofthe

day te make a speech on this Bil and wound up by statin Province of Ontari n are thoroughly satisfied wth the
that Parliament was becoming a farce and might cnd in a present condition of affairs, and are thoroughly averse to
tragedy. What kind of tragedy is it geing tebe ? Is it the change which is proposed te be tiade. This is

te be the hon. gentleman's physicalor rvidenced by the petitions which have been pouring inte
Sthe flouse, by the condition of public sentiment throughoutextinction, or are we going te be forcibly ejected from thws the Province, by the marked hostility evinced tewards this

fl 1ouse e do nt understand very wel what h e means by measure by the Liberal press and the Independntapress
tragedy. At all events, we are prepared to take upen our- without exception in the Province of Ontaria, and c aise
selves the fulresposibility owhut w are du.Kg, and we evidenced very markedly in supineness and half-hoarted-
are tlieroughly convinced that, when the proper Lime cornes, ness that characterise the advocacy of this measure on the
the country will thoroughly and completoly approve of the part of the Government press of Ontario.
stand we have taken in this flouse. Canadians must h ge sns u ee h
view the future of the country with great misgiv tat reihte thogher Prveierscent ieneaions, teOardI

the hn on enematat te cost ofowefr s eainder vs eltureo yt threinisnofthanelecorinst Ontariowh

this ald coen otig ovirous wepoued inct esd and I shatsprceed teurge the specia reasons which apply te
er SPeroE th yo a idmet hte utilis to edthe Province of Ontario. In the first place, I state broudly

dange.ns wareroantpiamentaryncorrptio adthatethis Government is hostile te the Government oosbe
irgue Lin ER te First Miist took ocasi er ohProvince cf Ontari, whie is the choice of the people of

corruption and the indiscriminate distribution of gift are Ontaroo and sa much se that they would net stop short of
doing fearful work ; the distribution of patronage and teaoto

lace, timber imits, coailimits, and mo1onisagion c dmpanies the donii of any measure or means which would lead to
lands has dealt a blow at ~the pitalmritofheeidnal of that Government. That hostility lias beeupaed. dateidlo trais ttiecfting io t he omtemacnner. varions ways and in the o et unmistakablsgeongftob the elhion intemaothystic or pboli tahe e The BritishNort wAmerica Act clearly definesetinct rarengby ferfgo epin s ae bor u ds. fOuro auhi thepowers which are reserved to the Provinces, and thiseoei? Is te reasntundersand ey sl whniuteOu meansur.hostiity ias been clearly evinced in tIe attempts whichragedfy. t o feventarhe I ehire no te tueponures have been made te infringe on the constitutional rightsselsthe f ll posbayit y nof anwhat hear and weer tand safeguardsof the Province of Ontario. Sub section 9,the co tkewill thraceugfhshandconlentlemyanoe o cf section92 ofth atActdefines the powers of the Provincesfien the fure of the countryw eatmisg with regard te the diffrent kinds of icenses, and yet, Sir,edtheeconerntenaitet of pohteisohathe Dominion Government in its hostimity to Ontario super-

Mir. CHARLTON. Some timo siiîce I placed before the seded that right, exceeded its powers, and after an abortive
cmmittee certain reasons which in my estimation were attempt lasting twe years, was at last compeled by a
sufficient to convince us that thho pesent should decision of the Supreme Court to cease its attacks upon the
b retained. twish now te address myseif to the consider- integrity of Ontario in that matter. The pievision of the
ationg f the question as tawtgether Ontario itself shoutd net British North America Act with regard te property and
have the privilege cf retaining its preent franchise. There civil rigts seemed te be expicit and unmistakable, and yet
is an evident desire on the part of al m the Provinces, and in the case of an es erhat te the Crwn the Dominion Gev
that desire as been manifested in this committee, te retain ernment gain attempted te invade the jurisdictintfkthe
the franchise they now posses. A motion for the retention Provinces in a matter f civil righits, and again in the Mercer
of the franchise in the case ofy t cf the Provinces was esheat case the decision was against thea, the Judicial
md by a Gupporten of the Gover ment, walude te Prince ommittee of the Privy oundoil having decided that the

ror. liymer.
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right belonged to Ontario. I have no doubt that the law
officers of the Crown here, understood as well before that
attempt upon the rights of the Province were made as they
did after, what was the put-port and meaning of the sec-
tion of the constitutional Act referring to these matters.
Another clause defines the power of the Provinces over
timber and streame.

Mr. SPROULE. What has that to do with the Franchise
Bil ?

Mr. CHARLTON. I am giving reasons showing that
this Government is hostile in its purports and intents to the
Province of Ontario, and showing, therefore, that Ontario
should retain all her safeguards for the preservation of her
rights. But in this particular, as in the others, Ontario was
only able to get her rights when they were attempted to be
invaded by the Dominion Government, by a decision of the
Privy Council. We have a special illustration of the hos-
tility of the Dominion Government to the Province of
Ontario in its conduct in the matter of the boundary award.
After a long and manful struggle on the part of Mr. Mowat,
the rights of Ontario were finally secured to her in this as
in the other instances, through an appeal to the Judicial
Committee of the Privy Council. We had evidence of the
unscrupulous character of the machinations of some parties
connected with the Government in the attempt to expel the
Government of Ontario from power, a year ago last Session,
and this case points clearly and unmistakeably to the tact that
Ontario as a great Province, having an autonomy of her own,
having rights guaranteed by the British North America Act,
should act with circumspection in respect to the powers
which pertain to her, and for these reasons it behooves
Ontario, her iterests impel her in a manner altogether greater
than the other Provinces, to retain the control of the franchisei
with reference to the election of her representatives to this'
Parliament. The Bill recently passed in the Legislature ofj
Ontario largely extended the franchise in that Province,
and that franchise is now much more liberal in its provi-
sions than the one before the House. It cannot be said that1
it is too liberal to meet with the approval of any portion of
the population of Ontario, because the Opposition in the
Ontario House of Assembly, the supporters of this Govern-
ment, went so far as to move in favor of universal suffrage,i
in place of the franchise adopted by that lIouse, which is1
itself practically universal suffrage. As the Ontario Bill
will be in operation a year before this one, the effect of the
passage of this measure would be to debar thousands from
voting for members of this House who have tue privilege of
voting for members of the Legislative Assembly.

Mr. WHITE (Hastings). No, no.

Mr. CHARLTON. Such has been proved to be the case
from the Bill. If yon make a comparison between the two
measures it is estimated that 100,000 people will be dis-
franchisel, possessing the qualification under the Ontario
Act. Now, what-will be the reflection of disfranchised
provincial voters, who are permitted to exercise the right
Of freemen with regard to the election of representativeso
to their Provincial Assembly and are denied the exercise ofa
that very right with regard to the men who are to repre-
sent them in the same manner in the Dominion Parlia-
ment? It will not tend to increase the feeling of loyalty
to this Government-that feeling of loyalty that we require
to build up if we are to create a nationality in Canada. It
will have a contrary tendency. It will have a tendency to
sow the seeds of bitterness and party strife; it will have a n
direct tendency to create a feeling of deep-seated hostilitya
towards the institutions of this Dominion. If there werea
no other reasons that could be urged against the Bill, that&
reason itself should have tency enough to deter us from0
passing thia measure. Why, Sir, we have in this Dominion 0
at the present time the evidenoes on all hands of disoontnt, t

a"4

we have the evidences on all hands that we are not a
thoroughly homogeneous people, that these Provinces are
not thoroughly assimilated, and the policy of a wise Gov-
ernment would be not to widen those breaches, not to in-
crease that feeling of discontent, but to adopt conciliatory
measures, to endeavor to attach ail classes in the Dominion
to the institutions of the country, and to &ive theni a sense
that they were being dealt with in a spirit of justice and
fair play. Now, Sir, this Bill will cause a discrimination
that will give rise to dissatisfaction with this federal
union-first, in disfranchising those who have a provincial
franchise, and, in the second place, in taking away from
the people's offcers the preparation of the lista, a privilege
which they have enjoyed for eighteen years. How is it
done ? The municipal council elected by the people has its
own machinery for making the votera' lhsts. The asisessor
makes up the assessment roll, and from that the municipal
clerk prepares the voters' list, which contains the name of
every man who lias the proper qualification to vote ;
that list is published, and it any person deems him.
self unjustly treated, he may put in his claim
before the Court of Revision, and if he fails to receive jus-
tice there, he may appeal to the county judge. That
machinery was worked smoothly and well, and lias done
substantial justice in every case ; it is under the control of
the people themselves, and they can change it any time if it
does not work to their satisfaction, For that we propose to
substitute a machinery that is entirely independent of the
people; we propose to take from the township council
elected by the people the functions they now enjoy, and
hand them over to an appointee of the Government, who is
in no way amenable to the people. Now, I ask if any
civilised state in Christendom can be pointed out where the
registration of voters is provided for in a manner so sub.
versive of all the rights of the people, and so much at vari-
ance with all tiho principles of justice. In England, the
votera' lists are prepared by overseers of the poor, who are
clected at municipal elections. [The hon. gentleman read
the provisions of the Engliah law bearing on this point ]
These revising officers are appointed annually in England,
not by the Government, but by the courts of the land, and
you must see there is a vast différence betweon the system
in force in England and the system proposed by this Éill.
In England, as in Ontario at present, officers elected by the
people prepare the voters' lists, and in England, as in
Ontario at present, the lists, after being prepared are sub.
ject to revision, which revision is made in Ontario by the
couI ts and in England by officers appointed by the judges.
The machinery for the revision and preparation of the voters'
lists is substantially the same in England as in Ontario.
From England, I will pass to some o England's colonies.

Mr. CRAIRMAN. Is the hon. gentleman going to dis-
cuss the details ?

Mr. CHARLTON. I am merely pointing out the most
cogent of all reasons why the peopleof Ontario should desire
to retain the power of fixing the franchise, avd Iam pointing
out that the mode provided by this Bill is an infraction of
all the rales provided in the election laws of other states.
There is not another commonwealth under the face of
haven that has such a provision.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. That provision is not under discus-
sion.

Mr. CHARLTON. Perhaps you will save time by per
mitting me to allude to it here, and then I will not have to
allude to what that provision comes upon. This is a motion
asking that the provincial franchise be retained in Ontario,
and although, technically speaking, I may be out of order
on the ground of discussing the motion, my argument is in
order. Having referred to England, I will refer to one- or
two of ngland's colonies. In New South Wales, the Court
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of Petty Sessions appoints collectors for each police district
who makes the rolls. These lists are posted on the court
house and other public places one month and fourteen days;
appeals for removal or for the insertion of names may be
made, not to an appointee of the Government, but to a judi-
cial officer, the clerk of the Court of Petty Sessions. In
Victoria, the electoral registrars are appointed by the Gover-
nor in Council; and they are to make out the lista of elec-
tors, have them printed, and provisions are made for
inspection and publication. Although the electoral registrars
are the appointees of the Governor in Couneil, the Court of
Revision is the Court of Petty Sessions, so that the revision,
both in the case of New South Wales and Victoria, is
made by the judicial officers of the Province. If we turn
to the republic to the south of us and examine the laws
of the different States of the Union, we will not find
an instance where the officers having control of
the registration of voters, are not officials elected
by the people themselves and amenable to the people. I
may be permitted to allude briefly to the provisions in
several of the States. In the State of New York, a board
of inspectors is elected as inspectors of elections and which
is also to be a registration board. They meet to make the
lista and to correct the lista, and their proceedings are open
to all the electors; the lists are filed with the town clerk
for inspection, and in case any elector appears before the
court and makes oath that another is not entitled to vote,
the word "challenge " is written opposite the name pro-
tested against, and when this person appears at the poll he
js challenged and obliged to prove his right to exercise
the franchise. In the State of Michigan, the aldermen, in
cities, form boards of registration ; in the rural districts, the
supervisor, the township clerk and the treasurer of the town-
ship compose the registration board; they form the lista, and1
after the lists are made out, sessions are held, the lists are1
posted, and appeals are heard. The whole proceedings, as1
in the State of New York, are open. In the State of Wis-(
consin, there are inspectors of elections, elected by the1
people, three for each polling place. They are authorised1
to act as a board of registration. Open courts are1
held, voters are heard before them, the utmost pub.
licity is given to all their proceedings, and the utmost
facility given to a voter to get his name put on the
list. ln the State of Iowa, the township trustees and the
clerk, with the registrars elected by the people, hold open
courts, revise the lists, and hear evidence as to putting oni
or striking off names. In Oregon judges are appointed byi
the County Court, three in number for each district, to reviset
the lista. In Illinois the County Board appoints electors,t
as judges of elections, in each election district, the super-c
visor, assessor and collector, to be appointed judges for thei
district in which they reside. These judges see to the
registration of voters, and hold open courts where the listsa
are publicly revised and corrections made. These are ali
the cases I shall allude to with regard to the law of regis-t
tration. In the case of England, the Australian colonies andt
the American States I have quoted, the lista are made and1
revised either by the officers of the people or the judiciary,r
and, in no commonwealth under the face of heaven,t
whether under British rule or not, is so flagrant an infringe-r
ment to the rights of the people perpetrated or toleratedc
as that proposed in the Bill under consideration.1
Another reason why this Bill will be sure to create dissatis-e
faction in Ontario is that it largely increases the public 
expense, that it creates a full regiment of officiais. Under
the provisions of this Bill, 844 persons can be appointed,
and 8500,000 a year will in all probability be added to the
public expense. In return for that, is the country to have f
any increased safegnard for its security, any better law, any b
law more lu consonance with the wishes and the genus of
the people ? No; this great expense is to be incurred and
this regiment of officials is to be appointed in order that the P
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liberties of the people may be infringed upon, in order that
the condition of things now existing, which is satisfactory
to all the people of Ontario, may be changed; not for the
purpose of securing the existing liberties of the people of
Ontario or the Dominion, but in order to imake it more
probable that the party now in power, which fears to go back
to the constituents which sent it here, may retain power.
Another reason why this measure will create dissatisfaction
with the federal union is that it will create confusion
and difficulty, and will baffle and annoy the ordinary
elector. A large proportion of the electors in Ontario
bave sufficient difficulty now to comprehend the
machinery for registration, revision and appeal. If,
in addition to the present machinery, you compel
the elector to appear before the revising barrister, the
confusion and annoyance wili be such as to create an intense
feeling of dissatisfaction with this Bill and with the Gov-
ernment which placed it on the Statute Book. Another
reason why these provincial franchises should not be inter-
lered with is one which I must reaffirm, that the Provinces
are component parts of this Dominion, that they have a
distinct autonomy, which is proved by the fact that the
Dominion Government has come into collision with at least
one Province on matters of constitutional law and jurisdic.
tion, that we have had litigations between the Dominion
Government and Ontario to settle the respective jurisdic-
tions, that these questions have been carried on appeal to
the highest court in the British realm, the Judicial Com.
mittee of the Privy Council, and that the autonomy
and constitutional rights of the Province has been
affirmed on six different appeals. These Provinces,
through their delegates, formed this Union, and
they are represented in this Union only by the members of
this flouse of Commons. They have no representation in
the Senate, no power over the Administration or the execu-
tive of this country, and the House of Commons is conse-
quently the only bond of union between these Provinces and
the Union. Is it not reasonable to say that they shall select
these representatives ? No man will deny it. The members of
this House should be selected, and are selected, by the differ-
ent Provinces, and, if they select their representatives, is it
unreasonable for them to demand the power of des-
ignating by whom they should be selected ? When
we are the representatives of the Provinces, is it not
a violation of the abstract principles of justice and right for
us to interfere with the right of those Provinces to decide
who shall select their representatives in this flouse ? In
the constitutional convention which formed this Dominion,
the Provinces, through their delegates, arranged the basis
of representation. It was not arranged by this louse, but
it is a part of the organic law of this Dominion. The
British North America Act provides that the basis of
representation shal be population, that the Province of
Quebec shall have an unalterable number of 65 represen-
tatives, and that, at every decennial census, the represen-
tation of the other Provinces shall be adjusted upon that
basis. This House has no power to change this basis of
representation. This is a provincial right guaranteed by
the organic law of this land. We cannot nominate the
members of this House of Commons. Great as is the power
of the Governor in Coun3il, they cannot nominate the mem-
bers of this flouse of Commons. Those members can be
elected only in one way, by the expression of the wishes of
the inhabitants of the Provinces.

Mr. MILLS. We elected Tupper here.

Mr. CHARLTON. I am reminded by my hon. friend
from Bothwell that we elected the hon. member for Cum-
berland here, but it was not in the ordinary course.

Mr. DAVIES. We elected the member for King's the
previous year.
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Mr. CHARLTON. If the Provinces have the right to

choose their representatives, I hold that it follows as a
matter of course, as a natural corollary that they shall have
the right to designate who shall make the choice. A goodi
deal bas been said about obstruction.

Mr. McCALLUM. Hear, hear.
Mr. CHARLTON. The hon. member for Monck says

" Hear, hear." He requested me to sit down almost before
I had got up, and I promised my hon. friend that I would
sit down some time, and I intend to do so. With regard to
this question of obstruction. Not very long ago the British
House of Commons adopted a system of cloture, but we
had the declaration of thi First Minister the other day that
h. did not propose so great an infraction of the rules of
discussion. Mr: Forster, a member of the British fouse
of Commons, in refererce to this matter said : (The hon.
gentleman read from "Fdrster-Political Presentments,"
pp. 5, 6, 7, 14 and 15.)

Now, Sir, with regard to the measure under the considera-
tion of thi flouse, I hold that, although a considerable degree
of discussion bas been indulged in upon this Bill, there
bas not been enough discussion to apprise, even mem-
bers on the Government side of the House of the
real character of this Bill. I hold that, long as this
measure has been under discussion, at least one-half the1
members of this House are not yet thoroughly conversant
with it. This measure is only now arousing the attention
of the country. Demands are coming upLon us by the
thousand, that the passage of this Bill should be delayed in
order that the people, who are ignorant of the character of
the provisions of this measure, may examine them for
themselves. This measure requires ample discussion ; it
requires a greater amount of discussion than it has as yet
received, and weeks would be insufficient to arouse the
country to the character of this measure, or even to impressC
the majority of this House with the real meaning and scope 0
of its provisions. I have shown, in a former discussion upon t
another clause of this Bil, that, in the country to the south t
of us, the individual States control the franchise i
and although that franchise is now uniform, it was not i
uniform when those States had the control of the franchise
given to them. There can be no doubt that we shall ulti-
mately have a uniforn franchise bere in the same sense as
they have a uniform franchise in the United States. Wo
shall have universal suffrage in all the Provinces. But I
hold that we should leave the Provinces themselves toi
decide how soon they will reach universal suffrage, how n
rapidly they will change the conditions of the franchise as
now existing. I pointed out the other day that in the
United States the people voted for a President and mem-S
bers of the flouse of Representatives ; that each State O
elected its own representatives as members of the Unitedtu
States Senate, each State having two members of that body; 1
that the privileges and powers of the States of the Ameri-t
can union far exceed those of the Provinces in our Federal
union, and that the States had civil and criminal jurisdic-
tion, that the judiciary of the United States consisted of the
Supreme Court and the circuit courts and their juriediction t
was a limited one; and I will point out what that juris-
diction is, in order to show how much greater in that
country is the power of the component parts of the con-
federation than is the power of the Provinces under our
own system. Article three, section 2, of the constitution t
United States says :

Mr. McCALLUM. I think the hon. member is out ofa
order. d

Mr. CHARLTON. I am afraid hon. gentlemen are g
opposed to listening to arguments.

Mr. McCALLUM. What has the constitution of the
United States te do with Lb. Franchise Bilh ? g

-i
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Mr. CHARLTON. I am pointing out that while it i
proposed to take away from the Provinces some part of the
small power they possess, there is great disparity between
the powers possessed by the Provinces of the Dominion and
the States of the Union.

Mr. McCALLUM. I submit the hon. gentleman is out
of order. He in giving us a lecture on the constitution of
the United States. He invariably does so and he draws his
inspiration from.the great country over the line. But what
has that to do with the Franchise Bill ?

Mr. MILLS. The hon. member for North Norfolk in
perfectly in order. He is pointing (ut the difforence
between the powers of the Provinces and those of the States
of the Union. Ion. gentlemen opposite themselves always
allude to the United States when advocating the National
Policy.

Mr. McCALLUM. The hon. gentleman always draws
his inspiration from the United States.

Mr. MILLS. You do.
Mr. MOCALLUM. It in you who do-you, and the hon.

member for North Norfolk. He never rises in the House
without giving us a lecture on the United States. It is a
very nice document, but we do not want to hear lectures
upon it.

Mr. MILLS. The hon. member goes to the United States
for his coal and for his National Policy.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). I submit that the hon. member
for North Norfolk is perfectly in order. He has laid down
a proposition, and he is seeking to fortify it by authorities
which he may find in the United States, Great Britain, or
any other portion of the world.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. The hon. member is perfectly in
order in drawing an illustration; but he must do it in such
a way and at such length as not to weary the patience of
the Hlouse. If it is done openly and avowedly to take up
time, which I think I may assume is the case, it is not
allowable, and the patience of the House is to be considered
in these matters. I think the hon. gentleman is in orderin
making the illustration.

Mr. CHARLTON. I have always pleasure, so far as I am
concerned, in being able to thank yon for your impartiality,
Mr. Chairman. I was about to read the clause, as follows:

" The judicial power shail extend to ail cases in law and eqauty, aria-
ng under this coastitution, the laws of the United States, and treaties
made, orwhich shall be made under their authority ; in all caqes affect-
ng ambassadora, other public ministers and consuls i to ail cases of
.dmiralty and maritime juriadiction ; to controverstes to which the
United States shall be a party ; to controversies between two or more
States ; between a State and citizen of another State ; between citizens
of different States ; between citizens of the same State, claiming lands
nder grants of different States, and between a State or the citizens
hereof and foreign States, citizens or subjects."
n all matters of civil and criminal jurisdiction the courts of
he different States are supreme, except so far as they are
imited by the clause I have read. What I desire to point
ut is, that the powers pertaining to our Provinces are
imited and trivial compared with those enjoyed by
he Sta tes of the American Union. It is a very convenient
hing for hon. gentlemen opposite to talk about Yankeeism.
t is the part of wisdom in a public man to learn from the
essons of experience, from whatever source they may come,
rom any natiola or people, in any age or epoch, and to say
hat we would not profit by the experience of the great
nation at our doors with the v'ery systemi which we are now
bout to abrogate, or to benefit from the salutary results
lerived from ils institutions in fostering the prosperity and
rowth of that country-I say it would be fatuity on our
part not to gather lessons from the history of that country,
r of England, or France, or of any other christian, or any
ther barbarian country for that natter, on the face of the
lobe.
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Now, I pass to the Australian colonies. I have here

a summary from the London Times of a plan for the
federation of the Australasian colonies, and I think we may
draw from the features of that plan some useful lessons,
showing how carefully the doctrine of provincial autonomy
acd provincial rights is looked after, and how mach more
prommenti they are than in our own country. The mode
of contituting the federal council is described as follows:

" On the.fe~deral council each Crown colony is to be represented by
one member and each other colony by two. But at the request of the
colonial Legielatures Ber Majesty may, by Order in Council, increase the
unmber of representatives for each colony. As to the mode of appoint-
ing arepresentative, and as to the tenure of his office, the Legislature
of each colony ls empowered to make what ever provision it thiaks fit."

It will thus be seen how entirely the tenure of office and
the mode of election and other mattera of that kind are
left in the bands of the provinces, or colonies.

Mr. PAINT. They are not confederated yet.
Mr. CHARLTON. We are talking about the proposed

plan of confederation as I said. Some of. the proposed
powers pertaining to the federal council are as follows:-

d With regard to the matters that are to be subject to the legislative
authoity dl the council, they include (1) the relations of Australasia
with the islands of the Pacific; (2) the prevention of the influx of
crimina1e; (3) the fisheries in Australasian waters beyond territorial
limite; (4)the service of civil process of the courts of any colony
within Ber Majesty's possessions in Australasia out of the jurisdiction
of the colony in which it is issued ; (5) the enforcement of judgments of
courts of law ofany colony beyoud the limits of the colony; (6) the en-
forcement cf criminal process beyond the limits of the colony in which it
is issued, and the extradition of offenders (including deserters of wives
and children and deserters from the Imperial or colonial naval or milita-
ry forces ; (7) the custody of offenders on board ships belonging to Ber
Majest 7ys colonial governments beyond territorial limite; (8) any mat-
ter which at the request of the Legislatures of the colonies Her Majesty
by Order in Council shall think fit to refer to the council."

I do not know that it is necessary to give the full list of the
powers partaining to this council, as the clauses Ihave read
wiIl indicate their scope and drift. There are other powers
and provisions which are thus explicitly granted:

"Moreover, the Governor of any two or more colonies may, on the
address of the Legielatures, refer for the determination of the conucil
any questions relating to them or their relations with one another. A
special obligation attaches to the first three matters, namely, the rela-
tions with Australasia with the Pacifßc islands, the influx of criminals,
and the fisheries. Ever y bill in respect of these is to be reserved for the
signification of Her Majesty's pleasure, unless it bas been previously
approved by ihe Queen through one of ber principal Secretaries of
State."

Mr. CHAIRHAN. I think it is hardly in order for the
hon. gentleman to read these provisions in all their details.

Mr. CHARLTON. These colonies are about to form a
union, and it is necessary for us to know, in tha light of our
own experience and the experience of other countries, what
course these colonies are about to take in regard to matters
which have a bearing on the Bill we are now discussing.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. I do not think that it i in order, or
that it is relevant, to read these particulars as to a scheme
which has not been adopted.

Mr. PAINT. No ; that is it.
Mr. CHARLTON. The scheme has substantially been

adopted, it bas gone through-
Some hon. ME EBERS. Chair, chair.
Mr. CHARLTON. The scheme is going through the

House of Lords and its passage is a mere matter of form.
I was about to point out what the provisions of the scheme
are with regard to-

Mr. CHAIRMAN. I must ask the hon. gentleman to
drop the subject.1

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Did you rule ?
Mr. CHARLTON. Do I understand that you rule that Ii

cannot read the provisions of that scheme, which I considerd
Mr. CHARLTON.

a matter of the utmost importance in elucidating clearly
the principles which underlie this Bill. If so, I shall be
sorry, as it is essential to what I intended saying that I
should be permitted to make this statement.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. My ruling is that an incidentai
reference to a matter of that kind is permissible, but to
refer to the whole matter in detail I think would not be in
order.

Mr. CHARLTON. I purpose passing over nine-tenthe
of it, as I folt in approaching the subject that it would be
trespassing on the patience of the House to read it al. But
if, as you say, you will permit an incidental reference to its
provisions that will be sufficient.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Chair, chair.
Mr. CHARLTON. I shall not read the provisions, but I

shall only make some comments 'upon them. The acts of
the council are to prevail over the colonies, and the councit
lias to make representations to Her Majesty--

Some hon. MELBERS. Chair, chair.
Mr. CAMERON (Inverness). What has that to do with

the franchise of Ontario?
Mr. CIIAIRMAN. Under my ruling the hon. gentleman

cannot go into the details of the scheme, but he may refer
to its chief features as an illustration.

Mr. CIARLTON. I was referring to the chief features
of the scheme, and 1 was nearly through, but of course it is
impossible to tell what they are without hearing a state-
ment of them. The scheme makes an arrangement with
regard o expenditure; the provincial council has not power
to levy taxes; the expenditure is to be apportioned among
the provinces, and itis to be a voluntary charge. In this
scheme there is an unlimited reservation of State rights; the
council lias no power to impose taxes, to enforce treaties,
or to enforce its own laws. The colonies may, at any time,
withdraw from the Confederation.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Chair, chair.
Mr. CHARLTON. If the hon. gentlemen would rather

have an appeal to the House than to allow me three minutes
to conclude, we shall take it. I do not think I am treated
with any fairness by the majority in this House.

Mr. BOWELL. What does it matter ? He has to waste
so much time, and he might as well do it in this way.

Mr. CHARLTOT. I am not wasting time. I purposely
abridged my remarks. I am standing here in my right as
a representative of a riding in this Dominion, and I am
discussing a measure that I believe to be a detestable mea-
sure. I feel warmly on this matter. I have taken a scheme
prepared by other of Her Majesty's colonies lo illustrate
my argument. I shall conclude by saying that we are
taking from the Provinces a right that the Australian scheme
leaves with the Provinces. That scheme preserves State
rights, and any Province can retire from that Confederation.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Chair, chair.
Mr. CB.ARLTON. That is what I wanted to state; and

now I am through with regard to the Australian matter, and
it simply illustrates that in no other British commonwealth
would the amount of restriction of provincial rights and
provincial autonomy be tolerated that this Bill proposes to
impose on the Provinces of this Dominion.

Mr. PAINT. Tho hon. gentleman has discussed this five
or six times.

•Mr. CHARLTON. Well, if I choose, I will discus it
seven or eight times more. I do not think the hon. gentle-
man who has interrupted me would understand it if il was
discussed fifty or sixty times,
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Mr. PAINT. I do not understand any Yankoeisms.

Mr. CHARLTON. Well, with regard to the charge of
Yankeeism, it is frequently hurled across the floor of thi%
House. I bave a word to say about that. I happen to be a
British subject by birth. I have lived thirty-five years in
this Dominion. I have served in this House since the year
1872. I have always, in my capacity as a member of this
House, and a citizen of this Dominion, songht to promote
its interests. I spurn and repudiate aud spit upon that
exhibition of paltry malignant prejudice that is made by
hon. gentlemen who got np the cry of Yankee. Sir, is it
impossible for a person born in the United States to live in
Canada and be a loyal citizen ? Is ho to be denied the
rights and privileges that belong to a citizen of this coun-
try ? l ho to be taunted time after time by this miser-
able. petty spitefulness on the part of hon. gentlemen oppo-
site ? The leader of the Government himself bas not been
above that appeal to popular prejudice. In the United
States to-day there are 1,000,000 Canadians, among
them are men who arc filling positions of every rank,
ani I venture to say that not one of them bas been
reminded of his nationality in an offensive manner,
no matter how narrow his prejudices may be as a
Canadian. In that country, where the population is made
homngeneous, all men are welcomed, and when a man casts
in his lot with the people of the United States, it matters not
what bis place of birth may have been. After ho becomes
a citizen of that country he is recoived with open arms,
ant is given all the pilvileges and enjoyments, all the
rights and immunities that belong to au American citizen.
flore, Sir, it is different. A man may come bore from the
United States, and he is a Yankee if he should live bore for
half a century ; he cannot be a Canadian. If a man cornes
fron Ireland he is a Paddy; he cannot be a Canadian ; it can-
not be forgotten what bis nationality is ; ho muht be
reminded that in this blue-blooded country hoe cannot be
conaidered a citizen of the Dominion of Canada, desiring to
participate in the rights and duties of a citizen. Sir, the
child that is adopted in the family is considered and treated
as a member of the family; the citizen who is adopted in
the State is considered and treated as a member of the
State. In the United States three ycars' residence is ail
that is required for naturalisation ; in Canada, after having
lived here 35 years, after having ail my inteiests in this
country, after baving labored in the interest of the countr'y,
to-day, if I say anything that does not happen to meetwitb
the approval of hon. gentlemen opposite, if I alluded to
anything in the history or the laws of the United
States, by way of illustration, how I am answered ?
Not by a refutation of the argument ; no, but by
allusion to the fact that I may have been born
in the United States. Sir, I did not choose the
place of my birth ; I was not responsible for it; I was not
consulted ; I do not even remember the circumstance ; and
I disclaim all responsibility for the circamstance of having
beon born in that country. I came here in boyhood; I
cast my lot in this country, and while God spares my life
I intend to fight for the salvation of the country. I am
fighting for its salvation to-day, against a measure calcu-
lated to rob the people of their rights. Now, I shall be
pleased to have tbe taunt about Yankee thrown across the
floor again; I will reply to it, and occupy the time a little
longer.

Mr. WHITE (Hastings). You have a right to talk about
Americans, but you must lot Irishmeit alone.

Mr. McCALLUM. Whom does the hon. gentleman allude
to when he talks about gentlemen on this side calling
Yankee? It is a term I never use; but I say that he and
two or three others on the opposite aide of the flouse draw
their inspiration from the «United States, and when ho

speaks of his loyalty, and all thae, I question that very
much. I have reason to question the hon. gentleman's loy.
alty, when ho talks of the roluntcers of this country-ho
knows what I refer to-when ho cornes bore to fiaunt his
loyalty; and wheu we are bored bore, hour after hour, by
hon. gcntlemen opposite wasting the time and money
of the country by obstruction, I, for one, won'i stand
il. I am bound to tell hon. gentlemen what I know when
they corne and fiaunt their loyalty in our laces.

Mr. CHARLTON. The hon. gentleman says hoe is bund
to tell us what ho knows, and ho did not tell us what he
knows. Now, this little episodo with regard to nationality
has developed this fact, that no American ean have fair
play from hon. gentlemen on the opposite side of' this
Chamber. It has developed the fact that in the case of any
man of American birth, if they can injure him, by appeals
to popular prejudice, they are not above doing it, from the
Firat Minister down to the lowest man in the ranks. I
rosent these insinuations. I affirm that I am loyal to this
country and its institutions ; I am a citizen of this country,
and a subject of the British Empire by birth. I derive my
descont from an old En*giish family ; whose family lineage
can be traced back for 800 years, and I take pride in the
fact that I am of English descent. I toke pride in the fact
that my blood is pure Northumbrian blood ; and I rosent,
repudiato and deny any insinuation made by bon. gentile-
men on tho other side of tiis Ilouse, that I am not loyal to
the institutions of this country or that I do not wish this
country well.

The Committee rose, and it boing six o'clock, the Speaker
left the Chair.

After Recesu.
House again resolved itself into Committee.

Mr. CHARLTON. When you left the Chair, Sir, after
six o'clockLI was in the midst of a defense against the charge
of having been born in tbe United States, a charge that I
do not deny. 1, of course, was a passive agent in the
matter; I could not very well help mytelf. But I find, on
looking at our parliamontary companion, that some other
hon, gentlemen are in the samo difficulty. I was under the
impression that the Minister of Railways was born in that
country ; the hon. member for Stanstead (Mr. Colby), I
believo, is an Ameiican by birth; one of the members of the
Senato, formerly a member of this House (Mr. Plumb), is
an Amorican by birth. I think that the party of hon gentle-
man opposite, some years ago, introduced an American by
the narne of Anson Green Phelps Dadge, naturalised him
after a residence of 12 months, and elected him to a seat in
this House, and when the Pacific scandal was under discus-
sion, sent to New York for him to vote. I believe the
Minister of Railways bas recently been spending large sanms
of money to build a road in tho United States, and hus just
returned from a trip there.

Mr. POPE. Not a dollar of publia money.
Mr. CHIARLTON. I believe that an Amorican named

Howard, in charge of our Gatling guns, who went out to our
North-West Territories to teach our men how to une them,
is doing good service there, but it is likely that were he to
remain in Canada thirty-six years ho would be reproached
by the hon. member for Monck (Mr. McCallum) and the
hon. member from Nova Scotia, with having been born in
the United States.

Mr. McCALLUM. 1 found no fault with the hon. gentle-
man for baving been born in the United States.

Mr. MIL LS. Why did yen allude to it.
Mr. McCALLUM. I did not allude to tihe fact that he

was born in the Uuited States, but I said he drew all hie
inspirations from that country. 1 am glad to hear the exprea-
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Bions of the hon. gentleman to.nigbt, because I am always
glad te have my opinion corrected, if wrong.

Mr. CHARLTON. Last Session, Sir, it will be in your
recollection that when a substantial amount was being
voted to the Canadian Pacifie Railway my hon. friend from
St. John (Mr. Weldon) moved an amendment, debarring
that company from spending any of our public money in
the construction of railways in the United States; but that
amendment was voted down, hon. gentlemen opposite in a
body voting against it, and that company bas spent mil-
lions of our money in the United States. I think this
whole cry of Yankeeism is one that hon. gentlemen opposite
ought to be ashamed of. I have referred to the constitution
of the United States as illustrating the principle of federal
compact. There is not a man of prominence in England
to-day who dees not speak in the highest terms of the
American constitution and American publie men. The
present Premier of England pronounced it one of the
most remarkable of all human productions in the shape
of organie laws. If we take that broad, comprehensive
view of public affairs, which every man with breadth of
mind should take, we are bound to give the constitution of
that great nation its due weight in a discussion of this kind.
There are existing in the world to-day about 90,000,000
English-speaking people. In all their leading interests
they have common interests ; they belong to a common stock;
they have common institutions; they all have institutions
derived from that great hive of nations, England. It is
unworthy of reasonable, intelligent men, in this Legislative
Assembly, this House of Commons, to appeal to these
narrow, contracted, bitter prejudices, that exist amongst
the most ignorant of men, by raising this cry of Yankeeism,
levelled at me or any other man who may attempt to
illustrate an argument by pertinent illustrations, drawn from
history and the polity of that country. Of all federal com-
pacts in existence, this federal compact in Canada takes the
lead in a centralising tendency, a tendency to centralise in
the Dominion Government the powers and privileges that
are in the possession of the component parts of Confedera-
tien. The Provinces in this Dominion have less of State
rigbt, less of al] that pertains to provincial autonomy, even
without this Franchise Bill, than the Provinces of any
federation in existence. This Bil1, with its clause with
reference to revising the voters lists, is one which, should
it pass, will be unique in legislation; it is a measure of a
character that would not be introduced into any civilised
Legislature, whether it be Anglo-Saxon, or French, or
Italian, or Teutonic. There is no Legislature in christendom
that would accept this Bill or seriously consider such pro-
visions as it contains. I have pointed out to you, in
the case of England and in the case of the
Australian colonies, and in the case of the numerous
States of the American Union, that there is not one case
where any provisions analogous to thosi contained in this
Bill, with reference to the making and revision of the voters'
liste, obtain. I have pointed ont that in England thei
officers are elected by the people who form the lists ; I
have pointed out that in New South Wales the officers who
form the lists are appointed by the court ; I have pointed
out that in every State of the American Union officers
elected by the people form the registration board, and thatî
the whole machinery of registration and revision in al
these countries is directly under the control of the people
and of the courts. There is not an instance, except
Canada, should this Bill become law, where the Govern-
ment appoint officers to form the lists, and revise the lists,
and to fix the lists. I have two very brief quotations to
make, from a work on political ethics, by the celebrated
writer, Lieber. This quotation refers te what constitutes
the duty of a party in power with referenoe to the prin-«
ciples of justice. Ie says, on page 442;

Mr. CHARLToN.

I The moment that Jnstice is sacrificed to party interést, the party or
respective individual becomes factions: for juntice being the grand
object of the law, of the constitution, of the State itself, the party sets
itself above these, and makes itself its own objeet, while a party can
have any sensible meaning only lu that it is formed for the publio
good. In denying justice the party becomes factions."

Now. if the party in power to-day bas introduced a Bill
which denies justice to the people of this country, that
party, great as it is, and not the party represented by hon.
gentlemen on this side, becomes factions. With reference
to public opinion and the necessity for consulting public
opinion, and the necessity for being governed and guided
by public opinion, the same author says:
- Nevertheleso, real public opinion is carefully and respectfully to be

consulted, for the two reasons, first, that there is avery great chance that,
if it be settled, and, of course, touching a subject on which there can
exist auy public opinion, it is upon the main correct, and if not, that
there le, atany rate, nurh to be learnedfrom it; secodly thati t ! the
greatest, mightiest of all powers, and therefore not to be alighted."
Has there been any pressure of public opinion demanding
this measure, asking that this power should be wrested from
the Provinces and exercised by the Dominion Government?
I deny that there bas been any sncb pressure or manifesta-
tion of public opinion, or that the Government is consulting
public opinion in the course it is taking, The same author,
in another work on civil liberty, lays down the principles
which should govern an election, which are diametrically
opposed to those which the Government are adopting :

"I All elections muet be superintended bv election judges, or officers
lndependent of the executive, or any organised or unorganised power in
connection with the Government."

Is this the condition the Government are to observe under
this Bill? No; the elections are to be superintended by
officers appointed by this Government, for the purpose of
saying who shall vote, and of so arranging the voters' list
as to give the Government the power, if these gentlemen
wIll obey their wishes, of influencing the elections in a
greater or less extent by a manipulation of the voters'
list. We, alone, of all commonwealths that exist under
English law and English institutions, are capable of
such violence to representative institutions as is co'-
templated by this Bill. Hasty legislation is always
to be deprecated, and measures of this great public
importance should be weighed carefully and passed with
deliberation after full discussion. A constitutional change
of this kind should not even be thought of by a Government
without good and sufficient reasons. No such reason exists
to-day or bas existed since Confederation for the change
proposed by this Bill. There is no necessity for it, and the
Government, in making it, lay themselves open to the sus-
picion that they are actuated by motives other than those
which should actuate a Government which desired to act for
the good of the people. Such action should be deliberate
and cautions. You can scarcely point to a State inhabited
by people speaking the English language where constitu.
tional changes are not made with caution and submitted to
the people, as our constitution should have been sub-
mitted to the people. There is no reason why we should
act precipitately in the matter, except one. There is no
present necessity for this change. We have lived under
the existing institutions for eighteen years, and we could
live for eighteen years more under them without sacrificing
any public interest. The only reason, for the present action
is that, if the Bill is not put through this Session, then the
manipulation of the voters' list cannot be made in time for
another election. But for that reason, the change could be
made as well next year, or the year following, or ten years
hence, as to-day. It is one of those changes that can be made at
our leisure, that can be made with caution and deliberation,
and ought not be made hastily, and there is no reason for
adopting any other course, except that the Government
intend to take possession of the electoral machinery of
this7country and reap an unfair advantage from this Bill
a the next general election, This ie a constitutional
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change, reaching far beyond mere party interest, one
that will affect this Dominion, not only for the next
general election, but for all the elections to corne, that
vill affect the interests of the country .just so Iong as
this change ,continues to exist. It is a change reaching
through this generation and to future generations, and
any Government that, for the sake of a momentary
advantage at the coming election, will be governed
by that consideration alone, is a Government recreant
to its trust to the people. We have shown in Canada, in
the arrangement of our organic laws, a singular and
reprehensible disregard of public opinion. Our present
constitution ought to have been submitted to the people,
and, if it had been, there might not have existed in Nova
Scotia and New Brunswick the dissatisfaction that now
exista. There is a feeling in all the Provinces that the
mode in which this constitution was adopted, without the
judgment of the people being passed upon it, was a grave
mistake. This very clause 41, under which power is taken
by the Goverument to-day to pass this Bill, is one that ought
to have been submitted to the people of Canada. We have
not yet acted under that section, so that there is yet
time to take the sense of the people upon it, as it ought to
have been taken in regard to all the provisions of our con-
stitution. What is the course pursued in other countries ?
The measure now under consideration in the House of Lords
from the Australian colonies is not to be of force until it is
approved by the différent colonies, and no Province will
come into that Confederation until it has adopted the pro-
visions of that Act, in the same manner as the people of the
Canadian Provinces ought to have adopted the British
North America Act. The constitution of the United States
was adopted in 1787 but was not acted upon by the States
until 1789. It was referred to thé different States and
ratified by each State, and the time taken for ratification
extended over two years. So, with regard to the constitu-
tion of the various States, wherever a constitution is framed
it is submitted to the people of the State, and unless a
majority of the people ratify it the constitution dies. It
must have the approval of the people, the source of power.
Our constitution ought to have had their approval, and this
provision should have the approval of the people before it
becomes the law of the land. There is abundance of time
to ascertain the wishes of the people of Canada in regard to
this measure. No advantage will be sacrificed by delay,
except that which the Government expect to obtain by
undue manipulation of the electoral machinery in the year
1887. This Bill is supported by many members on the
other side of the House who will never see these halls
again; not that their ridings will not return Government
supporters, but that many of these men-and my hon.
friend from East Hastings (Mr. White) is probably one of
them-will go back to their constituencies in bad odor,
from the fact that they have supported a bad measure; and,
though their constituencies may be faithful to the Govern-
ment, they will return other men than those who have
supported a bad and an unfair measure. The gain that
many members of this House expect to reap from this
measure they will not reap from it, personally; their party
may reap an advantage, but many of themselves will he left
at home, where they deserve to be left, as a punishment
for their betrayal of the interest of their Province
and of the interests of the people. Sir, 1 repeat that thie Bill
is likely to engender hostile feelings towards this Govern-
ment. We have enough dissatisfaction, we have enough
disloyalty to the Dominion Government in Canada already.
The foundations of this Government have not been laid as
broadly and as deeply as we might wish, and a measure
which is calculated te foment and increase the feeling of
dissatisfaction and hostility that exist in some quarters
to-day is a measure that ought not to receive the sanction
of this flouse. I olaim that this is a measure which will

largely increase the public expenses, at a time when we are
burdened with taxes to the utmost limit of endurance, a
measure that, in the case of the Province of Quebec, is
likely to provoke the bittereýt hostility, when the people
come to realise the character of the measure in so far as it
concerns that Province, and when they come to réalise that
the barriers that have been raised around them to protect
them from the interference of the other Provinces in their
domestic affairs are broken down. Sir, hon. gentlemen
opposite are risking the future of the Dominion in this
Bill ; they are risking it by doing violence to the prin-
ciples on which it reposes ; they are risking the future
ofthis Dominion by passing a measure that plazes in their
hands unjust powers, that they intend to use unjustly, for
the purpose of keeping themselves in power; they are risk.
ing the future of this Dominion by involving this country
in half a million dollars additional expense at a time when
we are sure to have a deficit. They are endangering the
future of this Dominion for selfish party purposes, for the
purpose of maintaining themselves in power, because they
dare not appeal to the constituency that sent them hre,
they dare not appeal to the constituency that bas twice
given them a majority, once in 1878 and once in 1883. Not
daring to appeai to that constituency again, not daring to
trust the electors who bave twice given them a verdict of
confidence, they have introduced a moasure for the purpose
of packing the public jury, when they appear before it to
answer, as défendants, to the charges made against them by
the Opposition of to-day.

Mr. McCALLUM. I would not troublé the House only
for thé remarks of the hon. gentleman who bas just taken
his seat (5hr. Charlton). Ie said, before six o'clock, that
I had kept something back. I stated then that If I did
keep something back I muast always be.allowed to state my
convictions. 1 have known the hon, gentleman for a long
time. He gave us a reat lecture on his loyalt ad on his
ancestry. I have nothing to do with that. e spoke of
his loyalty, but I will say to you hère that if there is a dis-
loyal man in Canada hle is found in the ranks of hon. gen-
tlemen opposite. I ask that hon. gentleman now, when he
boasts ot his loyalty, if hé did not write some letters to the
American papers, at a certain time when there was a great
crisis going on in this country, in 1866 ? I hold in my
hand hère some complimentary remarks that the hon. gen-
tleman made on the volunteers of this country at that time
and I hope the House will bear with me while I read them,
and then the hon. gentleman can deny it, if hé says it is not
true. It was written by Mr. John Charlton, who is now, I
believe, the member for North Norfolk:

" Your correspondent happened to be in Paris, O.W., on the 19th
inst. (June, 1866); heard music, saw fiage, civilians, military, &c.;
enquired what waegoing on; found that volunteer pie-nic was in pro-
gress, and conclude<t to stay and see the show.

" Six companies of volunteers, numbering about 300 men, in the Can-
adian uniform of black coata, with ridiculously short tails, and dark
grey pants, excesuively large in the rear just below the waist band,
were the gueste in whose honor the spread was made.

" The grounds where the tables were spread, and the stand for the
sgpakers and mue erected,awere in the beautiful valley of GrandRilver, juet below the Bufalo and Lake Huron bridge. Thé day was all
that could be desired, sunshine and a fresh, bracing breeze, contribut-
ing to the enjoyment of the crowd of hilarious and self-satisfied
Oannucks.

i"The proceeding3 were inangurated by a battalion drill of the war-
riors. Yuur correspondent knows very little of military tactics, but le
decidedly of the opinion that the six companies of volunteers aforesaid
got slightly tangled several times, and had not a very clear conception
of what they were trying to do. They formed hollow squares, for the
purpose of repelling cavalry (one of Colonel Booker's strong points, I
believe, when resisting an enemy without horses), but got their squares
so solid that moving arme was next to an impossibility. After gaing
through various evolutions, arma were stacked and the volunteers invited
to the stand to hear the order, granting them permission to return to their
homes, read. The reading was performed by a tall, amateur military
man, rejoicing in the title of major, whose legs were long enough to
enable him to keep up with the fastest member of the Queen s Own, if it
ever became necessary to try, and whose coat tails were not long
enough to impede hi. progress i the leuat.
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'' Af ter reading the order, and what I took to be an address from the

officerz, complimenting Canada on her loyalty, progress an self-
sacrificing devotion to British connection, and the volunteers on their
soldierly qualities, patriotism, courage, virtue, fighting, height, weight,
&c , the chairman introduced the Rev. Wmx. Ryerson, ex-.P.P., who
made a speech by way of grace before dinner. The speech of the Rev.
gentleman was a very fine specimen of bnucombe and bombast, and con-
tained fnot a solitary acknowledgment to the United States for faithfully
performing treaty obligations, and all the duties on international
comity, in suppressing the contemplated Fenian invasion. The crowd
who stood open-mouthed, imbibing the sentiments of the venerable
oracle, was informed that Oanada had the finest volunteer torce in the
world, who had just gained a great victory, by repulsing and driving
back the Fenian horles, which a professedly friendly nation had per-
mitted to attack them; that their institutions were immeasnrably sape-
rior to the ultra-democracy of the United States, and that Canada was
to become, through the agency of Confederation, one of the greatest

aowers of the earth; had demonstrated to the world and all mankind
er ability to take care of all Fenian hordes, and with the assistance of

Britannia,-that Goliath among the nations-to repulse and drive back,
in ignominy and disgrace, if need be, that greatest nation in aIl creation
which they hafi for a neiglibor.

After the speech of the Rey gentleman, the volunteers partook of
the repast provided for them by the ladies of Paris, which I presume
was a bountiful one, though I did not inspect the tables.

" Dinner over, speaking became the order of the day, and the clergy-
men o Paris, in rotation, ventilted their sentiments. The Rev.
gentlemen are good on buncombe- one, however, the Rey. Mr. Robertsan,
aid get off a few sensible ideas, wlich refreshingly varied the mo:iotony
of clap-trap and self-landation. He had the hardihood to assert
that it would not be improper to enquire whether Ireland did not labor
under grievance and to doubt whether thse tenur-i by which land was
held and the factthat a State church was forced upon an unwilling
people was just the thing.

" In all the speeches made, I did not notice a word of acknowledge-
ment for the course take 2 by the United States. All the changes were
wrung on the repulsion of the Fenians ; the fact that they gained one
victory, and lett without being repulsed, was not mentioned.

" The self-glorification and elation over the glorious demonstidation
of pîwer and patriotism made by Canada, certainly appeared, to an
on-looker, like wasting a good deal of powder on a small amount of
game ; and the studious avoidance of any allnsion to the United States,
except in tones of insult and disparagement, by the small fry who figured
as orators on the occasion, is, I presume, an indication of the tone of
public men and of the press in Catada, who will now attempt to counter-
act annexationist tendencies by misrepresenting the United States and
sowing the seeds of bitterness and hostility in the minds of the people.
Perhaps they may succeed, for the masses in Canada are not remarkable
for intelligence."

Mr. TROW. What connection has that with the Franchise
Bill?

Mr. MaCALLUM. I was very glad to hoar from the hon.
member to-night that he was loyal to the core. I never
charged him with disloyalty, and never with Yankeýism.
This charge was brought against him in his own county. He
snatched the paper away and tore it into atoms, but the
pieces were taken care of afterwards ; and I have read it
from print. If hon. gentlemen do not believe it, I have
photographs hore. They were sent to me. I never listened
to greater nonsense than I have heard on this question
before the House. We have been here three weeks and have
dono nothing. Obstruction has been practised by hon.
gentlemen opposite.

Mr. MILLS. No.
Mr. McCALLUM. I say yes, and I know what I am

talking about. lon. gentlemen opposite say the measure
is revolutionary, yet we are not proposing to do anything
more than we have power to do. Ail that talk is made
bocause we will not allow Oliver Mowat and the local
Grits of Ontario to say who shall elect membors to this
House. Although I do not perhaps approve of all that is in
the Bill, yet it is an improvement on the franchise we have
had in each of the Provinces. When this Bill is passe: we
shall have a franchise of our own. Hon. gentlemen opposite
speak of the Franchise Bill passed by the Local Legislature
of Ontario last Session. H1ow did that come about? fHaving
seen the proposed Dominion Franchise Bill the Ontario
Ggvernment determined, to use a sporting phrase, to adopt
that and go one botter. They put the franchise a little
lower, and they thought by that to catch the votes of the
workingmon. But from an examination of the Bill before
tbis House I honestly believe it will prove s liberala aeasure

Mr, MOCALLUX.

as the Ontario Act, and even more so. But that is not what
hop. gentlemen opposite want. They want to talk against
time, and they have doue so for three weeks. Is there
any member of the Government who can tell me the cost of
the time se spent to the country, and for which cost the
Opposition are responsible. Can the Minister of Militia tell
me that? I venture to say it will be quite an item, and I
want to hohd hon. gentlemen opposite responsible for i,
because they are responsible and cannot get out of the res-
ponsibility. What is their duty ? It is to criticise reason-
abl to enter their protest and lo vote against the Bill.
That is thoir course, if they are sensible mon; I always
thought them sensible hitherto, but I question it, since their
actions of the last three weeks. They have been acting, if
the expression is a parliamentary one, like madmen. Thcy
think they know more than the whole people of the Domin-
ion. They tell us that petitions are coming in. I know the
member for West Ontario (Mr. Edgar) presented a petition
from Monck to-day. I sent for it. I think the much-defeated
member for West Ontario should have been satisfied with
his experience of the people of Monck, for they would not
accept him.

Mr. MILLS. They did accept him, and ho sat bore.
Mr. MoCALLUM. Only for a short time, and they put

him out soon afterwards and sent him about his business. I
looked at that petition. It bas evidently been hawked about
five municipalities, and it has 60 signatures, among them my
opponent at the last election, a namesake, because the
Reformers thought if they could not defeat me in Monck by
my hon. friend from West Ontario they perhaps might do
so by getting a namesake and confusing the naies. I say
there are 60 names on the petition; I know every name on
it, aind I think there is one Conservative among them, and 1
question very much whether that signature is not a forgery.
His name is down in pencil, and it does not look like his
signature. I know him very well. If ho did sign, it was
under a misapprehension, and I am sure he will not vote for
any Grit. If this is the kind of petitions to be presented,
let thom go ahead. We have had such petitions presented
before. Hon. gentlemen opposite have tried to raise the
wind before this; they are trying to raise the wind now.
They do not seem to understand what a ridiculous figure
they are making. They are wasting the poople's money
and they will be held responsible for every dollar expended
on the discussion of this measure. The people of the country
will hold them responsible. It is, of course, a difficult matter
for members on this side to keep quiet, but we did keep
quiet for three weeks, and listened to the most nonsensical
arguments ever addressed ta any assembly in the world. I
would not have risen at this time if the hon. member for
North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) had not boasted so much of
his loyalty, and said as much as that I wanted to accuse
him of disloyalty. I did nothing of the kind; but when ho
flaunted in my face that I was keeping something back, E
could not help replying that I had kept nothing back but
what I am willing to give to the House.

Mr. EDGAR. The hon. momber for Monck (Mr. McCal-
lum) bas done me the honor to refer to me in rather a
pointed way. The hou. member, as we all know, sits for a
constituency which has been twice gerrymandered to
enable him te carry it. Whon I first had the pleasure of
meeting that hou. gentleman in that constituency he had
been elected by a majrity of about 300 four years before,
and he beat me, a stranger, by duly 5 votes. Before the
next election came on ho had the constituency gerry-
dered again to suit him, a constituency which he had carried
by 300 majority, a constituency in which ho hived himself.
Hle had it gerrymandered when I ran against him the
second time-

The people would net have you.
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Mr. EDGAR. And in spite of that gerrymander, I boat
the hon. member by forty-two votes. So the hon. gentle-
man has beaten me in a gerrymandered constituency. Bat,
before the last general election the hon. gentleman, in
order to save himself, had to get not only his constitutency
gerrymandered but had to get paid a very extravagant
price for an old tug-boat on the canal. Everyone must have
seen that sine. I presented the petition to-day the hon.
"entleman las been in a state of the wildest excitement.
lie has been interrupting hon. gentlemen on this side
every five minutes. le lias never been quiet since that
petition was presented, since I told him that there were
Conservative names upon it. If I am correctly informed
by the hon, gentleman who was a candidate against him at
the last election, and who sent me those petitions-and I
never knew they were being signed-he gave me the names,
and the number of Conservatives on those petitions is far
more than enough to turn the election against my hon.
friend. The bon. gentleman says that al the disloyal men
in this country are to be found on this side of the House.

Mr. McCALLUM. Hear, hear.
Mr. E DGAR. Let me mention one test to the hon. gen-

tleman. I tell him that one of the finest of the regiments
that have gone to the front is the Queen's Own, of Toronto,
and I can teli him, from my own knowledge of the rank and
file of that splendid regiment, that the majority of them are
Reformers. I tell him also that of the nineteen officers who
are at the front twelve are strong Reformers. There is a
test which the hon, gentleman can tako, and hoecan take
any test he likes, as to the loyalty of the Reform party to
the Dominion of Canada. But hoeis mistaken if ho thinks
because we are to be loyal to the Daminion we are to be loyal
both to the sovereign, his ox and his as; because we are
loyal to the sovereign we are not to be loyal to the dictates of
anybody of men who happen to advise the sovereign for the
tirme being, and if they introduce measures destructive to the
constitution, or destructive of the rights and liberties of the
people, we would ho recreant to our duty if we did not point
that out, and if we did not point out, as we do, to the
leader of this Government, that this Bill, if it passed,
would be the greatest strain on the Constitution to
which it has ever been subjected. Individually, I will
not be prevented from saying that from my place in the
House, by any $10 a night, peripatetic, professonal trramp
in this flouse. I was lectured the other day by the hon.
member for King's, N. B. (MIr. Foster) as to my loyalty
to Confederation, and I would like to say this : that eighteen
years ago, at least, I was working in the ranks of my party
in Ontario, to bring about Confoderation, and that I have
heartily and earnestly tried to support it ever since. I
would like to know where the hon. member for King's was
thon ?

Mr. FOSTER. How long ago?
Mr. EDGAR. Until 1882 the hon. gentleman never

appeared on the political horizon-he was not known ; and
since that time how has.he become known ? How bas his
loyalty to his party and his country been displayed ? Why,
Sir, we all know that ho crawled into Parliament over the
prostrate form of an honest, staunch Conservative, that ho
was elected on the Independent cry by Reform votes, ana
that he name lire to support no party and to advocate the
great cause of temperance. Well, Sir, we all know what a
beautiful mess he bas made of the cause of temperance in
the McCarthy Act, and hoew magnificently ho bas shown
bis independence since he came into this House, for the
leader of the Government has not a more servile-no, I
shall not say servile, Mr. Chairman, since yon shako your
head-I will say more devoted or loud-mouthed supporter
than the hon. member for King's; and I am sure the
country will feel that he has earned his reward, if he
öalmly ainka lto the positiôn of inspector of insuranoe.
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Mr. BEATY. There is no doubt of the importance of the
measure which is before the committee, and if there is any
objection of an outside character to be made to it it is that
the Government have not introduced and pressed it to a
conclusion long before this, in former Sessions of this Par-
liament.

Mr. CHARLTON. I wish to make a personal explana-
tion, and perhaps it will come in more appropriately now
than after the hon. gentleman bas made his remarks. I
wish to refer, Sir, to the election dodger which has come
out at the call of the last trump-which has been resur-
rected and brought forth with great pom pand circum-
stance by the hon. member for Monck. n 1872 I had
connection with politics for the first time. In 1872 I con.
tes:ed North Norfolk and defeated the thon member, Mr.
Aquila Walsh. The article which the hon. gentleman has
read to-night was read on that occasion at the hustings. It
was brought out by a gentleman living in Norfolk county,
and it was expected that it would produce a great sensa-
tion and result in my defeat. It is true, I tore up the
article. When the gentleman who read it came down from
the hustings and passed me, I asked him if that was my
letter. le said it was. I said as the thing came out I
would tear it, and I tore it in two places. The fragments
were appropriated, and I bolieve the hon. 'gentleman has
them, and perbaps ho had better exhibit them to you.

Mr. MoCALLUX. Do you deny it?
Mr. CHARLTON. It consisted of an article written in

pencil and without date or signature. I requested the man
who read it to prove it was my letter, and h. failed. That
gentleman was shown a letter by one of my friends with the
signature turned in, and ho was asked if le knew the writ-
ing, if ho could identify it as Mr. Charlton's handwriting,
and he said : "No, he could not." He turned up the signature
and asked what he thought of his ability to identify my
handwriting. The article the hon. gentleman has read is
written in pencil, without date or signature, if it is the one
I saw. He is welcome to all the capital be can make by
producing that old election canard, which produced no
effect thon, which flew back like a boomerang on those who
attempted to use the slander against me, and it will produce
no effect to.day. if the hon. gentleman will ut it in your
handsQ, Mr. (ihairman, I will eave it toyour jufgment to sa
whother it is in any sense a letter, and any expert in hand-
writing can identity it, if he chooses, as my handwriting. I
think it is beneath the character of the hon. gentleman, with
whom I have had many intimate business relations for many
years, to introduce this old slander, which has been lying
buried for thirteen years, for the purpose of trying to injure
me in this House.

Mr. MoCALLUM. I rise to a personal explanation. I
ask the hou. gentleman to deny it, but ho did not say that
ho did not write it. I do not say it is any gentleman's
letter, but it is for him to say that it is not hie. I hold in
my hand a certificate which I1will read

''We,the undersigned, do hereby certify, that baving attended a meet-
ing attended by Mr. Chariton, lait evening, at the school house, in the
German settlement, in the township of Middleton, we heard him make
the acknowledgment of having written the astonishing manuscript
which was read by Col, Tisdale on the husting, on saturday lsat, ridi-
euling the volunteers assembled in Paris in 1860, on their way home
from resisting the renian raid and imputing ignorance to the muses of
the people generally, in naa. "(Signed) K. H. MARTER,

"R. STODDART.
"JAMES WHITBCs!DB

"RO e ORrULUI, iagistratea."

That is my authority. Of course, if the hon, gentleman
will deny that, it is ail right,

Mr. CHARLTON. On the day following the publication
of that statemenht it was followed by an ffdavit of forty-
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five men, who attended the meeting, certifying that it was
a lie.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon. gentleman has
not denied it. He cannot deny it.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. I must ask hon. gentlemen to return
to the subject of discussion.

Mr. BEATY I was about to say that if the Government
should be charged with anything in connection with this
matter, it should be that they have neglected so long to
bring in this measure and press it into law. Seventeen
years have elapsed since Confederation was established, and
this, the last measure necessary to complete Confederation,
so to speak, has not yet been enacted. There is no doubt
whatever that it is a primary idea of constitutional liberty
in free countries that Parliament should regulate the quali-
fications of those who elect their representatives; and in
this country, under our system, the superior power should
regulate that matter, and not the inferior power.
The Confederation Act we have received from the Imperial
Parliament, with the consent, of course, of the Provinces
and of the Dominion; and that Act distinctly provides-it
is not denied, but it has been admitted through this debate
by both sides-that this Parliament has the constitutional
right to regulate the franchise and to fix the qualifications
of voters. Now, for the last two or three weeks we have
heard all kinds of subjects discussed in connection with tiis
matter. Not since I have been in Parliament have I heard
so many subjects discussed in reference to one. This Bill
has been described as a Bill to strangle the Liberal party,
as a Bill to choke them off, as a Bill to keep the Tory party
in power, as a Bill to deprive the Provinces of the rights
they possess,-as a Bill to deprive the electors of their rights.
We have had indictment after indictment and count after
count made against this Bill, in the strongest language that
it was possible to use without exceeding parliamentary pro-
priety, and in some instances, I think, exceeding it very
largely. I have noted down, occasionally as I heard them,
a few of the epithets lised by hon. gentlemen opposite to
characterise :this Bill, which I will read. It has been
described as an outrageous Bill, an infamous Bill, a
fraud, rascally, iniquitous, cowardly, monstrous, unfair,
unjust, dishonest, disgraceful. There were a great many
more, but these are ail I recollect. Now, I think this is not
the way to discuss questions of so much importance as hon.
gentlemen, in their infiamed speeches,would have us believe.
A question of this importance to the country should be dis-
cussed in a calmei, more reasonable manner, and with a
view to enlighten both the House and the country in rofer-
ence to it, and during the few moments I purpose speaking
on this resolution concerning Ontario I wish to bring back
the discussion to the real question, so far as I can. For the
purpose of doing that, I will, with the permission of the
committee, read just two sections from the Confederation
Act, and from the Act of 1874, relating to elections,which is
now in force. The 41st section of the Confederation Act
says:

" Until the Parliament of Canada otherwise provides, all laws in
force in the several Provinces at the Union, relative to the following
matters, or any of them, namely-the qualifications and disqualifica-
tions of persons to be elected or to sit or vote as members of the House
of Assembly or Legislative Assembly in the several Provinces. The
voters, at elections of such members, the oaths to be taken by votera,
the returning officers, their powers and duties, the proceedings at
electiona, the periods during which elections may be continued, the
trial of controverted elections and proceedings incident thereto, the
vacating seats of members, and the execution of new writs, in case of
seats vacated otherwise than by dissolution-shall respectively apply
to elections of members to serve in the House of Commons for the same
'veral Provines."

Then, a large part of that was repealed by the Act
of 1873, which was agam repealed by the Act of 1874, the
133rd section of which makes ths provision;

Mr. CatToi,

"The Act passed by the Parliament of Canada in the thirty-sixth year of
ler Majesty'a reign, intituled: 'An Act to make temporary provision for
the election of Members to serve in the House of Commuons,' is hereby re-
pealed, except only as to the elections held, rights acquired or liabilities
incurred before the coming into force of this Act; and no enactment or
provision contained in any Act of the Legislature of the late Province
of Canada, or any of the Provinces now composing the Dominion of
Canada, reepecting the elections of members of the elective House of
the Legislature of any such Province shall apply to any election of a
member or members of the House of Commons, held after the pashig of
this Act, except only such enactment and provisions as may be in force
in such Province at the time of such last mentioned election, relating to
the qualification of electors and the formation of voters' lists, and which
will apply, for like purposes, to the election of members of the House of
Communs, as provided in this Act."

Now, the point to which I wish to call attention is this:
The Confederation Act gives authority to this Parliament to
be elected, until this Parliament should otherwise order, on
the basis of the qualifications existing in the different Pro-
vinces. That provision was largely repealed in 1873, but
the Act of 1873 having been itself repealed, I will not now
do more than allude to it; but the Act of 1874, which was
passed during the administration of the hon. member for
East York (Mr. Mackenzie), took charge of all the items
which belonged to the Provinces under the Act of Confeder-
ation-all those items constituting the parliamentary system
-except the two items, the qualification of voters and the
formation of the voters' lists. Now, we have heard the
claim made here, repeated and reiterated during the last two
or three weeks, that the rights of the Provinces were
infringed upon by our legislating on this question. If the
rights of the Provinces are infringed upon by this
Franchise Bill, what was the kind of legislation
enacted in the Act of 1874 ? Did not that inter-
fere with the rights of the Provinces in the same
manner and to the same degree as this proposed logis-
lation will ? Out of the fourteen items contained in that
Confederation Act, in reference to the parliamentary
system and elections, every one was taken away by the Act
of 1874, when hon. gentlemen opposite held the reins of
power, except two, the qualifications of voters and the mak-
ing of voters'lists. Hon. gentlemen opposite, therefore, did
not recognise the rights of the Provinces in reference to this
matter. They said this Parliament has the power, this
Parliament exercises the power, and if it exercised it in
reference to twelve items out of fourteen, why should it not
exercise it in reference to the other two ? The contention,
therefore, that any of the rights of the Provinces are taken
away by this Bill is simply a contention that has no base
to rest on, and that has been ignored by the action of the
Opposition themselves. It ought to be emphasised, for the
benefit of those who may think that, because of the con-
stant assertion of the fact that the Provinces have rights
in reference to this question, that the Provinces have
no rights whatever in respect to it. If this Parliament,
and if the English Parhiament, with the consent of
this Parliament, have tolerated provincial legisla-
tion in this matter for convenience sake, for the
sake of expediting the operation of Confederation, for the
sake of temporary advantages, that is no evidence for
deducing the conclusion that the Provinces have rights
over which this Parliament has no power. If this question
of legislative or provincial rights has any force whatever,
it is simply from the view of expediency. Shall that
expediency prevail for a longer period than it has already
prevailed ? That is the only question. I submit it should
not; I submit that it bas prevailed too long already, and I
submit that this Parliament should have taken possession
of this, as they did of the dozen other items of machinery,
and -dispose of it, as they did those, long since. Why
should there be any cry for provincial rights in this connec-
tion ? If I were to make any demand in this connection in
Parliament it would be on behalf of the municipalities.

(should go down to the bottom; if any inferior power
whatever to Parliament has the right to Lx the qualios.
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tions of votera for members of this House I should go to not be based, as it appears to be, on the provincial idea. It
the municipalities and ask ther to settle for themselves is somewhat inexplicable to me that gentlemen elected to
the qualifications of those who should elect members this House should have the provincial idea so much on the
to this House. The argument that it sbould be brain. I have as strong a conviction as any gentleman in
given to them is just as forcible, just as expedient the Opposition that we sbould maintain, not only the rights
and just as valid as the argument that the Provinces of this Parliament, but the rights of the Provincial Legisla.
should have it. There is one great fact which lias been tures, of the municipalities, and of the individual electors; but
already mentioned, and which ouight to be urged strongly, as a member of this lonse, representing a constituency for
that the variety of qualifications which exist in the different the Dominion and not for a Province, I am not a provincial,
Provinces is a strong reason why the present systen should I am not a man devoted to parish polities or municipal
not be continued. We have in Prince Edward Island, and affairs, or one looking solely to individual rights, except
practically in British Columbia, what is called manhood as they affect the Dominion at large; and, when you look at
suffrage ; we have in the other Provinces largely a property these things in the general interest, you must take in the
qualification, in some greater, in some less, but all baseJ on individual, the muncipality and the Province. It is difeult
the property idea. If this House is to adopt a provincial to reason with hon. gentlemen who seem to be possessed of
franchise the question would naturally arise which of these the provincial idea so largely. I do not think we have heard
provincial franchises should be adopted. One hon. gentle- one hon. gentleman speak on the other side during the whole
man would urge the adoption of manhood suffrage, another of this three weeks' debate, who bas not constantly iterated
manhood taxation suffrage, another residence, age, and and reiterated the idea that we are infringing upon provincial
intelligence, as the basis of the suffrage, and so on; others rights. We should not look upon it in that light. We have
insisting that there should be a large property qualification, nothing to do with the Provinces as such, except to leave
others that it should not be so large, but that it should them alone. We simply have to maintain the right of this
simply recognise the principle of property, making that the Parliament, of this Dominion, which are given to us by the
basis of qualification, simply giving the guarantee to the constitution of the country, and to let the provincial and
country that the man who votes has at least some municipal rights alone. The Opposition idea is in
interest in the country. A variety of franchises is therefore direct contravention of the spirit which is shown in the
a reason why this legislation should be uniform, but nobody enthusiasm of our volunteers in the North-West. Do they
pretends it should be made uniform in a mathematical sense. go to fight for a Province or for a municipality ? No; they
I t je simply a practical uniformity, a uniformity of classes; go to fight for the one flag of the whole country, as nationals
that is to say, the one class in Ontario and the same class in and not as provincials, and that is the idea which we ought
Prince Edward Island shall have the vote on the same to cultivate, and this little contest and conflict in the North-
qualification. These classes should be made uniform West, the occurrence of which and the bloodshed which has
all over the Dominion. For the purpose of this followed it, I regret, will impress upon the young
question, we should not talk about the Provinces men of this country, more than all the argu-
as such. We have nothing to do with the Provinces here ments that eau be used in this House, that this
in this connection, and they have nothing to do with us. In country is one, that it is truly confederated, that it has an
the past we have simply adopted the provincial franchises authority and a nationality and a power here in this centre
existing in the severdl Provinces for temporary purposes, which must be respected and maintained. The Opposition
until this Parliament, as the Confederation Act expresses it, idea presented to us in the war of words of the last few
" directed otherwise." This direction otherwise should have weeks is not the spirit which prompted the fathers of Con.
corne sooner, but it is botter late than never. We bad better federation, which made the leaders of the Government of
now bring into operation all the measures that the Confed. that day and the leaders of the Opposition bury the
eration .Act declared this Parliament should legislate upon tomahawk and come together to build up a nationality
for the purpose of harmonising the divided Provinces and under this Confederation. If they had brought to the con.
bringing them all into one working whole. It has been sideration of those matters simply the provincial idea or
urged very strongly, from the view of the Province of Onta- the municipal or parish idea, would there have been a Con-
rio, that the Conservative party in the Local House, under federation on this continent such as that of M hich we are se
the leadership of Mr. Meredith, voted for manhood suffrage proud ? It was because they rose above this provincialismn,
in Ontario, and that therefore the Conservative party in because they were men of national patriotism, that they 80
this louse have no right to adopt another lino of qualifica. united. They possessed a large idea and a broader view,
tion. There is no argument whatever in that. If I were and went for building up a nationality from the Atlantic to
in the Legislative Assembly oT Ontario I might say that the Pacifie, which to-day has been cemented in the blood of
for the purpose of that House manhood suffrage was the brave men from almost all the Provinces. This is the idea
proper franchise to adopt, though I am not disposed to say which we should entertain in this House. We should not
so. I believe that a property qualification, as regards let it go forth that we are a combination of provincials. On
our Parliament, or the Legislatures of the Provinces, the other hand, we should be a combination of national
or the municipalities, is of the first importance ; it men, desiring to promote a national patriotism, not confined
has the effect of ballasting men, of giving firmness te ond' Province or parish, but extending the whole coun-
and decision to their judgment, of making thom consider try over. This national idea which we ought to express in
what they propose to do, as what they decide will affect this Franchise Bill has been expressed in our great railway,
their property as well aa the property of others. It does which was prompted by the wisest patriotism and the
not matter how much a man owns. One man may own broadest views in relation to theprosperity and magnificence
only $1,000 worth and another $100,000 worth, and yet to of Canada. I do not think there is any opening country,
the one of $1,000 worth may be of greater importance than vith the history we have, which has the same advantages
is the $100,000 worth to the other. The other might lose to present to the world. Who would have thought, eighteen
850,000 of his 8100,000 and yet be a comparatively wealthy years ago, that to-day we should be almost at the comple-
man, but the one man losing his $1,000 would lose all ho tion of a national highway, leading our people from the

as. Therefore, the basis being a property qualification, eastern to the western ends of the Dominion, for the pur-
that has an influence upon the mind of the voter, and gives pose of protecting the one flag which covers this country.
him the motive to vote for his own best interests as a pro. That national highway was prompted by the ides that this
perty man, and consequently for the best interests of the people should not be only confederated in the statute or
vountry at large. The opposition to this measure should consolidated by legislation, but should be consolidated and
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confederated In community of feeling and interest and in
harmony of spirit, the same design which prompted those
who first devcloped the idea of our Confederation. 1 sup-
pose there is not a gentleman in this House who, five years
ago, would have prophesied that, in four or five months
from the present time, we could go from the Atlantic to the
Pacifie on a railway, without changing cars, eating, drink-
ing and sleeping the whole way, if we choose.

Mr. POSTER. Not drinking.
Mr. BEATY. Water. The hon. gentleman can put a

stick in it if he likes. This national idea as against the pro-
vincial has been manifested in the National Policy, which
was designed to accomplish the same end. All these views
which have manifested themselves in the legislation of this
Parliament have negatived the provincial idea, hav'e shown
that wo are getting out of that. It was one of the aims of
Confederation to lift us above provincialism and place us
on the vantage ground of nationality, and I think it has
acoomplished that result. One other argument which has
been pressed upon us has been that we should get down to
the people. What does that mean ? According to the
Opposition argument, it means simply that we should lot the
people do what they have hitherto done by courts of revi-
sion, appeals - to the county judge, and other processes, to
settle the votera' lists. But that does not go down to the
people in reality, so long as you have Provincial Legislatures
to fix the qualifications of the voters; we say that the qua-
lification, as it is fixed by the different Provinces, does not
go down to the people in the true sense. If we are to go
out of this Parliament at all to fix the qualification of the
voters, we should go down to the people and get them, in their
municipal councils, to establish the qualification. If1I were
opposed to this House exercising the legitimate power which
the Confederation Act hîs given to it, the authority with
which it has been clothed to fix the qualification of voters to
elect members of this House, I should go to the municipalities.
What right have the Provinces to touch the matter at all ?
They have no right; they ar e not recognised in the matter,
except as a temporary expedient; and if we go to the
people to regulate the matter, we should go to the muni-
cipalities and allow the municipal councils to fix the qualifi-
cation of voters. And yet we do not find hon. gentlemen
opposite asking that this should be donc. They simply say:
Lot the Provinces settle the matter. Now, suppose the Pro-
vince of Ontario should adopt this Bill next Session ; suppose
it should change its mind, as it has done so often, and say:
We wili adopt this Bill, which was submítted to the Parlia-
ment of Canada in 1885; would hon. gentlemen opposite
say thon that we should not adopt it? ?Would they say it
was infamous, outrageous, scandalous,and all those other hard
words, if adopted by Mr. Mowat, the Little Premier-always
vigilant, ilways watchful for the interests ofhis Province, in
the sense of provincial rights ; fighting for it, belligerent for
it, at every opportunity that present itself-more so than, I
think, le ought to be; yet he is vigilant and active for the
purpose of maintaining what he claims to be provincial
rights. Now, if he should adopt this Bill, would 'hon.
gentlemen opposite say that we should not adopt it ? No,
not one of them, I should judge, from the manner in which
they act in this flouse, would, for a moment, say that the
Little Premier should not adopt that Bill. It would then
be a good Bill; it would then be a righteous Bill; it would
be going down to the people; it would be the people's Bill;
and therefore it should be adopted by this House. And
yet we have no guarantee, observe, in this House, the
country has no guarantee, that it shall not be adopted by
the Ontario Legislature, or by the Quebec Legislature, or
by the Legislature of any other Province. Members will
be elected to this House upon this very basis. Now, this
Bill is designed, as I understand, to give a people's voters'
list, and net a party votera' list. Hon. gentlemen opposite

Mr. BEmTY.

make a strong point of this. They say the Bill is going to
strangle the Liberal party, that it is going to destroy the
Liberal party. Well, if the Liberal party can be strangled
and destroyed by such a Bill it must be a very weak party;
it is not as strong as I am. accustomed to regard it. I think
the Liberal party has a strength, as any party may have,
if it adopts a rational and reasonable policy j but if the
Liberal party continues the tardy tactics that we have seen
in this House for the last week, the country will become
disgusted, as I know it has become disgusted already. Let
me illustrate. When I went out of this House to-day, and
was going down the street, a laboring man, apparently,
came up to me. I had no notion who he was, and I suppose
he had no notion who I was. He said to me : "lHow
ridiculous that Opposition is making itself." "Why," I
said, " that is a very mild word to use in ieference to the
matter. You have not been attending upon Parliament or
you would use stronger language." Now, that illustrates the
feeling that exists all over the country, wherever you
go. Of course, there are exceptions anong these
little coteries of the Opposition, where these printed
petitions are signed. lon. members opposite talk about
the excitement. Where is the excitement? IL there any
excitement in this country? All the excitement there is
is in this House, where we have heard these infiammatory
speeches, this strong language that has been uttered with
all the vehemence possible by hon. gentlemen opposite.
But where is the excitement outside? Ia there excitement
in the streets of this city ? This is a city of some intelligence;
the people here know something of their rights, and are
able to judge of these matters. But I have -not seen any
excitement. Even the galleries have not been exoited
very much.

Mr. MULOCK. They are not excited now.
Mr. BEATY. I propose to reason with the people, not

to declaim, not to raise disloyal cries. The galleries have
been cleared from night to night by the dull eloquence of
hon. gentlemen opposite, and so it goes on. We have no
excitement on the streets of this city, there are no bayonets
fixed, no one proposes to shed blood in reference to this
matter; and so it is all over the country. Hon. gentlemen
have worked themselves into a sort of frenzy in reference
to this matter, and they believe that because their imagina.
tions are beated the people of this country are also excited.
On the contrary, they are taking the matter very coolly.
Now, I submit that this Franchise Bill is designed to secure
a people's votera' list, as against the idea of a party votera'
list; and all possible precautions will be taken to accom-
plish that end. There is no reason in the world why it
should be otherwise. Now, what is the great point of this
Bill as a people's Bill. It entarges the Franchise. "O no,"
say hon. gentlemen, "it does not." Now let us consider
the matter. If we take the 120,000 people in Prince
Edward Island, and the 30,000 white people in British
Calumbia-in all 150,000 people-where manhood suffrage
prevails, out of the 4,000,000 or 5,000,000 in the Domialon,
does this Bill not enlarge the franchise on the whole ?
Do -s it not enlarge the franchise in Ontario, Quebec, New
Brunswick, Nova Scotia and Manitoba? Have we not
heard hon. members from each of these Provinces distinctly
affrming, one after another, that this Bill would widen the
basis of the franchise in their respective Provinces ? Now,
if that is so, is this not a people's Bill? It does not enlarge
the franchise merely for the Conservative electors, but it
enlarges it as well for the Liberal electors. There can be
no distinction in this respect. It cannot be made a party
machine, cannot be made a party instrument, for the 'pur-
pose of giving votes to Tories and taking away votes from
Liberals. That is impossible, in the nature ot things, and
will be impossible under the operation of this Bill. Hon.
gentlemen say that we get the true work in courts
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of revisiot-sometimes it may be absolutely controlled by
Liberal membei s, and sometimes by Tory members-Grit
nembers on the one hand, and Tory members on the other.

The muicipalities are controlled sometimes by Tories and
sometimes by Grits. There is no use in saying they do not
do their best. I know they do. In all the connties in
which I have been interested, and in the city where I have
a substantial interest, 1 know how the machinery works,
and that both sides try to do their best to make their votes
the more numerous. Let them do so. So they can and
will do under this Bill. But the machincry provided by
this Bill will bo adapted to give the votes to as large a num-
ber of persons as the Bill itself will authorise and qualify.
The point to determine, then, is as to the qualification, and
that brings us back to clause 3. We do not need to go and
rake up tho constitutions of al the nations of the world and
bring them hera; but we require to look at the qualiacation
maentioned in the clause of the Bill. This Bill wilI place
classcs in each Province on the sane footing as those in
other Proviices. That is equality, uniformity, unifica-
tion. I have been told that I was a legislative
unionist. So I was; but I am now a confederationist.
I propose to carry out the constitution. I do not propose
to fight for the Provinces against the Dominion, or for the
Dominion against the Provinces; but to give the Confede-
ration, as a whole, its rights and the Provinces their rights.
At the present time, if a man leaves Prince Edward Island
and removes to Ontario he may feel wronged by the fact
that while he was a resident of the island he could vote for
a member of Parliament, whereas in Ontario he would have
no vote. Under this BiUl a man who has a vote in one
Provineo may, on removing to another Province, have a vote
in that Province. That secures uniformity and tends to
nationalise the people everywhere; and it promotes the
sentiment of equal rights to all. This Bill may produce
discontent if it should turn out that it disfranchised people
in Prince Edward Island who now have votes. I do not
believe that a single man who has a vote to-day will be
deprived of his vote by this Bill, if it should pass in its
present for m, when the elections of 1887 come round. The
action of Parliament should be in the direction of teaching
-and all legislation has power to teach the masses-that
they are represented individually in this Parliament, not
provincially. What Province has sent us here ? Not one.

Mr. M[LLS. The constitution says so.

Mr. BEATY. It says that each Province shall send a cer-
tain number of representatives. That is all; but they come
here representing constituencies, representing the people
of constituencies, and the idea should be encouraged that
the people are represented in this Parliament as individual
voters, not because they belong to a Province. The idea
should be emphasised and impressed that the people are
represented in this Parliament. That is the view I take in
regard to my own position. I do not represent Ontario.
What right have I to say I represent Ontario ? Ontario has
not sent me here, or sent any hon. members.

Mr. MILLS. It hias sent ninety-two members.
Mr. BEATY. It has not sent the member for Bothwell.1
Mr. M[LLS. Yes.
Mr. BEATY. Not as a Province. The individual consti-

tuencies, the individual voters, have sent members. I repre-
sent the constituency of West Toronto, and I think I can
say, and I do say it sometimes to my constituents, that I
represent one Of the most, if not the most intelligent, consti-
tucncy in Canada.

Mr. LANDRY. We all Say that.
Mr. BRATY. If the hon. gentleman is to be taken as a

sample of the intelligence f his constituency, I admit it.t

We have heard of petitions coming up from different parte
of the country in regard te this Bit1. I ask hon. gentlemen
opposite this question: Have complaints come up from any
of the Provinces ? If provincial rights have been threat.
ened and endangered by reason of this Bill, witoh was
introduced three years ago, where are the protesti from the
Legislatures of the Provinces, which have met three times
since the Bill wasintroduced, protesting against the invasion
of th rights of the Provinces ? It is for the Provinces to
say something in regard te this matter. Wbore is the
Government or the Ereoutive Council of a Province that
bas said anything in regard to this matter? Not even,
since hon. gentlemen opposite have aroused this excitement,
and inflamed the country by vehement addresses, has one
Executive COuncil, which could have mot in an hour or two,
protested against this Bill as an infringement of provincial
rights. How ean it, then, be claimei that the Provinces
are complaining that provincial rights have been
destroyed. Where is the claim from any of the seven Pro-
vinces comprising the Confederation that their rights have
been invaded and taken away ? Hon. gentlemen must
answer this question. They must be obliged to say that no
Executive Council, no Legislative Assembly of any Province,
during the three years which this Bill has been before the
House, have protested that their rights were going to be
infringed upon and endangered by the action of this Gov-
ernrnent and a ma jorily of this Parliament. Dominion
representation should be based on Dominion legislation. It
cannot be denied legally or constitutionally. Thi Bill pro.
poses to carry out that idea. t takes power to the Domin.
ion Parliament te establish a central authority and give to
this Parliament a Dominion represontation. That is the
truc idea. We are sometimes charged on this side as Con-
servatives or Tories-as they are pleased to call us-although
[ do not think I am a Tory, in tho old sense of the idea.

An hon. MEMBER. Oh yes, you are.
Mr. BEATY. I think I am a conserva tive Liberal.
Some hon. ME BERS. No, no.
Mr. BEATY. I think I am just as conservative a

Liberal as the hon. member for B>thwell, though I do not
think I am as revolutionary a Liberal as hoeis.

Mr. MILLS. You are supporting a revolutionary
measure.

Mr. BEATY. I go back to the Confederation Act, and I
hold that anything which Parliament orders strictly within
the lino of that constitution is not revolutionary. The
Conservatives do not fear the people; they were always
willing to go to the people-always willing te let the people
be heard. If there is any idea strong in the minds of our
party it is that we do not fear the people, because our
motto is to do justice to all and to maintain all the rights
of the people. That has been demonstrated since Confede-
ration by the length of time the Conservative party have
been in power. The people have not been blind. We have
no idea of tlking to the people as if they were duli and
stupid, as if they did not understand their own intereste, as
if they had to be looked after at every stage of our legisla-
tion, in a paternal fashion. That is net my idea; I am one
of the people myself, and I believe the people are as inde-
pendent as I am, that they have as strong rights as I
possoss, that they understand those rights, that they will
exercise them, and that if the people's rights are endan-
gered or destroyed the people will turn on those who
endangered or destroyed them.

Mr. MULOCK. No doubt about that.
Mr. BEATY. But they don't do it. It wis said in 1878

that the people's interests and rights were ing destroyed
and endangered, but the people returned by a large majority
the party who did not fear them. In 1882 they returned
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them again, notwithstanding the loud cries about the tariff,
the national railway, and the Administration-

An hon. MEMBER. And the gerrymander.

Mr. BEATY. And the gerrymander, and all the rest of
it. We believe in this great national work. We believe in
building up a nation on this continent, on this territory,
extending from the Atlantic to the Pacifie, as fertile a ter-
ritory as is open to the world to-day; we believe that we
should give those constitutional rights and liberties in the
highest degree, which no people enjoy equally with us
to-day. That is the idea. The people see that the ConsErva-
tive party and Government are with the instincts of the
people, that they are in sympathy with them, that they
want to carry out the ideas of the people, that they want to
lay the foundations of this nation broad and wide, and the
people know that the men who will do that bre those who
belong to the Conservative party. Now, I refer to the
Idea that this resolution does not affect the Provinces as
snch. In 1874 the Bill of the hon.gentleman for East York
took away, out of the fourteen items of the machinery which
constituted electoral representation to this Parliament-they
took away twelve, leaving only two. Yet the Opposition of
that time did not raise a howl, such as we hear now, as to
the infamy that was perpretated, or as to taking away or
destroying the liberties of the people, or that the Provinces
would ultimately secede from the Confederation. They
took all but two items ont of those which were given to the
Provinces for the time being as a temporary expedient-
taking them away in the effort to build up a national
edifice, which the Opposition began, and which, I believe,
was the only work of a national character which they ever
attempted. Now there is one thing in connection with this
question which is very strong and conclusive against this
idea of provincialism, and that is that the right and power
to legislate in this matter is in the Dominion Parliament.
That bas not been denied-it is admitted; and that being
the case, it is the duty, the obligation imposed on
the Dominion Parliament, to legislate on the subject.
WhilA it may be said that this party bas neglected
its duty, inasmuch as it did not so legislate when
it was in power so long, it is botter to do it now than
neglect it altogether-better late than never; so that the
charge of neglect of duty is the only one which can be
hurled against them in this connection. The obligation
resta with this Parliament, and not with the Pro-
vincial Legislatures any more than with the munici-
palities, or any power inferior to this Parliament.
That is an idea which, I think, will commend itself
to the intelligent masses of this country: that while
this Parliament has neglected its duty on both sides, and
when both parties were in power, it now romains for them
to do what should have been done long ago, instead of
standing up in a strong, concerted phalanx against this
measure, and saying: So far as we can, we will present
physical resistance to it from beginning to end, and prevent
it being carried into law and administered in any shape or
form . Now, the bugbear or hobgoblin of this whole meas-
ure is.the revising barrister, as presented by hon. gentle-
men opposite; and when I have heard this feature of the
Bill presented in the style in which it has been presented,
even by gentlemen of the profession, from the Opposition
benches, I have been simply astonished at their conception
of their own profession. When I hear the member for
Queen's, P. E. I. (Mr. Davies) whom I have always
believed and am willing to regard as a very respectable, able
and eloquent representative of the profession, talking in the
manner he has done, with other gentlemen on that side,
with reference to members of his own profession-stating
that they are not to be tolerated in connection with this
simple matter, that they are liable to sell themselves,
liable to become corrupted, liable to commit dishonest acts,

Mr. BAir,

liable to porjure themselves-that they are not only liable,
but will do it, and that they cannot help doing it-that
because they receive the appointment, it may ba from this
side of the House, they will destroy their reputation, and
repudiate the principles of honor that characterise every
respectable practitioner, I am astonished ; for I think the
people will admit that there is not a profession to be so
trusted in money matters as the legal profession. If the
people at large trust them with their money and their
property, do you suppose they will not trust them with
their rights in this matter ? I think they will; I
think there are more outside of the profession
who will trust them, if there are any within the profes.
sion who, I was going to say from their own feelings
and instincts, are not able to trust the members of that
profession which is so noble and just, and which does so
much for the country at large, not only in the courts but in
the Legislatures and in this Parliament. I did feel, I must
say, some indignation that hon. gentlemen opposite should
characterise the profession as utterly incapable, dishonest
and corrupt, in a matter of this kind, and that members of
the professon themselves were casting this stigma upon it.
Now, if an hon. gentleman from the Opposition, or any one
outside of this House, should suspect any person who should
be appointed to this office next year or the year after, and
should say that such a man has betrayed bis trust and
become corrupt, that is a case for inquiry; but to-recklessly
slander a whole profession in connection with this matter is
certainly not the way to commend the common sense argu-
ments which they wish us to believe they have used, to
people who are accustomed to take common sense views of
things. Now, the idea is presented, in a sort of argumenta-
tive way, that the courts of revision are honest. I do
not deny it; I think they are practically honest,
though there are occasionally those whose zeal dis-
arms their honesty, and who are notable to
carry out those principles which they themselves
think right. But tg say that the members of the legal pro-
fession, who are teobe appointed to this position to exercise
judicial functions, are any more to be charged with corruption
and dishonesty because they are the appointees of the Gov-
ernment than.are the judges of the land, the Superior Court
judges, who to-day have the trial of controverted
elections, is simply to distinguish things that do
not differ, and to try to find an argument when
no argument is to -be found. Gentlemen of the Oppo-
sition are prone in the press sometimes, and sometimes out
of it, to charge judges who carry on election trials, some of
them, with partiality and even with dishonesty; and if they
charge those hon. gentlemen who occupy those elevated
positions in the country, from their capacity and their legal
education, and not at the whim or caprice of any Govern-
ment or party, and who are there for life, during good
behavior, having a fixed salary-if they charge them with
dishonesty, will they not charge the lesser lights of the
profession, who may be appointed to do this work through-
out the country? And yet the one might be done just as
well as the other. There is no reason for charging any
gentleman who might be appointed to this position with
dishonesty; if he does a dishonest act he will be found out,
and receive punishment from this side of the louse as well
as from that side, as such a man would deserve. Now, if
the judges are appointed from the legal profession to try
controverted elections, to decide who should be members of
this House, why cannot members of the legal profession
decide who shall be voters ?

Mr. MILLS. Does the hon. gentleman oppose the trial
of controverted elections by the judges ?

Mr. BEATY. No.
Mr. MILLS. Well, will he tell us where the difference

is, between this legislature authorising the:provincial courts
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to try controverted electionsend this Legislature authoris-
ing the adoption of the provincial liste as the basis of our
electoral franchise ?

Mr. BEATY. I will tell the hon. gentleman. the differ.
ence. The judges are not provincial judges; they are
appointed by the Dominion Government and paid by it-

Mr. MILLS. They are provincial judges.
Mr. BEATY-and that is al] that is proposed by this Bill

-to appoint judges where they exist in the difforent
counties, and where they do not exist to appoint members
of the legal profession, or quas judges, if you please, to per-
form judicial functions. Now, I say this system is the
system of all systens which can be adopted in this
country to procure safety to the people, to maintain
their rights and to guarantee that they shall not
be infringed upon by any local coterie whatever;
but that a man in open court, with counsel on both sides,
with the public before him, with public opinion behind him,
will do his duty, animated by that principle of equity,
justice and conscience, whichhas ever animated the judiciary
of this country, whether high or low, in whatever position
they may occupy. I say that this system of appointing
judges and leading members of the profession, revising
barristers, for the purpose of making voters' lists, is the very
thing that will make these lists the people's voters'lists and
that will protect the people in thoir rights. I am quite will.
ing to trust this duty in the hand of any hon. gentleman
opposite who has been a momber of the legal profession for
five years, confident that he will do justice, confident that ho
will act impartiallyand righteously in the matter.

Mr. MULOCK. Would the hon. gentleman, if possible,
state any other constitutionally governed country where
this system that ho approves of is in force ?

Mr. BEATY. I think it is practised in England. Who
are the revising officers selected from in England ? Are
they not selected from the legal profession ? *

Mr. MILLS. They are selected by the judges. But who
appoints ours ?

Mr.BEATY. No matter who appoints them, whoappoints
the judges? Are they not appointcd from the party,
because of their party proclivities, because of their party
services and party distinction ? Certainly they are. Does
any man mean to say that because a gentleman, as Solicitor
General or Attorney General, has rendored great services, ho
cannot be entrusted with the administration of matters per-
taining to property and civil rights. I simply say that this
is the purest, the safest, the most competent tribunal, that
could possibly be selected by any country for the purpose
of accomplishing this duty. We have hoard a great deal
said about the terrible expense that this is going to inflict
upon the country. It is characteristic of mon who can see
nothing in favor of one party but everything in favor of
another. lion, gentlemen opposite remind me of that
description, that a greater man than I used, in reference to a
greater man than any of them, who, he said, was a "sophis-
tical rhetorician, inebriated with the exuberance of his own
verbosity." Hon. gentlemen opposite are inebriated by hear-
ing one another talk; their imaginations become heated ;
they do not take things coolly, and see them as they are,
and hence they go to work and say: Oh, this expense
will ruin the country, this will cost half a million
dollars a year. I do not know that any of them
went below half a million, but one went to $784,000.
What are the facts? lias any Government or Administra-
tion ever been carried on w;tnout expense ? Should a Gov-
ernment, on the ground of expense, not do its duty ?
Would the ground o expense be any reason for not sending
volunteers from the east to suppress the rebellion in the
west? l any consideration to be given to expense when

the rights and liberties of the peopie are in question ? Yet
hon. gentlemen opposite, with heir petty parish politios,
sec everything through the light of expense. With their
partisan patriotism, they talk of this country as if a few
dollars would settle the question one way or the other. That
is not the view to take of the matter; we view it in a broader
light. The hon. member for Monck (Mr. MeCallun) asked
how much this franchise debate was going to cost the
country. From the manner in which the Opposition are
carrying on this debate, I would say that it is costing the
country more than the revising barristers will coet the
country.

Mr. McMULLEN. Give us the items.
Mr. BEATY. I probably will. I will say the hon.

gentleman has probably cost the country more than hoei
worth, anyhow. I do not object to discuss-

Mr. MOMULLEN. Give us the items- what the increased
expense will be.

Mr. BOWELL. The hon. gentleman will get them when
the Supplementary Estimates come down.

Mr. MULOCK. I think we will get them before this
Bill passes.

Mr. McMULLEN. When hon. gentlemen make state.
ments of that kind, they should give us the items.

Mr. BEATY. Hon. gentlemen opposite remind me of at
elector in Ontario, at the last elections, who, when holad
gone home very late, was asked by his wife to explain.
" Oh !" said ho, " I have been singing Ontario, Ontario."
" I know," she replied " where you have been; yon
have been on a tear-io." flon. gentlemen opposite
have been singing the tune, only to a more monotonous
refrain. I do not object to it. It is the price of liberty, and
if we are to have liberty we must pay for it. I say if this
Bill is to be discussed until mideummer hon. gentlemen dis-
cussing it, if it cost the country a $1,000,000, 1 do not
object; I pay my share of taxation and am willing to pay
my share of this; if it be necessary for the purpose of
maintaining the rights of the people and the rights of Parlia-
ment, let it go on until Christmas. The party tactics of the
Opposition have, it seems to me, cost the country as
much as this Bill cau possibly cost it. If this Eill
is necessary to maintain iberty, a national representa-
tion in this Dominion Parliament, why talk of the
little expense in connection with it. Everything nocessary
to legislation and the administration of the law must be
attended to and must entail expense. Now, these extra-
vagant estimates of hon. gentlemen opposite cannot bo let
go unchallenged. There is no doubt whatever that the
revising officer can do all the work ho las to do in ton days,
in any county in Canada. How much would that cost all
through ? I hold that the revising officer in Toronto does
his work in two or threo days.

Mr. MULOCK. Do you mean riding or county?
Mr. BEATY. Bach election riding, certainly. Say it

will cost $20 a day; andhe bas more, 1 am sorry to say,
than our judges get in Ontario or in Quebec or the other
Provinces; and I charge the Government with neglect in
not giving the judges of the land a greater salary than they
do-that they only possess the salary to-day which they
had twenty or thirty years ago, when living, as everyone
knows, in cities in this country did not cost more than one-
half what it deos to-day. Tho Government should
bring down a Bill, and no one in this House should
object to an expenditure which would place the jndiciary
on a proper footing as to salaries, any more than he should
object to this, because these functionaries have interests
so directly, closely and strongly affecting the people, that
they should be kept in a position to do their duty freely,
impartially and without any di2oulty whatever, I eti.
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mate that the total cost will not exceed, for the 211 ridings, sense gentlemen like the meiber for West Toronto (Mr.
from $75,000 to $100,000 # year. Ten days, at $2j a day, Beaty) and myself. I have listened with a great deai of
in the 211 ridings-and I say this for the hon. member interest to his address to-night. We have got what we
for Wellington-would make $42,200. Ton days of a clerk, always get from him, a plain, common-sense, gentlemanly,
at $5, would make 810,550. Ton days. of a bailiif, at $2, quiet view of the question. You never get it presentel in
would make $4,220. Two copyists for lists, ton days at $2 any other light by the member for West Toronto. How-
each, would make $8,440. This would amount to $65,410. ever, like all the other gentlemen who have preceded him
Add $10,000 for printing, and contingencies of that char- on that side of the House, he deals most delightfully in
acter, and you have $75,000. I have no objection, if you generalities, and keeps away from the specific point so
like, to add $25,000, more and make it $100,000, for I think strenuously objected to by gentlemen on this aide of the
the result will well pay the cost, and the expense will obe fouse, and which I say fully justify the long list of adjec-
nothing in proportion to the advantages to be reaped by tives ho read to the House to-night. At the outset, ho
the country and by this Parliament from this national Bill charges gentlemen on this side of the House with questioning
giving a Dominion representation by Dominion legislation. the power of the Dominion Parliament to enact a Dominion
I do not propose to enter upon the items of the Bill, because franchise. I think ho overstated the case there. If ho had
they will come up in their order. I have only followed the listened to the statements of hon. gentlemen on this
tactics of hon. gentlemen opposite in the discun3ion of this Bide, as I have listened to them, I do not think ho would have
matter. They have been ruled to be in order over and over come to that conclusion As far as I am concerned, I have
again, and as I take it that ruling must ho cor- never once denied the power of this Parliament to enact a
rect, I have availed myself of the privilege in com- Dominion franchise. ln fact, this Parliament has already
mittee of dealing with these points, which hon. gentle- legislated in that direction and passed a Dominion Fran-
men have dealt with so largely, so elaborately and chise Act. But, while such is the case, gentlemen on this
se imaginatively during the last two or three weeks. side, white not denying the power of this Parliament to
It has been urged by a peculiar line of argument that hon. pass a Dominion Franchise Bill, have declared that the use
gentlemen, or at least one hon. gentleman on this side of of that power under prosent circumstances, is :inexpedient;
the House, said we were here to register the decrees of the and, in confirmation of their view, I need only point
Government. fie said that was so in a sense, and so I say. to the fact.that gentlemen opposite, after Confederation, hold
I endorse that idea. This Parliament was elected distinctly office for six years without once attempting to enact a
on a national basis, in reference to national questions, in Dominion franchise, except by introducing measures into
reference, even, to Imperial questions. The maintenance of this House and throwing them out again. More than that;
the Empire was a question, the unity of the Empire was a the right hon. gentleman who leads the Governitont
question, the consolidation of the Empire, in a sense, was a declared that the enactment of such a statute would require
question, not its disintegration, not the secession of the a whole Session to itself. They did what was wisest under
colonies. That is not the idea which we on this side enter- the circumstances; they took the franchise which they
tain as a party in relation to the Empire. We look upon it as found had worked so well up ta that time, and adopted it
a broad question, covering the destinies of the Anglo-Saxon as the franchise for the Dominion, and an experience of
race and of the people at large who are under the sway of the eighteen years has proved the wisdom of their course. The
sceptre of Queen Victoria, -the destinies of all people in all, hon. membe5 for West Toronto (Mr. Beaty) advances, as
the colonies as well as those who cluster around the Throne one of his arguments for a Dominion franchise, the variety
in London or in England. It is therefore a national ques- that obtains in the franchises of the different Provinces.
tion. The party was elected to present to this country Now, that is just the ground that we take why the pro-
a nationality on this northern part of the continent, with its vincial franchise should be retained-the variety of the
fivo millions of people now, and in ton years perhaps with its franchises in the different Provinces, the difficulty of recon-
ton millions, and in a few years more with its twenty mil- ciling the different franchises, of saying that one franchise
lions; and, as the United States have progressed in 100 years, instead of another shall be adopted. In Prince
until now they have their fifty millions, so we will increase Edward Island, for example, they have manhood
in the same way. .[t is in that view, as a great part of the suffrage; in other Provinces there are provincial
Empire, that we have been elected hore to maintain the qualifications, and there would be great difficulty
unity of the Empire; and, when I hear gentlemen talking in reconciling the views of the people of the different Pro-
now in regard to the federation of the Empire, I wonder vinces. If you take the Province of Quebec, for example,
what they mean. Have we not now the unity of the Empire ? we learn from statements made by hon, members from
What did we sejein the Soudan, when volunteers went from that Province that the people are very much opposed to
Australia, from England, Ireland and Scotland, from Canada female suffrage. But that question has taken a strong hold
and from the different parts of the Empire, for the defence of in Ontario, as well as in other Provinces, and it is a ques-
the flag ? Is that net sufficient to show the unity of the tion that, sooner or later, this House will have to face; and
Empire? This idea of the federation of the Empire must, it may ho that the pressure of public opinion in the other
therefore, have relation to something else than its unity. We Provinces may compel Quebec, against her will, if we are
are elected as a party to produce national resuits and national to have a Dominion franchise, to accept female suffrage as
legislation. That is the idea. We have done it in reference a part of that franchise. Again, we learn from the repre-
to our National Policy, in reference to our national highway, sentatives of the Province of Quebec that the people of
and in relation to national matters generally, and we are that Province are opposed to manhood suffrage. That is
doing it now with reference to the same ideas and objects, another question that is gaining rapidly in the other Pro-
in order to make a national representation, by giving a vinces. In the Province of Ontario the leader of the
qualification to such voters as this Parliament deems proper Opposition made a motion in its favor, at the last Session
to possess the highest right of a free man, in the exorcise o of the Legislature, and it was supported by his party; and
which this country has shown such wisdom, by sending a I have no doubt that in the Province of Ontario universal
majority to this Parliament to promote national measures su atrage will be the law of the ]and before many years have
and national prosperity. passed over. Now, we can easily understand how the Pro-

vinces that possess manhood suffrage as a provincial fran-
Mr. ARKiSTRONG. After the thunder we had in -the chise will demand that the same rights should be

early part of the evening, it is hardly to be expected that 1 extended to their voters in Dominion elections, and
1he committee will listen with patience to quietoommon. thus Quebeo may find herself against her will, compelled

Mr, BuTr,
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to accept manhood suffrage. So, taking the views
of the people of the different Provinces into consideration,
as-I believe we are bound to do in all legislation, it would
be wiser for us to retain the provincial franchises. The hof#.
member for West Toronto made a statement that surprised
me. He said we had nothing to do with the Provinces but to
let them alone, and therefore we ought to ignore the provin-
cial franchises. Well, if those are his honest sentiments, this
is the side of the House he ought to be on. Have we not
struggled for years and years in defence of that prin-'iple?
For years the Province of Ontario las been engaged in a
struggle against the Dominion Government to retain its
provincial rights, and it has only been able to wrench them
fron the grasp of the Dominion Government as the shop-
herd wrenches the lamb from the wolf. The money of the
Province has been frittered away, and has been expended to
pay the legal expenses of defending her and even her
soil against the Dominion Government. Thon, again,
the hon. gentleman says: Suppose Mr. Mowat had intro-
duced and carried a Bill like this, hon. gentlemen on
this side of the House would have to be satisfied with
it. Well, Sir, it is needless to answer any such supposi-
tion, because it is supposing the impossible. From ali
we know of Mr. Mowat, such a Bill as this could never
have emanated from him. In connection with the revising
barristers,the hon. gentleman accuses us of throwiuig a slur on
the legal profession. I have never heard that done. We are
proud to believe that amongst the legal profession you will
find, in proportion to their numbers, as many honest and
upright gentlemen as you will find in any other profession
in the cour try. But unfortunately they are not all of that
description. We believe that it is not from these honest
lawyers that the revising barristers will be chosen, but they
will be chosen fbr their fitness, for the work which it is
intended they shall perform, and that is the reason why we
object to this clause. If we can have the list prepared in
some such way as it is prepared now, so that we can have
an appeal to the county judge, as is now allowed in some of
the Provinces, and if we can get the pernicious Indian clause
struck out of this Bill, I, for one, will cease to oppose the
Bill. While regretting that this enormous expense should
be incurred, I should content myself with protesting and
voting against it, and let the matter go. But we have no
evidence that the Government intend to accede to any suchl
modifications. The Bill is before us, and we have to discuss
it as we find it. The hon. gentleman tells us that the
revising barristers wil most likely be honest and upright
men. Well, suppose they are. Is it right, even on that
supposition, that such an unlimited power should be entrusted
to any class of mon, no matter how honest? Now, I do not
mean to cast. any slur upon the judges of the land.
We know we are blessed with upright judges; but from ail
of them there is a right of appeal. As the Bill is drawn,
there is no appeal from the revising barrister, unless he
pleases to allow one on questions of law. One of the objec-
tions to the present Bill is that in almost every Province it
will disfranchise large numbers of persons, and those among
the most intelligent classes. In comparing the Bill with the
Ontario Act, one of the large classes that will be disfran-
chised are the sons of landowners. Under this Bill it is
provided that persons holding property shall enjoy the fran-j
chise. If the owner's son is interested in the business ho
may not exercise the franchise, bocause there is no provision
to give it to him. Under the Ontario Act it is provided that
property-holders' sons, and even grandsons, sons-in-law and
step-sons shall be enfranchised, if the propertyis of sufficient1
value. Ail these;people will,therefore, be disfralchised by thei
present Bill. It has been objected that the people of Ontario1
do not at present enjoy those rights because the provincial1
Act will not come into operation till the end of thisi
year. That objection, however, is a frivolous one, as the
new voters' lists will not be available till thon. Another
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class that will be disfranchised are the school teachers.
Prom the report of the Minister of education of last year, I
find there are 2,553 teachers in Ontario. Under this Bill
their qualification is $400 a year. The average salary
of male teachers, in rural sections, I find to beS8394; so a
very large number of them will bo disfranchised. Another
class that will be disfranchised are wage-earners, of whom
we have a large class in Ontario. Some, no doubt, are immi-
grants, intending to make this country their home; they
are men hired out as laborers among farmers and in othor
callings, who earn $250 a year. That embraces 99 out of
every 100 of tho farm laborers in Ontario. There is pro-
vision madi th1ia board, lodging ani other advantages
shall be counted in ; so that under the Ontario Act
almost every such individual is entitled to the franchise
Now, Sir, 1 want to draw particular attention to this matter.
These wage-earners in Ontario are composed very largely of
farmers' sons, who are not too proud to hiro eut and work
for their neighbors, as many of thoir fathers did before them.
They begin thoir life in that way, in order to gather some-
thing together to give themselvos a start, and they take a
manly and honorable way of making a start in life. I have
had many such working for me. They are not ignorant
young mon; they are men who, in their father's house, have
hd the 1lvantage of a good public school education, the
advantage of reading the public papers, because there is
scarcely a house in Ontario where these are not taken, and
where politics are not discussed. They have had all the
advantages which the institutions of Ontario present-and
she is well supplied with public institutions for that purpose
-for gathering information and knowledge,and I an hiappy
to say that thoy generally avail themsolves of them. I have
found it nothing unusual to have these young men, whom I
have had in my employ, hurrying through their work on an
ovening, in order to take part in those literary institutions
they have in the country-it may be in reading
cither their own compositions or the essays of others,
or debating the public questions which come up in these
institutions for discussion. Still, if this Bill becomes law,
these men would bo disfranchised under it. About twelve
months ago I was travelling on the railway, and I met the
reeve of one of the wealthy municipalities of the west, a
gentleman who is largoly engaged in manufacturing brick.
fHe owns throe brick yards, and runs an extensive business.
As labor was scarce a year ago last summer, I asked him if
ho did not find it difficult to procure laborers for his brick
yards, as ho required many of thom. He said: "No, I do
not ; I make it a point, wherever I can get them-and I
generally succeed in getting as many as I want-to employ
farmers' sons." fHe told me, as many others have told me,
that these were the best possible men he could get for any
employment fie put it this way: "I find that one of them
is just worth two imported laborers. They are the men who
give the most satisfaction; they take an interest in their
work; and they are men who can go to thoir father's
houses on a holiday, dress themselves in a good suit of
clothes, and take their father's horse and carriage, enjoy
their holiday, and then go back to the brick yard the next
day." These are the men this Bill aims at; and if it
becomes law they must be disfranchised. These are
some of the roasons why we prefer the franchise which
obtains in Ontario, and why we oppose the passing of a
Dominion franchise, Now, Sir, I wish just to ask who it is
that this Bill proposes shall take the place of these voters.
This is a most astonishing feature in the Bill-that these
intelligent classes shall bo disfranchised, and that their places
shall be taken by the Indians, those who are the wards of
the Government, who cannot either speak or write the
lan guages in which polities are discussed, who know nothing
about our institutions or politics, who are dependent on the
Government, from their cradle to their grave, who cannot
perform any of the acts of citizenship, except under
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the control of the Government, who are unacquainted
with the usages of citizenship, who pay no taxes,
who contribute nothing to the revenue-this Bill proposes
that these people shall take the place of the intelligent
gentlemen who will be disfranchised by it. Yet, we are
accused of obstruction because we protest against anything
so unjust and absurd. I ask if we are not justified in using
every legitimate means in preventing the passage,
or securing the amendment of a Bill so monstrous
as this. The hon. member for West Toronto
(Mr. Beaty) makes light of the question of expense.
He differs most materially fron the estimate whih
hon. gentlemen on this side have made of the pro-
bable expense of carrying out this Act. He sets it down at
$100,000. Well, Sir, all I have to say is this, that ho is
very moderato in his estimate. But ho only takes the sum
which this Government will have to pay out, and even thon,
I believe, he has not estimated one-fourth of it. There are
other expenses which have to be considered as well as the
money this Government pays. There is all the trouble
and expense to the people, and if you look at the Act you
will find that the lower assessed people, those who are the
poorest, are those upon whom these expenses are likely to
come. The men who have to travel a long distance in
order to secure their right to the franchise, the mon who
are least able to pay for it, are those who will be encum-
bered with these expenses. But, Sir, I hold, and I think it
is capable of proof, that the bon. gentleman was far below
the mark in his estimate of what the actual cost will be.
But, suppose ho was right, unless some great good was
going to be secured, some great advantage which has never
yet been shown, will be secured, unless more than a more
fanciful uniformity is going to be secured, is this House justi-
fied in incurring such an expense at the present time ? There
is not a man in tho House who, if ho looks at the position
in which we are placed, with regard to our financial affairs,
at the present time, at the character of the people who pay
this expense, but must come to the conclusion that thisi
House is not justified in incurring any such expenditure.
But, Sir, there are other features which are far worse than
the expenditure. That is a matter which might be got over.
Heavy as it is, beavy as it is likely to ho, that matter might
be got over. It may ho that the Act may sometime or
other be repealed, or that the country may become more
wealthy and more able to bear the expense, but there are
other features of it which connot b estimated by any
money expenditure. I do not know whether hon. gentle-i
men oppobite have noticed it as much as I have, but I have1
noticel that for years past you can scarcely take up a pub-(
lic periodical without finding instances recorded of menà
forfeiting the confidence that has been reposed in them
and taking the funds belonging to institutions that have
been entrusted to them, and using tbem for their ownj
special purposes. Some of them leave the country and othersi
land where all such men ought to land. We are surprised ati
it; but is there anything surprising in it when men occupy-
ing the highest positions in the country are guilty of such
acts as this, such acts as the infamous gerrymander, such1
acts as the Pacific scandal, where a great public trust was(
sold by the men to whom it was committed, in order to get
funds to corrupt the electors ? Is that different from men
lower down in the scale appropriating that which does not1
belong to them? This question is one that cannot be esti-i
mated by dollars and cents; it is a great moral question. So
long as a man, who de bauches public opinion, who teaches that1
there is nothing higher in public life than party, who teaches1
that any measure, no matter how unjust or howmean it is in1
its provisions-that anything a party may do to get funds to
secure the elections, that everything is right which tends1
to continue the party in power-so long as such a man or
a party act on such principles, is it anything surprising thatJ
men in a lower scale should take the lesson fnom them? i

Mr. AIMSTRONG.
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The moral aspect of this measure is worse for the country
than any money losses that is going to be entailed by it. I
do not intend to take up the time of the flouse any longer
atthis time. I merely wished to enter my protest against
the passage of this Bill, with these featuros in it, and to give
the reasons why the provincial franchise in Ontario should
be continued, and 1 think it would be wise to apply the
same principle to every other Province in the Dominion.

Mr. MULOCK. The hon. member for West Toronto
(Mr. Beaty) favored the House at some length with his
views as to the duties of this Parliament. He ventured to
give his opinion as to the relative powers and duties of the
Local Logislatures -and of the 1 ominion Parliament. Ho
began bis address by announcing that he was not a parish
or municipal politician, but that ho was in favor of protect-
ing the rights of every part of our constitutional system,
and that we had nothing to do with the Provinces, except
to leave their rights alone; and having very fully amplified
that position, ho concluded his argument by saying that
that was the truc position. I agree with the words ho
uttered, that it is the duty of this Parliainent to leave the
rights of the Provinces alone; but I am sorry to say that I
cannot judge him altogether by lis words. I think it
is right to sec how far the bon. gentleman believes
in those utterances by referring to some of bis own
acts. He says we should leave the Provinces in the full
enjoyment of their rights. Has he ever done so?
He publicly announced himself, years ago, as opposed
to the federal system ; ho was in favor of one central Govern-
ment for the whole of Canada; a logislative union at one time
was the only system of government for Canada that met
with his approval. He appears to have got rew light in
the abstract; but what has been bis record ?. What was bis
action in regard to sorne conflicts that have taken place
between the Dominion of Canada and the Province of
Ontario, a large ani important portion of which he repre-
sents. in this House ? It is not long since ho appeared on a
public platform and endorsed.,the action of this Government
in seeking to abstract from the Province of Ontario a large
portion of its territory, which has since been declared its
property by the highest tribunal known to us; neither was
ho above taking his place on a public platform and endorsing
the action of this Government in disallowing what is gener-
ally known as the Streams Bill; and it is within the know-
ledge of every member of this House that there was no
more faithful supporter of the McCarthy Act in this
Chamber than the hon. member for West Toronto. What
did these measures' meap ; were they not directly
aimed at interfering with the rights of the Provinces ?
The hon, gentleman, by his voice and vote, endea-
vored to strip the Provinces of their constitutional
rights-rights that, both before and since, have been doter-
mined as theirs, and yet to-day ho tells us that he is the true
expouent of the functions of this Parliament-that ho alone
gives the true explanation of the relative duties and obliga-
tions and powers of the various Provinces, when he says
they must b left in the enjoyment of' their rights. Who
cares for a defender who, with his lips, asserts one thing,
and with bis vote and influence acts otherwise ? The hon.
gentleman announced a curious proposition. He says that
ho measures the duty of this Parliament by its power-that
it is in the power of this Parliament to declare its fran-
chise, and that boing in its power, this Pailiament is bound
to exorcise that power-that because it bas the power it
has the corresponding obligation; and ho defends this logis.
lation on the ground that it is not a matter of discretion
whether this Parliament shall exercise the power that is now
being invoked or not-that it cannot shrink from this duty,
because it bas the constitutional power to do what is asked
for. Now, we need not press that argument, for it carries
its answer in the statement of it. Look at the Con-
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federation Act and see the powers that are vested in this
Parliament. Ever since Confederation Parliament has
been legislating, according as the conditions of the people
demanded ; but, if we adopt the reasoning of the hon. mem-
ber for West Toronto and apply it as he desires it should
be applied, we are bound every day to do what we have the
power to do. We have the power by one Act to repeal
every Act of Parliament that was passed by this Dominion.
The inference to be drawn from the principle laid down by
the member for West Toronto (Mr. Beaty) is that therofore
we should do this absurd and ridiculous act. I am sorry
the hon. gentleman bas left the House, for there are other
matters to which I would like to refer, but which I will
abstain from referring to during bis absence. Public opinion,
he said, was against the action of the Opposition, and the
evidence he gives of that is that a laboring man, whom ho
did not know and who did not know him, told him that the
way the Opposition wero going on was ridiculous. Prob-
ably that laborer was a man of the dandelion brigade. The
bon. gentleman asked where is the excitement in
country against the measure ? There is none, ho
says, in this city. Well, while I think there is
a great deal in Ottawa to be proud of, Ottawa is not Canada.
Canada possesses many millions of people, and of all the
places that are apt to be under governmental influence
Ottawa is the principle one. The bon. gentleman said ho
knew something of municipal machinery. I have no doubt
ho does; he has had a good deal to do with municipal machi-
nery, and municipal machinery bas bad a good deal to do
with him. Proba!bly bis intimate acquaintance with the
machiLe bas had something to do with his being able to
stand up bore to-day. The hon. gentleman spoke highly of
his constituency, but I think ho shows very little gratitude
towards it when ho asks to have the power taken from it
which it now possesses. He said ho represents one of the
most intelligent constituencies in Canada. I do not think,
however, we can draw from that the inference ho wishes us
to draw. I remember the story of the man who said he had
married the daughter of a celobrated philosopher. "I am
sorry," replied the other, "you have not married the philo-
sophy." The spirit of conservatism, according to the hon.
gentleman, is to conserve all rights ; and imbued with this
spirit,he launched out into a panegyric of the revising officer,
who is to be the great proserver of righ ts. flow bas the hon.
gentleman shown his desire to preserve rights whilo in this
House ? Where was his vote when the Gerrymandering Bill
was forced brough Parliament ? What stand did ho take
in the attempt to rob Ontario of a certain portion of ber
territory ? Can he justify bis conno.tion with the McCartby
Act? Until the hon. gentleman can clear bis reputation
of these stains ho can hardly expect to have much
weight attached to his words when ho says it is the great
party of conservatism who preserve the rights of the
people. The bon. gentleman says the Opposition have cha-
racterised the legal profession as unscrupulous and corrupt.
I challenge him or any of bis friends to name any hon.
gentleman on this side who has made any such a charge.
It speaks very little for the intelligence of the hon. gentle.
man if he cannot discriminato between criticism of a moasure
and criticism of the imperfect machinery for carrying it out.
If we do not choose willingly to place unlimited power in
the hands of any set of men, why should ho complain? If
this power is to ho given to the revising officers, from whom
is is to be taken away ? Why.is ho so anxious to take the
power from the municipal officers ? Whatever criticism
ho can direct against us as objecting to the new tribunal
we can direct against him as objecting to the existing
tribunal. He occupies some vantage ground in reference
to this matter. He says ho is intimately acquainted with
the machinery of the municipal system, and argues from
that standpoint that the machinery should be taken from
the municipal bodies. If he is proceeding upon good

evidence, it is rather a reflection upon that municipal
system of which, until recently, he formed a considerable
part. When I asked him if ho could name any constitu-
tionally governed country in which such a system prevailed
as was sought to ho imposed upon Canada, ho cited Eng-
land, and stated that there revising officers were appointed
to do the duties that are teobe done by the revising officers
bere; but when he was asked who appointed the revising
offleers in England, ho declined to answer that question.
Was that candid? He knew he was misrepresenting
the position in England, and he branched out into
generalities, ard asked whether we did not appoint
lawyers to be judges. The position of a judge is
entirely different from that of a revising barrister,
A jiidge is choson, not to do the will of a particular
party, but to administer the law between' individuals.
In the appointment of a judge the Government has no
temptation to make an unwise appointment, as it knows
that the best appointment it can make will be4t serve its
interests, and we therefore have always, in the choice of
judges, a guaran tee, from interest alone, that the Government
wili make the best possible choice; but when it comes to
the revising officers, the case is entirely different. The
revising offlcer is chosen by the Government to do a certain
work, in which the Government is directly interested, and
the revising officer does not cease on his appointmont teobe
an ordinary citizen, taking bis share in all the political
affairs of the country. How different is the case of a judge.
Do we know of any judge who, during the period of his
occupying the bonch, bas degraded it by embarking in trade,
commerce or politics ? All these things are left aside, and in
this country up to the present time everyjudge bas attempted
to wear his ermine unsullied. But the revising officer will
still be free to take bis share in the political struggles of the
country, ho will still be one of the competitors in the race
of life with bis fellowmen. The two positions are absolutely
incomparable, and it is to be regretted that tho hon. momber
for West Toronto (Mr. Beaty) bas not yet been able to see the
distinction between the two classes of mon. I arm glod to
see that the bon. member bas roturned to the Chamber.
He has made a discovery that no other man in Canada has
made, unless it may be the person who conceived this
measure. There is no member on bis own side of the
flouse who, in private conversation, defends the scheme for
the appointment of the revising officor, there is not one but
tells us that that scheme must be amended. One may say
that the time may come whon the Grits will be in power
and ho would be extremely loath to leave such power in
their hands Othors say the scheme is not right, and it is
wrong to leave so much power in the hands of one man.
There is not a newspaper that bas defended the scheme
fairly and candidly. The whole independent press of Canada
has denounced it. The leading press in the city of Toronto
bas denounced it. Members of the Conservative party have
openly denounced it on the floor of this House. The
Opposition have denounced it. No individual member bas
defended it in its entirety, until it came to the lot of the
hon. member for West Toronto to speak, and ho made the
grand discovery that the scheme was the best, the most
competent and the purest tribunal that could be found.

Mr. BEATY. Hear, hear.

Mr. MULOCK. He still endorses it. Ie goes on to
speak of the matter of costs. He tells us that this scheme, at
best, wil not cost more than $75,0000, but in order to make
it even money ho says $8100,000. Well, I know ho is a gen-
tileman who deals in large figures, and a few thousands, more
or less, is of little consequence to him; but they may be of
some consequence to the people who have to pay this money.
The hon. gentleman, however, did not attempt to show that
the country would derive any benefit from this expenditure;
ho did not direct a single argument to show what good was
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to flow from this measure. He indulged in some wide gen-
eralities about Great Britain and the glorious constitution,
etc. Le is certainly a giant with a most vivid imagination.
I suppose, from his willingness to throw away this $100,000,
that he knows of some hidden mine in this country whore
the people can obtain all the money they wish. The bon.
gentleman made a trip to England last year, and visited the
town of Plymouth. As a native Canadian he addressed the
people there, who he considered to be unsophisticated people,
who work honestly for a living, who givo a day's work for a
day's pay. Well, the hon. gentleman told them about Canada,
and I have no doubt ho spread discontent amongst many of
the hardy toilers in Plymouth.

Mr. BEATY. After I told them what Canada was, a
gentleman at the dinner table said "Let us all go to
Canada." '

Mr. MULOCK. It appears, then, that this hon. gentle-
man's speech was made after dinner, and I suppose that
accounts for the character of his remarks. Now, let us see
what the hon. gentleman said to the people of Plymouth at
this banquet. Speaking of the North-West, ho said:

"There are mines of gold, of silver, of copper and precions stones-
All you have to do is to go and pick them up. The gold lies there in the
beda of the rivera, shining in the gladness of the noon-day sun, and all
you have to do is to pick it up and put it in your pocket."
What a beautiful view! How literally correct!

Mr. BEATY. It is literally correct.

Mr. MULOCK. This Sinbad reminds us now of a beauti.
ful picture. Why is it that these Plymouth people are not
ail in Canada to-day ? lHow reliable this gentleman's
evidence must be! Hlow founded upon fact! Hiow sound
his judgment!1 How well ho may boast that ho reprosents
one of the most intelligent constituencies in Canada!1 Now,
Mr. Chairman, 1 object to this Bill, because it interferes with
the rights we have horetofore enjoyed. I have bard
hon. gentlemen say that this Bill would not disfran-
chise any people, to any extent, in the older Provinces.
Now, let us compare the franchise of this Bill with
the franchise oi the Province of Ontario. As a
resuit of that comparison, I find that this Bill will
disfranchise a large number of people in the Province of
Ontario. The Dominion Bill requires that a person must
possess real estate to the value of $300 in cities and towns
to have a vote, while the provincial Act doclares that $200
worth ofreal estate in cities and towns shail entitle a person
to vote. There are not as manypeople owning property
worth $300 as $200, and therefore you disfranchise all those
who own less than $300. Under the local Act it is provided
that any person who is a householder shah be entitled to
vote; and by householder is meant any person who is rosi-
dent in a city or town, and who bond fide occupies a dwelling
for his use. That is a very wide provision. There is no
such provision in the present Bill, and therefore all per-
sons who do not pay the amount of rental mentioned in
clause 3 will be disfranchised. Hon. gentlemen oppo-
site claim that by this Bill the Dominion controls its own
franchise. The Bill declares that persons in a town shaîl
vote on a certain qualification and persons in villages and
townships under a diterent qualification. But who is to de-
clare what is a town and what is a vihiage? Certainly not
this Parliament. So, after this House has established the rates
of qualification for the various communities there still
romains in the Local Logislatures the power of entirely up-
setting your calculations by saying that this town bore-
after shall be a village, this village a town, and so on. Who
has control of the franchise, thon? This shows clearly that
this Parliament, if it adopted this Bill would establish a fran-
chise of an arbitrary character, and one that would not
prove to bear equally on the people of the different Provinces.
The Dominion census of 1881 gives a list of cities, towns
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and villages, with their populations, and the figures show
how absolutely impossible it is for Parliament, on the lines
indicated by this Bill, to establish a just franchise. It
appears there are thirty-seven cities and towns in Canada
having a population each of 5,000 and upwards. In the
various Provinces no regular system bas been adhered to;
in some of the Provinces we have towns with simi-
lar populations to villages in other Provinces. I will show
this by the following list taken from the consus: Nova Scotia
-Shelburne, town, population 2,055 ; Marshall, town, 1,077;
Windsor, town, 3,019; Truro, town, 3,461; Pictou, town,
3,403; New Glasgow, town, 2,595; Mill Village, village,
3,340. New Brunswick-St. George, town, 3,412; St.
Andrews, town, 2,128; St. Stephens, town, 2,338; Mill-
town, town, 1,6ô4; Ulpper Mills, town, 318. Quebec--
Schoolbred, village, 369; Escuminac, village, 229; Gaspé,
village, 324; Rimouski, town, 1,417; Fraserville, town,
2,291; Cacouna, village, 648; Kamouraska, village, 771;
Bien Village, village, 1,020; Lauzon, village, 3,560; Lot-
binière, village, 2,000; Plessisville, village, 774; Larochelle,
village, 370; Nicolet, town, 3,710; St. Ours, village, 808;
Iberville, town, 1,847; Varennes, town, 1,788; Longueuil,
town, 2,355; Beauharnois, town, 1,499; Lavaltrie, village,
1,385; Berthier, town, 2,150; St. John Baptiste, village,
now I believe a town, 5,732; Terrebonne, town, 1,398;
L'Orignal, village, 853; Morrisburg, village, 1,719; Pres-
colt, town, 2,995; Merrickville, village, 1,819; Richmond,
village, 1,639; Arnprior, village, 2,147; Garden Island,
village, 495; Bath, village, 546; Fergus, village, 1733.
Now, if any man analyses these figures he will find some
very curious results. I will not turn over all the combi-
nations, but I would just invite the attention of the hon.
member for East Hastings, who asks if he could not get
it all from the census himself-I ask him if he thinks it
riîght that a town having a smaller population than a village
should require a larger qualification for its inhabitants than
is required for the inhabitants of a village. For example, take
the town of Marshall, in Nova Scotia, which las a popula-
tion of 1,077, according to the census of 1881. The owner of
real estate in that town, in order to have a vote, must have
his real estate valued at the sum of $300. If, on the the
other hand, you take the village of Arnprior, in Ontario,
which has a population of 2,147, a resilent of Arnprior hold-
ing property worth $200 will, under this Bill, have a vote,
and yet the owner of the property in Marshall will not have
a vote, unless his property is worth $100 more. On what prin-
ciple is that done ? You are endeavoring to apply, an
arbitrary system to a very complex system of affairs. So
we may take Milltown, which bas a population of 1,664.
Each of the inhabitants of Milltown must be the owner of
property worth $300 in order to have a vote, whilst, if the
Legislature were to choose to cancel the Act of incorporation,
and make that place a village, a far greater number would
have a vote. These facts simply convince me that the
scheme adopted is not a just one, under all the circumstances
exsting in the Dominion. Take some other towns in the
Province of Quebec. Take the town of Rimouski, with a
population of 1,417, and St. Ours, with a population of 808,
and so on. There are many villages in the Province having
populations in excess of the population of those towns, and
yet because they are called villages the franchise is lower
than if they were t owns. Yet hon. gentlemen are declar-
ing that this Bill is worthy of support, because it gives the
Dominion Parliament control over its own franchise. We
find it full of absurdities at this stage. Take the converse
case. Take, for instance, a town of which I know some-
thing-Newmarket, which lad a population, according to
the census of 1881, of 2,006. If we take Milltown village,
N.B., it had a population at that time of 2,240.
Lotbinière, in the Province of Quebec, had a population of
2,010, and at St. Jean Baptiste, a population of 5,574; these
three last being villages, and all of them having a popula-
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tion in excess of the population of Newmarket at that time.
Now, any one owning property in any one of these villages,
to the value of $200, under this Bill, would be entitled to a
vote ; but the unfortunate resident of Newmarket carinot
have a vote if he owns property worth less than 8300. You
are endeavoring to provide a scheme applicable to varions
Provinces; and you forget, when you use the words cities,
towns, and incorporated villages, that you refer to institu-
tions existing simply by the will of the Local Legislatures.
I object to this scheme, then, not for that reason alone, but
I do object to it for the reason, which must have impressed
itself on the minds of hon. gentlemen, that the scheme is an
iucomplete one. Not only is it incomplete, but, in my
opinion, it cannot, on the present lines, be made moire com-
plete. I fail to see how you eau provide an equitable and
just scheme for all the electors of Canada, from ocean to
ocean, basing that scheme simply on property. It may be
considered a general scheme in the abstract. The hon.
member for West Toronto boasted of it as a general
scheme. Well, it is a general scheme, but there is
too much of the scheme about it ; and taking it
as it is offered to us, I submit that the Bill does not offer a
scheme that can be general and fair in its application to all
the people. The conditions of our people between the two
oceans are so varied and different that it is almost impos-
sible, by any such crbitrary system as this, to establish
what eau be considered a jut scheme. Now, there is aui
attempt to deal with a cei tain set-as, for instance, the fish-
ermen. I have no objection to the fishermen having credit
for their boats and fishing appliances, in order to enfranchise
them ; on the contrary, I entirely approve of that portion of
the measure. But it is idle to call this a general scheme,
when that feature must ne2essarily be local in its applica-
tion. The trouble has been that there is an attempt in this
particular instance to legislate for a class only, and the
framer of this Bill seemed to forget that there were other
classes whose whole wealth, or the principal portion of it,
were invested in the implements with which they earn their
daily bread. Take the Province of Ontario, and when you
go back from the shores of Lake Ontario and the other
waters of that Province, there are no fihormen. It is
idle to tell the inlanders of Ontario that they can get
votes on their fishing nets or boats, for they have neither
one nor the other. If the equipments used for the
purpose of earning a living are to be valued, why
is there nothing of that kind with regard to landsmen-
the people of my Province, the people of the great towns, or
the young men in the back districts, many of whom invest
a considerable portion of their capital in chattel propeity?
One man owns a horse and cart; lie may be merely a
lodger in a bouse; why is he not entitled to have bis hor-e
and cart valued as well as the fisherman to have his boat ?
Why is not the mechanies' kit of tools, taken into con-
sideration ? You talk of a general scheme, which is not
within the reach of the majority of the people; it is
boasted of because it is general on paper. But it is himited
in its application. In the neighborhood of the Lake of the
Woods and in the Rocky Mountains there are considerable
mining interests, the owners of which have been entirely
overlooked by this Bill. Apart from the evidence lurnished
by the hou. member for West Toronto, where is the evi-
dence of public opinion in support of this Bill ? Outside of
the interested evidence of those who advocate it, •the only
evidence is the evidence of one unknown man. What
evidence have we that the public are against thiis measure ?
Day after day, we find the time of this flouse largely taken
up with the presentation of petitions against it.

Mr. WHITE (ELastings). Oh, dear, dear.
Mr. MULOCK. The hon. member for East Hastings

seems to attach very little importance Io that mode of
expressing public opinion; but it is probable, when he
examines the petitions that come from East Hastings-

Mr. WHITE. Lot them come; East Hastings is all
riglht.

Mr. MULOCK-he will have reason to feel that he las
under valued that expression of opinion. He will find on
t!be petitions the names of a good many gentlem.'n who
helped to place him where he is to-day, and it will be time
enough for him to belittie them after that. Hlave there
been any public meetings in favor of this measure ?

Mr. COCHRANE. There were two at Brockville, and
they had to adjourn.

Mr. M ULOCK. In favor of this measure ?
Mr. COCHRANE. In opposition to it.

Mr. MULOCK. That was not the fate of any meetings
called against the measure. I bave seen accounts ln
the publie press of rousing meetings, at which strong
resolutions have been carried, denouncing the measure;
and in one of the papers 1 saw a lettor from a prominent
Conservativo who had attended one of those meetings,
and who afterwards, being asked by a number of bis Con-
servative frionds why ho had doue so, answore them all
collectivoly by writing a letter to the newspaper, setting
forth why ho condemned this measure; and when ho came
to the question of the revising offluer he stated that
language failed to enable him to express his disapproval of
that provision of the Bill. I would also call your atten-
tion to some of the utterances of the press, and in doing so
I will not ref'er to any newspaper which is, so far as I know,
a supporter of the Liberal party. I have only two or throe
cuttings that I have picked up during the last few days.
The Montreal Herald is controlled and, I presume, owned
by the hon. member for Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell),
an able supporter of this Government, and one who, unlike
the bon. member for King's (MIr. Foster), does not under-
take to endorse overything that the Government may
choose to submait. That paper deals with this measure and
with the queston of the day in its issue of the 2nd of May,
1885. (The bon. gentleman read the extract.) I will
read an extract from the Newmarket Era, of the 8th
of May, 1885; it is a thoroughly independent journal,
and in its preceding issue it spoke approvingly of the
Franchise Bill. (The hon. gentleman read the extract.)
In that article you have temperate language and with it a
condemnation of this measure. Thon, if we take some of
the Toronto papers that are independent in character, we
find heyareofthesametenor. Take thoToronto Telegram,
an independent journal; perhaps the hon. member for West
T'oronto (Mr. Beaty) will admit it is an independent
journal, with strong leanings towards the Conservative
party. The Telegram, on the 7th, said ; (The hon. gentleman
read an extract from an editorial of the Telegram published
on the 7th). That is the opinion of an absolutely indepen-
dent jou-rnal, with the exception that if it has any leanings
at alIl they are Conservative. Thon I can give you the
evidence of the Toronto World; perhaps the hon. gentleman
for West Toronto will not discredit that paper. It is a
newspaper that, at the general elections of' 1882, sup-
ported the Conservative party in the city of Toronto
and throughout the country, and continues to give it
riuch liberal support. Its article is as follows: (The
hon. gentleman then read an article from the World).
The rest of the article deals with the Canadian Pacific Rail-
way, and appiroves of the policy of the Governrment in deal-
ing with that railway. You will observe that the last
article I read purports to give the opinion of the indepen-
dent press of' Canada. The last quotation with which I
will trouble the committee is from the Week, of 14th May,
1885, a journal which ia independent in its polities:

" A statesman must be at a loss for practical subjects eof legislation
when he goes out of his way to abolish an anomaly which la not alo an
evil. It cannot be said that the anomalies of the franchise in the
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d ifferent Provinces were evils ; not a word of complaint respecting them
had been heard. It is probable that, if their history were examined, they
would be found to be not merely accidental but adjustments in some
measure to social or econominal peculiarities. When the question is
put, each Province seems to wish to xemain as it is, and Tory delegations
give a party assent to equalisation only on condition tLat their own
Province shall be left out. To bring on a political crisis with a military
criais already in existence, merely for the sake of forcing on everybody a
uniformity which nobody desires, was su rely not the part of a statesman.
Unfirtunately the measure cannot be called purposeless; the longer the
discus ion lasts the more clearly it appears that there was an object, and
that the object was, under color of regulating the franchise, to perpetuate
the ascendency of the party now in power. The proposal to enfranchise
the Indiaus speaks for iteelf: these poor pensioners of the commonwealth
muet needs vote with the meal bag, which l in the hande of the agents
of the Government, and more than one constituency might probably be
strangled by their vote. The aim of the fiemale suffrage clause was
revealed by Sir John A. Macdonald himself when he told a deputation that
the Conservative party in England was a unit in favor of the measure.
The Conservative party in England is not yet by any means a unit in
favor of the measure, but the managers have recently taken it up in the
hope of party gain, believing that the women would vote Tory under
clerical influence, and Lord Beaconsfield, from the same motive, used to
support it by bis silent vote and bis clandestine influence, though he
never ventured to support it in a speech. That, however, which bears
most distinctly the mark of a sinister policy is the provision for the
appointment of revising barristers to draw up the list of voters and decide
u;.on the titte to vote, which bas called forth widespread and most reason-
able indignation. The revisingbarristers are to be appointed all at once
by Sir John Macdonald, under the conventional alias of the Gove-nor
General in Council; there is to be no appeal from their decision except
with their owa consent, nor any means practically of getting rid of them
so long as they continue to serve the interests of the party by the head
of which they are appointed. In England the revising barristeri are
appointed by the judges, and hold their offices only for one year. The
patro: age of course will be exercised on the strict party principle, and
ill-omened names are already heard. We have seen enough to be con-
vmuee. tLat such nomioees would shrink at a pinch from no disregard
ot eleutorai right.s, and that the more unscruplous the service they ren-
dered the surer would be their reward. If the Canadian people submit
to such treatment they will show themselves bad guarcians of their free-
dom; but their minds have been so perverted by party influence that
there is no saying what they may do wi:h their birthright if party calls
for the sacrifice. In the United 8tates there would be always a hope of
reversal in the Senate, and at present there would be the certainty of a
presidential veto on iniquity ; but our Benate is a registration office and
our president is a figurehead."
Hon. gentlemen defend this measure on varions grounds.
They have not Vouchsafed to elaborate their arguments to
any extent, but one of those advanced feebly in support of
the measure is, that Parliament ought to control the fran-
chise on which it is brought together. What is the object
of our representative system? Not merely to elect aParlia.
ment. The highest object of the system is not that so many
hon. gentlemen shall meet together and, as one hon, gentle-
man has just been doing, amuse themselves by playing ball.
The object is that the will of the people may find its way to
the Statute Books of the country. Parliament is but an
instrument for executing the will of the people, and if hon.
gentlemen contend that the Parliament of Canada should
control every bit of the machinery whereby it is brought
together, much more should they say that Parliament
should afterwards control every measure that is placed
upon the Statute Book; and yet it does not do so.

Mr. WHITE (Hastings). This Parliament has a right to
disallow every local Bill passed. This Government has, at
all event.

Mr. MULOCK. I was not referring to the local logis-
lation.

Mr. McLELAN. He does not know what héeis referring
to.

Mr. WHITE. He is pretty well muddled, anyway.
Mr. MULOCK. If Parliament should control the machi-

nery by which it is brought together, much more should it
control the legislation which it enacts, but most of the laws
are carried out by persons not amenable to this Parliament
at all, except indirectly. Take the criminal law of the
country. This Parliament declares what is a crime, but
who carries out the law ? It is true the judges are appointed
by this Government, but thé ret of the machinery is it the
hands of the Provinces. The Provinces appoint the Orown

Mr. KuLoox,

prosecutors; they provide, by their legislation, for the
empanelling of jurors, they appoint the magistrates, they
can declare whether or not juries shall be used in criminal
cases, and when the law is finally declared, when a man's
rights are finally ascertained, the Local Legislatures,
through their agents, put the law into execution. You
may declare it a crime for a man to commit murder,
but it is the Local Législature that provides for hang-
ing him. If it is so important that you should
control the machinery that brings you together, why
not carry the reasoning to its logical conclusion, and
control every bit of legislation this Parliament enacts ?
There is no disguising the fact that there is an object in
the Bill, and that object has been plainly stated in the
articles from which I have quoted. One Province alone is
specially aimed at-there is no disguising that fact,-and
that Province is Ontario. Why is Ontario singled ont for
attack ? Is it that she has defended herself successfully, in
the courts and at the polls, against the Dominion Govern-
ment for some years ? Is it that she does not possess suffi-
cient intelligence to enable ber to control the franchise ? Ie
it that her people have not the stake in the country that
would justify their being entrusted with the franchise ?
What is the reason that this legislation is brought on at
this timeé? There is but one object, and it would be well
at this stage if hon. gentlemen would throw off the mask
and tell us plainly, what we all know by inference, that
theraeis but one object in this measure, and that is to con-
trol the elections, and especially to control those in the
Province of Ontario. If intelligence, if education, if wealth,
ought be factors in determining who should control the
franchise, where does Ontario stand in that respect ? If the
Government pass this Bill we shall have a double system
of franchises.

Mr. WHITE (Hastings). Since Ontario has been a Pro-
vince she bas had two franchises, one for the municipal
council and one for the two Legislatures.

Mr. MULOCK. True, but both arranged by the same
man in the same way and at the same time. At pre-
sent we have a simple machinery in the Province of
Ontario, whereby any person possessed of property
qualification can have himself enrolled. The public
have been educated in that direction, and they under-
stand it. Our people understand what to do if their names
are left off the roll, and they know where to go to put in an
appeal. But here it is proposed to introduce another system,
an embarrassing system, which it would take more than a
Philadelphia lawyer to understand. Now, Mr. Chairman,
who are to benefit by this Bill? The Dominion Government
are to benefit by it, of course, but there is another class that
are to benefit by it, namely, the revising barristers. The
revising officers appointed wilI, no doubt, be persons who
have claims on the Governmont for political services. I
admit that proper political services should be properly remu-
nerated; but a good many political services are unfortunately
of a character that tend to demoralise the country. Such
services are rendered by people who fasten themselves upon
the country like parasites and eat out its vitale. Is it
in the public interest that we should have 633 of such
officers ? The hon. member for West Toronto (Mr. Beaty)
said th at i'n addition to revising officers, clerks and constables,
there would be copyists; so I suppose there will be an army
of 1,000 men appointed after the passage of this Bill. No
one has attempted to justify this expenditure. In the course
of the debate the hon. member for Quebec East (Mr. Lau-
rier) informed this Rouse that in Quebec there had been
only forty appeals from the votera' list within a period of
four years. The Secretary of State said that the reason why,
in the Province of Quebec, up to the present time, so few
appeals from the voters' list had taken place, was because of
the expense involved. (The hon. member read a quotation
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from the Secretary of State's speech page 1173, Hansard).
Under the present system an appeal can be made almost
without expense; but under this Bill the appeal must be to
the Superior Court, and a barrister must be engaged. If.
under the present law, errors are not corrected on account of
the cost involved, how are the errors, and more than errors,
which will arise under the propsosed system, to be cor.
rected ? Why is the present Bill forced upon the flouse ?
The Government say : This is not a want of confidence in the
municipal system, for we have the utmost confidence in the
oficers who carry out the municipal laws. The Govern-
ment cannot escape from the position in which they have
placed themselves. If they take the power from the
municipal officers, who have enjoyed it for so many years,
a power incapable of being abused, they do it, either
because they declare that the municipal authorities have,
up to the present time, shown themselves unworthy custo-
dians of that power, or because they have not been
sufflciently pliant to the powers that be. They may
choose between two alternatives, but they cannot escape
the inference which must be drawn from their action. They
arc not drawing that power from the municipalities becaise
they have been unfaithful, but because the municipal officers
have been faithful and trustworthy, another tribunal
is to be provided. The hon. member for East Grey made a
request to this louse. I refer to Hansard, page 1852,
where, speaking of the revising officers, he said:

" It is time enough to hurl malediction against these men when they
have shown that they are unable to discharge their duties fairly between
the parties, and not till then. I do not regard this provision in the same
light as the hon. member for South Grey, that it is an insult to the
municipal officers of this country."
That, Sir, was a very cool request, that we shall allow this
measure to go through with all its defects, and after the
power has been transferred from the people to these officers
we shall then, when they have shown themselves unworthy
of that power, find fault with them. It will be rather late
then. We cannot recall the power. They may abuse it,
but is that the time to object ? Would it not be a case of
locking the stable after the horse is stolen ? That is not
the time to be careful of your property and your rights.
Surely we are doing what is best and wisest, by seeing
that the system is a safe one, rather than suffer under
the mistakes or the unjust acts of such officers.
Hon. gentlemen complain that part of the debate con-
ducted by this side of the House at a certain stage was
of an obstructive character. I do not take that view
of it at all. Have any of us hoard any complaint from
the people of Canada against the defenders of Battleford, on
the round of obstruction ? The only men who could
so earge them would be Poundmaker and his gang.

as anybody charged Captain Dickens and his gallant
band at Fort Pitt with obstruction ? The only persons who
could do so would be Big Bear and his band. We are entitled
to defend the liberties of the people on the floor of this
House, and we are but doing our duty in taking this course.
1 trust that now the debate is taken a calm and temperate
form, and all bitterness appears to have passed away, that
if any such measure is adopted it will be only suchl
a one as will meet with the general approval of those
who desire to see the representative system of government
on a thorough, safe, and stable basis.

Mr. HICKEY. The hon. member who has just takon bis
seat labored very hard to set aside the effects of the speech
of the hon. member for West Toronto-a speech which
will b. like a beacon light to the country as compared
with the Opposition speeches on this subject. The argu.
ments which he set forth are unanswerable, and I think
they have been so regarded by the country before they were
announed, because 1 believe ho only voiced the views of the
country in his remarks. The member for North York let bis
own heart out of the difeculty when he said there must b.

some special object in this Bill, and then said that it must
be specially aimed at Ontario. He did not tell the House
how it was aimed at the Province of Ontario, or that
the Province of Ontario is singled out in the way that
this amendment aske to have it singled out The wole
of the provisions of this Bill extend to the Province of
Onttiio as to the other Provinces, and not otherwise.
Why it should be singled out is net clear. The only foun-
dation for such a suggestion is the fact that so many of
these hon. gentlemen coming from that Province have made
this Bill a bugbear, and so regarded it, without entering
on the question, as they would have upon another
Bill, and giving it that fair and candid considera-
tion which otherwise they would have done. He
mentions the subject of education in this matter-that
it would embarrass some of the Provinces, hinting
specially at Ontario, by being kept back by other Provinces
which were net o advanced. He went on te say that some
of the difficulties of this measure would be that it would be
establishing two franchises, and the people would not under-
stand them. That is rather a severe criticism on the
advancement of education which hc was speaking about just
before. I think the people are apt to conceive what their
rights are, that they are determined to have them, that they
will pursue them, and that we need not fear the people in
that respect, because they will quite readily understand this
question, just as well as hon. gentlemen in this House. The
country is highly intelligent throughout, and the newspapers
circulate in every direction. Then, of course, the skeleton
they put in the trunk of this Bill is the revising officer.
Now, what are the facta in relation to this matter?
The revising officer is te take the assessment roll
and the votors' list last prepared. That assessment roll
comes from the hands of the court of revision. It
has been advertised, and it goos to the hands of the county
judge, if necessary, if anyoy wishes to appeal. It is
almost a perfect document in itself. The revising officer
has to take that assessment roll as primd facie evidence to
support the list. He prepares the list and advertises it;
again it goes to the people, and they can appeal to put on
names or take them off. Every one can see it when it is
published. He holds a court and perfecting the list it is
hen published ln the Canada Gazette, and here is another

appeal to a superior court. Why, Sir, if there is anything
about the Bill which makes it more needful to the people,
it is the fact of the revising officer and the position he is
required to take in it, because there are three different
stages of the voters' list in this Bill, in which the
people may protect themselves-looking at the list,
and seeing if there are any imperfections in it, and having
them corrected at different stages. A man can appear there,
as at any other court, and see that his rights are properly
protected; and there is no man, no matter how basely lie may
be depicted in this House, who would lend himself to do a
wrong, especially under such circumstances. What would be
the effect of it ? There is no man who could do wrong in
that position and prosper. The Opposition speak as if it
would be an advantage to the Government to appoint the
worst possible mon in the profession to do their dirty work
for thom; but honesty is the best policy-and that is why
the Conservative party are in power to-day ; they have done
what they could te build up the ocountry, and the country
bas trusted them. That is the whole of the question regard-
ing the revising officer. He cannot possibly do a wrong;
if he duoes, the person against whom he does wrong ias
three opportunities to obtain justice, so that there is no pos-
sibility of any person being injured under the Act unless he
wilfully neglects his own duty. The hon. member for
North York quoted from several newspapers, among them
the Montreal Berald. I happened to read the article
myself, and knew that it applied te the condition of
this debate-to what may be understood as the dead-
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lock; and the writer being strongly in favor of manhood
suffrage, suggests that as a means of solving the whole difli-
culty. After what the hon. member for North York read,
the article goes on to accuse the Opposition of obstruction,
and of having forgotten their duty to the public in that
respect. The subject of petitions bas been brought up.
What do thcy amount to ? Nothing whatever. Bon. gen-
tlemen bore have protested very strongly against this
measure; they have pressed their people in the country
and through the press to petition against this Bill, to get
up meetings, etc., and the whole thing bas been a perfect
fizzle, so far. To-day two petitions were presented
from my county, and out of a polling division of
200 electors comes a petition with thirty names, all
of them of Grits. There is only one man in the whole
number whom I would be doubtful of at all, but he is
an innocent man, and may have been induced to sign the
petition. I do not despise petitions; I think they are right
in principle; but when gentlemen get up bere and insult
the intelligence of this House by telling us of indignation
meetings and petitions against this Bill, it paralyses the
respect one might have for those gentlemen. D)es
not the country well know that no Government measure
can be introduced into this Parliament that hoa.
gentlemen opposite would support ? During the two Sessions
that I have been in this House everything the Government
bas brought forward bas been contested by the Opposition.
So what does all this agitation amount to ? It amounts to
this, that hon. gentlemen are attempting to back up the
poition-the regretted position, I believe-that they took
against this Bill, and are asking the country to sympathise
with them, so that they may lut theiimslves down easy.
Hon. gentlemen objecte to the Bill because it provided for
a class of fishermen. The Bill attempts to meet the fisher-
men in a very iair waty. We have not many fishermon in
the Province of Ontario, but down by the sea there are
large numbers of those people, who spend their live-s in one
of the great interests of this country, and there is every
reason why they should be given an opportunity to vote
for their representatives. He asks : Why not take in
mechanics' tools, and make them part of the assessment?
This Bill does not propose to establish manhood suffrage in
this country ; it does not intend to give votes to men who
may be hore to-day doing a job and in the United States
to-morrow, but to settled classes in the community.
If hon. gentlemen had pointed out any special class
who have not been provided for in this Bill I am
sure the Government would be glad to extend the
franchise to that class. The hon. gentleman gave us some
figures from the census returns with regard to towns and
cities, and showed that it would be impossible to apply this
Bill to those conditions. Well, if that difficulty exists in
this B,11 the same difficulty will be found in the provincial
Act. If we have a franchise for towns and cities, everybody
agrees that it should be different from that in the country.
Theu, hon. gentlemen opposite contend very strongly that
the local Government should control our franchise. Well,
if they should, why not carry the principle further, as
the hon. member for West Toronto said, and give the
right to the municipal council ; and if you give them the
power to make the tranchise for this Pariiament, why not
iet them have the right to fix the boundaries of our electoral
districts ? Why not give them the control of the courtsi
that try our election cases as well ? ' ho thing becomesi
ridiculous, if you follow it up. If this Parliament has thei
right to fix the boundaries of the electoral districts iti
certainly should have the right to fix the qualifications ofi
those who vote in them, as well as to supply the machineryi
for the elections. Then, the hon. member for North Yorkj
said t!at he was satisfied that in the cities and towns,
especially in his own city, a great many people
would be disfranchised. That will not appear to be the1
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fact when this Bill comes to ho put in force, because there
will be no house and lot in the city of Toronto, for instance,
that will not be worth $300; besides, any peson paying a
rent of $2 a month will be en titled to the franchise, se that
every individual who is worthy of the franchise, even in
the city of Toronto, will have it, and I do not believe any
appreciable number of persons will be 'deprived of votes.
This same gentleman had the audacity to assert that no sup-
porter of the Government had attempted to defend the revis-
irg officer. Why, there has not been a member who spoke
u pon the Bill on this side who did not defend the position of
the revisingofficer. Yet, hon. gentlemen opposite will coolly
tell the House that no supporter of the Government in
this flouse or in convoisation with them bas attempted to
defend the revising officer. Such a statement is
unfair to those with whom the conversations were
had, and is unfair, as far as this House is concerned. That
hon. gentleman speaks of the county court judges and the
revising officers being two very different classes of mon.
The G-o.vernment, le says, would appoint avery respectable
lawyer to be judge, because he was going to be ouLside their
jurisdiction, but they would naturally appoint unscrupulous
men te be revising barristers for their own purposes. Well,
as 1 said, honesty is the best policy, and the policy of the
Conservative Government fully answerb that way of putting
the case. He said the hon. member for West Toronto lost
his character, so far as his being a defender of the people's
riglhts are concerned, when, in 1882, he supported the
wonderfuh gerrymandering Act, and consequently could no
longer be regarded as a supporter of the people's rights. It
is evident hon. gentlemen denounce here as wrong and
infamous wbat, in the Province of Ontario, they look upon
as most virtuous and highly intelligent. Not a member of the
Reform party found fault with the gerrymandering Act of
'<r. Mowat in 1874, nor with his gerrymandering Act of last
Session. Wbat is the case in the city of Toronto? Hon. gentle-
men oppobite tell us that no man should have more than one
vote, and they disfranchise non-residents on that ground,
yet their own politicians in the Province gave to every
voter in the city of Toronto two votes. They have done
this for the purpose of stealing a member from the Con-
servative party in that city. Consistency is a jewel,
and I hope hon gentlemen opposite will say less on
that point hereafter. It they have any regard for them-
selves they will. The hon. member for Prince Edward
county (Mr. Platt), the other evening, said that half the
population was opposed to this Bill. There is no doubt, in
my mind, that every Grit in Ontario may be opposed to it,
because hon. gentlemen on the front benches opposite are
opposed to it, and they are opposed to it because it comes
from the Government. The hon. member for West Elgin
(Mr. Casey) found some little fanit, in criticising the $2

month tenancy voter; ho thought it would be botter to
make the value of the bouse the basis, because a man might
live in a hovel and pay $2 a month. That is what he calls
looking after the interests of the poor man ; the poor man
sh uld not have a vote because he cannot pay more than $2 a
month. We have heard a great deal lately of having the fran-
chise extended to every individual, and hon, gentlemen oppo-
site have been posing as great defenders of this,declaring what
a wrong it would be to take away the right of the franchise.
Have not the Conservatives in Ontario been fighting, ever
since the farmers' sons franchise bas been established, to have
the merchants and mechanies' sons entrusted with the fran-
chise. Mr. Mowat, after having been driven to the wall by
the people last year, yielded and gave the franchise te the
sons of merchants and mechanies, but ho did not yield
until forced to do so by the pressure of the Opposition,
and the appearance of the Bill we are now diseussing.
The mechanicb' sons and theownerb'sons wili not thank
the Ontario Government for this tardy jttioe done
them. Hon. gentlemen opposite say that the man is the
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voter and not the property. I ask: Why have the pro- dishonest of the hon, gentleman to Bay that this measur
perty qualification? They would disfranchise the non- was not understood and looked forward te by the people
resident voter, yet, still they have property as the standard The hon. member for South Grey(Mir. Landerkin) sau
of qualification. If property is the standard of qualification, this was an inopportune time to bing this Billforwardi
there is no reason why a non-resident should not have his because we have trouble in the North-West. Lt is true that w
vote where ho las property, or otherwise a great many have trouble in the North-West, but how, in snch a case, eau
men would not have a vote, bocausé they happen to live the Opposition spring like a wild out at the throat of th
away from their property a part of the year. The Indian Government, and throaten us witlia al rebellion bore
question has been made a great deal of. Well, the Indian Lt is unfair, npatriotie, unmanly. Seme of them have beei
has his franchise, under the Local Governmont Bill, while almost in arms. Thoy have said that this Billshah no
lie lives off the reserve. He may be just as intelligent, pass. Even to-day we have lad a repetition of that, and i
have all the fine sentiments pictured in the Globe of the il-bocomes them to indulge in this sort of dialoyal talk jr
Indian, and live on the reserve, but shall not have a vote. this fouse, when we have those troubles lu the North
Why lie should not is not clear. He is living in his West, No doubt, they would like to saddlo the resp nsi
own municipality, it is true, and holds territory of his own, biliy for ahI that trouble ueon the Goverument; but ilav
not the Government's. If he were worth $10,000 personal no doubt that, when the time cores, the Government wih
property and still lived on the reserve he could not have ho able to show that they have done their duty there.
a vote, according to the Ontario Act. This is manifestly Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I wish to point out te you
unjust. But how are we to lift the Indian from the Mr. Chairman, that you have summarily stoppod discussion
position he occupies unless we take him by the hand and when the subject of the North-West bas beon mentioned
treat him as a white man, when ho deserves the treatment. I do not object to the hon. gentleman's mentioning it, but I
Hon. gentlemen opposite find fault with the franchise being cail your attention to it now, se that liemay ho fully
given to Indians, because they say ho will vote for the answored from this aide of the fouse.
Government or its friends. Well, ho may. Does the hon.
member for Bothwell, or the hon. momber for South Brant, Mr. CHAIRMkN. listhe hon, gentleman rising te
or any othdr member, do othirwise than vote for bis point of orderh?
friends? Thro are sevoral Indians in the constituency of Mr. PATERSON. Yes; lo is speaking in rfoerencby the t
the hon. member for BothwTml who may possibly give him North-West troubles.
their votes. A great deal lias been said about the exponse
whiclwilhresuht from thîs measure. The ostirate of the Mr. CiAIRMAN. There is no pint of order.
lion. membor for West Toronto of 815,000 te 8100,000 Mr. HICKEY. I am enly replying te a statement made
Willy I beieve, ho mucli more than sufficient. Lt is by an hon, gentleman made onthat aide. I bave ne doubt
well known that the Provinces have ne more money thate objectai te have it put squroly hefor the country.
than tbeyeau make good use of. Why, thon, should The hon. momber for SoutpgGrey alto quoted the remar
they notbave adoptLed manboed suffrage and se saved of the Dke of Wellington i thference te the election for
expense ? They eau tako advantage of this Bil, if it proves Cho mel. If that was despotism, we have the anme sert o
useful, as no doubt it Wilysud se savo expense te that despotisn in this ceuntry. When Mr. Blak nmed nr
extent. t is net correct te say that any rigltp will be Edgar as the nomin o te be elet d reWeit Ontariof the
taken away from the peopley this Bill. They will was as mech desptii as could pssibly i e used unde
perforni their duties as tbey did before. There lane Hay possible Bih arranging the franchise s thiberallya
pheasurote a municipal council, or te a judge, or te tho this BilW proposes. But that i the kind of criticsm
people, in liaving te make the votera' iatdd if which thy give te thim Bi, a criticism unfair il
a revising barrister sbeuhd net be trusted, surelY every respect. They say that the people should have
mon who are hess responsible, sud who know tley go eut their wsy. The people have oadn their way, they
of office this year or the next, may be tempted te do more have ehocted us te support tbe Gvernmnt on tho princi
for the sake of party than a man whe has a position, and pes they have enunciated te the cuntry, as d until the
wih do riglt for honer's sake, especiahhy wben bis action i ws majority of this eouse turn againt t ha Government, tey
before the whohe worhd. If mon are bound te do wrong Wifi be entitled te carry sncb measures as the rnajority back
they wihl do it ln any case. We have been challenged te go thenI up nu. ot cornes with a bad grace from honigentlemen
back te the country on this Bihl. I ebject te tlac, for this Opposite te threaten the overment with robelion becaus
reasen, that if we went back wo would net have so0 many a smahh minerity lu this flouse canet rule. Thoy say the
of tho Opposition te contend witb in another iParliamont. provision in re tird te, the rovising barrister, snd, lu fact,
The same sort of threat was given in 1882. Beforo the hast the wholo Bilf, la desigud tekroop the Gmvertmhnt in
general eectin these o gentlemen said the National . h wth ,n eno

Poany othe firmem, dto oherwiset tha vaotforzhis point of orep i ug ftaan ntep

ie s arese e n nthn understand thcBfth.y wilo quite sat ed with it, sd,
the peeho, and that if they appayed tpo the soutry that I have ne doubt that it wilhe ip the Government in pwer,
pohiy would e set aside; bat ne sooner did the leader Of with orwithut tho Bill tbey will hosk.pt in powr. Some-
the Govervment propose t appeal toe the coufntryfian they tims b hon. gentlemen have objcted te the critiodim that
began te whiue because they woud he put te othe exmnse tley have obtrseted the business of the bfouse, and when
of another election. If the Premier to-day acceptethe the momber f or K rnt, N.B. (Mr. Landry), put them in the
challenge te go te the country, the next day there would beoition they occupy before the ceuntry, the member for
a w hine in tho newspapers that more exo t se waB te p oe s tl ne If th was d i sm, t e ae th esp ms otyo

c a u s e d , s d i f t ho G o v er m e n t d id a p p e a t e t h o c oun t ry a d st i smg i n h i s c o u n tr y . W h e r e n a m e d M r

on thswBia, they wouhd opustaned by as large a majyrlty 1  Mr. WILSON. I tink the lion, gentleman i mistaken.

as they have now. d gentlemen have referred te lettrs yr. HICiKEY I said the momber for East Elgin.
which they recivd from Counservatives in neosition te Mr. WILSON. I represnt Eat Elgin.
this Bi. lt is viry strange that we on this aide, who are
Coservatives, have r sceived n ot et ryrs. They sayythatthr. HICKEY. I meant M tr. Casey. I beg the len.

the question ias n t been talked about in the country. I genthemay's pardon; I should have said Wo t Elgin. ile

know that in my county, it was talked about from tho tried te hodge himself sunsaid lie would take bisn hare

time it was introdued; csd the peepe onhly wondcred why of the ursponsibiity. W have had tirades nd vitupera

the Premier did nt proced with it before.r Pia metd podvtion againt the rcord of the Premier and th,
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Conservative Party for the last twenty years. All we
ask is that the record of the pàst shall be the record
of the future, and the country will have nothing to
regret, but will go on in its grand and glorions march
to perfection, and will be the envy of the rest of the world.
The true reason why hon. gentlemen make such a dead set
upon this Bill is that they know that, in 1887, this Parlia-
ment must appeal again to the electors, that they have no
policy of their own, and no principles but obstruction and
opposition, and that they would like the people to under-
stand that this "infamous," "nefarious " and "rascally "
Bill will be the reason for their defeat at the next election.
That is the sole object of the Opposition. The hon. member
for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) stated that we were
afraid to appeal to the same constituency that elected
us. Well, that is what we have been afraid of, and that is
the great necessity for this Bill. We fear that we shall
not be able to appeal, in the future, to the same constituency
that elected us. If the Provinces have a right to limit
the franchise-although we have had a very liberal exten-
sion of the franchise, it is true, in Ontario, and I do not
complain of that-but if the Provinces are allowed to limit
the franchise they might restrict it so as to defeat the inten-
tions and objects of the Government and its legislation here.
But when we have a franchise of our own we will then
know to whom we are to appeal, and I think that is the
great necessity for this Bill. The objection has been made
that the Bill has been brought down too late. Well, it is
late, and so far as our interests are concerned, we are sorry
it was not brought in years ago. But it is not so late that
it should not be passed through, and if hon, gentlemen
had shown any fairness in criticising it, the Bill would have
been through before this; but they are making it late, and
intend to make it still later. I believe the Bill, on the whole,
is a step in the right direction. It is another link that is
needed to bind the Provinces together, another platform on
which the different Provinces will stand together. The men
of every Province will stand on the same footing, with
reference to the franchise; and after what we have heardin
this House, we know that we need a link such as this'to
bind these Provinces more closely together in the interestis
of the great Dominion.

Mr. CAMERON (Middlesex). I congratulate the House,
the committee and the country on the determination, suddeu
though it is, that has seized our hon. friends opposite,
at last, to take part in this debate. I think it is evident
that, much as they may disparage the petitions that have
been presented here, much as they disguise the feeling that
has been aroused in the country since the full measure of
the iniquity of this Bill has become known, the very fact
of their rising now and attempting its defence is the best
evidence that an impression is being made on the country.
I welcome with satisfaction this evidence that the time we
have spent here lu discussing this Billlhas been well [spent,
and that hon. gentlemen opposite begin to feel the neces-
sity of saying something on its behalf. They have stood
like dumb-driven cattle long enough.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order, order.
Mr. CAMERON. I am proud to know that at last we

have compelled them to speak. They expected heretofore
that, with their majority, they were going to shove this Bill
through by brute force, but they now realise that the country
is awakened to the full measure of the iniquity of this Bill,
that they can no longer afford to ait silent and allow the Bill
to remain undefended. The hon. gentleman who last spoke
(Mr. Hickey) was kind enough to say that the exten-
sion of the franchise in the Province of Ontario by the
Local Legislature at its last Session was a very liberal
one. Now, if that was a liberal one, what can they say of
the franchise proposed in this Bill ? The Ontario Act
gives a vote to every one earning $250 a year, while this

Mj&Ir. IHicOKy.

Bill only gives it to those earning $400 a year. Where,
then, is the liberality of this Bill, as compared with the
Ontario Act ? If it is a liberal measure to give the fran-
chise to the son of every land-holder in the Province of
Ontario, as the recently adopted provincial Act allows,
I want to know where «the liberality of this Bill comes in,
when it restricts the franchise to the sons of land-owners
only, and that in proportion as each one's share is valued
at 8100 or over ? The hon. member for South Grey (Mr.
Sproule) stated that the Ontario franchise only gave a vote
to every land-owner when the land was valued over $400.
But we have only to refer to the provisions of the
Ontario Act, in order to show the decided difference
in this respect between the two franchises. (The hon. gen-
tleman read the defining clause of the Ontario Act, showing
that the Ontario franchise is to all the sons of "land-holders"
of $400 in value, and followed by reading the same clauses
in the Bill under discussion which confines the franchise to
the sons of "land-owners " in proportion as the holding
exceeds by $400 a minimum of that amount.) Continuing
he remarked : It appears evident, from what has been stated
by hon.gentlemen opposite, when they have ventured to take
part in this discussion, that they feel they cannot relieve
themselves of the responsibility that attaches to them for
the recent occurrences in the North-West. If the hon.
member for Dundas, or any other hon. gentleman oppo-
site, chooses to introduce these questions into the dis-
cussion they must take the consequences. The hon. mem-
ber who has just taken his seat (Mr. Hickey) adverted to
the fact that the hon. member for West Ontario (Mr. Edgar)
was here by the grace of the leader of the Opposition. If
it is becoming to make a reference of that kind to an hon-
member who occupies a seat in this House by the same right
that any other hon. member occupies his seat, I want to
know by the grace of whose power it was Sir George E.
Cartier occupied his seat here at one time-whether it is
not a fact that the present leader of the rebellion in the
North-West did not withdraw from Provencher in order
that Sir George Cartier might take his seat here ? I do not
want these references by hon. gentlemen opposite to go
unchallenged. Is it not true that the right hon. gentleman
who now leads this House sought and obtained a seat In
British Columbia when an Ontario constituency refused him
a seat ? What right, then, have hon. gentlemen opposite
to make references to hon. members on this aide, who have
secured their right to sit in this House by the free will of
the people.

Mr. BAKER (Victoria). I wish to correct a statement
just made. The Premier did not seek a seat in British
Columbia. It was spontaneously offered to him.

An hon. MEMBER. I would also state there was no
necessity for a member of Parliament resigning his seat and
taking office under the Local Government in order to leave
the seat vacant, as was the case uin West Ontario.

Mr. BOWELL. Consequently there was no purchase.
Mr. CAMERON. Hon. gentlemen opposite are drawing

fine distinctions.
Mr. HICKEY. I only gave an illustration as to what the

hon. member forSouth Grey (Mr. Landerkin) calls despotism.
If in one case it was despotism, it was in the other. If it
was not despotism in the latter case it was not in the former.

Mr. CAMERON. The hon. gentleman will see how vul-
nerable his side of the flouse is on this point. It does not
lie in the months of' hon. gentlemen opposite to say any-
thing as to the position of the hon. member for West
Ontario (Kr. Elgar), as he has as clear a right as any hon.
member who sits in this House. We have heard to-night,
for the first time in some weeks, the strength of the argu-
ment in favor of the Bill. The hon. gentleman, I think,
defended the measure in the strongest degree of whicb
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it is capable. He differs, however, from some hon.
gentlemen supporting the Government, as to the Indian
clause4 He sayse: Why not a vote to the Indian, who
lives on a reservation and may be worth $10,000, and
still who has not a vote. No gentleman on this side
has taken the position that an Indian should not have
a vote when he becomes enfranchised, but we do object that
the Indian who is placed in a position entirely different
from the white man, who must have a property quali-
fication, should have a vote. In my locality there is a
large number of Indians, and as, thanks to the gerry-
mander, they do not affect my riding, I can speak
free from any personal consideration, and I say, from
my knowledge of the locality, that if this Bill
was accompanied by the enfranchisement of the
Indian, by hie acquisition of property in his own right, the
whole locality would welcome the Bill, because they wish
to see that property sub-divided, and the fact that it is not
sub-divided and is now largely unproductive is a drawback
to the whole neighborhood. It is a serions source of irrita-
tion that there should be so many thousands of acres, in
one of the best counties of the west, where there is no
municipal organisation, where taxes cannot be collected for
the purpose of making roads, where any municipal powers
whatever cannot be exercised, simply because it still lies in
the hands of the Crown. As the ordinary hour for adjourn-
ment has arrived, I am quite willing to discontinue speak-
ing.

Mr. JENKINS. Before the House rises, I wish to ask if
it is parliamentary for an hon. member to stigmatise men-
bers on this side as dumb, driven cattle. If it is parlia-
mentary, all I can say is that it is the language of a low,
untruthful person.

Mr. EDGAR. It is a quotation from the poet Long-
fellow:

4«Be not like dumb, driven cattle,
Be a hero in the strife."

Mr. BOWELL. It is a great pleasure that it is not a
quotation from the poet Edgar.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I think I may be allowed to
say that my hon, friend did not say that hon. members
were dumb, driven cattle, but simply used that quotation
fron the poet as an illustration.

Some hon. MEMBERS. No, no.
Mr. PATERSON I think the best proof of it is

the fact that the Chairman would have called him to order,
if he had applied that term to them.

Committee rose and reported progress.
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved the adjournment, of

the House.
Motion agreed to, and the House adjourned at two o'clock

a.m., Saturday.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

SATUnDAY, 16th May, 1885.

The SPAzrmR took the Chair at half-past One o'clock.

Pamnas.

PRESENTATION Op A PETITION.

Mr. CHARLTON. I beg leave to present a petition, set-
ting forth that hitherto the Provinces have-

Mr. SPEAKER Order. It is irregular for an hon. mem-
ber to read a petition when he is presenting it. If he
wisheos to have it read, the Clerk wll read it.

Mr. MULOCK. He bas a rigbt-.--
Some hon. MEMBERS. Order.
Mr. SPEAKER. He bas a right to rend the prayer of

the petition, and, if he wishes to have the potition read, the
Clerk will read it at the Table.

Mr. MULOCK. He bas a right-
Some hon. MEMBERS. Order, order; Chair, chair.
Mr. MULOCK. I am in order. I am under the impres-

sion that the rules of the House entitle an hon. member
who presents a petition to state briefly the material allega.
tions contained in it.

An hon. MEMBER. What rule ?
Mr. MULOCK. I do not know what ruie.
Mr. SPEAKER. The Clerk will road the petition if it

is asked for.
Mr. BLAKE. Perhaps, Sir, you will record your ruling,

and quote the authority afterwards, according to castom.
Mr. SPROULE. The rule is that:
" Every member offering to present a petition to the House shall

endorse hie name thereupon, and confine himself to a statement of the
parties fron whom it comes, the number of signatures attached to it,
and the material allegations it con tains."

Mr. BLAKE. It is rule 85.

Mr. SPEAKER. Rulo 86 says:
" Every petition not containing matter in breach of the privileges of

this House, and which, according to the rules or practice of this House
can be received, is brought to the Table by direction of the Speaker, who
cannot allow any debate, or any member to speak upon or in relation to
such petition ; but it may be read by the Olerk at the Table, if required ;
or if it complain of some present personal grievance, requiring an
immediate remedy, the matter contained therein may be brought intio
immediate discussion."

Mr. BLAKE. I would also call your attention to rule
85, which says:

" Every member offering to present a petition to the House shall
endorse his name thereupon, and confine himself to a statement of the
parties from whom it comes, the number of signatures attached to it, and
the material allegations it contains."

It is consequently in order for my hon. friend to state the
material allegations of the petition.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That is quite true, but
the hon. member for North Norfolk was reading the petition
from the beginning.

Mr. SPEAKER. Yesterday a petition was read on ite
presentation. The statement of the material allegations is
the prayer of the petition, and, if a farther statement is
required, it is the practice to have it read by the Clerk.
That has always been the practice.

Mr. BLAKE. The rule says the member shall state the
material allegations.

Mr. SPEAKER. I think the material allegations are the
prayer.

Mr. CHARLTON. The petition contains five material
allegations, the prayer is that the Bill entitled the Franchise
Bill be not passed. I present the petition with the request
that the Clerk be permitted to read it.

The Clerk Assistant read the petition.

Sir JOHN A. MAÇDONALD. The 85th rule says:
"Every member ofering to present a petition to theI louse shall

endorse hie name thereupon and confine himeif to a statement of the
parties from whom it comes."

Then the 86th rule says:
" Every petition not containing matter in breach of the privileges' of

this House and which according to the rues or practice of this House can
be received, is brought to the Table by direction of the peaker, who
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cannot allow any debate or any member to speak upon it or in relation
to said petition ; but it may be read by the Clerk at the Table if
required.
Our practice is that the petition is presented on the respon-
sibility of the member, and then the next day it is brought
up, and if there is nothing in it which should prevent its
being received, it is received, but the member is not allowed
to speak upon it, nor is any other member allowed to speak
upon it, but he may then at the time of the receipt, ask
that it may be read. That, I think, is the meaning of these
two rules taken together.

Mr. BLAKE. It is of little consequence whether the
view of the First Minister be correct or not, if the view
which I expressed a few moments ago be correct. I have
never yet heard, in any court of law or equity, or in the
high court of Parliament, that the allegations of a peti-
tion were the prayer. I understand the allegations of a
petition to be the statements of facts or opinion which are
contained in the body of the petition, and that the prayer
of the petition is entirely different. The prayer is the
consequence of the allegations of the etition, and is the
view of the petitioners of what the fouse should do or
abstain from doing. I have always understood, up till to-
day, that it was within the competence of a member, under,
the 85th rule, to state, upon his responsibility, the material
allegations that are contained in the petition; but I think
that a member presenting a petition is, under the 85th rule,
entitled to state to the flouse in the act of presentation,
what the material allegations of that petition are, as dis-
tinguished from its prayer. If so, thon the House is
possessed at the time of presentation of the allegations,
and it becomes of less consequence at what period
the House shall become possessed of those allega-
tions from the other source, namely, the reading
at the Table. But your views upon the subject
differ from that of the hon. gentleman opposite
and from my own, and you may rule in favor of his view
or in favor of mine, or, perhaps, against both of us, but, if
it be decided that a petition can only be read by the Clerk
on the day following its presentation, it becomes still more
material that we should consider what the true meaning
and effect of this 85th rule is, and whether a member is to
be entirely precluded from communicating to the flouse
what the material allegations of the petition are, as dis-
tinguished from its prayer.

Mr. CIAPLEAU. If the reading of the material allega-
tions of the petition means that everything that is alleged
in the petition is material, and may be read by the member
presenting it, it would evidently bring before the House
difficulties that canniot be surmounted. A petition may
contain allegations that should not be received at all by the
House. The hon. member for West Elgin (Mr. Casey) may
not agree with me; he nods to me that I am altogether
wrong, but his opinion is not equivalent to an authority.
According to the general rules of the House a petition cannot
be presented, if it contains objectionable matter. According
to precedents, the material allegations, that is, the main
object of the petition, can be mentioned when it is pre.
eented, but our rule requires that the petition caunot be
received and read to the Hlouse the same day it is preeented,
so that time may bo allowed for its examination to
see if there are material objections to its being read.
There might bo slanderous allegations in the petition, and
if the Clerk is obliged de plano to read the petition when it
is presented, the House might be obliged to listen to libel-
lous and slanderous petitions. I say that a member, in
presenting a petition, i allowed to state its material allega-
tion and to state the prayer of the petition. It is thon laid
on the Table and examined, and if afterwards the member
desires it to be read, it can be read, if examination has
shown that it contains nothing objectionable.

Sir JoEN A. M.AoDoNALD.

Mr. BLAKE. My experience in this House is a little
longer than that of the hon. gentleman and I will say that,
although, as a general rule, members have confined them-
selves to reading the prayer of the petition, I have not infre-
quently heard members state, without objection at all, the
material allegations of a petition.

Mr. CASEY. The Secretary of State objects to my word
on this point. I think on this point I might reasonably be
considered A better authority than the hon. gentleman. He
is now in his second Session in this House, and I am now in
my fourteenth Session. I think I should know as much, if
not more, of the practice in this flouse than the hon. gentle-
man. My recollection is that members have mentioned the
material allegations of the petition, and their right has never
been questioned.

Mr. CHAPLIEAU. The hon. gentleman said he has been
here fourteen years. He might be here thirty years, and i
would not take hie dictum, either as to precedent or as to
reason.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The difficulty probably
arises in this way: The practice of the House has been for
a member to say: I beg to present a petition for so and so
-praying for some object. But very frequently the member
has stated some of the leading points of the petition,though
it is not the habit of members. I have frequently seen that
done. On the other hand, I have no recollection of a petition
being read at the moment it was presented, except on a
special motion being made that this petition be now read
and received; otherwise, the reading was always left until
two days afterward, when the Speaker has taken cognisance
of the petition, and is able to say to the House whether the
petition should be read or net.

Mr. BLAKE. I concur with every word the hon. Min-
ister of Public Woilks h as sil. Nt infrequently a member
bas stated the material allegations of a petition, which he
bas doue on his own responsibility. The act of reading the
petition is done subsequently, and is the formal act of the
Flouse. But we must deal with the statements made by
myself and by another very active hon. member of this Hlouse
for many years as to whether our practice has been to allow
a member to state the material allegations of a pet2tion.
I say that is in accordance with the rule and with our
practice.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. The meaning of the rule cannot be
as stated, and I have not yet heard any answer to what I
have said. Although some of .the material allegations of a
petition were allegations which could not be read, which
was against the dignity of the House, yet, according to the
statement of the hon, gentleman, a member would have a
right to read or have read those allegations, although they
were in direct conflict with the privileges and dignity and
honor of members of the flouse.

Mr. BLAKE. The hon, gentleman said that if my view
is correct a member would have a right to read the material
allegations of a petition. I say he would. The rule says he
has a right to read the material allegations. That does not
compromise the dignity of this House. On the day when
the flouse comes to act on the petition and to decide
whether it should be read and received, the flouse acts;
but as an hon. member may make statements on his own
responsibility, so he may state those allegations on his
responsibility, and the fouse will not be in the slightest
degree compromised, for it is not the act of the House but
the act of an hon member.

Mr. CHIAPLEAU. According to my view of the rules,
the reading of the allegations of a petition might lead to the
inconvenience and abuse I have mentioned. A member
must confine himself to state what the material allegations
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of the pèttion are, and that does not mean that ho shall read
every allegation of the petition, but simply confine himself
to the statement as to what the main object of the petition
is.

Mr. MILLS. The whole question is what are the material
allegations of a petition. They are the facts set out in the
petition. The prayer is not an allegation, but is something
asked for, based on the material allegations. When the
Secretary of State says it is not right for a member to read
all the material allegations, or to state them all, he is lay-
ing down a proposition which is contradicted by the rule.
The rule is that he las that right. The whole question is
what are the material allegations ? They are. in general
terins, the facts set out in the petition; and if there is any-
thing immaterial which does not fall within the rule, a
member shall be restricted from stating it. But the mater-
ial allegations, whatever they may be, and however numer-
ous, may be stated by the member presenting the petition
in order that the louse may be placed in possession of the
facts and know something of the character of the petition.
Otherwise, the House would be kept in the dark until the
petition was read at the Table.

Mr. MULOCK. It is clear that the rule is not a mere
formal rule but contemplates that a member presenting the
petition shall state something as to its nature for the infor-
mation of the House. If the member presenting the peti-
tion were to be confined to reading the prayer alone, it
would afford no possible information to the House. That
being the case, it seems right for the proper constraing of
this rule that a member shall state for the information Qf
the House the material allegations contained in the peti-
tion, which muat necessarily be statements of fact, the
prayer being simply a conclusion.

Mr. SPEAKER. Whenever there is any doubt about the
construing of a ruie, it must be construed acoording to the
practice of Parliament. I find the rule lays down that a
member shall state the material allegations of the petition.
But in Bourinot's book I find it stated:

"Then the members who have any such documents to present will
rise, and after briefly stating the purport of the document in accordance
with the rule, they will send it to the Table, where it is taken charge of
by one of the clerks."

I find in May :

" While a member may state th a purport and material allegations of a
petition, he is not at liberty to read the whole or greater part of the
petition himself; but if he desires that the petition shalil be read, the
proper course is to request it to be formally read by the lerk at the
Table."

Yesterday the hon. member for Middlesex read almost
the whole of a petitition he presented, and I thought
the h'n. membcr for North Noî folk was about to do
the same thing, when I called his attention to the fact, that
if ho wanted the petition read, it must be sent to the Table,
and that he should Fuew the prayer. I night change that
to " purport," and he should state the purport briefiy; and
as the hon. member for West Durham has said, he should
state it without reading, and should make himself acquainted
with the allegations so as to be able to state the purport
briefly to the House, and if the hon. member wants the peti.
tion to be read it should be read by the Clerk at the Table.
Two days afterwards the petition will come up for the formal
reading and receiving, and tbt perhaps is the correct time
to read it. But the practice and usage of Parliament bas
been that if a member wants to have the House put in pos-
session of the ficts of the petition, ho asks to have it read
at the time it is presented. In accordance with that practice,
if an bon. member wishes the petition read he must send it
to the Clerk, asking to have it read, so that the flouse will
be put in possession of the facts and allegations before the
two days subsequently when it will be formally read and
recoived.

Mr. EDGAR. I have presented a petition which I want
read.

The petition was read accordingly.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I must be excused for call-
ing your attention to the fact that one portion of the ques-
tion submitted to you has not yet been decided. You have
stated that a membr may, after giving the material allega-
tion of the petition, ask that the petition be rOad. That is
one matter by itsolf. But is it the privilege of a member
to have it read without the consent of the House for, if se,
I must say that after 28 years' experience in I arliament,
this is the first time it bas beeu done within my experi-
ence. What is the result ? The result is that the petition
will first be read on the mere will of the member, and then
it will be read the second time in the usual way, if a mem-
ber asks it. I must ask you, Mr. Speaker, to be kind
enough to state the rule by which a member can have a
petition read in this wsy by bis own free will, and then
have it read the second time at the Table.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. We may have even something *orse
than the case which has been peinted out by the hou. Minis-
ter who has just sat down. If a member has a right to ask
the Clerk to read a petition, it might contain allegations
which were slanderous, libellous, or dishonorable to the
dignity of this House-not merely untruthful, which miht
be a frequent occurrence in certain petitions presente to
the House-and still the petition would be read. Then it
would be read the second time, which should not be done
without reason. But the resuIt would be still worse, if the
petition was objectionable; thon we would have the petition
read by an officer of the flouse, and two days after-
wards yo nmight say the petition should net be read,
and still the petition would have been read by the chief
officer of the fouse.

Mr. EDGAR. You held, Mr. Speaker, when this ques.
tion was raised by me that it would not be allowable that a
member should read anything but the prayer ofthe petition,
and that being the case, it seemed to me that that was the
only way in which the substance, the material allegations,
of the petition could reach the House. But since you have
decided that the petition may be read, I am sure that the
good sense and taste of hon. members will prevent them
from asking that petitions should be read at this stage,
except under extraordinary circumstances.

Mr. SPEAKER. I think it is the right of an hon. mem-
ber to ask to have the petition read, though, of course, if
the flouse refuses its consent, it cannot be read. Our rule
is exactly the same as the English rule. The English
rule is:

"That every such petition, not containing matter Io breseh of the
privileg oof the House, and which, according to the rules or nual prac-
tice of this House, can be received, be brought to the Table, by the
direction of the Speaker, who shall not allow any debate, or any
member to speak upon or in relation to such petition ; but it usay be
read by the Ulerk at the Table if required."

Now, the same words are used in our own rules-" it may
be read by the Clerk ut the Table if required "--end the
practice in the Englih flouse of Commons is, if a member
wishes it read, to move that it should be read. That is
what the practice has been-that the member who brings
in the petition may ask that it may be read, bat, of eourse,
when there is any opposition to it, he must make a fOtual
motion.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I would like to ask a question as to
the usual practice in England. Supposing the petition con-
tained matters which are slanderous, or other matters con-
stituting a breach of the privileges of the House ?

Mr. SPEAKER. That is not to be read in any case.
Mr. UHAPLEAU. But how can you know it ?

1885. 1893



COMMONS DEBATES. M.AY 16,

"Mr. SPEAKER. The member who presents it presents
it on his own responsibility.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. The rule says:
"Every petition not containing matter in breach of the privileges of

this House, ad which acoording to the raies or practice of this flouse
can be roceived-

and so on. But if it ruled that a petition can, as a matter
right, be read if required, and if it contains matter which is
areach of our rules, it would be read by the officer of the
House without anybody having time to call attention to it,
nobody having seen it.

Mr. ROBERTSON (Hamilton). It is within the recol-
lection of the great majority of hon. members of this House
that during this Session a petition was presented to the
louse, and the member presenting it asked that it might

be read and the Clerk read it, and after having read it the
Chief Clerk of the House ascertained that it was informal
and reported that fact to yourself, and then you decided
that the petition could not be received. This illustrates
wh&t my hon. friend the Secretary of State has said. I
quite agree with what hoesays that it appears to me that a
petition should not be read except by the consent of the
fouse first, and the hon. member who prosents it and
endorses it is made responsible for what is contained. But
there is this difficulty, that supposing an hon. member
endorses the petition and it is found that it could not be
received by the House-that would certainly bo a great
inconvenience.

Mr. BLAKE. The question becomes complicated by the
view you have taken as to the different readings of petitions.
I am not prepared to differ from your conclusion upon the
English practice, but it seems to me to involve some sources
of inconvenience. I do not apprehend the inconvenience
which the Secretary of State mentions. I understand that
this reading may take place at the request of a member ;
but, as you have lately stated, if the House objects on a
formal motion that it be not road, this involves no reception
of the petition by the House, but a reading in order that the
flouse may learn what the sllegations of the petition are-
not the reading which takes place when a petition is received.

Mr. SPEAKER. With a view to receive.

Mr. BLAKE. A reading uin order that yourself and the
fouse may be informed of the substance of the petition,
and if it turns out to be one which cannot be received,
according to the rules of the House, you would at once say
the petition cannot be received and the matter would be
ended. Therefore I do not understand that the difficulty is
created. But if we consider the question of convenience,
it would perhaps be served by a somewhat more liberal
interpretation of the rule than even now you appear dis-
posed to fix. I do not know what you mean by the expres-
sion purport; but if a member is allowed to state briefly
from memory what the material allegations of the petition
are, I presume-unles there was some very special case, in
which ho desired the flouse to hear the petition-there
would be no proposal that the petition should be read by
the Clerk. I do not understand that there would be an
absolute right that the petition should be read; but if it were
objected to, a motion might be made to that effect; but it would1
be a very inconvenient thing, to have a motion and perhapsi
a division upon it. The practice, which the hon. Ministerg
of Public Works and myself agree has been pursued so long,1
is a good practice. According to that practice a member1
may state briefly the material allegations of the petition;1
if ho wants it read at the Table, he should say, I want this1
petition read; and I think the House would allow that toi
be done, unlcbs in the case of a number of petitions of the
same character, when I think the flouse might decline, as1
in this case, to allow several petitions of the same characteri

1fr, Spjana.

to be read. If there was sn abuse of the practice, theI louse
would have it in its power to stop that abuse by declining
to receive the petitions, and I presume the resding of those
petitions approved of by you might take place at length
when the short title is read at the Table. It seems to me
our practice is a convenient practice; there has never been
any difficulty about it until to-day, and I think we had bot-
ter adhere to it.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Perhaps on the whole
this discussion has been a useful one, because it will enable
us to settle what the practice has been. The ordinary prac-
tice has been what my hon. friend opposite and the hon.
Minister of Public Works have said, and it han not caused
any inconvenience. The practice has been uniform. I
can speak after forty years' parliamentary experience,
and the general practice ha been for a member merely to
state the prayer. Sometimes ho states shortly the material
allegations ;but ho cannot read the petition, or get it by
heart; but he can state shortly the material allegations
leading up of necessity to the prayer. He does that on his
own responsibility. If he reads anything that is improper,
or slanderous, or libellous, or contrary to the privi-
loges of Parliament, the voice of Parliamont and
your voice, Mr. Speaker, would at once check him. Then,
sometimes, as the hon. member for West Durham truly
says, a member states the material allegations, and having
stated them, I think that statement will convince the House
whether or not it is proper under the special circumatances
of the case to have the petition read at once. If the House
assents it is read; if the House dissents, or any one mem-
ber, I take it, dissents, it must be postponed. I have known
many instances in my experience in which an hon. member
has pursued that course. He states that the petition is very
important to the interests involved, and requests that it
shonld be received at once to save time ; and if the material
allegations ho makes are of sufficient importance to allow it
to be read, it ean be received at once without waiting for
the two days. That has been the practice, and it might be
well to continue it. However, it is well that this question
should have been brought up and settled.

Mr. BLAKE. There is only one point on which I differ
from tha hon. gentleman. I quite agree with him that there
have been cases in which petitions have been read and
received at once, but that han always been on a motion, and
always by the unanimous consent of the House. For
example, motions of that kind have been made with respect
to important private Bills, and I have never known any
hon. member to be prevented by the voice of any member
from having such petitions read at once. Of course that
reading will not take place if you decide that the petition is
oze contrary to the privileges of the House. The reading
which you have been speaking of is the quasi general right
of the nember, and is not the sct of the flouse; it Is simply
the machinery by which the House thinks fit, on the sug-
gestion of a member, to become possessed more fully of the
facts of the petition in the special case, and the House is no
more committed to the reception of the petition by that act
than when the member states the material allegations of the
petition in his place.

Mr. CHAPIEAU. This is the question. Can a petition
be read by the member presenting it, or canitbe r.ad, as a
matter of right, by the Clerk of the House, at the request
of a member ? I say no. Not only can it not be received,
but it cannot be read. In certain cases, the House may
have allowed petitions concerning unopposed questions to
be read at once by the Clerk, but it was an exception to
the rule. It cannot be the case with the petitions row
in question. These petitions are presented on sub.
jects which are under discussion, and on which one side of
the House differs from the other side. This is thepint I
raised, and I think it han been well raised. I do nQt ink a
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member has a right, at his more requcet, to exact that the
petition should ho read by the Clerk of the House at any 1
moment when ho presents it. I would be very sorry if it i
was made the rule of the House that a member might calli
for the reading of a petition when ho presented it, and that,
as a matter of right, it should be read by the Clork.

CAPTURE OF RIEL.

Mr. CARON. Before the Orders of the Day are called,
I wish to read a telegram received from General Middleton,
confirming the capture of Riel:

"Riel my prisoner.
" CLaR's COosmNe, 15th.

"FREDERICK MIDDLETON."1

THE FRANCHISE BILL.

House again resolved itself into Committee on Bill
(No. 103) respecting the Electoral Franchise.

(In the Committee.)

Mr. CAMERON (Middlesex.) Before the committee rose,
at two o'clock this morning, I was addressing myself to the
remarks of the hon. member for Dundas on some points
with which he had dealt. In doing so, I referred to the
fact that the petitions presented to the House against the
Bill had had the effect of opening the mouths of hon. gentle-
men opposite and inducing a discussion of the question by
hon. gentlemen opposite to a greater degree than had pro-
viously taken place. In this connection I made use of the
quotation, "like dumb, driven cattle." Although your ruling,
Sir, supported me as to the quotation, I wish to say I had
no desire whatever to make it in any sense personal to
any hon. gentleman opposite. Its applicability was to
the particular circumstance, and I should be very
sorry that any hon. gentleman opposite should take it
in any other sense than that in which it was intended.
There are many things that can be said in debate,
under the rules of the House, but which it is not always
advisable to say, as there are Bills that can be intro-
duced in this louse, the present among that number, which
it is not expedient to pass. I make this explanation in
justice to myself, personally ; I liketo see courtesy observed
between the two sides of the House, and if I have been the
cause in the slightest degree of disturbing that good
feeling wbich I desire should prevail, it is but right
that I should make whatever explanation is becoming
and necessary to 1emove any doubt as to my intention.
I referred this morning to the Indian franchise, as affecting
the Province of Ontario, and practically as affecting the
whole ooôntry. If, as hon. gentlemen opposite admit, the
Ontario Indian franchise recently adopted is one accept-
able to this louse, we should embody that franchise, as far
as it affects the Indians, in the present Bill; if we cannot
arrive hore at a definite determination as to what the
provisions of this clause affecting the Indians should be, let
us take up the Ontario franchise and settle the question
definitely. I was charged with not admitting that
the unenfranchised Indians were allowed a vote under
the Mowat Act. At that particular juncture, I was dealing
with a particular class of the Indians, with particular tribes
of Indians, with those Indians who are located in my own
immediate neighborhood, and with whose circumstances I am
best aequainted with; I said, with reference to these living
on their reserves, the unenfranchised Indians, that they
certainly should not have the right to vote; but at the
same time I emphasised the proposition that the enfran-
chised Indian, no matter what his other relations to the
State might be, should undoubtedly have the same rights
as white men, but the Indian who still lives on his reserve
should not have the same right as a white settler, The

Indian on the reserve occupies the land in common; it is
his only in a remote degree; ho cannot dispose of it; ho eau-
not acquire any direct title to it whatever, unless with the
sanction of the Indian Department, and on the breaking up of
his tribal relations. Still ho is an occupant, and as such
can claim the right to be placed on the voters' list. That
is exceedingly distasteful to those who live in the imme.
diate vicinity of an Indian reserve. The Indians on those
reservations pay no taxes to the municipality and assume
none of the obligations of citizenship. Is it fair, thon, that
they should have the right to vote ? The hon. member for
Dundas (Mr. Hickey) stated last night that one good
reason why the Indian should vote was that ho knew who
his friends were. I presume that is the case, and that it is
the moving impulse with hon. gentlemen in their doter-
mination that the Indian, whether enfranchised or unen-
franchised, shall have the vote. Originally it was proposed
that the Indians of the entire Dominion should have this
right, but it is now limited to the olier Provinces, because,
I suppose, the relations between the Government and
Poundmaker and similar chiefs in the North-West have
since become strained, and the Superintendent General
imagines they have some doubt as to who their friends
really are. The hon. member for Dundas candidly admitted
that the recent Ontario Franchise Act very largely increased
the electorate. In the discussion of the New Brunswick
franchise, the hon. member for King's, N.B. (Mr. Foster),
and the hon. member for Gloucester (Mr. Burns),
urged the adoption of the present Bill for the reason
that it would materially broaden thoir franchise, and
whon the hon. memaber for Digbv (Mr. Vail) made some
remarks leading to the same conlusion in regard ti his
Province, they were received with enthusiasm by hon.
gentlemen opposite as an admission that the franchise in
Nova Scotia would be extended by this measure. The
admission of the hon. member for Dundas that the Ontario
Franchise Act is a material extension is for the same cause a
reason why that franchise should ho adopted and engrafted on
this Bill. It has been urged that we have developed obstruc-
tive tendencies in this debate. A similar Bill to the present
was introduced in the English House of Commons by Mr.
Gladstone on the 5th February, 1884; on the 28th February
the Prime Minister made his explanations, and the Bill was
discussed, according to the custom in the British Parlia-
ment, at the first reading; a number of amendments were
moved and a long debate took place; that Bill passed
through commitee only on the 26th June in the same year.
Consequently, that measure which did not make such sweep-
ing changes in the electorate as this Bill does, took four
months to pass through the House of Commons alone. Does
not that offer the strongest justification for the ample dis-
cussion that hon. gentlemen on this side are determined to
secure for this measure? Now the hon. member for Dan-
das (Mr. Hickey) also dealt last night with the question of
the revising barrister, and I suppose on that point, ho spoke
with some knowledge of the intentions of the Governmont.
We were told that the assessment rolls were to be prima
facie evidence. Very well, that is one of the few conces-
sions which- have been wrested from the other side of the
House since this discussion began.

Mr. BOWELL. Yon never lot us get far enough to make
any concession.

Mr. CAMERON. We wore assured by the hon. gentle.
man that the assosment roll, as it comes from the hands of
the county judge, is an almost perfect document, and we
were assured, also, that there is to be another appeal after
publication in the Gazette. Now let us see what value
there is in this appeal. (The hon. gentleman read sections
46 and 47 of the Bill.) The appeal is simply on a point of

law, and it must be to a superior court, and we a now
that the coet of submitting a case to the Superior Court will
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he so great that only a rich man will be able to prosecute like to know what confusion would be created in the mind
an appeal. Now we were told by the hon. member for of an elector of Ontario, by his knowledge that the fran-
West Toronto (Mr. Beaty) that the revising barrister was chise in New Brunswick or Nova Scotia was different from
to be of a man of very high charageter, one whose word bis own ? What difference does it make to the elector in
wogid be as good as his bond. But what authority the Province of New Brunswick to know that there is a
has he for saying that the revising barrister, in ail wage-earner's franchise in the Province of Ontario? So
e:ses, will be & gentleman of the high character that the far from this producing confusion the great danger of con-
hon.gentleman so poetically described ? Clause 1t states that fusion will be from the existence of two different franchises
the revising officer may be a judge or a barrister of five ye .rs' in the same Province, which is going to be a source of great
standing. But it does not positively provide that he shall trouble, annoyance, and irritation, and result in a great
be either. It is not absolutely necessary that ho should many mistakes. How can a man who works from seven
be either. The truth is that the clause is so worded as to o'clock in the morning till six at night, or later, understand
leave a loophole so that any man could be appointed revis- the complications of this franchise, when after all the
ing officer. In section 40 of the Franchise Bill introduced discussion we have bad in this louse we have not reached
in 1870 it was provided that the Governor in Council shall unanimity as to the full effect of its provisions. From
from time to time appoint a revising barrister or judge, the point of view of the voter there is a decided
and so on. The adoption of the amendment now fore objection to the adoption of a uniform franchise for the
the comonittee would have the effect of materially broaden. Dominion, because it will lead to a great deal of con-
ing the franchise in Ontario. It las been shown that a fusion in the minds of the electors. Another reason
large number of the wage-earning class will be disfran. given for the adoption of this franchise was that it reoog-
cbised if this iBill passes in its present form. The hon. nised the principle of property. In the Province of
member for West Toronto (Mr. Beaty) in the course of his Ontario the principle of property is still adhered to, and
remarks proceeded on the assumption that this Bill that argument does not apply there. But whether it
was to prove the coping stone of our confedera- applies or not, I hold that we departed from the principle
ion syatesa. We have proceeded a good many years of real property when we gave an income franchise. I
with.ut it, and that successfully, and I warn hon. gen- think the principle on which we ought to proceed is that
tlemen of the seriousness and gravity of the sit- which will give every intelligent man who contributes to
uation they are precipitating. I repeat what bas been the revenue of the Dominion, the right to a voice in its
urged before, that unnecessary interference with the fran- affairs. It must be recognised by this time that a very
ohises of the Provinces, at a time when so many other diffi- large fraction of the electors in the Province of Ontario
culties lie in the way of the success of the Confederation, is who have the franchie under the Provincial Act, will be
very unjustifiable, especially when such a measure, so far disfranchised by th, Act. It was shown the other night
from being called for, is protested against by publie meet- that there are over 2,000 teachers in that ProviDce whose
ings and petitions. It is particularly unjustifiable to press average sataiy dues not reach the minimum of $400, which
such a measure when, under ordinary circumstances, we under this Act secures the right to vote. I stood up in defence
should be leaving for our homes, and whon, even without of the rights of that class of the community when another
this measure, other business wheh imiatively -detit mnd- clause of this Bill was under discussion. The Ontario
our attention would occupy ourti:une a mon ,h, or psi bly Act, in giving that class the right to vote, has recognised
six weeks or two months, from the present day. Now, the claims of one of the most intelligeiL classes in the com-
did the hon. gentleman assume this to be the last measure munity; and, if only on account of that particular class, I
of Confederation, because ho felt that our fedoral system would enter mv strong protest against this Bill and support
was likely, as a result of this legislation, to travel the amendment now before the Chair. Among wage-earners
back to the condition of things which existed in the there are many farmers' sons, who are often employed away
old family compact days ? Whether that was bis from home for four or five months in the winter, aud return
intention or not, the details which have already devel- home when the farm work begins in the spring. They are
oped with reference to the purpose of this measure clearly disfranchised under the farmers' sons clause for two reasons
show what the intention is, ani what powers are -because they are away from home over four months in
intended to be given by it to the Ministry of the day and the year, and because the holding of the parent may not be
their officers. The fact that the franchise will be consider- a freehold, and may not ho of the value to entitle them
ably contracted, so far as Ontario and some other Provinces to vote. These very men who are thus disfranchised
are coucerned, and that many who pospess votes for the are the men who will have the destiny of this country in
Local Legislature will not have the franchise to this House, their hande in a few years, and we should not fail to educate
muet produce a great deal of irritation, especially when the them in their political duties as early in their career as
franchises in Ontario and others of the Provinces have been possible, by bringing within the influences that the exorcise
gradually travelling in the direction of manhood suffrage. of the franchise exerts. Now, we must not lose sight of the
The argument as to the rights of this Parliament to pass fact that we have already a Dominion franchise; we have
such a Bill was referred to again last night, but I do not passed an Act and existed under it for ton years
think there has been any contention against that argument or more, which says that the provincial franchises
on this side of the House, beeause that principle bas been for the time being shale the Dominion franchise.
conceded by the legislation of 1874. The fact that hon. Now is the first time we have heard any objection
gentlemen still bring up this argument would seem to show taken to that.system, or that there is a single in dividual in
either that they consider it the best reply that they e.n the community who takes exception to it. Under that
make to the position taken on this side, or that they system ample provision is made for the protection of the
have realised that it is not the question under consideration minority in every constituency in the preparation of the
at ail. But if we have only reached that point, after three voteirs' lists. I ask if the protection at present enjoyel by
weeks discussion, how can we expect the full discussion the voter is not greater than what is provided in ihis Bill.
which the First Minister considered necessary when he said Inl the Province of Ontario, as has already been pointed out,
that an entire ession ought to be devoted to a Bill of the the assessment roll, prepared under the direction of he
kind. It was urged that the variety of franchises in the municipal council, is made the basis of the voters' litt. Ii
different Provinces was a reason why the preseit state of thii clause under discussion, pioperty of various kinds is
affaire should not continue, on the ground that it would made the basis of the franchise. Tne asse ssment roll afford3
preate confusion in the minds of the electors, I would facilities by which the actual value Qf tha‡ property can b3
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more readily ascertained than it eau possibly be by the
machinery provided in this Bill. The municipal council
which is elected by the ratepayers of the municipality, is
bound to do justice by them, and the council appoints an
assessor who is sworn to assess the property within a par-
ticular fraction of its value, with the view to the collection
of rates upon it. Every individual in the municipality,
whose name appears on the assessment roll, bas a
direct interest in seeing, not only that he is
properly assessed, but that his neighbor is properly
assemsed as well. If a ratepayer finds that he las
been assessed too low or too high, ho las the right to appeal
to the county judge, who heare the evidence in a sum-
ary way and determines on the evidence the value of the
property. Ail these precautions are a direct incentive to
the officers who are charged with the duty of preparing the
assesment roll and the voters' lists, to do their duty pro-
perly. There is no such restraining influence provided
in this Bill in the case of the revising officer, for the
whole arrangement of the voters' lists is under bis
control, and ho may give the vote to or take it from
whom he likes independent of any control. Thora is
another feature of the Ontario law worth mon-
tioning, and that is if a man is unjustly left off
the list the municipality has to pay the cost of the appeal,
since the fault was theirs; but under this Bill the appeal on
a question of law is to be taken by an individual, and no
matter whether successful or not, ho bas to pay the costs.
Under clause 55, the revising officer bas the right to strike
off the names, of his own motion, of persons who have died
or become disqualifled. You can understand how wide a
latitude this will give him.

Mr. SPROJLE. You think he will not respect hie
oath ?

Mr. CAMERON. The best security is not the promise of
the individual, but his bond. Do you throw doubt on a
man's word when you take his note? Or when you go to
a notary and get the obligations between him and you set
in writing ? ulman nature is frail, and a man is apt to
consider his duties in the direction of his interest.

Mr. SPROULE. The judges are in the same position.
Mr. CAMERON They have nothing to do with the

Government. True they are appointed by the Gov-
ernment, but not for a special purpose in which the Govern-
ment is directly interested, as in the control of the electoral
lists. If the oath implies as much as lon. gentlemen
opposite say, why is it that the revising barrister in England
is appointed by the judges instead of by the qovernment, and
from year to year instead of during good behaviour.
The purpose is distinctly stated in a work which
I have beside me, which says that the Legis-
lature and the Goernment recognise the imperative
necessity for keeping the electoral lists out of
the hands of the Government of the day. It has been urged
that, although the revising barristers in England were
appointed by the judges, the judges themsolves were politi-
cians before their appointment. That applies less in Eng-
land than it does here, for many of the judges there have
not been politicians, and have not occupied seats in either
HRouses of Parliament before their appointment. The Bill
of 1870, introduced into this House, provided for the
appointment of a board of registration which was to
make the preliminary voters' lists, and those were to be
practically the lists for ail time, subject to revision by the
county judge, or, in the case of Nova Scotia, by a revising
barrister. At that time there were no county judges in
Nova Scotia, and there was therefore some reason for that
provision, but now there are county judges there, and the
same ground does not exist. Under that Bill the judge or
the revising barrister was to go on circuit, and hold open
court for the decision of appeals in regard to the voters' list.
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Why has it been found necessery to make such a material
change in the provisions of this Act ? It will be practically
impossible for the county court judges to discharge the duties
that are imposed upon them under this Bill. Their other
duties will practically preclude their performing this duty.
It has been generally claimed in this discussion that it
will cost at leuat $400,000 a year to run the machinery of
this Bill, and the statement has not been successfully
refuted. Now, the hon. momber for Prince, P.E.I. (Mr.
Hackett), very recently, in discussing the questions of
registration and the appointment of revising barristers,
stated that the Province of Prince Edward Island adopted
that system som years ago, but had abandoned it on
account of the expense. He stated that it cost $12,000 a
year, in the six constituencies of his Province. Now, I
understood from the hon. gentleman that the machinery was
much like the machinery that is provided by this Bill, and if
it cost $12,000 a year in the six constituencies of his Province,
we may fairly assume that for the 211 constituencies of the
Dominion, this Bill will cost $422,000 a yeur to pay the ex-
penses of its operation. In addition to that there are a number
of incidental expenses that will crop up, such as the pre-
paration of the voters'lists, the transmitting of the voters'
lista, travelling expenses, and such like, which will run
the expense up to within a very snall fraction of the largest
sum which bas been mentioned on this side of the House as
the probable expense to the country of the adoption of this
system. Mr. Chairman, I take it that the arguments of the
hon. member for West Toronto, in the direction of a legisla-
tive union, as opposed to the federal principle in our consti-
tution, are arguments that cannot be accepted by this House.
When ho defended the real property qualification clause,
ho defended a proposition that was entirely abandoned by a
colleague of his own in the Ontario Legislature. It will be
recollected that in the Ontario Legislature, when the presont
provincial franchise was under discussion, the Conservative
minority voted in favor of manhood suffrage pure and
simple; and in the discussion that took place, Mr. Clarke,
who is a colleague of the hon. gentleman as representing
West Toronto in the Local Legislature, stated that ho
was not afraid to build on the rock of manhood suffrage.
That hon. members in the Local House said ho was not
afraid of passing a measure in favor of manhood suffrage;
that at one time he believed a property qualification,
meant something, but now it meant nothing. Un-
doubtedly this franchise measure should have been
submitted to the people. If that principle is not maintained
it is quite possible that the most radical changes may be
introduced and carried by Parliament. It is true we have
two Chambers and the Crown, which possesses a veto
power over all Acts, but that veto bas not been exercised
for many years. In the mother country it bas not been
exercised since 1707, when Queen Anne vetoed the Scotland
Militia Bill. The principle for which I am contending is
recognised in the mother country, and all proposed consti-
tutional changes are submitted to the electors before an
attempt is made to pass thom into law. The whole ton-
dency of constitutional changes has been in the direction of
contracting the power of the Crown and more fully recog-
nising the righta of the people to control the actions of
Parliament.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. Order. The hon, gentleman must

keep to the question

Mr. CAMERON. I was following in the lino of the
hon. member for Bothwell; but I will attempt to con-
fine myself more closely to the question. I shall
deal for a moment with the protest which bas been made
from the other side against what bas been termed the pro-
tracted discussion on this question. Now, Sir, the English
House of Commons occupied four months in discussing a
similar BilL The hon. member for Lincoln the other night
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protested against the expense to the country of this pro-
tracted Session, but he was quite willing to incur the addi-
tional expense-not yearly but for all time-which would
be involved in the passage of this Bill. He protested in the
strongest language, and with a vehemence that almost indi-
cated a personal interest in the matter, against the expense
which the country was being put to by this discussion.
Now, Sir, what is that expense ? The indemnity of
members, or the expense of the officers of this House, or
the running of any of the Departments of the louse, do
not depend on the length of the Session. It is true the
gas bill and the paper bill for the printing of B'ansard may
be larger, but these items will appear very small against
the expense which will be assumed by the passage of this
Bill. If there is a reason to appeal to the community as
against the course of the Opposition, in increasing the gas
bill and the printing bill of Bansard, how much stronger
reason have we for appealing to the country against a per-
manent charge on the country of $400,000 a year?

Mr. SPROULE. You forget the expense to members by
the loss of time.

Mr. CAMERON. I quite recognise that every hon. mem-
ber, without exception, sacrifices a good deal by remaining
here, but I can only hope that that sacrifice will be recog-
nised in our personal relations with our constituents. At
the same time we come here to discharge our duties fairly
and justly, and I recognise that the matter of time is not to
be an element in the discharge of those duties.

Mr. BOWELL. Time is not the essence of this contract.
Mr. CAMERON. If the hon. gentleman appeals to us

on the question of the time devoted to this discussion, I say
to him that if he will appeal to his own leaders, and insist
on their submitting measures in good time-measures
which members on this side will insist on discussing,
whether they are submitted on the first, or the sixtieth,
or the ninetieth day of the Session-I say if those measures
are brought in in good time, and the early part of the
Session is not wasted, as it was this year and last, we will
be quite prepared to facilitate the business of the House, as
we are always disposed to do. A thorough understanding
of that principle will make it unnecessary for the hon.
member for Grey in future to make the remark to which I
haive alluded.

Mr. SPROULE. If it takes one month to discuss the
first clause of this Bill, how long will it take Parliament to
discuss forty Bills ?

Mr. BOWELL. That is too hard a problem; give him
something easier.

Mr. CAMERON. If the hon. gentleman shows the
same lack of acquaintance with the other clauses of the
Bill that he displayed with reference to the clauses we
have just discussed, I say we are justified in remiaing
here a much longer time than there is any probability of
rernaining. The hon. gentleman disputed my proposition
that anybody but a judge or a barrister of five years stand-
ing could be appointed revising officer under this clause,
but I think I have proved that any man is eligible under the
clause which I quoted.

Mr. SPROULE. You stated it, but you did not prove
it.

Mr. CAMERON. I think I proved it to the satisfaction
of other members in the House, but I despair of proving it
to the hon. gentleman. I do not believe there is another hon.
gentleman on either sides who has any doubt on the subject.

Mr. SPROULE. We have no doubt about it, because we
believe that what you say cannot be done.

Mr. CAMERON. I trust the hon. gentleman only
speaks for himself, and not for those who are in accord

Mr. CAÂmmaox (Middlesex).

with him in political matters. It has been urged that we
should make efforts to become a homogeneous people, and it
is claimed that this Bill will tend to promote that desirable
aim, and that as different Provinces we are to move forward
in the march of progress as one consolidated whole. I like
to see these fancy pictures drawn, but we must come down
to every day practical affairs; we muet discuss the question
whether the clause under discussion is preferable to that
proposed in the amendment. The remarks of many hon.
gentlemen who usually ally themselves with hon. gentlemen
opposite clearly indicate that our homogeneous existence is
not going to be furthered by the passing of this clause.
When this Bill comes to be put into operation, I believe the
result will be the very reverse; I believe that such an
amount of dissatisfaction will exist in the different
Provinces, as will very materially affect our homo-
geneous existence in the future. I should like to see the
country progress in the direction hon. gentlemen indicate
when they use that word. As one of those who welcomed
the Confederation of the Provinces as an assurance that we
were to grow up as a nationality with British instincts and
with a love for monarchical institutions on the American
continent, I should like to see that homogeneous existence
brought about; but when I see the disposition of hon.
gentlemen opposite to trample on the rights of the different
Provinces, I am led to despair of the success of that homo-
geneous existence which I had fondly hoped to see attained.
In more than one of the Provinces, this Bill, when put into
practical operation, will be assumed as another attempt to
deprive those Provinces of their rights. I ask hon. gentle-
men opposite if those disputes which have taken place
between the Provincial and the Dominion Government
were not invariably the result of legislation at the instiga-
tion of the dominant party in the Dominion against the
interests of the Provinces. There was no justification for
challenging the right of the Provinces to pass a License
Act. It was a gratuitous interference with the rights of
the different Provinces, like many other acta of the hon.
First Minister; and instead of a feeling of confidence in
this Legislature growing in the different Provinces, it is
lessening as the result of the policy that has been pursued
for many years past.

Mr. HICKEY. That is your opinion only.

Mr. CAMERON. How is it that not in Ontario only,
but in the Province of Quebec, the question of provincial
rights is a burning question. Now, the hon. member for
Inverness (Mr. Cameron) the other day exhibited a peti-
tion from the municipal council of the constituency ho
represents, favoring the appointment of a particular indi-
vidual as revising barrister under this Act. He was kind
enough to inform us that it was signed by a great many of
his political opponents, and that it was in favor of a gentle-
man who was also an active worker against him. Now, I
ask if in these facts there does not lie a very serious reason
against adopting the principle proposed to be embodied in
this Bill. That hon. gentleman without perceiving it, gave
away his case when he said the gentleman in whose interest
he presented the petition is politically opposed to him. What
is the result ? Let us assume that the gentleman in whose
interest the petition was signed, is appointed. Will the hon.
gentleman say ho has strength and courage enough to favor
the appointment of a man politically opposed to him unless he
feels that he will derive some personal advantage from it? If
there is to be any advantage resulting from the appointment
of a political opponent,is not that which we contend as being a
vicions and vexatious principle of this Bill admitted by that
very fact? I hold that it is. The petition which the hon. gen-
tleman has read indicates clearly that the purpose of this Bill
decidedly is to put the electoral franchise practically into
the hands of the Government. That being the case, I hold
that the , provincial franchises should be adhered to, and if
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I must confine myself more particulary to the clause under
discussion I will say that so far as the Province of Ontario
is concerned lier franchise should be adhered to. The
majority of the people of Ontario have determined that it is
the one they prefer. It was submitted to thom at the elec-
tions of 1883, and the Government will be doing a grievous
wrong to the people of Ontario, if they do not embody this
amendment in the Bill. I desire for a moment to refer
to the election law of 1874, by which the fran-
chises of-the different Provinces were adopted by the Dom-
inion as the Dominion franchise. When that law was under
discussion, hon. gentlemen on both sides gave their general
adhesion to the principle then being recognised. Hon.
gentlemen opposite will recollect that, owing to the want
of any registration facilities in the Province of Prince
Edward Island, the Government thon proposed to make a
change with regard to that Province which involved the
acceptance of the franchise which there existed for the
election of legislative councillors instead of manhood suf-
frage. Gentlemen opposite, who were thon in Opposition,
stood up manfully in favor of the larger franchise as
against the more restricted one, although gentlemen on
this side urged that it was but a temporary expedient that
would be abandoned when Prince Edward Island provided
machinery by which every vote, under manhood suffrage,
would be registered. That being the case, hon. gentlemen
opposite are bound by their record to support the posi-
tion taken by the Opposition in favor of the provin-
cial franchise. I find on reference to the debates of
1874, that the Hon. J. H. Cameron, then member fr
Cardwell supported the Bill, that the hon. member
for North Huron, who was thon a member of this House as
he is to-day, is reported to have approved of the Bill gene-
rally. We ought to adopt the franchise of the Province of
Ontario as the Dominion franchise for that Province. The
hon. member for Lincoln (Mr. Rykert) claimed that the
franchise now proposed was more liberal than that adopted
in the Provincial Legislature. The hon. member for Dundas
(Mr. Hickey) made an admission to the contrary. They
can be left to settle that between themselves, but I believe
the hon. momber for Dundas has made the more correct
statement of the two. The hon. member for Lincoln (Mr.
Rykert) took exception to the provision in the Ontario Act
which deprives an elector of more than one vote, but I hold
that that is the correct system. It is known that not more
than 50 per cent. of the names on the list are usually
recorded now, and that is largely caused by the repetition
of names on the electoral roll. If persons are entitled
to more than one vote because they have property in differ-
ent municipalities, they should have votes proportioned to
the amount of property they own. The Ontario Act in
that respect has made the franchise more symmetrical than
this Bill proposes to do. In England it has been estimated
that the repeating franchise was equal to 10 per cent. of
the entire electorate, and I do not think it is less in Ontario,
taking the cities and the rural districts together. The Ofitario
Act has given votes to the wage-earner, the land-holder's
son, and the man with an income of $250 a year, who pre.
viously had not votes as such. I therefore say that the
Ontario Act makes the foundation of our country broader
and deeper, and appeals to justice and right in the same
manner and from the same motive as the Prime Min-
ister in England appealed to the Parliament of that
country, in relation to his recent Franchise Bill.
Reverting again to the Indian clause, I wish to remark that
the operation of the ballot system among the Indians will
be little botter than a farce. If secrocy is an essential to
the principle of the ballot, what secrecy is secured in the
case of the Indian vote ? If it is impossible to operate the
ballot successfully in any country where intelligence doos
not prevail, I ask yon what prospect is there of secrecy
being maintained, and the principle of the ballot success-

fully recognised, when the Indian will not be capable
even of marking his own ballot? I say we are departing
from one of the principles which underlies the ballot sys-
tem. I repeat what has been said in this House more than
once, that we, on this aide, are quite willing to give the
Indian the franchise if the Government will impose upon him
the same responsibilities which are exacted of the white
voter. I desire to read an article from the Toronto News. Its
position has been defined so recently that it is not neces-
sary for me to indicate what its relations are to either of
the political parties in this country. But that journal, with
others, has discussed the Franchise Bill, and its article on
Monday last I will read. (The hon. gentleman read the
article in question.) Such is the opinion of one independ-
ent journalist in this country, a journalist who I think has
proved his independence by the fact that both parties in
this House-and perfectly justly-disowned any connection
with him, or any responsibility for his views. Now, Sir,
if all these expressions of opinion, if all the correspondence
which members on this aide are receiving indicate the
unpopularity and offensiveness,and the general discredit with
which this Bill is received, we ought to refrain from going
further than the adoption of the amendment now
before you. I say that the Bill is objectionable for every
reason which has been urged against it. It is objectionable
from every point of fair play, and I say that hon. gentle-
men wio are so fond of referring to British institutions as
the moving impulse in everything they do, cannot, in the
whole history of British institutions, within the last con-
tury, find any measure which has so many scandalous
provisions involved in it, as the one now under discussion.
I say that their reverence for British institutions must be
of a much less marked character than their pretentions, if
they will persist in defending this Bill with so many offen-
sive, one-sided and objectionable features. The general
character of this Bill is foreign to that principle of fair
play which is a characteristic of the Canadian people, as
well as of those from whose loins we have sprung, and I
can say of this as could with equal for ce be said of anQther
Bill which was a matter of comparative recent legislation in
this House, the Gerrymander Act:

"You may alter and change this Bill as you will,
The taint of the Tory will bang 'round it still."

It is far better that hon. gentleman should withdraw a Bill
which has met with so determined opposition in the coun-
try, and if they are bound to have a Franchise Bill for
the Dominion, let them make one which will have some
elements of fairness about it. I appeal to hon. gentlemen
opposite, on the ground of patriotism, to refrain from
placing a measure on the Statute Book which will be
referred to with odium by the generations which will suc-
coed us. Our position here, as custodians of the popular
will, as those who have been trusted by our constituents
with the most sacred political rights which can be entrusted
to men, should consider the position very carefully before
we make such a marked alteration as is proposed here.
We should hesitate, if we wish to secure that endorsement
of our conduct that was secured by an American statesman
who died not long ago, in these lines:

"His statecraft was the golden rule,
His right of vote a sacred trust,

Clear over threat and ridicule,
Al heard his challenge, 'is it just?

That is our position to-day. We ask in the name of
the people of Ontario and of the Dominion whom we
represent here. la this just ? We do not ask it as
between party and party. We say lot party sink, let it be
evanescent as an hour, but let our country still exist. A
Bill such as this, that practically places in the hands of one
man the representation of oach constituency of this Domin-
ion, is the most severe stab at popular institutions that bas
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been attempted in this country, or in any country, within
the last one hundred years. I say, Sir, that the only hope
of a community under such circumstances is the uprising of
the popular will. The only hope under these circumstances
is the rising wave of indignation which is gathering
strength, and I pray hon. gentlemen opposite, for the con
sideration that ought to be shown to popular institutions
not to ignore that wave of popular opinion as persistently
as they have hitherto done. We have, Sir, in the
history of our mother country in the past, examples of the
dangers which are produced by misgovernment and mis
legislation; we have in its history the evidences of the evil
results which follow, because it invariably happens that when
the populace has to resent unjust legislation, whether it
came as in the past from the Crown, or as at present from
the Crown representatives, they have invariably gone fur-
ther than was just, right or judicious. I say that the danger
which threatens us from that very circumstance is the reason
why I appeal, with all the warmth of which I am capable,
against passing a Bill which has not only the objection that
public opinion does not demand it, but the objection
that, wherever public opinion has been expressed, it has
been expressed most determinedly in opposition to it.
These are the reasons why I prefer in the first place that
this Bill should not, in its entirety, be passed; these are the
reasons why, in the event of that course not being adopted,
I favor the amendment of the hon. member for North Nor-
folk (Mr. Charlton) to leave the Provincial franchises as
they are; these are the reasons which, if that amendment
should not prevail, induce me to support the proposition
which leaves to the Province of Ontario the franchise it
now possesses. But if the amendment should not prevail, I
hope that the promised amendment of my hon. friend from
Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell) will receive recognition. I
will be glad if better counsels should prevail among hon.
gentlemen opposite. I should be prepared to see their
existence as the dominant political party for a great many
years under any circumstances rather than see this Bill
passed, even if it should ring their death knell. We should
be capable of placing the country before party. Feeling
strongly as I do, I have the hope that hon. gentlemen oppo-
site will stay their hands before they insist on the passage of
this measure in its present objectionable shape.

Mr. WILSON. Judging by the treatment which has
been given to the amendments which have been already
introduced in favor of the exemption of some of the Pro-
vinces from the operation of this Act, I am inclined to
think that very likely the Province of Ontario will share
the same fate. However, I feel that it is my duty, as it is
my pleasure, to uee this opportunity of expressing my
strong opinion that the provincial franchise, which has
worked so well and given such general satisfaction in the
Province of Ontario for a number of years, should be
allowed to remain, and that the amendment of the hon.
member for West Elgin (Mr. Casey) ought to prevail. I
have had an opportunity of watching the working of that
franchise for a number of years, and I tell the Government
that if they would consult the electors, the municipalities,
and those whose duty it is to look after the preparation of
the lists, they would agree with me that it would be in the
interest of the Province of Ontario to be allowed to continue
to use the lists that we have been using for the last sixteen
or eighteen years. During the last lew days we have had
some expression of the wishes of the people, by
means of the numerous petitions which have been
presented to this House, and the Government who
are here for the purpose of carrying out the
will of those who elected them ought to consider their
wishes as expressed in those petitions. If they treat them
with indifference the electorate will, of course, have an
opportunity of saying to them whether they should longerJ

Mr. CAMEEoN (Middlesex).

i remain in the position they now occupy. On a previous
occasion I asked hon. gentlemen opposite to show wherein

f any necessity existed for pressing upon the conntry this
measure at the present time. I called on them to point
ont a single reason why, after a four months' session, we

- should be compelled to stay here, day in and day out, dis-
cussing a measure of this description, when no necessity has
been shown for it. I received on that occasion no reply.
True, we have been told-and we have not pretended to
deny it-that the Dominion has the power to pass a Fran-
chise Act. The Dominion may possess that right and power;

1 it possesses many rights and powers which it has not hereto-
fore exercised. Why is it necessary that it should exercise
this right when heretofore it has not exercised any such right
or authority ? There must be some reason why the Govern-
ment is pressing this right at present. Where is the
necessity for pressing it? We cannot find it from the
arguments of those who have spoken on the other side. I
have not heard a single hon. gentleman opposite, who
spoke in this debate, point out clearly any wrong, hardship
or injustice existing through the use of the provincial fran-
chises. What neocessity, therefore, is there to introduce this
measure, for which no demand has been made ? There
must be some hidden reason; there must be something
behind all this. Will the Government explain what that
something is ? Hon. gentlemen opposite may be in the
secret, but we are not. Probably the Government feel that
on account of the course they have taken, and of the acts
they have done, it would not be safe for them to appeal to
the country on the same franchise as before. They appealed
to the country before and their course was endorsed. Are
they afraid now? If their measures are, as they say, all
good, if they are administering our affairs for the benefit of
the commonwealth, why should they be afraid to appeal to
the same jury as before ? True, they did not appeal before
to the same jury as on the previous occasion; true, they
arranged i-t a little, and now it may be that they deem it
nccessary to so arrange the franchise that they may be able
to come back to this House, not with the free expression of
the people, but with the dwarfed expression of the people,
an expression carefully prepared by themselves. We hear
hon. gentlemen opposite say that the Reform party has
never been in favor of the extension of the franchise. The
hon. member for Lincoln (Mr. iRykert) said it was
only when driven by the Conservative party that the
Reform party extended the franchise. I propose to show
how unfair is that statement. The hon. gentleman is
always ready to make an assertion, but he is not always
competent to prove its correctness. I believe I can prove
that the Reform party have always been in favor of all the
advancement and all the reform this country now happily
is enjoying. The hon. member for Lincoln (Mr. Rykert)
was very liberal with quotations, and he always contrived
to read them so as to make them appear to the best advan-
tage on his side; some would say they were more or less
garbled and did not convey fully the whole truth. In
referring to the income franchise, he contended that he
was the first to introduce a measure of that description
in the Local Legislature, and that the Government of the
day took bis measure up. I wish to examine into the
truthfulness or untruthfulness of that assertion. That
measure was introduced in the Local Legislature by the
Hon. Mr. McKellar, and more than a month after that time
the hon. member for Lincoln introduced his Bill, which never
received a second reading. The hon. member claimed that
he was the first to introduce a measure in relation to the
income franchise. That was not correct, for early in the
year 1869 Mr. Boyd introduced a Franchise Bill, and the
hon. member for Lincoln was among those who voted
against it. He has stated that the Conservative party are
always the advanced party in favor of the extension of the
franchise, yet, among those who voted against that Bill was
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Mr. M. C. Cameron-I mean the member, who was thon
in the Local Legislature and is now Judge C(ameron,
not my hon. friend from Huron, bocause, if ho had been
there, he would have voted on the other side. I find also,
that the present Postmaster General voted for the six
months' hoist of that measure, and he had a brother in the
Legislature who, true to the instincts of Toryism, true to
the desire of opposing the rights of those who had to earn a
living by their daily work, also voted against that Franchise
Bill. On the other hand, all of the Reformers are recorded
on the other side.

Committee rose, and, it being six o'clock, the Speaker
left the Chair.

After Recess.
House again resolved itself into Committee.

Mr. WILSON. The hon. member for Lincoln (Mr.
iRykert), in addressing this House the other day, claimed
that the Reform party had never advocatod an extension of
the franchise, unless they were driven into the last ditch by
the Conservative party. I will read what the hon. gentle-
man said on that occasion, as I find it in Bansard, of the
I1th May. (The hon. gentleman read an extract from Mr.
Rykert's speech). Well, I have gone through the record of
the Conservative party, and I cannot find a single instance
where they were the advocates of that principle; but, on
the contrary, that they withheld it, as far as they could.
The hon. gentleman says that in 1868 ho introduced a Fran-
chise Bill into the Local Legislature; and, that again, in
1874, he introduced a Bill, giving the franchise to mon enjoy-
ing an income, which Bill was taken up and passed by the
Government. Well, Sir, I find by the Journals of the Logis-
lative Assembly, 1868-69, that an Act respecting the election
of members of the Legislative Assembly, by the Attorney
General, Sandfield Macdonald, on the 9th of November, 1868.
It went on, and on the 8th of December the Bil was
brought up for its third reading, and a division took place.
You will remember that ho stated that when Mr. doyne,
the member for Peel, introduced a measure granting the
franchise to females, the leader of the Opposition had not
the courage to remain in bis seat and record bis vote, pro
or con. We will see what this courageous hon. member did
on the occasion of the third reading of the Bill. (The bon.
member read from the Journals of the Ontario Assembly).
We find a vote took place, and every member of the Reform
party voted in favor of that income franchise, and we find
that ail the Conservative members who voted at ail voted
against the income franchise on that occasion. True, I do
not see the name of my hon. friend from Lincoln. He found
it convenient not to record his vote, yet ho stated that my:
hon. friend, the leader of the Opposition, ha I not the cour-
age of his convictions in reterence to female franchise;
wihile the hon. member for Lincoln, on that occasion, either
had not the courage of his convictions or else left, so as not
to be compelled to record bis vote. The hon. gentleman
stated the other night that in 1874 ho introduced a meas-
ure in the Provincial Legislature in the direction of granting
franchise on income. Well, we find in the Journals of the
legislative Assembly, 1874, that on the 4th February Bill
(No. 17), an Act to extend the Electoral Franchise, was
introdueed by the hon. Mr. McKellar, and on the 6th of
March we find that Bill (No. 136), entitled An Act to amend
the Franchise, was introduced. On the third reading of Mr.
McKellar's Bill Mr. Rykert moved an amendment that the
Bill be recommitted, with instructions to the committee
to amend the first section by adding a provision that no
person assessed for income should be entitled to vote at a
parliamentary election unless ho had paid ail taxes imposed
on him on account of such income. Yet the hon. member
for Lincoln has poed here as the champion of the income

franchise, and as having been in favor ofi
who were assessed for income from being
vote if their income tax had not been paid.
the louse what the hou. gentleman said.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. The hon. gentleman
himself to the question.

relieving those
disqualified to
I will read to

must confine

Mr. WILSON. I bow to your decision, Mr. Chairman,
and i will not quote the full language of the hon. member ;
but I will simply state that the hon. member was opposed
to an extension of the franchise. I find that that hon. gen-
tleman and some other members of this House have stated
that there is danger in leaving the franchise in the hands
of the Local Legislatures, lest they might abuse the trust.
In the same number of Bansard this hon. gentleman went
so far as to say: (The hon. member here quoted from the
official Debates). I would ask that hon. gentleman if ho
can put his finger upon a single instance in which the Pro--
vince of Ontario las usurped any of the rights, priviloges or
prerogatives of this House. I say that the Province of
Ontario has nover attempted to encroach upon the rights
and prerogatives of this Parliament, and while i would hold
sacred the rights and privileges of the Local Legislature, I
would be equally willing to defend the rights of this Parlia-
ment. The hon. member for West York took objection to that
provision of the local Act which prevents a non-resi-
dent from voting. My opinion is, that as we are extend-
ing the franchise as far as we can in the direction of
manhood suffrage, the measure brought in by the Local
Legislature is a just one. I do not think that a man who
has $10,000 worth of property in a number of different
ridings should have a greater amount of influence in the
legislation of the country than the man who has $50,000
worth of property in one couînty. I believe the true princi-
ple is one vote for one man, under all circumstances, and
that the small property which is owned by a poor man is
just as valuable to him and just as sacred as the large amount
of property owned by the rich man, and i say that the
principle adopted by the Local Logislature is the true and
correct principle. Some hon. gentlemen have said that if
the Bill is so unpopular as we on this side assert, why not
let the Bill paso, and go to the country, if our dosire is to
defeat hon. gentlemen opposite. Sir, that is a sordid motive
upon which to act. It is not the principle which ought to
influence the wishes and feelings of any hon. gentleman in
this House. We are not here merely to try and oust bon.
gentlemen opposite, or to get ourselves in power. We have
a higher duty to perform. We are here to try to purge our
legislation of evil and wrong.doing, and it is our bounden
duty to do so, whether it facilitates our coming into office
or our remaining where we are. It is our bounden duty to
oppose wrong wherever we tind it, and we have no
difficulty in finding much of it in this flouse. If we
compare the relative merits of the Ontario franchise and
the one which is proposed in this Bill, we find that the
Ontario franchise is much more liberal and deais out far
greater justice to the people than this measure does. Take.
for instance, the franchise granted to wage earners. This
Bill, by not making a provision of that kind, will deprive
100,000 or more people of that class of a voice in the govern
ment of the country, and I ask, as we have been advocating
an extension of the franchise, as we have all folt that pro.
perty, as the basis of representation, should no longer exist
to as great an extent as heretofore, as we have recognised
the principle of the income franchise, is it not unreasonable
to favor a Bill which will disfranchise all those honest and
industrious laborers. Can the First Minister any longer
appeal to the country and say that ho is the friend
of the workingman. If the hon. gentleman is a
friend of the workingman, why should ho hesi-
tate to incorporate such a provision in his Bill?
Does he feel that he has ne confidence in them, as ho has
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heretofore felt ho had no confidence in others ? If he has
confidence in them ho should show his liberality and carry
out his intention by amending the Bill so as to extend the
franchise to the honest and industrious laborer, who is just
as much entitled to it as a man who occupies a house rented
at a very small sum ? Many of these laborers, receiving
perhaps only $200 or $250 and their board, eau give a more
intelligent vote at the polls than householders who pay $2
a month rent. Some hon. gentlemen opposite have said
that the assessors are prone to undervalue property. My
experience has been quite the contrary. Any man who is
appointed to that position and who takes an oath to faith-
gully f ulfil the duties imposed on him is not very likely to
assess property far below its real value. But hon. gentle.

men opposite have given that as one reason why we should
have the revising barrister, because, as the hon. mem-
ber for Lincoln said, if the property were assessed
too low, the revising barrister, as its valuation would
not be used for assoement purposes or for the col-
lection of taxes, would place it at a higher figure. That is
giving us some of ;he motives of this Bill. The revising
barrister is going to be a very convenient person. In ciLies,
where the qualification is $300, one man, whose property is
assessed up to $300, will have the right to vote, but another
man, who may perhaps be obnoxious to the revising bar-
rister, or be opposed to the Government of the day, may
find his property undervalued, and he will be turned away.
Whatever the faults of the assessors may be, it is a danger-
ous and vicious principle to place a man in a position to
enfranchise one and disfranchise another, merely for the
purpose of pleasing the Government of the day. I believe
that part of the Bill should not for a moment receive the
consideration of this louse. I can hardly understand some
hon. gentlemen opposite speaking about Ontario having set
itself against the Dominion. I do not know what that had
to do with the question, but I find it recorded here in
Ransard. Now, it comes with ill-grace, I muet say, fiom
hon. gentlemen on the opposite side, to speak in that way,
unless they have a desire to humiliate the First
Minister. He as no doubt too vivid a recollec-
tion of his struggles with the Province of Ontario,
and the result of those struggles; and I imagine
that it is not very cheering consolation to him to have any
of his followers in this flouse probe those old sores. I
think an order ought to be issued in caucus that no refer-
ence ought to be made to the Province of Ontario setting
itself against the Dominion Government. Ail that the
Province of Ontario has done has been to contend for its just
rights, and I think that not only the Province of Ontario,
but every Province in the Dominion, ought to contend, inch
by inch, for its just rights, and not allow this Government
to encroach upon the rights and prerogatives of its Legisla-
ture ; because, if this encroaehment continues in the future as
it bas been in the past, we shall find some of these Provinces
clamoring for separation from this Confederation, and that, I
think, we all ought seriously to deplore. Therefore, I
hope that in the future we shall hear nothing more in
reference to the Province of Ontario taking any course
hostle to the Dominion of Canada, Now, Sir, if this mea-
sure be all that the Government declares it to be, if it is a
just measure, and one desired by the people at the present
time, if it is intended to remove abuses which have existed
for a number of years, as hon. gentlemen opposite assert
abuses have existed, I will ask you to point out any of the
newspaper organs of hon. gentlemen opposite in which you
can find a true and full account of the various provisions of
this Bill and the meaning of them. If it was such a good
Bill, and one likely to meet with the approval of the people,
would the organs of hon. gentlemen opposite hesitate for a
moment to print the Bill, so that every elector taking any
of these papers might have an opportunity of seeing
the Bill just ¿as *itis, and knowing its futl effect ?

-Mr. WILsON.

But what do we find ? When they refer to the
Indian enfranchisement do they tell the wbole truth ?
I hold that any newspaper which deliberatoly, by any means,
misleads the public, is equally guilty as if it had told a
deliberate falsehood; and therefore I say that if the measure
ho what hon. gentlemen opposite say it is and what their
press pretends it is, they should have no hesitation in giv-
ing it publication, so that every one may have an oppor-
tunity of ascertaing what the clauses of the Bill are. Can
you point ont to me, Sir, any newspaper that supports bon.
gentlemen opposite which bas printed in full the clause
relating to the revising barristers ? Hon. gentlemen opposite
say it is similar to the English Act, but they know very
well that the clause providing for revising barristers in this
Bill is a very different thing from the revising barrister
provision in the English Act. What object can Ion. mcm-
bers have in making sncb comparisons, unless it ho for the
purpose of trying to mislead the public? What are those
revising barristers to do, under this Bill? They are to pre-
pare the rolls, and they are clothed for this purpose with
almost unlimited power. What can be thought of any
Government that will take to themselves, through their
officials, as these revising barristers will be, the power of
selecting the mon who will have the right to vote and of
striking off those who, they think, should not have that
right, and thus control the elections to suit themselves. I
say this is an unheard of Act. The Premier, the other
day, said that constitutional government was on its trial.
I think ho is going to give it a severe trial; if ho persists
in forcing this Bill through in its present condition he will
strike a blow at the constitution, the result of which no one
can foresee. We know full well.the object of this measure.
Its object is plainly evident on the face of it, and that is
that the Government may ho enabled so to prepare the rolls
as to ensure, as closely as it can ho ensured by such merns,
their return to power. They evidently fear that unless ihey
do something of this kind their return to office is extremely
problematical. To pretend that a measure which wrests
the control of the elections from the people and places it in
the hands of irresponsible revising bsrristers is a just meas-
ure is an absurdity. No one can fully appreciate what is
just, right and fair, who can advocate carrying such a prin-
ciple into effect, and thon claim that in so doing they are
acting as responsible advisors of the Crown. I could hardly
believe that such a thing would ho advocated by anybody
had I not seen the Bill. As the right Ion. gentleman, the
First Minister, poises as the friend of the poor man, I would
like to draw lis attention to one section of this third clause,
the 4th sub-section, that in reference to tenancy:

" 4. Is the tenant of real property within any such city or town or
part of a city or town, at a monthly rental of at least two dollars, or at
a quarterly rental of at least six dollars, or at a half-yearly rental of at
least twelve dollars, or at an annual rental of at least twenty dollars,
and bas been in possession thereof as such tenant for at least one year
next before the first day of November, in the year of Our Lord one thon-
sand eight hundred and eighty-six, or in any subsequent year, and bas
really and bond fide paid one year's rent for such property at not less
than the rate aforesaid; Provided that the year's rent so required to be
paid to entitle such tenant to vote shall be the year's rent up to the last
yearly, half-yearly, quarterly or monthly day of payment, as the case
may be, which shall have occurred next before the firet day of Novem-
ber in each of the said years respectively; and provided also, that a
change of tenancy durinig the year next before the said first day of Nov-
ember in any such year shall not deprive the tenant of the right to vote
in respect of such real property if snob change is without any inter nission
of time, and the several tenancies are such as would entitle the tenant
to vote had such tenant been in possession under either of them, as such
tenant, for the year next before the said first day of November in any
such year."

What do we find here ? A convenient clause, a clause, no
doubt, it is intended the revising barrister may make good
use of. It would hardly have struck me that the First Min-
ister was going to act in the future as an agent for collect-
ing rents. It does strike me that, through bis barristers,
he is going to take to himself the right to say that every
man must pay lis rent or else must be debarred from giv-
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ing his vote. What will this lead to ? Suppose I should
be a landlord, having a number of tenants, some of whom1
know would vote for me and others would not, would I no
be in a position to say to a tenant: I want your vote; yoi
have not paid your taxes, but if you vote all right you
taxes will be paid, your rent will be paid; but if you do no
vote all right I will have you sworn when you come up t(
record your vote. Here you have a provision to compel th
poor, unfortunate, industrious laboring man, who may hav
met with difficulty and is unable to meet hie rent, t
vote in the way hie landlord desires him to vote
An industrions, hard working man may, from circumstancoe
over which he las no control, such as sickness, be unable t<
pay hie rent when it is due. Is it right that, because a man
is sick or unable to get work in consequence of the harc
times, ho should ho told that, therefore, ho muet not vote foi
a member of the Dominion Parliament, though ho might cas
hie vote for the member for the Local Legislature ? Thi
shows the true intent of this Bill. However it may be con
cealed, the real intention is not to;extendithe franchise as hon
gentlemen claim, but to deprive the poor, industrious, honesi
sons of toil of the opportunity of recording their vote
Although I have not a very great deal of confidence in th(
spontaneous action of lon. gentlemen opposite in a matLe
of this kind, I believe many of them will agree with me
that it is unfair, because a man happons to be born tc
toit and bas to contend with difficulties from the day
of hie birth to hie death, that ho should be deprived
of having as much voice in the administration of
affaire as the man who has been born in easy circum
stances and who has floated through life with any
amount of means at hie disposal. It would be very easy for
us to show many other inconsistencies in a Bill of this
description, but I think that all who have heard this Bill
discussed will agree with me that, before it can possibly
become law, many very serious and important changes
ought to be made in it. This Bill, from beginning to end,
is one of injustice to the electorate of the Dominion of
Canada. Take whatever Province you like. Go to British
Columbia, and I will ask you if many of the electors there
will not, by this Bill, be deprived of a right ýwhich they have
hitherto enjoyed ? But, on the other band, the Indians of
British Columbia will be enfranchised, and perhaps the
Chinamen also.

Mr. SHAKESPEARE. I hope the Indians will be en-
franchised.

Mr. WILSON. We know that in Prince Edward Island
this Bill will disfranchise a very considerable number of the
electors, and I cannot, for the life of me, understand how the
hon. members from that island can sit quietly in their
seats when they know that a large number of the intelli-
gent, upright and honest electors of that Province are
going to be deprived of a right which they have hitherto
exercised. For my part, as one of the mem bers for Ontario,
I believe that we would be recreant to our duty if we do
not oppose a measure of this kind, that will inflict an
injustice upon many and extend justice to none. For these
reasons, I shall vote in favor of the amendment of the hon.
member for West Elgin (Mr. Casey).

Mr. MACDONALD (King's, P.E.I.) As the hon. mem-
ber who has just taken his seat (Mr. Wilson) bas spoken of
Prince Edward Island, J would ask permission briefly to
reply to his remarks. There is no doubt that the hon. gen-
tlemen of the Opposition are carrying on this debate to its
present unprecedented longth for the purpose of arousing a
feeling in the country against this measure. I am com-
pelled to believe it has not affected the country to the
extent bon. gentlemen would have this House believe. If
there is any Province of this Dominion that should be
affected by the lengthened debate that has taken place on
the question of the franchise it is Prince Edward Island.

d An election took place there yesterday, to fill a vacancy in
I the Legislative Council of the Province, and I hold in m
t hand a telegram I have just received, announcing the resut
Eu of that election. It reads as follows:-
r
t " CHARLOTTETOWN, 16th May, 1885.

o Bowers defeated by 154 majority in constituency, where thirty
emenths ago, a Grit wa elected by 200 majority, and notwithhstanding
le the probable loa. of manhood suffrage and the rebellion, both of whioh
e were charged against the conservative cadidate."

. J think this goes very far to show that this protracted
debate has not had the effect of converting the people of

o that Province to the views of the Opposition. Notwith-
standing the position of the question as regards the island

d at this stage of the Bill, I yet trust that before the Bill is
r passed the House will see fit to grant concessions to thatr Province.
it
s Mr. LANGELIER. (Translation.) Mr. Chairman, I
. am sorry that J happened to be absent when the House

dealt with the amendment which was moved the other day
t by the hon. member for L'Islet (Mr. Casgrain), and whose
. object was to substitute for the provision of the Bill which
e we are now considering the local franchise of the Province
r of Quebec, as far as that Province is concerned. It is hardly
e necessary for me to say that if I had been here 1 should
o have voted for the amendment, but J hope I shall have an

opportunity to vote for it before the Bill is adopted. It may
be thought that, being a member from the Province of

[ Quebec, I do not feel interested in the amendment which is
- now under discussion, and whose object is to regulate the

franchise as regards the Province of Ontario. Mr. Chair-
r man, I consider that this amendment is just as interesting

to Quebec as it is to Ontario, because it is contending for a
principle which is just as important for the Province of
Quebec, for British Columbia, for Prince Edward Island, for
New Brunswick and for Manitoba, as it is for the Province
of Ontario-that is, the principle of local franchises. I have
already had occasion to address the fouse on the Bill which
is now before us. Since thon I have followed the debates
with great attention while J was here, and when I was away
I took the trouble to read the Kansard, to see what
would be said by hon. gentlemen opposite. It does
not take much time to read what has been said
by hon. gentlemen opposite with regard to this
Bill. We have attended a discussion, the like of
which has never been heard, either in this Parlia-
ment or in any other, I think, on such an important
question. There has certainly not been any discussion on
that question by hon. gentlemen opposite. The Government
and their friends do not think, or do not seem to think, that
this moasure is important enough to be worth the trouble of
discussing it. Long discussions have taken place since the
beginning of the Session on questions which were almost
insignificant, when compared to that which is now before
us, and in which the gentlemen opposite have taken part.
But how is it that they do not say anything on this Bill ?
The reason is very simple: They have nothing to say. Not
long ago I was in Quebec, and I had occasion to speak to a
great many persons on the subject of this Bill. The long
debate which is taking place on this Bill begins to draw the
attention of the people, which has heretofore been concen-
trated on the affairs of the North-West. Well, Mr. Chairman,
when the provisions of this Bill are made known to those
wbo enquire, there is only one voice to condemn it; there
is but one voice to condemn, especially; the abominable
system of official revisers. J have not heard one discordant
voice on that point. I spoke to Liberals and I spoke to
Conservatives, who have been Consoervatives all their lifq-
time, and all agre teo condemn this Bill. The Conservatives
are even more afraid of it than the Liberals. There are
things in that Bill which appal them. The Conservatives
to whom I spoke of it said to me: If we once admit
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the principle that the Dominion Parliament has a right
to regulate the franchises for the different Provinces,
the Province of Quebec may prepare to submit to
whatever franchise the majority from the Province of
Ontario and other Provinces may see fit to force upon it.
Now, it is not necessary to ho a great prophet to predict
that before long we will have universal suffrage in the
country. We know that manhood suffrage existe in Prince
Edward Island; it also exists in British Columbia; it almost
exists in Manitoba, and we know that during the last Ses-
sion of the Ontario Parliament the leader of the Opposi-
tion, Mr. Meredith, proposed universal suffrage, and that ail
the Tories in Ontario voted for that motion. On the Lib.
oral side the motion was rejected, but it was made a ques-
tion of expediency, a question of time, and it was given to
understand that it would come to that. Therefore, we may
expect to see the majority of the Provinces of the Dominion
pronouncing in favor of universal suffrage; consequently,
those of the hon. gentlemen from the Province of Quebec
who vote for the principle that the Dominion Parliament
should establish a uniform franchise for all the Provinces
are voting beforehand for universal suffrage. For my part,
that would not frighten me, but I believe it ought to frighten
those who denounced me when, in the Quebec Legislature,
I proposed amendments which were far from involving uni-
versai suffirage. I was denounced, not only in the House,
but also in the Conservative press of that Province. Well,
Mr. Chairman, the same gentlemen who have denounced me
at that time are preparing to vote a measure which will
throw open the door, not only to manhood suffrage, but also
to womanhood suffrage. Now, what are the reasons which
were given in favor of this Bill since I had occasion to address
this Hiouse ? I must declare that there was hardly any-
thing said, but the only reason which was given was
that which had already been given, and that is,
that the Act of British North America gives to
the Dominion Parliament the right of regulating its
own franchise. I have already said that on this side of
the House nobody had ever questioned that fact. Besides,
has not this point been settled ? l 1874 this Parliament
was called upon to settle that question. A Bill was intro-
duced by Mr. Mackenzie's Government, and it was supported
by the then Minister of Justice, who is now Chief Justice of
the Court of Queen's Bench, Hon. Mr. Dorion. It will not be
without interest to remind hon. gentlemen opposite of what
they said at that time, or what was said by those who had
a right to speak for them. On this side of the House there
has been no change of opinion; what is upheld by the dis-
cussion which is now going on is just what was upheld by
the Liberals in 1874; but I notice an extraordinary change
among the hon. gentlemen opposite, a change, not in the
language, because they do not speak, but a change in the
vote. In 1874 the Bill of the Mackenzie Government pro-
posed to adopt, for the Dominion elections, the franchise of
each of the Provinces. Well, was there any opposition to
that provision of the law? I have taken the trouble to read
the debates which took place at that time, and I have them
in a newspaper whose orthodoxy will not be questioned by
hon. gentlemen opposite. I take them from the Mfail's
report. I find in it that two of the hon.gentlemen opposite,
one who is still here and another who is not, have pro-
nounced on that question. The hon. FirstlMinister has never
varied in his opinions; we know he is a supporter of legis-
lative union, and he has been consistent with himself. When
Confederation was established he would have desired to have
legislative union of the Provinces, and when this Bill was
introduced, in 1874, he at once explained his views on the
question; he regretted that a uniform franchise had not
been adopted for the whole Dominion. lere are the words
which ho used ;.

" Be was strongly in favor of a property qualification, and was of
opinion that people who contributed te the publie revenue should poessa
the franchise."

Mir. L&BQICL

It will be noticed that the First Minister has altered hie
opinion. Thus, in 1874, the right of suffage was to be given
only to those who had property, and to.day ho admits that
those who have no property should have the right of
suffrage:

I The principle upon which the franchise should be based should be
as wide, as liberal, and as generous as was consistent with maintenae.
of the principle. He claimed'that the franchise should be in aIl Provinces
as equal as possible, so that all classes in the varions Provinceswould
be placed upon the same footing. He held that a constitutional principle
in this respect should be adopted, which could be tampered with as little
as possible. The House by this Bill would be foroing upon the Local
Legislatures the onus of saying what should be the franchise for thia
House, and by doing this they were abnegating their own functions.
For these reasons he was opposed to this portion of the Bill, and was of
opinion that they should decide upon their own franchise. He believed
the franchise he included in his Bill was liberal enough, and would have
included all that should have the right to vote."
So we find that the hon. First Minister held the same views
in 1874 that he holds to-day, namely, that it was expedient
to establish a uniform franchise for all the Provinces. But
did his party agree with him in 1874? It will be remem-
bered that, at that time, his party was left perfectly free,
and there was not even a vote taken. The present First
Minister, then leader of the Opposition, felt so well that the
majority of the House was favorable to the principle under
which each Province was to keep its own right of franchise,
such as it existed, that he did not venture to challenge a
vote. No doubt he had good reasons not to do so, for the
leading Conservatives pronounced against him. I may
mention, among others, Mr. Rillyard Cameron, a distin-
guished man, who held a prominent position in his party.
ie was a man wbo had a right to speak on behalf of the

Conservative party, and when I quote his opinion I am
quoting the opinion of the Tory party, for Mr. Cameron
was a Tory of the old stamp; he was representing the
county of Cardwell. Here is what he said:

" Mr. J. H. Cameron (Cardwell) said he agreed with a great deal that
had fallen from the hon. member for South Bruce with regard to the
uniformity of the franchise.'

The then member for South Bruce is to-day the member for
West Durham (Mr. Blake), and he made a very able speech
in favor of the maintenance of the special franchises of the
Provinces, and his opinion has not changed; it has
remained the same on this point:

"I ne believed and agreed that the adoption of the course proposed
would assist greatly in securing the affections of the electors of the
Provinces for the confederate election in a much greater degree than
would be the case if they were to deal with them in a separate and
harsh manner."

Now, le opposed ballot voting. But, as we see, he wa
quite in favor of the Government Bill, and gave for it a
reason which was never given before to my knowledge.
According to him, it was a means of securing the affections
of the Provinces by giving them the franchise which they
had among themselves. He said it would be a means to
secure their affections to the state of things which existed,
and to make them interested in the federal elections. Now,
I find another member who then occupied, and who now
occupies, a high position in the Conservative party, and
who pronounced in the same way; it is the Speaker who so
worthily and so fairly presides over the proceedings of this
House :

" Mr. Kirkpatrick thought the matter should receive the greatest
attention at the hands of the House. He was of opinion that, on the
whole, the proposal of the Minister of Justice, with regard to the fran
chise, was the best that could be adopted. He thought, if minora and
felons were allowed to vote, that women should not be prohibited from
voting."'

As we see, the present Speaker of this House pronounced
in favor of the principle which we are upholding to-day,
and consequently against the principle which is sought to
be brought to prevail in the Bill which we are now diseuss-
ing. I still ffnd another member, the member for West
Huron (Mr. Farrow), who pronounced in favor of the fra-

1904



COMMONS DEBATES.
chises of the Provinces. I do not know whether he will
vote in the same way or not to-day:

" Mr. Farrow was in favar of the Bill as a whole, although with some
of its details he did not exactly coincide.''

Therefore, he approved of the Bill as a whole, and in parti-
cular that part of the Bill which proposed to maintain the
various provincial franchises. I find a still stronger authority
among those who pronounced themselves in 1874, ard it is
that of the hon. Minister of Militia and Defence. le
expressed himself in the following terms, and he seems to
have completely forgotten it since that time:

C Mr. Caron, who spoke in French, agreed with the Minister of
Justice, who had expounded his views with such clearness. The Bill
involved questions of the greatest moment to the future of the people of
this Dominion."

It will be remarked that the Minister of Justice was the Hon.
Sir A. A. Dorion, who'0proposed a distinct franchise for
each Province; that is, to maintain the local franchises:

" The ballot had been adopted by the most civilised nations and the
farthest advanced in political science, and had been found to work
well."

Mr. CARON. The ballot?
Mr. LANGELIER. (Translation.) Let the hon. Min-

ister keep his temper. I am just coming to the most tick-
lish point for him :

" As to the franchise, he was in favor of the system they had enjoyed
hitherto. He did not approve of abolishing the nomination day. He
thought it enabled the people to discuss the political questions of the
day with advantage to themselves."

As will be seen, there is not a word of dissent on the
principle of the Bill. The most important point of the Bill
introduced by the Minister of Justice was, above all, the
local franchise. The hon. Minister of Militia did not think
it proper to differ ; on the contrary, he gave it his general
approval.

Mr. CARON. (Translation.) I do not think that there
is a general approval. Where are the words of appro-
bation ?

Mr. LANGELIER. (Translation.) But thore arc no
words of disapprobation.

Mr. CARON. (Translation.) That is quite different.
Mr. LANGELIER. (Translation.) There are words of

disapprobation on all that the Minister of Militia did not
approve ; he condemned two or three principles in the Bill
and he points them out. He approved the rest and he
points it out in a general way. Thus, if I approved the
Bill in a general manner it would not be necessary for me
to say that I approve such or such a clause of it ; I would
merely state that there are three or four points of which I
do not approve.

Mr. CARON. (Translation.) The hon. member does
not consider this question from the same point of view as
the Minister of Militia. The hon. member thinks that all
that which he disapproves is approved by those who do not
hold the same opinion as he does. I simply said what I
thought on this question, and I Iid not at all approve of the
measure, such as it was introduced by the Hon. Mr. Dorion.

Mr. LANGELIER. (Translation.) Then the words of
the hon. Minister are not reported right ; because the
report says that he gave a general approbation to the Bill.
If that report had been made by the Globe it might, per-
haps, be questioned, but it is that of the Xail, and it cannot
be questioned. That report says :

" Mr. Caron, who spoke in French, agreed with the Minister of
Justice, who had expounded his views with such clearness."

We flnd that he approved of it in a general way. He took
exception to the two or three points on which he did not
agree with the Minister of Justice; but, when in a Bill, one
takes the trouble of condemning one clause or two and
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of approving the remainder in a general way, I do not
see how it can be said that the object was to condemn the
Bill, which coatained very important things, because it will
be admitted that the nomination was an insignificant thing,
so to speak, when compared to the franchise. Well, the hon.
Minister of Militia, who took the trouble to take exception,
who bas even pronounced a condemnation on the question of
public nomination, said nothing at all about the franchise.
Therefore, I have a right to say that that part of the Bill
was covered by the general approbation which he gave at
the beginning of his speech. Now, on the Bill, such as it
was introducod in the louse in 1874, there was an excep-
tion made with regard to Prince Edward Island, an exception
which at that time was rejected by the Senate. It was au
unfortunate exception, and for my part I would not be
ready to defend it. There was given a reason which may
have been good or bad, for ail I know; but the Bill
mercly introduced for Prince Edward Island the franchise
which had existed for the elections to the Legisiative Coun-
cil. On that point many supporters of the Government
criticised that provision, and it was finàlly put aside.
Thus we sce that the universal sentiment, in 1874, save a
few exceptions, which were so few that they are only an
evidence that tho unanimity of opinion which existed at
that time was to the effect that it was better to leave to
each Province the local franchise which had existed until
then; that is to say, to have the samevoters for both local
and foderal elections. It was also the opinion of the hon.
member for Cardwell (Mr. White). He expressed that
opinion in a newspaper, which was quoted the other day in
this House. But hon. gentlemen opposite change their
opinions with wonderffil facility; they have certain opinions
during a certain time, but they change the moment they
have no more need of them. When I was denounced in
1871 , I was less advanced than they were, only my ideas
have not changed, but theirs are quite different f rom what
they were then. I am now wondering if this is not a rea-
son for me to pay a great deal less attention to their denun-
ciations than I did at that time, for in the future I might
say that the opinions of these gentlemen will change the
moment they have no more need of them. On our side of
the louse we uphold whatever opinions we believe to
be just, fair and equitable, but hon. gentlemen opposite
uphold the opinions which they believe to be useful
to them for the time being. I said a moment ago that in
1874 the unanimous sentiment, not only of the House,
but also of the country, was in favor of having for
Dominion elections the sanie franchise as for the pro-
vincial elections. What has happened since that time,
that this system should be changed? Was there any
of these expressions of opinion which were imposed
by circumstances, and to which Parliament ought not
to resist ? I find nothing of the kind ; on the contrary, I
think I may affirm, without fear of being contradicted, that
every stime the hon First Minister-and that has hap-
pened often-has tried to introduce a Franchise Bill, pro-
posing a uniform franchise for all the Provinces, he has
been universally blamed by the Conservative press of the
Province of Quebec, I think I may say that not an article
bas been published in a Conservative paper, either this
yeur or during preceding years, in favor of a uniform fran-
chise, but dozens of articles might be quoted from Conser-
vative and Liberat papers of this year and of the preceding
years which have pronounced against this uniform franchise.
So much for the Province of Quebec. But in the other
Provinces were there any of these expressions of public
opinion which are irresisti ble, and before which a Parlia-
ment must give way. I have never heard of any. I do
not believe that the press, even the Conservative press, has
ever pronounced in favor of a uniform franchise before this
Bill was introduced, and even before the Government had
manifested their intention of forcing it through. Well, if
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there was nothing in the public which lias compelled the
Government to introduce this Bill, what is the reason why
it was introduced ? Mr. Chairman, things must be stated
as they are. This Bill is forced upon the majority of the
Government by the Ontario Tories; the Tories from the
other Provinces, or the Conservatives from the other Pro-
vinces, if it sounds better, do not want it. , We have
just heard one of the most devoted - not to use a
stronger expression-servants of the Government declar-
ing that lie had not changed his mind; he tried
the other day to press the adoption, in favor of Prince
Edward Island, of the local franchise of that Pro-
vince; he las not succeeded, but ho las just declared that
he had not Iost all hopes; this thing seems to him of such
great importance that lie hopes that the Government will
change their decision and will finally consent to leave to
Prince Edward Island that to which it attaches so much of
importance, the local franchise which it has enjoyed until
now. The hon. member understands very well the use
which will be made against him of the present Bill ; he as
not forgotten the use which was made against the Liberal
party of that unfortunate clause of the Bill of 1874, which
was to give a special franchise to Prince Edward Island. Dr.
Tupper tried to stir up religious prejudices with respect to
that clause; he contended that that clause was destined to
prevent the Catholics of Prince Edward Island from voting. I
would like to see him in the ranks of the Opposition to-day.
Would he say that thé present Bill is for the purpose of
preventing the Catholics of Prince Edward Island from
voting? For the present Bill will establish just the same
franchise which was proposed in 1874, and which was
rejected. Therefore, if we except the Tories from Ontario,
nobody wants this Bill to pass. To be convinced of that, all
that is necessary is to speak about it outside of this House.
There ls not one Conservative, if we except those
from Ontario, who is in favor of this Bill; every
body would prefer to leave things as they were
in 1867. All this is in view, not of a uniform franchise, but
in view of having these famous revisers, who will revise
nothing but who will do everything in the first instance. It
is very well understood that if it was intended to maintain
the local franchises which exist in each Province there
would be no necessity of ascertaining who are the electors
for the Dominion Parliament. Now, what is wanted by the
Tories from Ontario is that no electors should be made
except those who will send to Parliament only Tories, and
Tories of the old stamp, Tories who will be absolutely
hostile to the Province of Quebec. Besides, Mr. Chairman,
I am not the only one to say so, and the thing is perfectly
known by the friends of the Government outside of this
House; the friends of the Government who are not all
obliged to go through the same door do not hesitate to say
that they deeply regret the introduction of the Bill. All
those who have a little sagacity, those who can see a little
further than their nose, as is commonly said, understand
perfectly well what is the object of this Bill. It is to cause
a Tory majority to be elected in the Province of Ontario,
such a compact majority as to make it possible to dispense
with the majority from the Province of Quebec. That is
the object, and in order to do that the revising barrister is
needed. It is intended to adopt the following system: It is
intended to have in every county a man who will say who
will be the person who must be sent to the House; it is
intended to arrive at a system whose result will be to have
only one elector in each county, and this elector will pro-
bably be a man who will be able to do all the work, ali thei
unclean work of the Government.

Mr. CARON. Hear, hear.
Mr. LANGELIER. (Translation.) It is well known

that there are men who are not to be stopped by an oath,
and good care will be taken to appoint that class of men, so
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as to have on the voters' lists only puppets, and all the
Government will have to do in election time will be to
pull the strings. That is to say, that through hypocrisy it
is intended to come to this: That nobody but Tory members
will have a chance to be sent to Pairliament. Such is the
object in view. And to come to that it is proposed to have
a uniforrm franchise; because, otherwise there would be no
chance of appointing revising barristers, suchas are intended
to be appointed. Now, there has been an attempt to justify the
appointment of these revising barristers, and, Mr. Chairman,
although the clause we are now discussing only relates to
the city franchises, the appointment of revising barris-
ters is essentially connected with it; because, in reality, it
Ls perfectly useless to say who are those who will be
qualified. As to those who can read between the lines, all
they have to do is to examine clauses 3 and 4. What do
these clauses- say? Those who are posted on political
events and who know how the Conservative party deals
with patronage wili understand that these revising barris-
ters will only give a vote to those whom they will know
beforehand as being ready to .vote for the Tory candidates.
This is what clause 4 says. Apparently, the trouble is taken
to state what will be the qualifications of the elector3 ; but
in reality these qualifications will depend on the judgment
of the revising barrister; they will depend on the question
whether the revising barrister will ho willing or not to find
these qualifications. As I said a moment ago, the
appointment of the revising barristers is of the highest
importance. An attempt was made to justify the appoint-
ment of the revising barristers for the preparation of the
voters' lists, by contending that this institution exists in
England. Well, such a statement as that is an insuit to the
good sense of the public. There is no analogy between the
two. They did not quite dare to call them revising barristers,
but they call them revising officers. In England it is per-
fectly well known that the revising barrister does not
participate in any way in the preparation of the lists; the
electoral list is not prepared by them. The valuation of
the proporty and the preparation of the lists are made by
the overseors in the counties, and in the towns by the clerk
of the town. It is about the same thing as that which takes
place here. What do the revising barristers do? They
simply revise the electoral lists which have been prepared
by the local or municipal authorities. We have no objection
to that. Moreover, in England it was found so important
to secure the independence of these revising barristers that
they are not appointed by the Government; they are
appointed byjudges, and they are not even always appointed
by the same judge. So great was the precaution taken on
this point that it has been enacted that these officers would
be appointed by the senior judge of the Assizes, and it is
well known that it is not always the same judge who
holds the Assizes. And yet these revising barristers do
not exercise half of the duties which will be exercised
by our revising officers here; because, as I said, the
revising barristers in England are only charged with the
duty of revising the work done by the local authorities.
What will be the duties of the revising barrister here?
As I said, it will be the manufacturing of electors, and
nothing else. He will be charged with the duty of
making the valuation of properties. Here is a lawyer, who is
going to take a trip in the country, and unless hoeis ready
to go through his oath as a gymnast goes through a paper
disk in a circus, lie must go from one house to another,
valuating the properties, as the municipal assessors do. But
even if he is a man to whom his oath may give a few
scruples, he will have means of putting himself above
scruples; alllie will have to do will be to take information
from unsworn Tories, and by that means he may value at
$200 a house which is worth $400. It will be said to him :
Why, how could you, without perjuring yourself, make such
a valuation? H1e will have a ready answer. He will say:
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I have enquired of so-and-so-an individual who will not
be sworn, but who will be a good Tory, a good canvasser of
the Conservative party-who valued that house at $200.
lie will not even take the trouble of taking his information
from a man who will be sworn. Mr. Chairman, theso
revising barristers are the absolute upturning of all our
electoral system. There is no use in concealing the
object of their appointment. It is to allow only those who
are willing to vote for the Government to give their votes,
and perhaps the attempt may succeed; but appearances
must be saved, and whenever the thing is tried, people will
be sure of the result beforehand. It is the upturning
of our constitutional system. What is the system of
our constitution ? It is a very wise system, which has
given good results. It consists in this: The mem-
bers must reflect the opinions and the interests of
their constituencies. How can that be so? It is so
when they are elected in a regular manner. It is
when those who vote for them act in a regular manner,
under a general law, according to which no fraud eau be
committed, and who thon vote according to their con-
sciente. Why have we such severe laws on eloctoral cor-
ruption, laws which prohibit treating, undue influence, etc. ?
What is the object of these laws ? It is to maintain the
constitutional principle which I have just mentioned. If it
was allowed to buy all the electors of a county, this elec-
torate would not send to the House a member who would
represent thoir opinions, but they would send a man repre-
senting the opinions of whoever bought them. Our laws
prohibit treating, because it is intended that there should
bo no appeal made to the greediness of the electors. If
treating was allowed, the man wbo would be elected would
not represent the true opinion of the freo electors, but ho
would represent the electors whom ho had furnished with
drink and food. What is the object of our laws against
undue influence ? All the judges who have doalt with this
question have been unanimous on that point, because it is
considered as very important to respect the conscience of
the electors. Indeed, if those who are in a position to
control the votes of the electors were allowed to make them
vote by threatening them, the elected candidates would not
at all represent the opinions and the interests of their
electoral division ; they would represent whoever was in
a position to influence them, and we see what precaution
was taken, and wisely taken, to ensure the respect of this
great constitutional principle, that the member who is sent
to the louse must be sent there to represent the true
opinion and the true interest of the electoral division
which he is supposed to represent. With the system which
is sought to be established to-day, all this will be put aside.
If this Bill comes into force, and if it is carried out as
intended by those who have inspired it, the members who
will be sent to the House will, in fact, represent only the
opinion of the revising barrister, because there will
only be on the voters' lists those whom the revis-
ing barristers shall have deemed proper to put on,
and it will be a very awkward revising barrister,
who will not find the means to put only Tory majorities on
the lists in a great number of counties. 1 admit that in
counties where there are Liberal majorities of 400 or 500
votes, it would be rather hard to convert them into Tory
majorities; but take a county where the majority is 50, and
the revising barrister must be very awkward if he does not
succeed in converting that majórity of 50 into a minority of
50. There are only 100 votes to change, and if there are 60
polling places in a county, this will make a change of two
votes in each polling place. A revising barrister whose con-
science will be somewhat elastie will very easily flnd a
reason for saying that the property of an individual has
been assessed too high by the municipal assessors, and ho
will deprive-him of the right to vote. It will be still oasier
as regards the valuation of income. Thus, when he has to

deal with a good Tory ho will take bis gross income; if it
is a Liberal, ho will say that it is the net income which
must be taken, and in that manner ho will manage to put
on the electoral list only those people whom ho will wish to
put there. Such is the object in view. Now, before con-
cluding, I deem it my duty to say a word about a charge
which was brought against the members of the Opposition.
I see by the Conservative papers, not only the English
papers but also the French papers, that they do not
say a word to defend the present Bill; but they carry out
the principle, that when people have a bad cause, the best
plan is to abuse the lawyer of the opposite party. At the
present time the Conservative papers seem te have a cause
which is not defensible; and how do they proceed ? They
abuse the lawyer of the opposite party. We are charged
with obstruction. But, Mr. Chairman, have they a right to
charge us with obstruction because we are discussing a
measure like this ? The hon. First Minister has stated, on
a previous occasion-and I beliove that his authority will
be accepted by hon. gentlemen opposite, as it cannot be
pretended that ho spoke witlgout knowing what ho was say-
ing-he has already stated, when ho introduced a measure
of this kind, that it was a measure which would take a
wholo Session, and I believe ho was right. Perhaps t was
expected that this measure would be passed hurriedly, with-
out any discussion, because it was known that it could not
stand discussion; but, is it to be supposedthatthis longthy,
and perhaps very tedious and very tiresome discussion for
hon. gentlemen opposite, is a pleasure to us? I believe
that if there are people for whom it is burdensome to stay
bore, they are found rather in the Opposition than on the
Government side. Why do we undertake an exhaustive
discussion of this Bill? It is because it is a Bill of the
highest importance; we consider that we would be
recrearnt to our duty, as representatives of the people,
if we allowed this measure to be passed without dis-
cussing it. The discussion which has takon place
bas not been useless. Suppose we had discussed this Bill
during ton hours, as the Secretary of State wished to allow
us to discuss it, could we, during a ton hours' discussion,
have found in that Bill what was in it, and what bon. gentle-
men were compelled to admit was to be found in it, the
right of voting given to Poundmaker, to Pie-a-pot and to ail
the other Indians? Those people claim the right of scalp-
ing their enomies, but it was intended to give them the
right of voting besides. Without the discussion which took
place, that clause would have been adopted, and ail those
Indians, who are to-day killing our volunteers in the North-
West, would have been allowed to vote. It will be admitted
that it was well worth a fortnight's discussion to make hon.
gentlemen opposite understand that the Bill such as it was
proposed and such as it was sought to be passed, gave the
right of voting to the North-Wost Indians. Weil, if that
was struck out of the Bill, is it due to hon, gentlemen
opposite ? Not at all; these gentlemen were thoro to
swallow that, the same as the rest; the trouble of gilding
the pill was not even taken to make them swallow it. Again,
I say that we have made no obstruction, and when long
quotations were made it was because we were compelled to
sit for two or three days in succession, and during hours at
which it is impossible to have serious discussion. It must
Le admitted that until the hour whon a serious discussion
should end we have always discussed seriously; we have
not spoken against time; but when it was intended to keep
us until six o'clock in the morning, and even during fifty-seven
consecutive hours, it could not be expected that we should
discuss seriously. It would have been taking this side of the
House for a pack of fools, to expect a serious discussion
under the circumstances. Since we are sitting untit a rea-
sonable hour, and the sittings are still long enough,.there
has not been a single speech against time ; the object of
every speech delivered was to show the defecta of the Bill,
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The hon. member for East Elgin (Mr. Wilson) has pointed
out in the Bill a defect which had not yet been discovered,
and a very serious defect. It is that the Bill, such as it is
now framed, will have the result of depriving of their
votes people who have not paid their rent. It is a thing
which was never seen untii now in any Province of the
Dominion where the franchise is based on property. The
moment an individual has a property which is assessed high
enough to allow him to vote ho ought to exorcise that
right, no matter whether ho has paid bis rent or not. And
who will generally suffer from this provision of the law ? It
wili not ho the rich men, but it will be the poor men. Well,
there was not one of the hon. gentlemen opposite who had
yet discovered that. I say it is only through a lengthy and
exhaustive discussion that we may come to discover all the
disastrous consequences of that Bill. I admit that the dis.
cussion would not be so long if hon. gentlemen opposite
took part in it, but as we are alone to discuss we are
obliged to find both the objections and answers on
this side of the Ilouse. We intend to discuss this
Bill just as if it had been introduced at a proper stage
of the Session; but it was introduced at a time when the
Session should have been virtually ended; it was delayed
till the last moment, in order to avoid discussion. If the
Bill had been introduced during the early days of the Ses-
sion, and if we could have discussed it during the first month
or during the first two months of the Session, the idea would
never have occurred to any one to make obstruction.
Well, bas that discussion, which would then have been a
regular and legitimate discussion, become irregular and
illegitimate because the Government was pleased to press
the adoption of that important measure when the Session is
about to end ? Surely such an absurd statement will not
be made. We are discussing this measuro as, I believe,
the Opposition ought to discuss al the other measures
of the Government, if they were introduced at the begin-
ning of the Session. This will be a lesson for the future,
This is my first Session in this House, but I have noticed
one thing before to-day, and it is, that all the most impor-
tant measures, which naturally ought to be Government
measures, are never introduced during the first two months
of the Session. The first reading takes place before that
time, but noue of them are discussed. It is only the
moment the members are preparing to leave for home th-at
these Bills are introduced, in order to stop the discussion.
Well, Mr. Chairman, the Liberal members, far from acting
contrary to their duty, by discussing this Bill as they do,
are doing their duty, and they would be remiss in thoir
most sacred duty if they did not do it. We are sacrificing
all at this moment to our public duties by staying here, but
it is a duty which we will fulfil to -the last. I am not
speaking on behalf of the Opposition, but as a single mem-
bxr, who may ho allowed to have opinions which are not
compromising to anybody. I say that when at this stage
of the Session a Bill is introduced, the object of which was
a cowardly attempt to decimate the Liberal party, I say
that if the members of the Opposition allowed this Bill to
pass without discussing it, such a cowardly course on their
part would make them worthy of the contempt of the
country at large, and 1, for my part, would despise tbem if
they did not defend themselves against such a Bill. What
is the intention of the Government ? They intend to use
the strength of thoir majority to pass the Bill. And we,
who are in the Opposition, could we have the foolishness,
the stupidity, to let this Bill pass without using the means
which are afforded to us by the constitution to oppose it?
I say that it would be absurd if it was not cowardly. Even
if we were not able to discuss it seriously-and I maintain
that we have always discussed seriously-even if we had
discussed for the sole purpose of endeavoring to defeat this
Bill, whose object is to decimate the Liberal party in the
Province of Ontario, we would have been justified. I do
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not fear the consequences for the Province of Quebec, and
if I only looked to the interests of my party I would vote
with both bands in favor of this Bill, because there is no
measure which is more unpopular in the Province of Que-
bec, and the hon. members opposite who belong to the Pro-
vince of Quebec will have to defend it on the hustings.
They will have to defend the right of suffrage in favor of
those who have an income and who have no property, a
principle which they formerly condemned. I repeat it, if
I only looked to the interests of my party in the Province
of Quebec I would say that I would ask for no botter
chance. But we must look to the general interests of the
Dominion, and as we have in Ontario friends whom it is
proposed to annihilate, I say that it would be cowardice on
the part of the Liberal members from the other Provinces,
did they not do all in their power to come to their aid.
Therefore, we will discuss this Bill; we will not perhaps
prevent its being passed, but we will discuss it long enough
to leave it no excuse before the public. We will put it so
clearly before the public that if it produces disastrous con-
sequences we will not be blamed for them, but, on the con-
trary, the electors will bear us testimony that, for our part,
we have done our duty, and our conscience is clear on that
point.

Mr. TROW. I may say that the Bill before the House
bas created a great deal of excitement throughout the
Dominion, judging by the numerously attended meetings
which have been held in cities and towns in the Dominion,
the strong resolutions which have been passed, as well as
the petitions which have been sent to this House, signed
by thousands of people, condemning the measure now
under discussion. To my mind, at least, the matter is
one which bas taken hold of the cormmunity, and they
are of the opinion that the measure is one that is out of
place, undesirable, and besides that there is not sufficient
time to have a proper discussion of the measure. 'lho
First Minister stated that it would take three months
at least, or a whole Session, to analyse and ventilate a
Bill of such importance. We weiel bre for many weeks at
the outset of the Session, and very little public business
was brought before us, the result was that a great deal
of valuablo time has been lost, and now, when we should
be near the close of an ordinary Session, we are calleJ&
upon to discuss a measuie which affects the whole
Dominion. I know that in Ontario, at least-and I presume
in the other Provinces-there are a great many people who
now enjoy the franchise who will be deprived of it if this
Bill becomes law. I do not think that any Administration is
justified in taking from any voter a right which ho formerly
enjoyed, and I know that in my own county there must b3
hundreds who will b deprived of the franchise by this Bill
who, under the local franchise, had that privilege. We
have not hoard of any petitions being presented in favor
of this Bill, nor of any meetings asking that the Govern-
ment should make such a change. Any ordinary measure
would unquestionably pas the House without much oppo-
sition. lt is necossary for an Opposition in the House to
ventilate measures, and, if possible, amend them, and an
Opposition discharging those duties is just as essential as a
Government. The Government of the day are certainly
under a debt of gratitude to the members of the Opposition,
and more particularly to the leader of the Opposition, for
the way in whieh their crude mousures have been analysed
and perfected by him. Hon. gentlemen can call to mind
many measures in previous Sessions which were introduced
by the Government, and which the courts pronounced uncon-
stitutional, and there are certainly many measures which
would have been unconstitutional but for the supervision of
the leader of the Opposition. The present system in the
Province of Ontario works adnirably. The assessors, as a
rule, are men of standing in the community, thoroughly
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conversant with the business they undertake to perform,
residents of the municipality, many of them, for a quarter of
a century, and they are men who are selected on account of
their qualifications for their position. They do their work
in such a way as to do full justice to all parties concerned, to
give satisfaction to the council which employs them and to
the whole community. The hon. member for North Perth-
who I am sorry to say is not in his place-made the astour.d-
ingetatement that the assessors wero not reliable in his
county, but were placed in their offices for political purposos.
That hon. gentleman is certainly in error. He stated that
the municipal councils were, as a ruie, political partisans,
and that these assessors were appointed on account of their
political proclivities. I may mention one instance to show
that that is not the case in the county of Perth. In the town
ship of Downie I have had five or six' different contests,
during the last twelve years, and I have received from 140
to 150 majority in tbat municipality. The couneil of that
municipality have always had a najority of Conservatives
in their membership. They have always had a Tory
assessor and a Tory clerk, and notwithstanding that fact my
majority at the last election was 149, showing conclusivoly
that they are not partisans or elected for their political pro-
clivities.

Mr, BOWELL. That they are honest men.

Mr. TROW. 1 do not~pretend to say that, but I say that
politics does not rule in that municipality; because, as a mat-
ter of course, if the Reformers in that township give
me a majority of 150 they could get positions in the
council if they felt inclined to do so, but I know
that Reformors are not anxious to get the position fori
that purpose. There arc several municipalitits in Perth
which give me majorities, who, by their possession of
tho books and papers, would be able to do wrong, if they
flt inclined to do so; but I believe that the a'sessors of that
county, notwithstanding the statement of the hon. member
for North Perth, do thoir duty honestly and uprightly. I
am astonished at the statement of the hon. gentleman, that
all the officials are dishonest and are political partisans.
The hon. member for Lincoln (Mr. Rykert) tried to make it
appear that the expense of the revising barristers would not
be a very large sum. I an not prepared L make an cs i-
mate, but I have no doubt it will arnount to froin 8300,000
to $400,000 per annum. We will place it at $300,000, and
it is so much money wasted. The work will not be done in
such a business-like manner. The present system works so
well and is carried out without expense to the Dominion
Government, that I am astonished the Government should
entertain the idea of employing other officials when officials
are already employed by the local municipalities with.
out any expense to the Dominion Government. The
present system, I repeat, works well; it has been working
well for eighteen years, and has given great satisfaction
to the community. There are no complaints, neo petitions,
presented against it. With respect to the revising barris.
ters, I am not aware of any barristers in any section of the
country who would be competent to value indiscriminately
lands through municipalities. To do so in one riding, com-
prising fourteen or fifteen municipalities, would occupy his
attention more than twelve months. Such men, I think, as
a rule, are most incompetent to examine and report upon
the value of real estate, or even personal property.
The question arises as to how the expenses will be
paid. Suppose the dispute arises at a renote end
of a township. Generally speaking, a revising barrister
will live in the county town, and the property reqair-
ing his consideration may be situated 50, 80 or 100 miles
distant. The result of an investigation would be that large
expenses would be involved, and I should like to know who
would be responsible for them-the Dominion Government,
the municipality or individuals complained of ? One great

evil of this Bill is the want of appeal from the revising
barrister. The principal objection I have to the revising
barrister is that there is no appeal from his decision. If he
thinks proper, ho can allow an appeal ; but it is not to be
expected that a man will allow an appeal against his own
judgment. and the result will be that there will be no appeal.
Under the present systom thore is an appeal te the county
judge, and the county judges, as a rule, are mon of standing
in the community; they are considered to bo unpurchasable;
the people have every confidence in them, and I do not see
why revising barristers should be appointed to take their
places. I have listened with a great deal of attention to
various speeches which have been dolieverod on this Fran-
chiso Bill. It is truc, the discussion has, in a great measure,
been confined to the Opposition. A few gentlemen on the
opposite side have taken little part in it, but none of them
apparently understood the purport of the measure, because
the bon. First Minister bad to state that the interpretation
they placed on it was entirely wrong. The First Minister
himsolf, on introducting the Bill, was rather imited to
time in his explanations of it, occupying 84 minutes;
consequently his supporters were at a loss as to what
the truc interpretation of the Bill was. After some
days of discussion the hon. Finst Minister apparently
lost his temper ; ho came into the House somewhat
confused, and mado great complaint against the members of
the Opposition. Hc said they had combined together, not
merely to occupy valuable timo, but purposely to make a
dcad set upon him-they wishcd to kill him ; that he was
7 L years cf age. lie made great lamentation-pity the
sorrows of a poor old man. Now, I woald like to know what
object the Oppo'ition had. I know there is not a member
of the Opposition who doos not respect the lion. First
Minister, and i do not know how they could injure his
hoalth in the course they were taking, because ho was in his
room three-fourths of each night asloop; ho did not remain
in tho leuse more than throo or four hours out of
fl ty-seven hours consecutivoly ; ono hon. gentleman
says ho was only here five hours out of fifty-seven. He
should have been here to give explanations, because there
was no othei inembeir of' the Government, apparently, who
was able to explain the moasure as thoroughly as himself.
The Hon. Minister of Public Wor'ks lias certainly stuck to
the3 ship, and I believo he will stick to it if it nks, as I
have no doubt it will before long. I give him crodit for
tenacity of' purpose and a desire to do bis duty.

Mr. M1LLS. He is a Grit.
Mr. CHARLTON. He ought to be a Clear Grit.
Mr. TROW. I object to the passing of this Bill, because it

deprives hundreds of young mon who are conversant with the
history of the country of' the franchise, while it gives the
franchise to the untutored, uncultivated Indian. i have
travelled a good deal and seen a great number of Indian
tribes, but in no treaty ever submitted to this House have
I seen the signature of a singie chief. It bas always been
their mark instead of thoir signature, whether in Ontario or
in any other Province, or in the North-West or Manitoba.

Mr. SHAKESPEARE. I will show the hon. gentleman
some signatures in the handwriting of the chiefs them-
selves.

Mr. MILLS. Are they going to have the franchise ?
Mr. SHAKESPEARE. Ihope they will; Iwould bo very

glad for them to have it.
Mr. TROW. It is proposed to give the right of the fran-

chiso, the dearest right we possees, to men who trafflo in
their wives' and daughters' virtue. They are described in
the report of the agent of the First Minister as lazy, worth-
less, untrustworthy.

Mr. SHAIKESPEARE. There are lary people in all classe.
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Mr. TROW. These people are not taxed; they are fed

and clothed in a great measure by the Government ; tbey are
wards of the Government. The result is, that every Indian
who gets a right to the franchise will cast his vote in sup-
port of the Government of the day. You could not expect
anything else. They will vote just as a son would be natur-
ally inclined to vote in the same way as bis father, because
he is under his care and protection. This Billihas, no doubt,
been in incubation for fifteen or twenty years, and it is now
submitted because another election is approaching within two
years. It is designed for the purpose of striking at certain
members of the Opposition, among others my hon. friend
from Brant (Mr. Paterson) and my hon. friend from Both-
well (Mr. Mills). They are members who take an interest
in the discussion in the House, who have done their duty in
committees and in debate, and in this respect are useful to
the Government, even if they are in Opposition. This Bill
is also intended to strengthen the Government supporters,
for in many ridings represented by Conservatives, who were
elected by trifling majorities, this Indian vote, it is expected,
will make their position more secure; andhon. gentlemen
oppoeite who are in this position are somewhat callous,
and are opposed to the Bill being withdrawn simply
because they are interested. I have every confidence
that the First Minister, when he sees, as ho cannot
help but seeing, the extraordinary excitement which this
objectionable measure bas aroused throughout the country,
will see fit to withdraw it. Petitions have been presented
bore from all parts of the country, signed, many of tbem, by
large numbers of Conservatives iu the different ridings. 1,
myself, presented one from the village of Milverton, in my
riding, which was signed by many of the nost ultra-Conser-
vatives of the place. Thîs Bill cannot fail to result in a
grcatinjury to the Govern ment, if carried, because the people
are aroused to its unfairness and iniquity. It is much more
objectionable than the Gerrymandering Bill, and that was
bad enough in all conscience, but bon. gentlemen opposite
never appeal to the country without first taking the precau.
tion to secure some undue advantage to themselves. In 1872
the Conservative party obtained $360,000 from Sir lugh
Allan to carry on the elections; in 1878, when the country
was suffering under commercial depression, they managed
to secure an undue advantage by raising the cry of the
National Pohicy; in 1882, before going to the people, not-
withstanding they had nearly 7U of a majority, passed
the Gerrymander Act. By that Act I was handicapped
at the start by 38 of a minority, when, if the county had
not been iuterfered with, I would have had 200 of a majority
at the outset. The hon. member for Brant (Mr. Paterson)
was also handicapped by a minority of 100 by the same
means, and the lon. member for North Norfolk (Mr.
Charlton) had to start 100 votes behind his usual calcu-
lation. The hon. member for Monck (Mr. McCallum)
is uneasy, but we can excuse his uneasiness, in view of the
petition sent from his riding, signed by 35 of his supporters,
which would considerably reduce lis majority of 15. I
hope the Government will reconsider this measure, which la
so objectionable to the whole community, and decide to with-
draw it, and allow legislative business to ho proceeded with
at once; and, according to the hon. member for Brant, it
will take thirty or forty days to get through with the
necessary and legitimate business of the Session.

Mr. MILLS. I have no intention to punish hon. gentle-1
men on that side; I only regret they should have insisted1
on endeavoring to punish us. They kept the House ini
session fifty-seven hours in oe continuous sitting, and1
voted down any proposition to adjourn.

Mr. BOWELL. That is net tiue.

Mr. MILLS. I say it is true, and I say further that in a
matter of this kind the hon. gentleman's word is not to be
taken.

Mr. Taow.

Mr. BOWELL. The only difference is this: You moved
the resolution for the amendment, but refused to let it be
put.

Mr. MILLS. The hon. gentleman knows that before I
undertook to speak I asked the First Minister whether he
would consent to the motion being put, and if so, I was pre-
pared to forego my observations. Ie replied: Certainly not.
Hon. gentlemen opposite sought to destroy the healt, of
hon. gentlemen on this side by keeping the committee in
sitting for that poriod, and then endeavored to make it
appear that we were seeking to injure the health of the
leader of the House, although that hon. gentleman did not
feel called upon to attend the sittings of the committee at
all. You have in your hauds, Sir, two very important amend-
ments, the one moved by the hon. member for North Norfolk
and the other by the hon. member for West Elgin (Mr.
Casey). I purpose making a few observations upon both.
We know this Bill has been prepared for a political purpose.
This Bill, it is rumored, is to be passed because the hon.
Minister who leads the House is anxious to emancipate him-
self from the hon. gentlemen who follow the Minister of
Public Works. It is said that the orange colors and Quebec
blue do not blend well together, and that it is highly desir-
able that the Tory party in the Province of Ontario should
Le strengthened, in order that it may emancipate itself from
the influence of those who follow the hon. Minister of Pub-
lic Works. Sir, we know that there is a great deal of
foundation for that observation. We know, for instance, the
zeal, the devotion of the Minister of Public Works, to a super-
loyal Protestant party, and we know that the hon. gentleman
may tolerate, but ho does that with a great deal of difficulty,
those who entertain the opinions of my hon. friend the Min-
ister of Public Works. Now, Sir, the Bill before us las a
provision specially intended to put the Orange party on
that side of thelHouse, and to transfer the Bleu party to
this side of theI louse, and to exclude those who entertain
what are known as Reform political opinions from the
representative body altogether. It is felt that as long as we
occupy a position in this House the hon. gentleman cannot
secure for himself that personal independence that he feels
it most desirable that he should possess. He chafes under
the yoke that my hon. friend the Minister of Public
\Vorks has so long put upon his neck. He wears it with
ill-grace. fIe feels that it is one in which he cannot get on
satisfactorily; and, by a species of constitutional assassina-
tion, applied to members on this side of the flouse, and by
a little independence shown towards hon. gentlemen who
follow the Minister of Public Works on that side of the.
House, lie hopes to change the political complexion of
Parliament, and thon there will be far less embarrassment
in catching Riel, if that condition of things prevailed, than
there are under the existing circumstances. Now, I wish
to call your attention to some provisions of this section of
the Bill. In the Province of Ontario we see that this Bill
proposes to increase the electoral franchise and to disfran-
chise a larger number of people who possess the electoral
franchise in that Province under the provincial Act. By this
section the owner of property in a town or city must be
assessed for at least $300 before he can vote; by the law
now in force in the Province of Ontario he need be assessed
but for $200, and in rural districts and incorporated villages
for about $100. My hon. friend from West Elgin (Mr.
Casey) has made a calculation-and having followed bim in
bis observations I am inclined to think his calculation is
not beside the mark-that the number of persons who would
be disfranchised was about 125,000; and I think there
would be at least that many. Now, Sir, if this House may
disfranchise 125,000 this Session, it may, with equal
constitutional propriety; disfranchise 125,000 more 'next
Session, and the succeeding Session it may disfranchise
125,000 more. And so you may go on with the same con-
stitutional propriety and disfranchise, each year, a like num,
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ber, until you would leave the electoral privileges in the
hands of a more handful of the population, and, if you eau,
do away with the electoral system altogether. It is
perfectly competent for us to pass an Act to declare that
the electoral franchise shall be confined to a few inhabitants
in every town and village in the country. We might do
that without violating any law, although we would certainly
violate the prineiples of our constitution. We might doclare
that a number of persons named in the Bill should be the
only persons who should have a right to vote for the etec-
tion of members of Parliament, and we have just as much
power, and your Bill would be, in point of law, just as bind-
ing, if we did that, as for us to carry this Bill through Parlia-
ment. They have discussed the constitutionality of this, using
the word constitutional in the sense of ultra vires. There are
two senses in which we may use the word unconstitutional.
An Act of Parliament may be unconstitutional as being
ultra vires; but it may be unconstitutional as being a
departure from the practice and principles which are
recognised as constitutional principles. It is in this
sense that this is an unconstitutional proceeding. In
every instance, the English Parliament, whon asked
to deal with a question of this kind, has first sub.
mitted the question to the country at elections, and obtained
the sanction of the country to pro.eed with the measure
before Parliament was asked to pass it. I might mention
cases in which that has been done. Some hon. memberL
have said that the measure recently carried through the
Imperial Parliament was not sanctioned by the country
during the elections of 1880. That is a mistake. Eçery
one who has read the interesting discussion that took
place on the extension of the franchise Io bouseholders in
counties, between Mr. Gladstone and Mr. Lowe, in 1879,
in the Contemporary or Fortnightly Review, will remember
that Mr. Gladstone committed himself strongly in favor of
legislation on this subject. BuP he did not rest content
with that discussion. He expressed bis views in Parliament
and upon the hustings, and during the Midlothian campaign
ho addressed the country on the subject.

"I e said he ought to have mentioned the extension of county repre-
sentation. It was most unreasonable that the very class of me-n who, if
they resided within the limi ts of the parliamentary boroughs, were deemed
eompetent, and had shown themselves competent, to exercise the fran-
chise, if they happened to live within the district of a county, were denied
the suffrage, an- were excluded from all direct influence upon the policy
of the Government of the country. This, if not the very first question,
was one that should occupy the early attention of the Parliament about
to be elected."

Mr. Gladstone clearly expressed the opinion that it was
the duty of the Government to deal with the question
of the extension of the franchise and confer the privilege
of voting upon householders in counties as it was at
that time enjoyed by householders in boroughs. The
same principle, observed in 1831, 1857, 1868 and 1874,
was again followed in 1880, and the proposed changes
received the sanction of the country before they were
approved by Parliament. It is true this Parliament may
legislate on any subject within its limits; at all events,
with regard to the ordinary legislation that does not effect
our constitutional system. If Parliament makes a mistake,
it may correct it through popular representation after the
next election. But if you alter the basis of representation
and change the electorate body you put the remedy out of
the power of the. people, without a revolution. I hold that
so long as the majority of the people support hon. gentlemen
opposite, the Governmont ought to remain in their hands ;j
but whon public opinion changes, when it accepts the views
held on this side of the Hlouse, it is our business to see that
the representation of the country romains in such a condition
that it is highly probable the majority of the people will
be able to secure a majority of the representatives in Par-1
liament. I cannot fancy a more unfortunate condition of'
things than the one contemplated by the Gerrymander Act'
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and by the Bill now before the committee, that the condi-
tion of the olectorate shall be so changed that a majority of
the eleetorate will not be able to secure a majority of the
representatives on the floor of this House. It is impossible
to suppose that the people, under that state of things, would
respect laws made under such circumstances. The moment
you produce such a condition of things you strike at the root
of the constitutional system; you prepare the way for revo.
lution, and instead of having an orderly condition of things
and respect for the laws, you cannot have any respect for
the laws. That is what is proposed by this Bill. Look at
the provision in respect to tenancy. If a man comes for-
wai d and proves that he pays $20 a year rent, or produces a
receipt to that effect, ho shal be placed on the voters
list. The Ontario law provides that if ho is the tenant of
property of the value of $200 ho shall have a vote. Under
the Ontai io law the amount of property for which a man is
assessed determines his right to vote. The provision in
this Bill is the amount of rent ho proposes to pay; but ho
may not pay any rent. A landlord may place on the
voter's list for an ordinary dwelling bouse twenty tenants.
This Bill contains a proposal te have a fraudulent voters'
list. When you depart from the presont systom there is
no standing ground except, manhood suffrage. I believe in
that principle, and 1 will support that proposition, if the
present amendment should fail. I am willing to leave this
matter in the present bands, because it is thon in the hands
of the people, not because they are represented in the Local
Legislatures, but because wcecan appeal to the same people
who sent us bore. The Lecal Legislature has noth.
ing to do with the preparation of the voters'
list, that being entrusted te the hauds of the people.
The peoplo elect the council; the couneil appoints the
assessor; the assessor is sworn te fix the value of property
fairly, and in the great majority of instances doos so. The
people have an appeal from him to the municipal council,
and, if they think that they do not act fairly, to the county
judge. The whole thing is in the bands of the people them-
sClVeS, and from the ninitterial act of the original prepara-
tion of the list thore is aun appeal to the represontative of a
-udicial body, the judge of the county court. Lot us take a
practical viow ofithe mattoer. Wo say,in the firstplacethat the
preparation of the voters' list is a matter of fact proceeding,
and you taleo the loral authoritics bccause they live on the
grouand and they kno tho peoplo. The assessor bas seon overy-
body, he comes in contact with everybody, and if, by acci-
dent, ho leaves off a name, the chances are ton to one that
sone member of the council will put it on, without inter-
forence on that part of anyone; and if there is atterwards
any ground of complaint there is an appeal to the county
judge. Supposing you were to name a sheriff, or a wardeu,
or some other party, bow is ho going to prepare the votera'
lists in a county of 50,000 people, in which ho pro-
bably does not know more than 2,000 ? The chances
are that the list will be exceedingly defective. I say
this law is essentially defective, no matter whether
you put the appointment of the revisit.g officers out of the
hands of the Government or not, and as a first condition of
iustice it should be out of the bands of the Governmont.
Apart from that, nuless you have somo local authority in
every municipality to prepare the list, in every instance
you will have a defective list, or else an enormous expense
in preparing that list. It is my strong feeling and convic-
tion, and I believe it is the feeling and cinviction fo every
hon. member in this House, except it be some man who
expects to have a friend or a partisan appointed to the
position of revising officer, to prepare the lists in his
behalf, that there is not a member of this fHouse but would
rather incur the expense of an ordinary election than
undertake to look after these lists, with but a single revis-
ing officer for the purpose of preparing it. Under the pre-
sent system a dishonest or unscrupulous assessor will be put
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out, or punished, because the council who appoint him are
responsible to the people; and if you look at the number of
appeals you will see how small the number is, compared
with the total number of persons who are emyloyed
in the preparation of those lists throughout the
Dominion. I say, in the next place, that the pre-
paration of the lists should be in the hands of a ministe-
rial, and net of a judicial officer. You do not deal with a
judge as with an ordinary ministerial officer, for you eau-
not make him responsible if ho goes wrong; you cannot
punish him if ho gives a wrong judgment, as you could a
ministerial officer, who is responsible for his conduct.
The preparation of voters' lists should, I say, be made by
men who are responsible for what they do, who can be
punished if they do wrong, and then an appeal should ba
had from this responsible ministerial officer, who prepares
the lists, to a judicial officer, whose business it is to revise
them, and see that names are not improperly put on or left
off. It las been said by the Minister of Customs, and other
hon. gentlemen on that side, that the Ontario Act bas done
a great wrong, in depriving non-residents of their votes.
The principle of that Act is that one man should have one
vote, and that is according to the principles of our consti-
tution, that representation should be based on population.
Ih basis of representation is ascertained by dividing the
population of Quebec by 65, the number of maembers
allowed for that Province, the number for each boing about
20,000. Under such a system, why should you give 20 or
30 votes to one man, who may have his property divided
into so many village lots, in different counties, while you
only give one vote to another man, who has ten times as
much proporty in one county. It is contrary to the theory
of our constitution-contrary te the principle of represen
tation by population. When an election was held, some
twelve months ago, in West Middlesex, I had an opportunity
of examining the voters' lists, and I found there were 128
voters who had been residents there before, but who were
then residing in the State of Michigan. Now, it was pos-
sible to bring every one of those who had been placed on
the roll when the assessment was made backto the riding
to give their votes. Thero was the possibility of buying
thosc votes; they might be bought whilo i ciding outside
of the constituency. These men could vote and return, and
if you should contest the election you had no means of
bringing them back te give evidence, to ascertain whether
there was bribery in the election or not. This non-resident
voting is one of the most fruitful sources of bribery and
corruption in elections. It is highly undesirable that at
every election a large number of people should be brought
in from the United States for the purpose of voting for
members in the Parliament of Canada; and yet that has
been done again and again. Now, the law of Ontario pro-
poses to remove that, and it docs so, not by disfranchising
any man, but by saying no man shall have more than one
vote.

Mr. SPROULE. What do you do for the electors of
Toronto? You give them two. That is an exception to
your rule.

Mr. MILLS. It is in this sense: that two or three mem-
bers are given to one constituency, and an elector votes for
the members who reprosent that constituency.

Mr. SPROULE. Yeu give each elector two votes.

Mr. MILLS. Well, the ion. gentleman can make a
speech when ho is ready.

Mr. SPROULE. I am el ping you.
Mr. MILLS. I call the attention of the committee te

this fact, that there is no vote outside of a single contituency.
If there are three mombers in a constituency, the elector
will vote for the three, but that is a wholly different thing

Mr. MILLS.

from allowing him to go from constituency to constituency
in order to poll his vote. Whether constituencies should be
separated or grouped is another and different question.

Mr. BOWELL. Why do you not carry it out in the
municipal elections ?

Mr. MILLS. That is a representation of property.
Mr. BOWELL. What is the difference ?
Mr. MILLS. The hon. gentleman ought to know that

representation in municipal bodies is a representation of
property, not of persons. Ropresentation in this House is
representation of persons, and not specially of property. In
municipal bodies the principle is nearly the same as in the
case of banking institutions; you deal with taxation of pro-
perty, and you saythat if a debt is to be incurred,unlessa man
has a lease running as long as the debt, he will not have a
right to vote on the question of the debt.

Mr. BOWELL. The hon. gentleman knows that in a city
having seven wards, if a man is assessed for $200 in each
ward, and there are three aldermen for each, ho votes for
twenty-one aldermen, but if he is assessed for $100,000 in
one ward he only votes for three.

Mr. MILLS. That is a reason for changing the muni-
cipal law in that particular.

Mr. BOWELL. Well, why did you not change it?

Mr. MILLS. I am not sitting in the Local Legislature.
The hon. gentleman may address this observation to me
when I am defending that defect in the municipal law.

Mr. BOWELL. You just defended it on the principle
that, iin municipalities, there was direct taxation and the
votes were given on property.

Mr. MILLS. So they ae, and because it is not carried
ont with mathematical exactness the hon. gentleman
assumes that the rule is different from what I have stated;
but it is exactly what I have stated. Now, the principle of
represention in England itself has undergone very great
changes. When Mr. Burk was discasing the question of
parliamentary reform it was pointed out to him that the
county of DXevonshire rolurred -s many nembers as the
whole kingdom of Scotland, and he defended that condition
of things, because, he said, each member was returned,
not for the particular locality in Devonshire, but for the
whole United Kingdom; and if he was returned for his own
locality the danger was that he would, in time, regard him-
self as simply the representative of that locality instead of
the entire kingdom. Mr. Burke was combating-and a
great many of the statesmen of his day held the same view
-the doctrine of representation by population. Sir James
Mackintosh, in his Essays on Government, points out that
there ought to be representation, not of population, but of
classes, and that each class should be so represented that no
one class, whatever might be its numbers, could command
a majority in Parliament, and therefore its representatives
could not devote themselves exclusively to their own parti-
cular interest. Now, the hon. gentleman who proposed this
Bill-in an imperfect way it is true, and to a very limited
extent-spoke in defence of this Bill on the lines indicated
by Sir James Mackintosh. It was the views of the world
fifty years ago and not the views of to.day-it was the con-
stitutional system of fltty years ago and not the constitu.
tional system we have now-that the ion. gentleman put
forward as his defence of this Bill. HIe spoke in favor of
uniformity in the franchise, and the representation of
different classes. Now, all that is at variance with the
declaration of our constitution. Our constitution recog-
nises the principle of represcntation by p:pulation, not
representation by classes. If the population is represented,
all classes are represented. It is by giving to all people who
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are not paupers the elective franchise and representation
on the floor of Parliament that you give all classes repre-
sentation. But when you propose to divide the community
into classes, and to give representation to those different
classes, thon you seek to revive a condition of things that
the force of the industrial changes that society is under-
going has swept away. It has gone in England. Everybody
knows that the old views of arliamentary government,
with regard to representation, have all been swept away,
and that no one at the present day is disposed to question
the propriety of "the principle of representation of the
people. The representation of the aristocratie class,
of the mercantile class, of the manufacturing class,
and of the agricultural class, is all gone. There is
no defender or advocate of that view in the British Par-
liament. The prevailing view is the representation of the
people as a unit-not a representation of the people divided
into classes or orders; and in a democratic country like
this, it is preposterous to seek to establish such a system;
yet that is what is proposed in the section now before us. I
have pointed ont why that bection ought not to be adopted.
There will be a great cost in the preparation of the voters'
lists; count the cost of 210 revising officers, of 210 clerks,
of 210 constables, and all the other officers who are required,
together with the cost of printing everything connected
with the voters' lists, and I think $500,000 is a very
moderato estimate of that expenditure. Are we in a
position to incur that expenditure at the present time ? Is
the condition of the country, financial and otherwise, such
that we ought to engage in experimental legislation of this
sort, altogether apart from the pernicious features of the
Bill ? I say we ought not to do so. We have voters' lista
now prepared for us without any additional cost to the
Local Governments, and we do not require any other lists.
Not a word has been said in defence of the Bill. The plea
of uniformity has been.abandoned.

Mr. McCALLUM. .No.

Mr. MILLS. The hon. gentleman knows that it has.

Mr. McCALLUM. No, I do not.

Mr. MILLS. The hon. gentleman knows less than I
supposed ho did. Does he not know that in this Bill it is
proposed to give the sailors and fishermen the right to vote
on personal property, and it is denied to the cabmen and the
owners of bank stock and the mon who have money depos-
ited in the savings banks.

Mr. McCALLUM. You can be a liâherman if you like;
you are fishing for information now.

Mr. MILLS. Does the hon. gentleman not know there
is no class entitled to vote on personal property except
fishermen. Why should they be so entitled to vote, any
more than cabmen, or than the men who have money
deposited in the savings banks? There is no uniformity in
the Bill. It is merely intended to promote the interests of
party for the purposes of party, after public confidence has
teen withdrawn from that party.

Committee rose and reported progress.

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

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Ras the hon. gentleman
any further information from the North-West ?

Sir JORN A. MACDONALD. Not that I am aware of.

Motion agreed to; and the louse adjourned at 12 o'clock,
midnight.
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HOUSE OF COMMONS.

MONDAY, 18th May, 1885.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at half-past One o'clock.

PRAYERS.

THE FRANCHISE BILL.

Mr. PATTERSON (Essex). Before the Orders of the Day
are called, I desire to enquire whether it is the intention of
the Government to introduce this Session the Franchise
Bill, of which notice was given in the Speech from the
Throne.

ENQUIRIES RESPECTING RETURNS.

Mr. MoMULLEN. I desire to bring before notice of the
Minister of Marine and Fisheries the fact that a return
asked for somo time ago bas not yet been brought down,
although I have asked four times respecting it. It is a
return respecting the accountant of the Ministers' Depart-
ment, who is now Deputy Minister of Fisheries. It involves
a charge of a very serious character.

Mr. SPEAKER. If the hon. gentleman is speaking of
any serious charge his remarks will call for a reply. He
must therefore confine himself to enquiries respecting the
return.

Mr. McLELAN. I was not aware that the return was
in connection with a serious charge against any individual.
When the bon. member called attention to it last wook, I
told him that the document had been sent over to the
Secretary of State's Department. I have forgotten to make
enquiries since ; but I will do so, and have it brought down
immediately.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I desire to call the
attention of the Minister of Customs, who, I presume, is
acting for the Minister of Finance, to the fact that a return,
several times promised, as to savings banks, bas not been
brought down. It las been ordered a couple of months,
and the first half, which relates to Government savings
banks and to the post office savings banks also, I think
might have been procured by this time.

Mr. BOWELL. I will make onquiry, and lot the hon.
gentleman know to-morrow.

CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY.

Mr. BLAKE asked, Was there any correspondence
between the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company and the
Government, subsequent to the I8th March, 1885, on the
subject of the proposal for a change in the arrangements
between the company and the Government ? Was there
any report from the chief engineer in connection with the
matter ? Was there any report from any Minister on the
matter ? Was there any Order in Council on the matter ?
Was any report from any officer of the company laid before
the Government? fHas the Government the balance sheets
prepared by Mr. Miall, but not appended to his letter?

Mr. POPE. I thought the hon. gentlemen's question was
respecting correspondence "previeus'" to the 18th March,
1885, and not "subsequent" to that date. I will give the
hon. gentleman the information to-morrow.

Mr. BLAKE. I call attention to the fact that this ques-
tion was put on the Paper on 8th May. I have already
postponedit once, and now that I am asked to postpone it
a second time, I hope full information will be given.
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INTERCOLONIAL RAILWAY-RECEIPTS AND

EXPENSES.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT asked, What were the
receiptsuand expenses of the Intercolonial Railway from the
lt day of July to the lst day of May, in the years 1884 and
1886, respectively ?

Mr. POPE. When the question was asked a few days
ago, I informed the hon. gentleman that we had not
received returns up to lst May this year. The hon. gentle-
man then asked me to get the return for 1884.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Both were asked for.
Mr. POPE. I could not see that would be of any service

to the hon. gentleman if he wants to make a comparison.
Consequently, I obtained the latest information I could for
the two years, namely, up to Jet April. The figures are as
follows: 1884, working expenses, 81,858,760; earnings,
$1,739,357; 1885, working expenses, 81,966,147; earn-
ings, $1,727,357. The working expenses have increased
tis year on account of the very severe winter we experi-
enced-the worst ever known in theexperience ofthe Inter-
colonial.

GOVERN MENT LOANS.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT asked, What additional
sum or sums (if any) have been borrowed by the Govern-
ment since the lst day of April to the date of this enquiry,
and from whom and for what length of time have they
been borrowed ?

Mr. BOWELL. In reply to this question, I have to
inform the House that it has been deemed advisable to
request the Finance Minister to proceed to England to
arrange for the redemption of the 5 per cent. loan, and to
provide for the short time loans, and that between the lt
of April and the date of his departure he arranged for
advances to the extent of about 82,000,000, to meet the
expenses of the Militia Department in connection with the
North-West difficulties and the subsidy and loan to the
Canadian Pacifie Railway Company, falling due urder the
contract in the Act of the last Session of Parliament. With
regard to the latter part of the question, as to the parties with
whoi the arrangements were made, I have simply to repeat
the answer I gave to almost a similar question a short time
sinoe-that the banks and others object to their names and
the terme upon which these arrangements are made being
made public, and it is not deemed advisable in the public
interest that they should be given.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I suppose that answers
my question up to the 8th May.

Mr. BOWELL. Practically so, although the answer I
have before me says to the 1st April, in accordance with
the question.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Since thel st of April'

FRENCH CANADIAN OFFICIALS IN THE CUSTOMS
DEPARTMENT.

Mr. DE ST. GEORGES asked, How many officials are there
now employed in the inside branch of the Customs Depart.
ment at Ottawa? How many of these are French Cana-
dians ?

Mr. BOWELL. Tbere are twenty-seven employés in
the inside Customs Department, two of whom are French
Canadians, precisely the same number that were in the
Department when I took charge of it.

SERVICES OF SURGEON-GENERAL BERGIN.

Mr. MoMULLEN asked, Whether Dr. Bergin, Surgeon
Generaltothevolunteer forces in the North-Westis in receipt

Mr. BLAKE.

of pay for services connected therewith, while in Ottawa
drawing indemnity for parliamentary duties? If not,
has pay been promised him, or is it the intention of the
Government to give him pay ?

Some hon. ME&LBERS. Shame, shame.
Mr. CARON. In answer to the hon. gentleman, I may

state that Dr. Bergin, Surgeon General of the volonteer
f orces in the North-West, has rendered invaluable service
to the Department of Militia, in organising the ambulance
corps and the medical staff. He was required to look after
our volunteers who were fighting the battles of our country4
He is on active service, like any other gentleman who has
joined hie regiment and is now at the front, and as such he
receives pay, as the other gentlemen who are now on active
service receive pay.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.

HALF-BREED SCIRIP.

Mr. BLAKE asked, How many half-breeds have been
already enumerated and are declared entitled to receive
scrip-(1) for 160 acres, and (2) for 240 acres, under the
Order in Council of 20th April, 1885 ?

Sir JOHN A, MACDONALD. The Order in Council of
the 20th April, 1885, applicable to those who left Manitoba,
provides for money-scrip redeemable in land, and twenty-
six half-breed heads of families have proved themselves
entitled to $160, and 422 minors, $240. There are some
cases in which additional evidence is required before they
are finally disposed of.

CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY-RAILS FOR THE
GOVERNMENT SECTION.

Mr. BLAKE asked, Whether the Government supplied
the rails for the Government section of the Canadian Pacifie
Railway in British Columbia? Whether the contractor for
the construction of the railway has the right to use these
rails for the transport of traffic over the unballasted line,
without the consent of the Government, and on his own
terme as to freight charges ?

Mr. POPE. The Government did supply the rails for
that portion of the road. With respect to the right of the
contractor to use them, there is nothing stated in the con-
tract with regard to it, although I have since heard con-
siderable complaints about it. I thought of asking the
opinion of my hon,. friend as to the legal points, as the
Minister of Justice being away I have not had an opportunity
of consulting him.

Mr. BLAKE. I can tell the hon. gentleman now, that if
there is nothing stated in the contract the contractor has
no Buch right, so that there is no necessity for him sending
for an opinion.

AUTOMATIC BUOY-LIVERPOOL HARBOR, N. S.

Mr. FORBES asked, Is it the intention of the Government
to replace the automatic buoy which went adrift in Novem-
ber last from the entrance of Liverpool Harbor, Queen's
County, N.S., this season, with another automatic buoy or
a bell buoy ?

Mr. McLELAN. It is intended to replace it by a bell
buoy, for which tenders are now being asked.

PURCHASE OF MARINE STORES IN HALIFAX.

Mr. FOR BES asked, When may I expect the return asked
for on 6th March last, from the Department of Marine and
Fisheries, in relation to stores, galvanised and tinware,
etc., purchased in Halifax?
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Mr. MOLELAN. When the return was moved for, the

official at Halifax was instructed to send the information
immediately, but as it has not been received it has been
telegraphed for.

PURCHASE OF RAIL WAY SUPPLIES IN HALIFAX

1Mr. FORBES asked, When may I expect the return
moved for 6th March last, in reference to hardware and
railway supplies purchased in Halifax by the Railway
Department, etc., for the Intercolonial or any other Govern-
ment works ?

Mr. POPE. . If the return has not come down I will
enquire into thé matter.

PROTECTION OF LIGHTHOUSE,COFFIN'S ISLAND.

Mr. FORBES asked, Is it the intention of the Government
to build a timber protection along the seaward face of the
lighthouse on Coffin's Island, Liverpool Bay, during the
coming season; if so, what is the estimated cost of such
work ?

Mr. McLELAN. The inspectors have reported in the
matter, plans are being prepared, and I think they are
about ready. I have not yet got an estimate of the cost.

CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY RESOLU PIONS.

Mr. BLAKE asked, Have the authorities of the Cana-
dian Pacific Railway Company agreed to the terms of the
resolutions of which notice has been given by the G3vern-
ment? When was such agreement signified to the Gov-
ernment ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Protracted negotiations
were going on with the authorities cf the Canadian Pacifie
Railway, and principally with the president and vice-presi-
dent, as to the relief of that company. The company
desired better terms-a greater amount of relief than was
finally agreed upon. The agreement was verbal, and was
of course arranged finally immediately before notice was
given by myself.

USE OF THE NORTH SHORE BY TUE CANADIAN
PACIFIC RAILWAY.

Mr. BLAKE asked, Whether any arrangement has been
made at the instance of the Government, between the Grand
Trunk Railway Company, the North Shore Railway Com-
pany and the Canadian Pacific Railway Company, for the
use of *the North bhore Railway: for purposes of the
Canadian Pacifie Railway.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Negotiations have been
going on between the Grand Trunk, the North Shore Rail-
way, and the Canadian Pacific Railway Company, or by
persons appointed by them, discussing the pssibility of an
arrangement. Several papers were signed, I believe,
between the two companies ; but they are not satisfactory
to this Government, and I fancy are considered as confiden-
tial arrangements, which have not as yet resulted in any
conclusion.

EMPLOYMENT OF LOUIS SCHMIDT AND OTHERS
IN THE NORTH-WEST.

Mr. BLAKE asked, Whether any, and if so, which of the
following persons have been in the employment of the Gov-
ernment in the North-West: Louis Schmidt, James Isbister,
Gabriel Dumont, Moise Ouellette, Michael Damas, all of
the Prince Albert district? If so, when did such employ-
ment begin what was its nature and when did it end?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Louis Schmidt was
appointed clerk in the office of Dominion Lands, Prince
Albert, on the st of May, 1884, and has been so employed
ever since. None of the others mentioned have ever been
employed in the Department of the Interior-nor, so far as
I know, in any other Department.

NORTH.WEST PAPERS.

Mr. BLAKE asked, When will the North-West papers
be laid on the Table?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. They are to be very soon
ready, and will be brought down at once.

DOMINION LANDS-ALLEGED IRREGULARITIES.

Mr. BLAKE asked, Have frauds and irregularities been
discovered in connection with the preparation and issue of
patents for Dominion lands in the Department of the
Interior? HRas any and which of the clerks in the Depart-
ment supposed to be implicated in these matters left hie
situation within a short time ? At what time and under
what circumstances did he leave? Are his whereabouts
known ? Where is he supposed to be ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Certain irregularities have
been discovered on the part of a clerk in the.Department of
the Interior. These irregularities are the subject of strict
investigation by the Department at the present time. It
would not be in the public interest to make any further
statement in connection with this matter until the investi-
gation proceeds still further.

Mr. BLAKE asked, Has it been charged that individuals
have received patents for Dominion lands. to which they
were not entitled, and without authority; and that bribes
have been taken by a clerk in the Department in connection
with the transaction of business in the land granting branch ?
Have such charges been investigated ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It has not been charged,
nor is there, so far, any reason to believe that patents for
Dominion lands have been issued to persons who have no
right to them. The subject matter of the rest of the ques-
tion is now under investigation.

THE FRANCHISE BILL.

House again resolved itself into Committee on Bill (No.
103) respecting the Electoral Franchise.

(In the Committee.)

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. There is one aspect of
this Bill which has certainly been alluded to not infre-
quently during the discussion, but which cannot be said to
have-been discussed in any proper sense; and to which I
desire on the present occasion to call the attention of the
committee, inasmuch as it is one which, in my opinion,
affords an extremely powerful argument why the amend-
ment of my hon. friend from North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton)
should be adopted in place of the propositions contained in
the Bill. It is one of the most remarkable circumstances
attendant on the presentation of this measure, that, long as
it has been discussed, most meagre explanations were given
in the first instance, and exceedingly meagre explanations
have been given up to date, not merely by the First Minister,
but by his colleagues. With respect to varions important
questions connected with and arising out of the measure, I
do not think that anything can show more clearly the dis-
regard-I might almost say the insolent disregard-of the
liberties of the people, than the course which has been
pursued in reference to this matter. If ever a measure was
presented to Parliament with regard to which the represen-
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tatives of the people had the right to ask for the fullest
possible information on every point connected therewith,
it was surely this measure. Now, Sir, we have had
no sort of information, more particularly from the
Minister in charge, as to a great many very important
points. That hon. gentleman did not give us the slightest
idea when he presented this measure, how it was going
to affect the various constituencies in the various Provinces.
Neither did he condescend to give as any calculation what.
ever as to the added burthen likely to be inflicted on the
people of this country, if this measure became law ; and as
to introducing the Bill at the period of the Session at which
the hon. gentleman chose to introduce it, and in the condi-
tions of public business which then prevailed, and as to the
determination to force it through at all hazards, I need
hardly remind the House that neither he nor his colleagues
have condescended to give any rational or reasonable expla-
nation ; while, as to the grave constitutional questions
which are involved, and which, even the youngest and least
reflective members of this flouse must see are of far-reach-
ing character, likely to affect the future of this country for
many years, it is equally unnecessary for me to remind
the House that hon. gentlemen on the Treasury benches,
from first to last, have been equally reticent. No
provocation, no challenge, no offers, no proposals or
suggestions, which were made from this side of the House-
and he cannot deny th4t he has had offers and proposals and
challenges enough-have had the least effect in inducing,
not only the hon. gentleman himself, but his colleagues and
the more prominent members of the party, to break the
silence which, for reasons best known to themselves, they
have seen fit to preserve on all these questions. They have
not attempted, any of them, to give the slightest forecast
as to how all those alterations are likely to affect the future
of the electorate of this country. Probably they did not
wish to do so; probably they had no desire that the atten-
tion of the House should be drawn to the enormous import-
ance, even from a merely numerical or financial point of
view, of the alterations they propose to effect. Sir, it would
appear that their sole object was simply to obtain, in any
shape or form, a measure which would place the eleetoral
lists at the disposal of a number of unscrupulous political
hacks. Were this measure, in place of being, as I and many
other members of this House believe, an exceedingly bad
measure-were it as good a measure as we conceive it to be
bad-still at this moment it becomes a material question for
us to decide how far this country is in a position to bear,
without serious inconvenience, the additional cost which it
is clear this measure is about to impose upon us. Now, I
want to call your particular attention to this. There
have been times in our history, no doubt, when the ques-
tion of cost was of mach less importance than it is to-day.
There have been periods when we could have calmly con-
templated the addition of several handred thousand dollars
to the annual expenditure of Canada, and have been able to
show that we were in a situation to afford it without grave
ineonvenience. But my position is this, that there are cir-
cumstances connected with our financial position to-day
which render it to the last degree inexpedient and improper
that we should incur any unnecessary additional expendi-
ture; and I propose to show you, Sir, and the committee,
at some length, that the existing financial circumstances of
the country are such as to afford an exceedingly strong
argument in favor of the adoption of the proposition of my1
hon. friend from North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) and againsti
the adoption of the proposal made by the Goverrnment.t
Now, I somewhat regret that the extraordinary and unpre- 1
cedented conduct of the Government has compelled me toE
bring up this matter in this shape and at the present
moment. Had the Government, as I conceive they ought
to have done, when they found that this measure could notr
be put through without an exceedingly protracted discus- i

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT.

sion, had they thon proceeded to consider the general
position of the finances of the country, had they gone on,
as I think was their duty, with the discusbion of the Esti-
mates, we might have then, to more advantage than I can
now, discussed those circumstances to which I have alluded,
and which, in my opinion, make this an exceedingly
improper moment for further increasing the burdens of the
people. It is possible, at least, that the conduct of the Govern-
ment in this respect may have been of set purpose and design.
I can very well understand how they may have thought,
and in particular why the First Minister may have
thonght, that it was better, at any cost, at any hazard, to
occupy the attention of the country with this measure,
which ho knew full well could never be expected to paso
this House without a most determined opposition, rather
than allow public attention to be called to varions other
matters for which the Government were plainly respon-
sible, and a discussion of which ho thought, perhaps rightly,
would be exceedingly inconvenient to himself and col-
leagues. You are aware, Sir, that although the Govorn-
ment, as I contend, in entire dereliction of their plain and
manifest duty, have not, up to the present moment, vouch-
safed any explanation whatever to the flouse as to the cost
of this measure; although, as I have said, they have neg-
lected to do what they should have done at the very
moment this Bill took its second reading, and have not
placed in possession of the House a fairly digested estimate
of what the cost of this measure would be, we have
had from a considerable number of gentlemen on this side,
although, as far as I recollect, the matter has not been dis-
cussed from the other benches, varions estimates of the
probable cost of the measure, varying from $200,000 or
8250,000 to $300,000 and $400,000 and $500,000. Now, I
am not, at this moment, going to say which of these esti-
mates I think, on the whole, is most likely to bc verified in
fact. The point to which, in the first instance, I desire to
call your attention is this : that the Government, whose plain
duty it was to do so, have entirely neglected to give us any
information or data on which we could compute with rea-
sonable accuracy what this measure is likely to cost us. As
regards the First Minister, I dare say ho neither knows nor
cares what the cost of the measure may be. He
has always been, within my recollection, exoeedingly rock-
less, how any act or proposal of his may affect the financial
position of the people; his motto has always been: "After
me the deluge ;" and I do not believe I do him any injustice
at all when I say that, provided the thing lasts his time. it
will give him no concern or compunction whatever to what
extent the bardons of the people may be aggravated by any
aet of his. I took occasion, a couple of months ago or more,
when the Budget of this country was under discussion, to
point out to this flouse that I regarded the situation
as one of very great gravity; I pointed out then, and no
answer has been made to it from that day to this, that
of one thing there could be no sort of doubt, that
the debt of this country and the expenditure of this
country were increasing in an exceedingly rapid ratio,
out of all proportion either to the population or to
the resources of the country. I further took occasion to
point out that, not only had there been an exceedingly rapid
increase in the expenditure of the country, but that there had
been a very great and rapid diminution in the receipts from
various portions of revenue; and I pointed out that, under
those circumstances, we were running a very great risk,
more particularly as it was well known that we were about
to go ikto the English market, for the purpose of affecting
large loans; that even a trifling accident might very
seriously interfere with the calculations of the Finance
Minister; and that consequently we were bound in all
things we were thon proposing to do to pay a mach closer
regard to the cost and expenditure, than might have been
necessary a short time before. On that occasion, I
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purposely forebore to comment at length on many "From the miscellaneous items we expect to obtain $800,000, as esti-
things which might justly have attracted attention, ated lat Session; and the lande in the North-West, from which Ie estimated we woul: obtain nearly $1,000,000, I now have to estimate atbecause I thought it was perhaps as well that the e5500,000, making altogether $33,000,000 revenue with an estimated ex-
Hlouse should see how the proposals contained, and the penditnre of $32,850,000. The estimated expenditure is $32,850,000,
statements made on that occasion, would strike impartial leaving $150,0oO surplus for the present year."
observers at a distance; and because I was perfectly aware It eau hardly be expected that I, in any respect, will agreemyself that the situation was of such gravity that, in all with a policy of charging $300,000 expenditure for Dominion
probability, but a very few months would elapse before even lands to capital on one side, and crediting $500,000 in regard
the least observant and intelligent among the supporters of to receipts from Dominion lands on the other side to
the right hon. gentleman would wake up to the conviction income; and, consequently, according to my contention,
that the whole future of this country had been very seriously instead of a surplns, as shown by this statement, of $150,000,
put in peril by the unparallelled extravagance with which there would be a deficit of 8350,000, even if all the other
the Administration had been conducted for the past few items named by the Finance Minister realised the sum
years. If that was the case on the 3rd of March of this which ho anticipated at the close of the year. But I call
year-two and a half months ago-I need hardly say that your attention to this fact-I have pointed out the various
the situation since that period has altered immensely for items from which he expected te obtain his revenue-I now
the worse; I need hardly point out to any man who sits in call your attention to the fact that there can be no sort of
this House that all the calculations on which our receipts doubt, on the one hand, that the expenditure for this year,
of revenue were then based have been most serionsly wholly apart from the expense ofthe expedition to the or h-
deranged; and that enormous and probably permanent addi- West, will fully equal and indeed will probably considerably
tions to the expenditure of this country have been made which exceed the $32,850,000 estimated by the Finance Minister
it will take the best energies of the Government to provide on the 3rd March; and, in order that the House may fully
for in any shape or manner whatever. Many of the understand the situation, I call your attention to the returna
resources on which we relied have vanished, many new of the three months ending respectively on the 30th March,
demands have arisen. I am not going, at present, to base 30th April and 30th May, in 1884 and 1885. On the 31st
my argument at all upon the contentions made by my hon. March, 1884, our total revenue amounted to $23,445,000
friends behind me, or on any assumptions of my own ; I am and our expenditure to $20,69 1,000. In other words, on
going to base my argument wholly and entirely on the the 31st March of last year we had a nominal surplus
statements formally made to this House and the country by of $3,000,000. On the 30th April, the revenue amount-
the Minister of Finance himself. I do not pretend to be ed to $25,602,000, and the expenditure to $22,698,000,
responsible for these statements, I do not guarantee them, giving as before a nominal surplus of nearly $3,000,000.
That is for the hon. gentleman's own friends, colleagues and On the 31st May, our revenue amounted to $28,527,000
supporters to do ; but I say that their lips, at any rate, and our expenditure to $25,792,000, being again an appar-
are shut in this matter, that it does not lie in their mouths ont surplus of nearly $3,000,OO. When, however, we
to contradict the statements to which they then gave their came to balance accounts on the 30th June, we found that the
asserit; and I think that nobody wbo choses to pay careful expenditure amounted to $31,861,000 and the revenue to
attention to the statements that were then maae by the $31,107,000. So the apparent surplus of $3,000,000 had
Finance Minister, and who will consider how seriously our shrunk to one of $754,000. I am not going to detain the
resources have been impaired and how enormously our committee by pointing ont that a great deal of that surplus
expenditure is likely to be increased, will be disposed was really fictitions, and that a more accurate statement
to gainsay my proposition that since that time cir- would have roduced it enormously, if not disposed of it
cumstances have so soriously altered that we are doubly and altogether, but I do desire to call attention to this : that,
trebly bound to see to-day that no single dollar of unneces- whereas on the 31st March and 30th April, 1884, we had an
sary expenditure be inflicted on the people of the country. apparent surplus of nearly 83,000,000 in this present year,

Mr. CRAIRMAN. I think the hon. gentleman is going though the receipts were about precisely the same, our sur-
outside the question. plus of $3,000,000 has shrunk to barely 81,000,000, and that

. .i our expenditure is quite $2,000,000 in excess of our expen-
Sir 4IICH AIRD CARTWiR[GHIT. I amr quoting, in proof diture of last year, and that there is the strongest probability,

of my statement that it is not fit or proper that any dd-apart altogether from the cost of the North-West expedi tion,
tional, unnecessary expense should be incurred, from what that our ordinary expenditure for the year 1885 will exceed
is equivalent to a State paper, the official statement made that of 1884 by $2,000,000. The figures show that
to us by the Finance Minister of the probable expenditure our revenue on the 31st March, 1885, was $23,249-
and receipts for the current year. I am goig to show that 000, and our expenses $22,525,000, being very
these statements have been, by force of circumstances, nearly $2,000,000 more than on the corresponding day of
greatly modified, and that unfortunately we are less able to 1884. On the 30th April, the revenue amounted to $25,-
incur the expenditure about to ho inflicted upon us than we 717,000 and the expenditure to $24,687,000, showing as
were then. If anything is relevant to an argument of this nearly as possible there aiso a difference of $2,000,000
kind, this is relevant. ,If the hon, gentleman will look at between the expenditure of 1884 and in 1885. You will also
the report of the Finance Minister's speech, they will find observe that our revenue romains constant. although -that
that ho estimated that our revenue from Customs would be is largely due, as the Finance Minister explained, to the
$19,50P,000; from excise, $5,400,000; from postal service, increased amount of interest we receive on certain invest-
$1,900,000; railways and canalis, $3,000,000; and here is an monts. Still, taking it altogether, it romains constant. At
item to which I desire to call your attention especially-: the same time, there is an increase of $2,000,000 in our

" The interest which last vear was put down at $750,000, will amount expenditure, and, when you recollect that our nominal sur-
to- $1,900,000, with however more than an equivalent increase on the plus was barely $750,000 and that no provision bas been
other aide, because, under the authority of this House, the Government made to bring in any increased revenue, and that the Minis-
floated a loan by which money was raised to be advan ced to the Canadian g Y
Pacific Railway Company. This increased, of course, the amount of ter does not himself estimate any increased revenne,
interest payable by us, to a very considerable extent, but it increased on you will see that I am perfectly correct in my statement
the credit aide the recelpts from the estimate of $750,000 to $1,900,000." that the probabilities are that, wholly apart from the
In other words, the Minister of Finance at that date expected expenditure on the North-West expedition, there will be a
to obtain nearly $1,200,000 from the interest due from the deficit on the Ist July of not less than 81,250,000. In 1884,
Canadian Pacific Railway within the current year. our expenditure amounted to 831, 107,706. If you add the



COMMONS DEBATES. MAY 18,
$2,000,000 additional which we are known to have expended
up to the lst May and the vote which we passed of $700,000,
according to the Government's own statements and according
to the votes passed at their instance, we are likely to expend
not less than $33,807,000 for the service of this present year.
And, if the receipts for 1875 romain as at present, precisoely
similar to those of 1884, and amount to $31,86 1,000, we
would have a total deficit, on the Finance Minister's own
showing, of not less than $1,945,000, a circumstance which,
I contend, adds enormous force to the strong arguments laid
already before the Hluse by my hon. friend from North
Norfolk (Mr.Charlton) against substituting a most expensive
mode of registration and of compiling voters' lists, for the
cheap and expeditious mode which we, at present, possess. I
repeat that in all probability, further expenses will be incur-
red, but I prefer throughout to base my argument entirely
on the facts which the Government, speaking through
their authorised Minister, have laid before the House.
If they know of any reason why these facts should
not be held good, if they have any ground to
present to this Parliament showing that the expen-
diture will be less, or that the receipts will be more, I
call upon those gentlemen to rise and to give us their
reasons for entertaining such opinion. Until they do so, I
must persist in pointing out that, even on the Finance Min-
ister's own showing, we are threatened, in the year 1885,
with a deficit amounting in round numbers to $2,000,000.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Yon might add another 8500,.
000.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGEIT. No, I will not add any
more than what is in sight ; I desire to understate rather
than overstate the case ; and for that reason, I confine
myself to those statements, which can be clearly deduced
from the statement of the Finance Minister himself, and
from the other official information which the Government
have laid before us. Well, Sir, I pointed out, even at that
time, that we have really a deficit of $350,000, and I
may observe that, if the estimate made by the Finance
Minister of $500,000, 'which ho expected to receive from
Dominion lands, be not realised, thon it is quite clear
the receipts will be considerably less, and the deficit
will be larger than I have stated. I have chosen, on
this occasion, to take the receipts of last year for the
reason that, up to the present time, our receipts exactly
correspond with those of last year. I have pointed out
that there is every reason, judging from the Finance
Minister's own statement, to anticipate a deficit of $2,000,-
000, or thereabouts, in the present year. But when we
come to the much more serions consideration of how recent
events are going to affect our position next year, thon the
case becomes very much stronger-I may truly say, almost
overwhelmingly strong, in favor of the contention of my
hon. friend for North Norfolk. Sir, it must be remembered
that the Finance Minister himself, in the calculation
which he submitted to this House, as showing his probable
receipts and expenditures for the year 1886, did not ven-
ture to estimate that he would have one farthing of a surplus
except from the sum that ho expected to recoive from
Nortli-West lands. His statement is as follows:-

" The estimate for the current year and next year of the proceeds from
lande in the North-West amounts to $700,000. Our expenditure is esti-
mated at $31,757,000, lesving an estimated surplus-

On the supposition that ho would receive this $700,000.
' of $1,247,000."
He says afterwards:

" The Supplementary Estimates may reduce this surplus to $700,000."

Now, you will observe, the Finance Minister, unless ho
receives $700,000 from capital account for the year 1886,
barely e xpected that he would be able to make both ends
meet. You will further observe that in expecting to make

Sir R IÂonn CaTwairiaT.

both ends meet, ho relied on receiving, at least, one million
and a quarter, or one million and a-half, as interest,
from his statement here, from the Canadian Pacifie Rail-
way. Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to ask the members
of this House, I want to ask any independent-minded
man from one end of this country to the other, is there
a rational human being to be found in Canada to-day, who
believes that the Finance Minister, as matters now
exist, looking at the circumstances which have since
transpired, can with any degree of safety reckon on a
receipt of a million and a half dollars from the Canadian
Pacific Railway during the year 1886, unless, indeed, the
Government advances the money to pay that interest. If
the Government choose to go through that feat of legerde-
main, if the Government choose to hand to the Canadian
Pacific Railway Company one, two, three, five or ton mil-
lions of dollars, for the purpose of enabling them to pay the
interest due to us, thon, Sir, that thing may be done; but
otherwise, as every man in the country knows, the whole of
that million and a half muast be struck out of the expected
receipts of the Finance Minister, as must also, I believe,
the whole sum of $700,000, or, at any rate, very
much larger part of the $100,000 which ho expected to
receive from Dominion lands, and which he proposed,
improperly, in my judgment, to charge to the credit of
ordinary receipts, while, at the same time, he was charging
the expenditure to capital account on the other aide. Now,
there is another thing to ho taken into account. We have
propositions laid on the Table but not yet discussed by
which it becomes-

Mr. CHAIRMAN. I am afraid you are going a little
too far.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGIT. No, Sir, I am pointing
out to you the strong reasons which exist for refusing to
lay upon the people of Canada the additional burdens which
this Act *ill inevitably impose; and in order to do that, I
must show you, Mr. Chairman-1 am doing it with extreme
brevity; I could extend this to almost any extent, if so dis-
posed-I must show you what are the burthens which the
Government themselves have stated that they propose to
impose upon this country. Now, we know perfectly well
that we are going to be asked to add about a quarter of a
million of dollars to our permanent debt for the purpose of
providing for a loan of $5,000,000, or more, to the Canadian
Pacific Railway Company. You must, therefore, add to the
expenditure which I have tnentioned, a quarter of a million
more for the expected grant to the Canadian Pacific Rail-
way Company; and I am sorry to say you muast make up
your minds for several years to come, to incur a very large
unforeseen expenditure in maintaining law and order in the
North-West. We have, Sir, also, a proposition from the Gov-
ernment, which will add, probably, half a million to our
annual expenditure for an additional force of mounted police.
It is perfectly well known that a very considerab!e addi-
tional expenditure will also have to be incurred for the
maintenance of other garrisons in that territory for a
considerable time. Those I estimte, and I place the
sum within the mark, at $500,000 more; and no hon. mom-
ber who las paid the smallest attention to the question of
the Indians or to the position in which we stand with
respect to the Indians of the North West to-day, will, I
think, rise to dispute _ny proposition: that the expected
reduction of half a million which was to be made in the
Indian grant is entirely illusory; that in place of spending
$700,000 or thereabouts as we expected to expend for 1886,
we shall have to spend $1,200,000 or so, which was the
amount heretofore for that service. The result of all
that is this: that the Finance Minister's calculation
has been disturbed in two different directions; that while
ho is barely able to make both ends meet under the circum-
stances -

1918



COMMONS DEBATES.
Mr. MoCALLUM. I submit that the hon. gentleman is

out of order. He is giving a financial statement which has
nothing to do with the question before the committee. If
the hon. gentleman's object is, and I hardly think it is,
obstruction, then well and good. No doubt he belongs to
the obstructionist party.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). I understand the hon. member
takes the point of order that a financial statement, which
the member for South Huron (Sir Richard Cartwright) was
making, is not pertinent to the subject before the Chair, and
is therefore ont of order. As I understand it, the hon. gen-
tleman'a line of argument is this: By the propositions in
this Bill, the Government are proposing to add to the annual
burdens of the people about half a million of money a year.
The hon. gentleman says we cannot afford to do that; the
country is not in a position to do it, because the burdens of
the country have been so enormously increased within the
last few years, and are now so great that our financial posi-
tion will not stand it. Surely that is a fit subject for discus-
sion. It appears to me to be a pertinent subject, an essential
subject before we pass this legislation; and that, before we
pass such legislation, we should thoroughly understand
whether or not the financial aspect of the country would
fairly warrant the additional expenditure asked. How can
you decide that question unless you ascertain by facts and
figures the exact financial position of the country now. I
find the point laid down in Cushing, who I suppose is an
authority, as he is quoted in the valuable work by Mr.
Bourinot. At page 634 I find the doctrine laid down. And
bore lot me say that I think the hon. member for Monck
(Mr. McCallum) is about the last man who should raise the
point of order as to taking up the time of the flouse.

Mr. McCALLUM. I want nothing but what is fair and
right.

Mr. CAMERON. The hon. gentleman is out of order
himself.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. That has nothing to do with the
question before the committee.

Mr. CAMERON. This authority shows how far a mem-
ber of the English House of Com mons was allowed to go
in discussing a substantive proposition before the House.
Ie say$:

"The question was whether that Parliament was to be dissolved
and the members sent back to their constituents because they had
pronounced ai opinion that the English representation should not be
reduaced. "9

The petition was a petition in favor of the Reform Bill.-
"Being called to order, on the ground that there was no question

before the House on which they could be addressed in that manner, the
Speaker, Mr. Manners Sutton, said: 'The question arising out of the
petition was parliamentary reform. The question for him to decide was1
whether or not the observations of the members speaking had a proper
application to that question; fnot whether he had strictly adhered to
what was contained within the four corners of the petition, but whether1
the general tenor and seope of is speech did not come within the sub-1
ject matter introduced to the House by a petition on the subject ofi
reform; and he must say that, according to his opinion of the rules and
orders of that House, he could not see that the observations of the mem-
ber were not applicable to it.'1"I

I submit that any question that affects the financial position1
of this country as bearing upon the proposition contained ini
the Bill, is pertinent to the Bill itself. The authority I am
quoting goes on further to say:

"So where a member addressing the House on the subject of a peti-
tion complaining of distress was called to order on the ground of the1
irrelevancy of his remarks, the Speaker, Mr. Manners Sutton, said that
' when a petition was on the Table, complaining of distres, it was very
difficult to say what members should not speak of as occasioning that
diatresa. He could not, therefore, support the member in rising tot
order.' "--i
Further, by this proposition, the expenditure of the country,
must necessarily b. increased. The Bill provides new

machinery for making out voters' lists; it provides for a
new clase of electorate, and must necessarily entail addi-
tional expenditure. In fact, I believe the First Minister
has a resolution before the House in connection with the
increased expenditure. Surely it is a proper question as to
whether the country is able to stand the expenditure, and
whether the Government have, by their extravagance,
reckless and unnecessary expenditure so added to the public
burdens that we cannot afford it. That is clearly a perti-
nent argument which eau be used against the Bill. The
authority whom I am quoting goes on to say:

" In another:cae when a petition has been presented for the better
observance of the Lord's day, and a member, in speaking upon it, took
occasion to make nome remarks upon two petitions of a simNilar descrip-
tion presented the day before, and upon the motives of the petitioners,
the member was called to order on the ground that it wau duorderly te,
imputemmotives t the petitioners, vhose petition waa presntd on a
former night and was not then before the House. The Speaker, Mr.
Manners Sutton, said, that, with respect to the reference of a petition
presented on a tonmer day, if it wer. on the same asbject as the resent
petition he could flot say, that, applylng motives te those petitioners
was disorderly. In all these matters, a good deal must be loit to the
good sense, the good feeling, the taste and the propriety of hon. mem-
bers themselves. If then a member il called to order on the ground of
the irrelevancy of is remarks, all that can be said is that it does not
appear in what manner bis remarks are applicable to the question, the
member will b. allowed to proceed; the Speaker sometimes reminding
him of the terme of the question, or informing him under what circum-
stances bis remarks would or would not be in order. Thus, a member
being called to order on the ground that the member interrupting him
could not see in what manner the circumstances h. was mentioiung
could apply to the question before the House, the Speaker, Mr. Man-
ners Sutton, said, that he took it for granted that the member would
bring his observations to bear upon the motion before the Bouse, and
that he meant to make some proposition for the consideration of the
House."

That is the position here. The hon. member for South
Huron (Sir Richard Cartwright) is discussing the financial
position of the country. And hoesays that with the enor.
mous burthens on the people you cannot afford this addi-
tional burthen of $500,000 a year, or whatever it may be.
Surely that is pertinent.

" So, again, a member being called to order and enquiry made of the
Speaker, wbether the argument of the member, with respect to the
monarchy and the House of Lords, had anything to do withthe question
before the House, the Speaker said, that 'if the member made the
supposition alluded to for the purpose of reviving a discussion which
had already been terminated, he was out of order; but if he considered
bis supposition pertinent to the question before the House, he was quit.
in order.' "

When the remarks of a member are strictly relevant to the
subject of the question, but are extended into a wider range
than seems necessary,the member will nevertholess be allowed
to procoed, unless restrained by the House. Thus, where,
on the motion for the production of a paper relating to the
volunteer force a debate on the general subject ensued, and
a member rose to order, and objected that if the motion was
merely for the production of papers, it was wrong to go
into the subject of it (the volunteer force) at such length,
the Speaker, Mr. Abbott, ruled that:

" The motion had certainly branched ont into a more general range
than such a motion seemed to require; but, it was in the discretion of
the House to penmi t or restrain such extraneous proceedings; he did
not feel warranted in interfering te check it before, and he did not now."

Now, I say that those authorities make it clear that the
hon. member for South Huron (Sir Richard Cartwright)
has a perfect right, in view of the fact that you are propos-
ing by this Bill, admittedly, to incur an enormous additional
expense-he has a right to point out that you are not in a
position to do so, that the country cannot stand it, bocause
by the course yon have been pursuing for the last
ton years the burden of the country and ite annual
expenditures have very largely increased. I say
that is an argument which comes properly under
the 3rd clause, when the Government proposes to
introduce a new franchise and thereby to increase the
burdens of the people. I submit that the hon. gentle-
man is quite in order.
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Mr. MoCALLUM. The hon. member for West Huron
(Mr. Cameron) has taken the opportunity of making a long
speech upon the point of order. I contend that this ques-
tion of expense was all discussed on the second reading,
and I hope, if the hon. member for South Huron wishes to
go over the entire expenditure of the country for the last
forty years, that he will take another time to deliver his
financial statement. Until to-day the obstruction which
bas been going on in the House-

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order, order.

Mr. MULOCK. On Saturday, the hon. member for West
Toronto (Mr. Beaty) discussed for the information of the
committee the probable cost of putting this measure into
operation, which he estimated altogether at $100,000. The
financial view of this measure has been discussed on both
sides of the House, and almost every hon. gentleman who
has spoken has been permitted to treat the question from a
financial standpoint. It has been admitted throughout the
debate that this Bill would involve an expenditure of public
money, and if at this stage of the debate we are not allowed
to proceed on that line, we will have a most incomplete
debate. It has been conceded that this Bill will cost a large
sum annually to put it in force, a sum which will add per-
manently to the capital debt of the country, and if that is
the case, surely it is perfectly germane to this motion for us
to stop and look at our resources and see if we are able to
put this Bill in force. Surely, we are entitled to take
the same view of the measure which a prudent
man would take, if ho contemplated embarking
in any enterprise, such as building a bouse. Such
a man sits down and counts the cost, le sees
what resources he bas, what other claims he has upon him,
what debts he owes, and the necessary expenditure he is
liable for. If he is a prudent man, does lie not consider all
these matters before ho embarks in a new enterprise,
especially if it is one which is not necessary, or, at all
events, is of doubtful utility. Under these circumstances I
can scarcely conceive of anything more germane to this
measure than the consideration ofthe resources of the coun-
try. It has not been conceded that the Bill was necessary,
and the question is: Can we afford to adopt such a measure ?
Instead of this point being discussed, in this third or fourth
week of the debate, it might better have been discussed at
an early stage, but it is never too late to mend, and in view
of the turn which the debate has taken, it is better that we
should discuss this important feature late than never. Sap-
posing we put this view ofit-that there is no money in the
exchequer, what becomes of your Bill? It could not be put
in force, because it is admitted by all that it involves the
expenditure of money to put in force.

Mr. MILLS. You have in your hands a proposition to
adopt a new franchise with new machinei y, and another
proposition to retain the provincial franchise. One of the
arguments pressed on the committee by the hon. member for
Huron (Sir Richard Cartwright) is the propriety of adhering
to the provincial machinery, which coste the Dominion
nothing, and, for the purpose of showing the desirability
of adhering to the provincial franchise, my hon. friend
has undertaken to point out what was the present financial
condition of the country. That was a perfectly legitimate
proceeding on his part, for if ie can show that the finances
of the country are in an unfavorable condition, and that the
country is financially in straitened circumstances, that
would be an additional reason for our rejecting this third
clause and adopting the amendment. It is perfectly
obvious that there is nothing in the point of order raised by
the hon. member for Monck (Mr. McCallum), and that my
hon. friend from Huron (Sir Richard Cartwright) is adher-
ing strictly to the rules of debate in bringing this matter to
the attention of the committee.

Mr. CAmERoN (Huron).

Mr. SPROULE. I do not think that the remark of the
hon. member for North York (Mr. Mulock) had a bearing
on the question, when he said that, if a man was commenc-
ing to build a bouse, lie would count the cost; for we took
into consideration that question when we adopted the prin.
ciple of the Bill, by passing the second reading, and we aie
now perfecting the details. I cannot, therefore, understand
how the minute financial statement which the hon.gentleman
was making had any reference to the qualification of voter,.
If his argument is applicable to this question at all, it
would be on the second reading of the Bill. I think there
has been great latitude shown with reference to this debate.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Longitude you mean.

Mr. SPROULE. The lon. gentleman spoke of its never
being too late to mend, but I certainly think it is time
they were commencing to mend. The principle of the Bill
was fully discussed on the second reading, several amend-
ments were offered and voted down, the principle was car-
ried, and in committee we are now perfecting details.

Mr. BOWELL. It strikes me that the precedents read
by the hon. member for South Huron (Mr. Gameron) are
not relevant to the present subject. If I understand him,
the points to which he directed his attention and the deci-
sions which were given upon them, wore with reference
exclusively to debates which took plaiUe in the House with
the Speaker in the Chair, and not in committee where
the debates are more restricted in their character, though
members addressing themselves to the subject can speak as
often as they please. Those who have paid any attention
to parliamentary practice, know that when the Speaker
is in the Chair, and any new principle is brought
before the House, you can discuss it at any length. And you
can bring in almost any subject or point which has refer-
ence to the subject before the House. But I think,
on consultation of parliamentary authorities, it is very
clearly laid down that, after the principle of a
measure has been affirmed by the House, as this
has been, then the House goes into committee, and as
each clause is taken up for consideration, you must confine
yourself to the subjects involved in that clause. The pro-
position now before us is that contained in the third clause,
to adopt certain qualifications for voting, with the amend-
ment of the on. member for North Norfolk to retain the
provincial franchises, and the amendment thereto by the
hon. member for West Elgin to exempt Ontario from the
operation of the Bill. These I think are the questions now
b^fore the House, and the only question it appears to me
for the Chair to decide is whether the elaborate statement
now being made by the member for South Huron upon the
finances of this country is at all relevant to those questions.
I know it was argued by the on. member for Bothwell
just now that as the proposition is to exempt Ontario from
the operation of the Bill, therefore the country would save
whatever expense is to be incurred by the new system.
Whether that argument is legitimate or not, itis for the
Chair to decide, and whether the course pursued by
the ex-Finance Minister is strietly within his right. If I
were uncharitable, and if it were not unparliamentary, I
might say that I thought he had some other object in view;
but that would not be arguing the point now before the
House. I rose expressly for the purpose of pointing out
that the precedents read from the authorities by the hon.
member for West Huron were not at all pertinent to the
question before the House. Apart from that, I do not be-
lieve any good can result, particularly at the present time,
from the statement which the member for South Huron is
attempting to get before the country, and I believe lie ias
other objects in view than the Franchise Bill.

Mr. CRHARLTON. The motion I had the honor to place
in your hands was to the effect that it would be in the
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publie interest to retain the provincial franchises instead of
substituting for them a Dominion franchise. That resolu-
tion was based upon certain reasons, and one of these
reasons is that it would be a saving of public expense to
retain the provincial franchises. Sir, that is one of the
most powerful arguments that can be offered in favor of
that motion. Nothing more pertinent could be brought
before the Chair than the question as to whether the
financial position of the Dominion warrants us in incurring
the expense that my amendment proposes we should not
incur ; and in order to make up our minds on that ques-
tion, it is reasonable and proper that an examination of the
financial position of the Dominion should be made. I think
nothing could be more pertinent to the question than the
very statement of the hon. member for South Huron.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). It seems to me that the test
to apply as to whether this discussion is in order or not, is
the discussion which it is likely to lead to. Everybody will
admit that it is quite pertinent to the discussion of this
question to say that this country is heavily burdened, and
that we cannot incur additional expenditure; but it is an
entirely different thing when an hon. gentleman undertakes
to deal with the Pacifie Railway policy and the burdens
which it is going to bring upon us, with the North-West
policy and the expenditures connected with that, with the
general proposition of the Budget Speech delivered by the
Finance Minister, and the disappointments which current
events are likely to bring to the country through the
expectations held forth in that speech not being realised-
al these questions are involved, unless they are prevented
from going to the country, and, what is worse, going across
the Atlantic to head off the Finance Minister, whose success
depends more thoroughly and completely upon misstate-
ments not being uttered upon the floor of Parliament with-
out an answer than almost anything else; so that you
will sec that by permitting that kind of discussion
you are going to have a discussion, not on the Franchise
Bill at all, not on the qualification of voters in towns and
villages, but upon the Pacific Railway policy and the whole
financial position of this country; and if, undcr these cir-
cumstances, you can possibly permit an elaboration of
argument upon questions of that kind, such as the ex-
Finance Minister has ventured to indulge in to-day, with-
out being interrupted up to this time, then all I eau say is
that upon going into committee upon any Bill, a member
can discuss anything he pleases. The louse of Commons
has determined, by assenting to the principle of this Bill,
that it will have a Dominion franchise upon the general
lines of this Bill; it has submitted that Bill to this
committee to arrange the details; we are bound by the
reference which hias been made to us; and while I think a
great deal of the discussion upon this question has been
utterly out of order, the question of order has not come so
prominently forward as it comes to-day, when we are at
the third week of this discussion-

Some hon. MEMBERS. The fourth.
Mr. WHITE-and when we are presented with a new

class of argument altogether, which hon. gentlemen now
tell us is the chief ground of opposition to this Bill. I
think there can be no doubt whatever, if the rule is to be
allowed to permit that kind of discussion, that there is no
means of progressing with measures before Parliament.
The rules of Parliament are based upon the assumption that
we are all gentlemen, influenced by the courtesies that
characterise gentlemen, and that we will not attempt, by
means of a strained interpretation of the rules, to impose
inconvenience on members, or permit a violation of the
manifest intent of the rules of Parliament; but up to this
time that has hardly been the result of this discussion.
Certainly, if this is to be permitted to go on, we shall have
to go into the discussion of an entirely different line of
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subjects, greatly to the detriment of the progress of publie
business, and greatly to the detriment, I believe, of the
interesta of the country as well.

Mr. DAVIES. I failed to follow the argument of the
hon. gentleman fully. If I understand it, it amounts to
this: That because the House has acceded to the second
reading of the Bill, there will be no opportunity of discus-
sing thoroughly the questions involved in the clause before
the Chair, and the two amendments are out of order. He
says: You have acceded to the principle of the Bill;
therefore it is not reasonable to argue whether or not you
should adopt the provincial franchises or the new franchise
proposed in the Bill-that is what it amounts to. We are
now considering whether the machinery proposed in the
Bill should be adopted by the House; it is admitted that
the carrying out of that machinery will involve a very
large expenditure of money; the amendment of the hon.
member for North Norfolk says that money can be
saved by the adoption of the provincial franchises,
and that the expenditure of that amount of money
in the present condition of the country is unjustifiable.
Therefore it is not only proper that we should discuss it, but
it is necessary. Supposing that the hon. member for South
Huron (Sir Richard Cartwright) proves to the satisfaction
of the committee that the financial condition of the country
is such that it will not justify the expenditure of $200,000
or $300,000 additional a year-what then ? Are we not to
discuss that ? It is not only pertinent, but it is also neces-
sary. No person who listened to the hon. Min-
ister of Customs can doubt the kindliness of the
motives which prompted him to state that the
hon. member for South Huron had some ulterior
object in view ; everybody who knows the hon.
gentleman knows he had the kindest motive in suggesting
that. Suppose it were necessary to thoroughly discuss the
financial condition of the country, would not such discussion
be in the interest of the country, if it were proved that this
proposed additional expenditure of $200,000 or $300,000
was both unnecessary and improvident ? That is the point.
Hon. gentlemen opposite may have, as the hon. member for
Cardwell (Mr. White) put it, the right to reply. Doubtless it
will be necessary, but what the committee has to discuss is
not whether certain time will -have to be taken up or not in
making a reply, but whether the discussion is pertinent and
necessary ; and inasmuch as the discussion involves the
decision of the question whether we can afford this extra
expenditure or not, it is not only pertinent and proper but
it is the only means by which we can arrive at a fair and
honest conclusion, and is therefore absolutely necessary.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). The question is not only
whether the remarks of the hon. member for South Huron
(Sir Richard Cartwright) are relevant. I think the case is
very much stronger than that; there cannot be two
opinions as to their being relevant. They certainly could
not be ruled out of order on that point; but they are more
than relevant, they are positively nocessary. The Bill con-
templates a great annual increase in the expenditure of the
country, and various figures have been given. We cannot
arrive at a definite conclusion as to the cost until we have
the figures placed before us by the Government, but hon.
gentlemen on the Government side who have at all entered
into detail of the cost have estimated it from $75,000 to
$100,000. We believe this to be far below the mark but
are not arguing it now. It is conceded on both sides that
the rejection of the amendment of my hon. friend from
North Norfolk (Ur. Charlton) will entail inevitably a very
large additional annual expenditure on the country, and to
say it is not relevant to discuss our ability to bear this
increased expense seems to me absurd. In fact, if any one
were to attempt to deny it was necessary that we should have
such discussion, he would be taking an indefensible position.
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It would be necessary, not only to discuss our financial con-
dition, but to discuss it minutely for this reason: Not only
the present condition, but the prospective condition of the
country will be affected by this measure, bocause the
expenditure it will create will be an additional annual
expenditure, and not an expenditure simply for one year;
it will be an expenditure that will go on until the law is
repealed. As to the statements which my hon. friend
from South Huron will make will call for a reply or not is
a matter which must be loft to hon. gentlemen opposite.
If they cannot deny the position taken by the hon. momber
for South Hurnn, and contend that under that condition
they are justified in creating this additional expense, of
course they will have to defend it; if, on the other hand,
they consider the statements of the hon. gentleman and his
conclusions incorrect, it will be their bounden duty to point
that out and if they fail the responsibility will be upon
them. The point of order is this: Is it proper for the hon.
member for South Huron to point out that ho18 in favor of
the amendment moved by the hon. member for North Nor-
folk, on the grounds that the Bill will add a large amount
to our burdens which, in our present financial condition, it is
both unnecessary and inexpedient to add, and which, by
the amendment of the hon. momber for North Norfolk, will
be saved to us.

Mr. ROBERTSON (Hamilton). I cannot follow the argu-
ment of the hon. member who has just sat down. I submit
that the discussion into which the hon. member for South
Huron (Sir Richard Cartwright) proposes to enter strikes
at the very root of the Bill, and this is not the time for such
discussion. When the Bill was before the House on the
second reading was the time for the hon. gentleman to dis-
cuss that question. It is a part of the principle of the Bill
that it is going to cost a certain amount of money ; and when
that Bill was discussed on the second reading, it was affirmed
that we should have the Bill and that the cost was not to
interfere with our having it. No* the hon. gentleman
wishes to discuss on the amendment of the hon. member for
North Norfolk the whole question of the finances of the
country. I submit with great deference to hon. gentlemen
opposite that such discussion is not in order, because it
strikes at the very foundation of the Bill. Hon. gentlemen
opposite may laugh, and I dare say they have got it into their
heads, because they have been allowed to go beyond the
proper limits in discussing this measure-

Mr. CHAIRRMAN. Order.
Mr. ROBERTSON (Hamilton). I submit nevertheless

that if this discussion is allowed to continue and this point
is carried, as suggested by an hon. member from one of the
ridings of Prince Edward, thon as a mattor of course, the
Bill must be thrown out; wheroas it has been read the
second time and its principle affirmed.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. There is no question about the amend.
ment before the committee being in order and regnlar.
There is an amendment which virtually embraces the pro-
position of substituting the provincial systems and qualifi-
cations for the Dominion systom as proposed in this clause 3
of the Bill. The question of expense naturally arises under
that, and a reference to it can certainly be made; a refer-
ence to it has been permitted, and a large amount of latitude
has been taken and given during the debate. At the same
time I think the question of expense is but
a subsidiary one, and I do not think it would be
regular for an hon. member to make it a pretext, or a reason
and ground, for entering into a full elaboration of the finan.
cial condition of the country. I raised the question as to
the relevancy, or rather as to whether the hon. gentleman
was not referring to a previous debate, and I permitted a
short reference to former debates as it bears very largely on
the question of expense, and I think the hon, member for
South Huron cannot now be called strictly to order ; but, at

Mr. PATERSON (Brant.)

the same time, my ruling is this: That an elaboration of
the financial condition of the country would be out of order,
and that only in so far as it affects the main question before
the flouse can a discussion of our financial condition be
permitted. I would ask the hon. gentleman to bear that in
mind in further discussing this point.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. If permitted to say so,
I will recall to your recollection, Sir, the fact that I stated
in the fullest and most emphatic manner what my inten-
tions were before I proceeded and called your attention to
the point. - I do not propose to discuss the financial con-
dition of the country in what is called minute detail, but I
do propose to point out the expenditure and the probable
burdens that will be laid on the people and also to point
out how much those burdens bave been increased by cer-
tain unforeseen circumstances which were not in the mind
of the Finance Minister and which may not have been in
the mind of the First Minister when he introduced this
measure, and I do so on the ground that I called your
attention to it. I do so because my contention is that even
if this measure were a good one, in the present condition of
the country the question of expense has assumed a vast
importance. Within those limits I will make my remarks
as short as I can, but you will see that they cover a con-
siderable amount of ground; if it be your decision I may go
on those fines, on those lines I will go on, and you will
judge how far I exceed them or not. If it be your decision
that I am not to go on upon these linos, I will have to make
some other arrangements.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. When the hon. gentleman travels
beyond the clause under discussion I will take leave to call
him to order. When he goes beyond the discussion of the
condition of the country as affected by the expenses of this
Bill, or the expenses which it is supposed will1 be caused by
this Bill, I shall ask him to stop, because I do not think
that an elaborate statement of the financial condition of
the country, which would then become the main question of
the discussion instead of the provisions of this Bill, could be
permitted.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Thon I must go on
and see where your views and mine coincide. I had pointed
out, when my hon. friend from Monck called your attention
to the question of order, that, according to the Govern-
ment's own official statements, a very seiious deficit for the
yea'r 1885 was impending. I had pointed out that that was
a circumstance that must be taken into ac-ount in deciding
on the advisability of adopting the suggestion of my hon.
friend from Norfolk. I am going to point out that the
case for 1886 is much worse than that for 1885, and that
therefore a much stronger case eau be presented lu regard
to that year against the proposition of the Government and
in favor of the proposition of my hon. friend from Norfolk
than could heretofore have been supposed. I call the atten-
tion of the Government especially to it because I suppose
they have not been able to pay sufficient attention to it. I
am aware that there is a great and growing disposition in
members of Government to pay attention to their own
Departments alone, and, knowing that some of them, and
the Prime Minister in particular, are rather reckless in
regard to any questions of finance, I desire to draw especial
attention to it. In 1886, the calculations of the Finance
Minister wore sure to have been disturbed by two very
important circumstances, one that the large amount of
revenue ho had calculated on receiving from Domin-
ion lands in the North-West cannot be expected, and the
other that the interest due by the Canadian Pacifie Railway
Company-

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order, order.
Mr. CHAIRNMAN. I do not think the hon. gentleman

approciated the result of my ruling, because to go fully into
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the details of the receipts and expenditure for the coming
year would not be in accordance with it.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). But, Mr. Chairman-
Some hon. MEMBERS. Order, order; Chair, chair.
Mr. CAMERON. Mr. Chairman-
Mr. CHAIRRMAN. I do not know for what purpose the

hon. gentleman has risen, but he cannot question the ruling
of the Chair.

Mr. CAMERON. I can appeal.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Well, appeal.
Mr. CAMERON. Mr. Chairman-
Some hon. MEMBERS. Order, order; sit down; Chair,

chair.
Mr. CAMERON. Surely I have a right to ask the

Chair-
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I rise to a point of order

as I understand, you rule. After you rule, the hon. gentle-
man cannot speak to your ruling. He eau appeal to the
House, but he cannot argue in reference to your decision
after it is given. With your permission, he can discuss the
point before the decision is given, but not afterwards.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). But cannot he ask a question ?
Some hon. MEMBERS. Order, order.
Mr. PATERSON. Simply ask a question ?

Mr. CAMERON. Well, Sir-
Mr. CIIAIRMAN. The Chair has ruled, and therefore

the hon. gentleman will be out of order in referring to the
ruh-g.

Mr. CAMERON. I only want to know how far your
ruling goes.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. The hon. gentleman bas heard my
ruling, as other hon. gentlemen have heard it.

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Chairman, it bas been-
Some hon. MEMBERS. Order, order; Chair, chair.
Mr. CHAIRMAN. The hon. gentleman cannot speak on

the question of order; I cannot hear anything on that
question.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon. member for
South Huron (Sir Richard Cartwright) has the floor.

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Chairman-
Some hon. MEMBERS. Order, order; Chair, Chair.
Mr. CHAIR3IAN. The hon, gentleman cannot speak to

the question of order, which has been ruled upon.
Mr. CHARLTON. Can he not raise another point of

order?
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I suppose I am still

permitted to appeal to the House. I regret to say that my
view is different from yours, and the question is one of so
much practical importance that I think it is sufficiont to
justify me in appealing to the House.

Mr. PATERSON. Mr. Chairman-
Some hon. MEMBERS. Order, order; sit down.
Mr. CHAIRMAN. Order.
Mr. PATERSON. Mr. Chairman-
Some hon. MEMBERS. Order, order.
Mr. PATERSON. I am in order.
Mr. CHAIRMAN. The bon. member for South Huron

bas asked for an appeal to the House. I can allow no
further discussion.
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Somo hon. MEMBERS. Order, order.
Mr. PATERSON. Mr. Chairman, it is necessary-
Some hon. MEMBERS. Order, order.
Mr. PATERSON. I want to know whether it is neces-

sary-
Some hon. MEMBERS. Order, order; Chair, chair.
Mr. CHAIRMAN. The hon. gentleman has heard my

ruling. He las also heard that an appeal bas been asked.
Mr. PATERSON. It is not that, Mr. Chairman-
Mr. CHAIRMAN, The hon. gentleman cannot be heard

until that appeal is decided.
Mr. PATERSON. When the House was appealed to

before-
Some hon. MEMBERS. Order, order.
Mr. PATERSON. Listen to me. When the House was

appealed to before, when the Speaker was in the Chair, the
Speaker said that, before the appeal was decided upon,
there should be a discussion as to the point.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order, order.
Committee rose, and House resumed.
Mr. DALY (Chairman of committee). I have to report

from Committee of the Whole, that the member for South
huron having, in the course of his remarks on clause 3 and
the amendments thereto proposed by Mr. Charlton and Mr.
Casey, discussed at length the financial position of the
country as pertinent to the subject under consideration, a
question of order arose, whereupon I ruled that reference to
the exponditure of the country, except as a subsidiary
question, could not be allowed, and that a full and elabor-
ate statement of the financial condition of the country was
out of order, which decision the committee las desired me
to report to the flouse.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Am I permitted to-
Some hon. MEMBERS. Order, order.
Mr. PATERSON. Am I permitted to make one remark ?
Mr. SPEAKER. No, the question is simply an appeal to

the House. I must take the report of the Chairmai as to
what the point of order is.

Mr. PATERSON. I just wish to remark that I under-
stood from you, the last time this course was pursued, that
you ruled that the Chairman of the Committee should have
the point to be submitted t) you, argued, and that has not
been done.

Mr. SPEAKER. The Chairman of the committee has
ruled, that, in discussing the 3rd clause of the Bill, now in
committee, a reference to the financial position of the
country is allowable as a subsidiary question, but that a full
and exhaustive discussion of the finances of the country, is
out of order; from which an appeal has been made to the
House. The question is, shall the ruling of the Chairman be
sustained.

House divided on the ruling of the Chairman of Com-
mittee.

yEÂS:

Messieurs

Abbott,
Allison,
Baker (Victoria),
Bell,
Benoit,

Bergeron,Blondeau,
Bossé,
Bowell,

Ferguson (Welland),
Fortin,
Foster,
Girouard,
Grandbois,
Guilbault,
Hackett,
Hall,
Hickey,

McLelan,
MeNeil,
Moffat,
Paint,
Pope,
Rleid,r
Ro reon (Hamilton,
Robertion (Hastinge),
Ros,
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Cameron (Victoria),
Campbell (Victoria),
Caron,
Chapleau,
Cimon,
Cochrane,
colb,Costigan,'
Coughlin,
Daoust,
Dawson,
Dickinson,
Dodd,
Farrow,

Auger
Bain (%entworth),
Bernier,
Burpee,
Cameron (Huron),
Cameron (Middlesex),
Campbell (Renfrew),
Cartwright,
Caaey,
Caigrain,
Catudal,
Charlton,
Da ies,
De St. Georges,

Harteau,
Kilvert,
Rranz,
Landry (Kent),
Landry.(Montmagny),
Langevin,
Macdonld
Macdonald (Sir John),

Mackintosh
Mcillan (Vaudreuil),
McOallum,
McDougald (Pictou),
McDougall (0. Breton),

NAys:
Messieurs

Edgar,
Fairbank,
Geoffrion,
Gilimor,
Guay,
Gunn,
Harley,
lunes,
Irvine,
Kirk
Landerkin,
Langelier,
Laurier,
Lister,

Royal,
Shakespeare,
Smyth,
Sproule,
Stairs,
Tasehereau'
Temple,
Tupper,
Vanasse,
Wallace (Albert),
White (Oardwell),
Woodworth,
Wright.-67.

McOraney,
McIntyre,
McMullen,
Milis,
Mulock,
Paterson (Brant),
Ray,
Somerville (Brant),

Torpson,
Vail,
Watson,
Wilson.-41.

Mr. CHAIRMAN's ruling sustained.
Mr. TROW. I wish to ask if my name is recorded there?
Mr. SPEAKER. No; the Clerk did not call it.
Mr. TROW. For the simple reason that I was in a hurry,

and could not get a pair for Colonel Williams.
Mr. SPEAKER I declare the question carried in the

affirmative, and the ruling of the Chairman is sustained.
House again resolved itself into Committee on Bill (No.

103) respecting the Electoral Franchise.
(In the Committee.)

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Mr. Chairman, in
obedince to your decision, sustained by the House, I shall
not proceed with this discussion; but I take this opportunity
of stating to hon. gentlemen opposite, that I think this
matter 1s so important that I shall, on the earliest possible
opportunity when the rules of the House will permit. com-
plete the discussion which, according to your ruling, I
cannot now proceed with.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). There are two aspects
in which I wish to discuss this clause and the amendments
thereto, namely, the practice of Parliament, and the duty
of the Government. I propose to point out the duty of
this Government, or the duty of any Government, in sub.
mitting to Parliament a measure of the revolutionary
character which is involved in this Bill. I propose to dis-
cues this aspect of the Bill in the light of English history,
and the practise of the English Parliament, and I wish to
show that the Government in introducing this measure,
have not followed the practice of English statesmen. I
propose to show by the clearest authority on constitutional
practice, that the course of the Goverument with respect to
this Bill is not sanctioned by the history of similar legis.
lation in the English Parliament, nor, so far as I am aware,
by any previous legislation in this Parliament. I propose
showing, in the second place, that the franchise proposed
by this Bill is not the best franchise. Now, the first stop
suggested is to enquire, what is the duty of the Government,
if they are to follow the example of the English Parlia-
ment ? It is stated by hon. gentlemen opposite, that a
large majority of the representatives of the people in Parlia-
ment having approved of the principle of this Bill by assentingj
to its second reading, that therefore it is the duty of the min-j
ority quietly to submit, no odds what their own]
views may be, as to the injudiciousness or thei
injustice of this Bill. Now, Sir, as a generali
rule, one may admit that, in matters of ordinary legislation, 1

Mr. SpEbrza.

the proposition is correct that the voice of the majority in
Parliament ought to be submitted to cheerfully and grace.
fully. But I say there are questions, and there are times in
-the history of the country, of such gravity with respect to
legislation changing the constitution, o1 making changes in
the fundamental principles upon which the constitution 1e

founded, that it bécomes the imperative duty of the repre-
sentatives of the people in Parliament to consider with the
greatest possible care the necessity of such legislation; and
if the minority think that such legislation is not in the public
interest, it becomes the imperative duty of the minority
to protest in the strongest possible way known to the
constitution and to parliamentary practice and usages,
against such a proposition. We, the Opposition,
although we are charged with having obstructed this
legislation, say we have not done so. We have.discussed
this important question in the sense I have just indi-
cated. We propose to discuss it' in the same way to the
end. We thoroughly believe its principles are bad, that its
details are vicious, and so believing, although a majority
of the representatives in Parliament have pronounced in
favor of the principle of the Bill, we think we are within
our rights and doing what is only proper for us to do, rep-
rèsenting as we believe we do the voice of the majority of
the people, in protesting against this Bill. We know as a
matter of fact and as a matter of history that majorities are
not always right. We know on the contrary that as a
general rule that majorities are wrong, that they
are seldom right. We know further that majorities
are not only not always right, but majorities are
occasionally tyrannical. The committee will recol-
lect what Mr. Gladstone, in one of his great orations,
said upon this point: The tyranny of the major-
ity was detestable and odious. Wo see that the
tyranny of the majority of the representatives in
Parliament is detestable and odious. They have no
ground for pursuing the course they have been par-
suing during the last five weeks ; no warrant from the people
for taking the course they are taking with respect to this
Bill ; and to deal with it in Parliament without the voice of
the people having been pronounced in favor of it, is absolute
tyranny on the Opposition. Thoroughly approving the
doctrine laid d>wn by Mr. Gladstone, we oppose this Bill.
We have opposed it in the past and we propose to oppose it
until it becomes the law of the land. An hon. member
on the other side of the louse, laid down a very
simple rule as to the duties and responsibilities of the
representatives of the people in Parliament. Accord-
ing to that hon. gentleman's primitive views as to. the
responsibility of the representatives of the people, we are
bore simply as -ecording scribes of the decrees of any
administration that may occupy the Treasury Benches for
the time being. We do not so believe and understand our
duties in Parliament. As representing the people, and in
this respect we believe we represent the majority of them,
we think we have higher and nobler duties to discharge, and
we propose to oppose this Bill and to discuss it upon its
principles and details according to the light we possess. We
heard some evenings ago from the First Minister warnings.
We were appealed to by the right hon. gentleman to cease
discussing this Bill. We were threatened, or half threatened
at all events, by the First Minister that our discussion upon
this Bill was verging upon the dangerous. We were reminded
it is true in very delicate language, but all the same, we
were reminded of the fact that in England there was such a
thing as a clôture, that the United States Congress had
adopted the gag law, which was more effectual in preventing
a thorough and exhaustive discussion upon a given
proposition than even the English clôture. Parliament-is
reminded by the First Minister that many of his followers,
many of his followers in Parliament and out of Parliament,
had urged that ho, in order to ont off discussion upon this
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Bill,should adopt either the English clôture or the American
gag law. We have been reminded over and over again o:
it, not only by the First Minister, but by the press support
ing hon. gentlemen opposite. The Montreal Gazette, the
organ of hon.gentlemen opposite in the Province of Quebec
delicately told us there was such a thing as the clôture in
England, and it might not be improper to have a clôture in
Canada. We were told by the Toronto Mail that there was
another and more summary and more effective way of ending
this discussion in Parliament. We were threatened with an
army of 5,000 men to dispose of the people's representatives
on this side of the House, and when they were disposed of,
the First Minister could pass his Bill.

Mr. CHAIR&IAN. I do not think the hon. gentleman is
in order.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). Why not ?
Mr. CHAIRMAN. These remarks are irrelevant to the

question before the committee.
Mr. CAMERON. We are discussing the details of

the Bill. The First Minister reminded us the other day
that there was such a thing as clôture. The Montreal
Gazette reminded us of the same thing; and the Mail, the
organ of the hon. gentlemen opposite, threatened us.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. That matter is not under consider-
ation.

Mr. CAMERON. What I am pointing out is, that
not only are hon. gentlemen opposite trying to force
this legislation through Parliament-

Mr. CHAIRMAN. The hon. gentleman is entirely out
of order.

Mr. CAMERON. If' you rule, Mr. Chairman, that I
cannot state that the Mail newspaper said that if we
do not cease our opposition we will hear the tramp of
marching feet, then I subinit. Wu have been protesting
against this Bill on principle. The hon. member for Both-
well (Mr. Mills) took occasion the other evening to refer
briefly to the very important constitutional question that I
propose to discuss and cite authorities to sustain my posi-
tion, that no Government is justificd in introducing anD
carrying through Parliament a measure of this
kind without having first submitted it to the people
at the polis. It is laid down in most standard works
on constitutional law in England, that no Bill of
the character of this Bill, making such radical
changes as this Bill makes, ever was passed through Parlia.
ment, at ail events within 100 years, without having been
subm.itted to the people at the polis, or without there being
a strong public opinion pronounced in favor of the proposi-
tion before the Bill became law. We protest .against this
Bill, because we say that public opinion has not been pro-
nounced in favor of it. We protest against it, in the second
place, because we say public opinion, so far as it has been
pronounced, is adverse to the principle of this Bill. We
protest against it in the third place, because we sa'y that the
measure has not been submitted to the great tribunal of the
people, and that the people have expressed no opinion in
favor of the principle of the Bill--in favor of a Dominion
franchise. We protest against it also, because we say that
the period selected by the First Minister for
introducing this Bill is a period exceedingly inop-
portune, in view of the difficulties, the trials, and
the troubles which now exist in the Dominion of
Canada. We say that it is an inopportune period for the
First Minister to present such a proposition te Parliament,
and cause throughout the country an amount of excitement
which the hon. gentleman will find it difficult to allay. Now,
the First Minister knows-hon. gentlemen opposite know,
or at ail events those of them that ever trouble themselves
about questions of this kind, that in Englaud, Parliament

a has over and over again refused to pass measures that the
mass of the people have not pronounced in favor of, which
the constituent body had approved of, because the principles
of the measure had not been sanctioned by public opinion. I
say that the Parliament of England has rejected over and

i over again public measures of the first consequence to the
country, because the people at the polls had not been con-
sulted with respect to them, and no strong publie sentiment
had been expressed in their favor. We say further, that the
Parliament of England has passed public measures which
the representatives of the people were not strongly in favor
of, simply because there was a strong, emphatic, pronoune.
ed, public opinion in favor of them outside of Parliament.
Now, Sir, no hon. gentleman in this House will pretend to
say, no hon. gentleman does say, that any public
opinion in any portion of Canada bas been evoked in favor
of this Bill. On the contrary, as far as a public has found
expression in Parliament, it is all against the principle and
the details of the Bill; and with that certainty staring us
in the face, it is not fair or just or right that the First Min-f E
ister should seek to force this Bill through Parliament. I
say that in dealing with a question of such magnitude, one
affecting the large interests which this Bill- proposes to
affect, a Bill which may have the effect of disfranchising
thousands and tons of thousands of electors who have votes
under former laws in the Province of Ontario, as well as in
the Provinces of Prince Edward Island, Manitoba, and
British Columbia-

An hou. ME RBER. No, Po.
Mr. CAMERON. An hon. gentleman says no, which

shows that the statement we have made over and over
again is correct-that one-half the hon. members of this
louse do not undorstand the provisions of this Bill, and it

we discussed it six months they would not understand it,
simply because they do not take the trouble to read the
Bill, to digest and understand its provisions. I was point-
ing out to you that no English Government bas ever done
what the First Minister proposes to do in this case-
submitted to Parliament, and forced through Parliament,
contrary to the will of the people, without the voice of the
people being pronounced in favor of it, any groat proposi-
tion which affects the ropresentation of tho people in
Parliament. Now, Sir, you will find that in 1852, Lord
John Russell introduced his first Reform Bill, after the Bill
of 1832. That Bill was objected to by the Opposition in
Parliament on two grounds. It was pointed ont that the
Bill was a Bill which ought not to become law, because it
had not been submitted to the people at the polls, no strong
public opinion was expressed in favor of it outside of
Parliament. Syme, in his valuable work on representa-
tive government, at page 100, lays down the rules which
English statesmen have invariably followed with reference
to any proposition affecting the representation of the people
in Parliament, or any proposition which affects the great
mass of the people in the country:

beThe House of bommons basrepeatedly rejected méasures which have
been approved of by the constituent body, because public opinion bad
not endorsed them. The history of Lord John Russell's three Reform
Bills will serve to illustrate what I mean under this head. Ris first
Reform Bill, introduced into the House of Gommons in 1852, was a great
advance upon the Reform Act of twenty years before. It proposed the
enfranchisement of several large towns, the distranchisement of certain
small boroughs, and the lowering of the borough and county qualifica-
tion for electors. It is not disputed that the constituents were in favor
of reform on the line here laid down, at the time that this measure was
introduced; and it admits of no doubt that this measure owed its intro-
duction to positive pledges given by ministers to their constituenta at
the previous general election. The Premier, Lord Palmerston, had on
that occasion distinctly pledged himself to parliamentary reform, and
the Queen's speech at the opeaing of the Session showed that ie had not
forgotten the circumstance, as it intimated that the Government
intended to propose 'such amendinents in the Act of the late rei a
relating to the representation of the Commons in Parliament as may ge
deemed calculated to carry into more complete effect the rino les upon
which the law is founded. Thisuwas diatinot enough, 9e en, wau
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a Bill which one might suppose would be certain to be carried ; the
country had pronounced in favor of it at a general election, and a
msjority of members had expressly, or tacitly, given their adherence to
it on the hustings ; and the Ministry had pledged themselves through
their chief to carry it into law. It was not carried into law, however,
and no serions attempts were ever made to discusa its provisions. Its
rejection was a foregone conclusion; it was laid aside by general con-.
sent of all parties, and for no other reason than becanse there was an
absence of enthusiasm in favor of it out of doors. The House would not
bother itself about a measure when there was no violent agitation out of
doors in favor of it.

Lord John Russell's second Reform Bill, introduced in 1854, was, in
many respects, an improvement on the firet. It provided for the exten-
sion of the franchise in counties and boroughs, for the disfranchisement
of boroughs baving fewer than 300 electors; boroughs not having more
than 500 were to return only one member, and cities and counties having
a population of 1,000 and returning only two members, were to have
three under the Bid. The measure appears to have been carefully
prepared, and its provisions were f ully and ably discussed by its author;
but like the previous Bill on the same subject, the House would not
entertain it."

Now, ere is a proposition for the first time seriously
introduced by the First Minister, with a view of crystal-
lising it into an Act of Parliament, a Bill on which
the people of this country have never been called on
to express, and have never expressed, a favorable opin-
ion, a Bill that never was submitted to the people at
the polls, and a Bill which, in its most material parts,
involves grave and serious changes from the former
Bills introduced by the First Minister. And yet, Sir, the
First Minister introduces the' Bill two months after the
House is in Session; he attempts to force it through Parlia-
ment without having a single tittle of evidence to show that
the voice of the majority of thbe people of this country is in
favor of either its principle or it details. Now, Sir, in 1854,
two years after the first Reform Bill was witbdrawn
from Parliament because public opinion was not
sufficiently pronounced in its favor, Lord John
Russell introduced the second Reform Bill. It was
a great improvement upon the previous Reform Bill.
It enormously extended the electoral franchise; it disfran-
chised several rotten boroughs; it made vast strides in
advance of the Bill of 1832 or the Bill of 1852. The Bill
was discussed in Parliament; it was discussed in the con-
stituencies before it was introduced; many of the members
returned to Parliament had pledged themselves to support
a Reform Bill, and the Government to a large extent were
pledged to bring it in. The Bill was introduced, read the
second time, and exhaustively discussed in Parliament; and
yet it did not become law; it was abandoned for two rea-
sons-first, because England was thon engaged in a deadly
conflict with Russia, and both the people and their repre-
sentatives deemed it an inopportune time for a question of
this importance to be discussed in Parliament when every
power and energy of the Britirh empire was
strained to repel a foreign foe, and in the second place,
because the representatives of the people in Parliament
were not convinced that the voice of the people at t'he polls
was sufficiently expressed in favor of the Bill. Mr.
Syme discusses the action of the representatives of the
people at the time as follows:

'The Bill was objected to as inopportune (owing to the impending
war with Russia) and uncalled for, there being, it was alleged, no agita.
tion for it out of doors. To these objections Lord John Russell very
forcibly replied: 'I cannot think,' he said, 'there is any danger in
discussing the question of reform d uring the excitement of a foreign war.
The time that is ieally dangerous for such a discussion is the time of
great popular excitement and dissension at home.''"

Now, if it is true that the time to discuss a Reform
Bill is not when the country is disturbed by an armed
outbreak at home or by any other cause, surely that
argument would apply to the present Bill with added
force. The hon. First Minister knows perfectly well that
every power he and the Government possess bas been
strained the last three or four weeks to its utmost
tension to quell the outbreak in the North-West; and yet
that is the very moment heselects for introducing this
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Bill into Parliament The Bill I have referred to was not
the only Bill affecting the representation of the people that
was introduced into the English Parliament and aban-
doned. In 1860 Lord John Russell introduced his third
Reform Bill. It was objected that public opinion had not
been strongly pronounced in its favor.

Mr. SMALL. I rise to a question of order. What has
that to do with the matter before the House ?

Mr. CAMERON. I dare say the hon. gentleman cannot
See.

Mr. SMALL. Yes, I can see. I can see that there is a
good deal of obstruction on the other side.

Mr. MILLS. It is perfectly relevant. There is nothing
in the point of order the hon, gentleman has stated. My
hon. friend is pointing out why the amendment proposed
by the hon. member for North Norfolk is preferable to this
Bill. That amendment has had popular sanetion; the
present Billihas not been supported by the constitutional
practice.

Mr. BOWELL. What the hon. gentleman is pointing
out is the desirability of withdrawing the whole Bill from
the House for certain reasons which existed in England at
the time the Franchise Bills were withdrawn there. The
question before the House is whether the provincial fran-
chises shall be retained in preference to this Bill, or whether
Ontario shall be exempt from the operation of the Bill in
case it becomes law, and not as to the whole principle of the
Bill, or whether it should be withdrawn.

Mr. CAMERON. That is not what I am pointing out at
ail. It is proposed by the third clause of this Bill to adopt
a Dominion franchise-an expensive franchise. That is a
new experiment-a change in the constitution that we have
had for the last eighteen years. I say an important change
of that kind should not be made unless it is submitted to the
people at the polis and a majority of the people are in favor
of it. I say further that this Bill should not be passed
because the practice of English statesmen and the English
Government has been not to force changes of this kind
through Parliament without submitting them to the poils
and obtaining the sanction of the people.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. I think the hon. gentleman has not
exceeded the limits of order so far.

Mr. CAMERON. I am going into a history of this ques-
tion in England, but it is perfectly pertinent to the ques-
tion before the Chair. I was pointing ont that the Çon-
servative party objected to Lord John Russell's third Reform
Bill on the ground that there had been no clearly pronoun.
ced indication that public opinion was in favor of it. Now,
I say that this is a much stronger case than the three cases
I have cited, because in ail of those cases the principles of
the Bills had been discussed, and some of the Ministers had
pledged themselvos to Parliamentary Reform; but in this
case, it cannot be said that the First Minister or the Gov-
ernment Lave in the slightest sense pledged themselves at
the poils that this Bill should become law. They have not
even submikted it to the people : I venture to say that the
First Minister, in the manifesto ho issued at the last election
never referred to this measure. Lord Derby's Government
succeeded the Liberal Government, and in pursuance of the
pledges which had been given by himself and some mem.
bers of his Government, introduced what is called the fourth
Reform Bill. That Bill met with practically the same fate
as the previous Reform Bills. Mr. Syme points out with
respect to this Bill:

" Lord John Rnssell's third Reform Bill was introduced on the lst of
March, 1860, ana experienced the same fate as the two previous ones.
Some time before this, the Derby Ministry being in office, Lord John
Russell moved an amendment on Earl Derby's Reform Bill, as follows :
-' That it is neither just nor politic in the manner proposed in the
Government Bill with the freehold franchise as hitherto exeroised in the
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countries of England and Wales, and that no re-adjusetment of the fran- absence of outaide pressure in favor of it ; and notwithstanding the
chise will satisfy the House or the country which does not provide for a terme upon which tbey obtained office, the Ministry made no further
greater extension of the suffrage in cities and borough3 than is contem- attempt to carry out the wishes of the country in this direction."
rlated in the present measure.' This amendment was carried, in a full
House of 621, by a majority of 39, The Derby Ministry thereupon dis- There the question had been before the country for years,
solved Parliament, and the result of the appeal to the country was 302 and because there was no enthusiasm in the country the
Conservative and 350 Liberals, or a majority of 48 against the Ministers proposition was dropped. In 1866 Mr. Gladstone intro-On the assembling of Parliament the Ministry was defeated on thepca
address by a majority of 13. Lord Derby thereupon resigned, and the duced another Reform Bill; it was submitted to Parliament
Palmerston Ministry took office. Soon afterwards Lord John Russell, and discussed in Parliament, but did not become law for pre-
who was a member of the new Administration, introduced a new Reform cisely the same reasons, because it excited no interest and
Bill in accordance with the terms of his ameidment. Having by that
amendment defeated the late Ministry, and tie country having subse- was considered inopportune; thus this Bill which had been
quently marked its approval of the policy of the Opposition by return- submitted several times to the people and upon which publie
ing a majority in their favor, the new Ministry were in honor, as well opinion had, to a considerable extent, beenpronounced, was
as by constitutional usage, bound to stand or fall by their measure." dropped for the fifth time, simply because the voice of the
It was not until after the people at the polls had an oppor- people was not sufficiently pronounced in its favor. What
tunity of pronouncing upon the question, until a Reform Bill voice has the First Minister heard in favor of the Bill
had been four times before Parliament and four times with. before us ? What publie representation has been
drawn, and until the question had been fully discussed in made to him to warrant him in assuming that the
Parliament, both in principle and detail, that the fifth voice of the people is in its favor? The First Minister
Reform Bill met with any measure of success. Now. Sir, has not given us any evidence to show that the peoplo
that is not the course that hon. gentlemen opposite propose are at all interested in this matter, to show he is legislat-
to pursue here. Without any reference to the people at the ing in the interests of the people and not for Bome particu-
polls, we are asked to give our sanction to the provisions of lar purpose of his own. All these Bills were discussed
the Bill; in fact we are told that having sanctioned the exhaustively in the British House of Commons and were
principle of the Bill, we are to be debarred entirely from all abandoned. In 1866 the Conservative Government was
discussing at length its numerous details. Speaking of the defeated and Mr. Gladstone, who succeeded to office, intro-
Reform Bill of 1860, Mr. Symes, in his work on Represen- duced the seventh Reform Bill. Tho same objections were
tative Government, says: made to it in the House, but public opinion was then pronoun-

"The measure was introduced by Lord John Russell in aspeech whic ced in its favor. The immense gatherings held from one end
occupied an hour in delivery, and which was said to have been listened of England to the other, the enormous gatherings at Hydo
to with a decorous calmness that almost amounted to indifference. The Park, Marble Arch, Manchester, Rochdale, Liverpool, and
debate was adjourned six times before the 3rd May, when it was read a other places, convinced the Government that at length publicsecond time without a division." opinion was sufficiently far advanced, and that it bectme
Is that the way the Opposition are treated ? Why, the very absolutely necesbaf y the Bill should pass. Still that Bil
moment the First Minister moved the second reading of the did not become law. When the Reform Bill of the Con-
Bill, he warned us that he proposed to proceed de die in diem, servative Government was introduced, which wap, perhaps,
and he not only proceeded day in and day out, but night in not as liberal as the Bills which were introduced by the
and night out with the Bill. When, in England, the Reform preceding Liberal Governments, Mr. Gladstone moved ton
Bill was before Parliament, the discussion was adjourned amendments, nine of which had to be accepted by the Con-
different times in order that the representatives of the people servative Government. This Bill became law in conse-
miglit have an opportunity of making known their views to quence of the enormous pressure brought to bear from out-
their constituents in order that the people might judge side, and this author says that four solid months were con-
whether or flot the Bill in principle and detail was such as sumed in the discussion of the Bill in Committee, that is of
commended itself to the country. the details of th Bill, and the discussion of the principles

" The Bill," says Sir Erskine May, "was received with coldness in of the Bill occupied several days on the second reading.
the House and with indifference out of it. It had not been hai;ed by That Bill was eight times before the poople of the country,
popular acclamation. The cause of reform, which once had aroused
enthusiasm, now languished from general neglect. The press was silent was favorably pronounced upon by tIe peopîe, and yet tînt
or discouraging; petitions were not forthcoming; public meetings were same Reform Bill was discussed four months in committee,
not assembled ; the people were unmoved." but when we had been discussing this Bill one week, we

What is the condition of affairs with respect to this Billi? were called obstructionists, and were told that we were not
One would naturally suppose that nobody wanted it but the discussing it upon the merits. In 1832 Lord Althorp
First Minister and his colleagues. No response outside has introduced a resolution into the British House of Commons
been given to their speeches in favor of the Bill, nor has to abolish church rates, and that was carried by 256 to 180,
any petition reached this House asking for it. Where are but the resolution was abandonel because Parliament was
the public meetings throughout the length and breadth of convinced that the public sentiment of the country was not
Canada protesting against the stand taken by the Opposi- sufficiently pronounced in favor of the proposition. Nine
tion ? Where are the countless petitions that should years afterwards Sir John Trelawney introduced a Bill
encumber the Clerk's Table if the people wanted the sweeping away the church rates altogether, which recoived
measure ? There are none. It is evident that this Bill its second reading but went no further, because the mover
has not only not evoked enthusiasm in its behalf, but, on of the Bill was satisfied that public opinion was not suffi.
the contrary, has aroused public indignation against it, and ciently pronounced in favor of it. For the third time, a Bill
this ought to be sufficient to satisfy hon. gentlemen opposite for this purpose was introduced into the Imperial Para-
that it should not be allowed to become law. Sir William ment, but was not pressed, for the same reason. flere we
Molesworth, dealing with a similar question, says: have no expression of opinion in favor of this Bill. Thiee

' ' The people, though by no means indifferent, did not feel strongly has not been a petition in favor of it, not a constituency or
on the subject, and did not give the Government any warm sup- an individual or a Province has pronounced in favor
port; ' and, referring to the absence of excitement out of doors of it, and yet the First Minister seeks to force it
on questions of this nature, he adds 'unfortunately it is only when through Parliament. The same thing took place in Eng-
a very strong feeling on the subject prevails thât Parliament can .ruhPrimn.lesaetsgto lc nEg
be induced toedeal with them.' The very strong feeling was net forth- land with reference to the disestablishment of the Irish
coming in thia instance, and the Bill was accordingly lost. Yet there had Church. It was passed in the House of Commons and
been appeals to the country on this very question, and the resuit of
these appeals proved beyond a doubt that the country was in favor of rejected intcelouse of Lords once or twice, nd tIon they
the policy embolied in the Ministerial measure. Nevertheless, as we 1 yielded becaus of the pressure .f ontside opinion, and it
have seen, the Bill was withdrawn, and solely because there was an became the law of the land. The First Minister's conduct
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is in striking contrast with the conduct of any statesman in
England in passing an important Bill throngh Parliament.
Be selects the moment when the people of Canada have
their energy and their attention strained to the utmost, in
regard to other matters, as the appropriate one to introduce
this Bill and force it upon the people. Instead of a feeling
existing in favor of this Bill, a feeling bas been aroused, in
one Province, at any rate, and I believe in others. against
it, and I believe that, if it is forced through the House, it
will raise a whirlwind of indignation in this country
that may prove of very serious consequence to
the people, and will tend to weaken - the bond
that binds the several Provinces together. Sir,
the hon. gentleman knows perfectly well that not only
has there been no public opinion pronounced in favor of
this Bill but that in so far as it has been expressed, public
opinion has been decidedly against this Bill. Now, under
these circnmstances, what course ought the First Minister
to take ? I say that if ho desires that peace, prosperity and
harmony shall prevail throughout this Dominion, if he
desires that the bonds which bind the Provinces to the
Dominion shall be strengthened and confirmed, instead of
loosened and weakened, there is only one course for him to
pursue, and that is to submit this Bill to the people at
the polis. Sir, if the electors of this Dominion, after this
question has been submitted to them at the polls, and they
have had an opportunity of pronouncing upon it, if they
pronounce in favor of it I say that we, the Liberals
in Parliament assembled, will submit cheerfully to the
will of the people in that respect. Let the First Minister
follow the example of English statesmen in regard to
similar groat questions. Ihave shown that almost in\ariably
these great propositions affecting the representation of the
people in Parliament have never received the sanction of
Parliament unless the people at the poils have pronounced
in their favor. We have heard the First Minister boast,
over and over again, that he draws his inspiration from
English sources; thon, I say, lot him follow the example of
English statesmen and let him not force upon the people of
this country, without consulting them, such propositions
as are contained in this Bill. The hon. gentleman knows
that the voice of the people of this country, so far as it as
found expression on the floor of Parliament, is opposed to
the principle of this Bill. He knows that the unanimous
voice of the Conservatives in the Province of Ontario, as
represented in the Local Legislature, bas pronounced in
favor of a different franchise from the one submitted in this
Bill, and in favor of manhood suffrage. He knows that
the unanimous voice of the representatives of the Conser-
vative party in Parliament assembled bas declared in favor
of a more liberal and broader franchise than the one pro-
posed in this Bill. We know, also, that in the Province
of Quebec public opinion does not justify the course of
the First Minister; we know that one organ of the
Government after another has declared that the First
Minister ought to throw this Bill into the waste
basket. We know that another organ of the Government
declared that legislation of this character and of a
kindred character was straining the constitution and
weakening the tonds that bind the Provinces to the Domi-
nion, and that it was high time a danger signal was crected
We know that the Montreal Gazette, in its, wiser days, took
the same ground ; we know that the on. gentleman who
has controlled that organ, and who is still reputed to
influence its course, was in favor of a provincial franchise.
We know that other papers, usually supporting the Govern-
ment, have taken the same ground. We know perfectly
well that the supporters of hon. gentlemen in this House
are not a unit on this question, and that two bon. members3
who usually support the Government have refused to sup-
port them in carrying this measure through Parliament.
We know that there is dissatisfaction and discontent, and
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that among nearly all of them there are grumblings
loud and deep against the proposition of the First Minister.
Therefore, I say, in view of all those facts, the
First Minister ought not to force this Bill through
Parliament. The First Minister has had, in his
long life, many opportunities of doing what a great
statesman ought to do in dealing with questions of
this kind, that is, to take the people of the country into
bis confidence; but ho has invariably failed to do so when-
ever he had any political abject to gain. I say the First
Minister has now the opportunity of following the illustrions
example of English statesmen, by submitting this measure
to the decision of the people. He bas now a chance of
earning for himsolf a reputation and a character which lie
bas not earned for himself in his long political career, by
taking the people into his confidence and acting in accord-
ance with thoir decision. And when the First Minister is
satisfied that the will of the people justifies him in submit.
ting this proposition to Parliament, and carrying it
through, I, Sir, shall record my vote in favor of that
proposition. Sir, I repeat that in view of the position
in which the country is placed to-day, in view of the
difficulties that surround us on every side, it is inop-
portune to force this Bill upon Parliament, and to force
it through, as the First Minister is endeavoring to do.
If the First Minister will not listen to the voice of the
people at the polls, or even to the voice of his frionds, or
be guided by the expressions of publie opinion received thus
far, but will shut his eyes to the lessons taught by English
history and the course pursued by English statesmen,
thon it is the desire of the Liberal party in this House
and the country that this Bill, when it goes through
Parliament, shall be shorn of all its objectionable- features
and made a; little objectionable as possible to the people.
The First Minister has now an opportunity to give the
people such a Dominion franchise, if he is bound to give
them a Dominion franchise, as the majority of the people
can approve. By accepting the amendment of the hon.
member for N:rth Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) ho can
adopt as the frauchise for Ontario the franchise recently
adopted there, a franchise broad enough and liberal enough
to cover almost every class in the community. If the First
Minister will not accept that proposition, other propositions
will ba submitted, to which the hon. gentleman should
assent. What I am mainly concerned with at this moment
is, that the franchise as laid down in this Bill is not such as
should be adopted in a free country like this. The proposed
franchise is in startling contrast with the franchise recently
adopted in Ontario. The Ontario Bill enfranchises the
laboring classes, the wage-earners of the country, this
Bill disfranchises them. Too little attention is paid in
Parliament and elsewhere to that important element.
We know it is an intelligent element, a progessive
element, and therefore it ought to be considered with
great care and deliberation ; in fact, it is an absolute
necessity to give some recognition by legislation to the
interests and rights of the wage-earning class. They live
in our midst, they contribute more or less to the revenue of
the country, they earn their incomes by manual toil, but
they are not to be disregarded on that account. Any fran-
chise adopted by Parliament should be extended as far as to
cover the wage-earners. What justification has the First
Minister in not extending the franchise to his class of the
community ? Upon what principle did ho base this
measure ? There must be some ground on which you can
justify an electoral franchise. You cannot justify a pro-
perty qualification on any reasonable or sensible ground;
the only franchise you can justify is a franchise _which
will include every one of the age of 21 years who is a
citizen of the country, and who is freed from mental or legal
disabilities. The true principle appears to be laid down by
Mr. Gladstone, in one of his able speeches, when ho says that
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every man is entitled to exorcise the franchise, unless it is
proved that his exorcise of the franchise is dangerous to the
Stite. That is the principle we should adopt in extending
the franchise, and the present Bill does not go far enough to
cover that principle. It is a self-evident proposition, that if
a man lives in the country the interest of the country is the
interest of the individual. Mr. Kinnear, in his work on
principles of reform, says:

" The poorest man is concerned just as much as, perhaps more than,
the rich man in the law that affects his domestic relations, snch as the
laws of marriage and divorce, of guardianship of children i or the social
relations, such as thase of master and servant; or the civic relations,
such as those of pauperism, of education, of the church, of the punish-
ment of crime, of taxation; or the national relations, such as those of
peace or war, alliance or treaties. Where expenditure at all enters into
these questions (and it does into onl very few of them) the poor man's
interest is, in proportion to bis liveTlihood, almost the same as the rich
man's; or, while he is relieved of only a smal proportion of taxation,
such as income and assessed taxes, he pays beyohd his proportion of the
tcntoms and excise duties, which form the bulk of our revenue. And
;any errorin our fiscal eystem, or extravagance of expeaditure, while id
only diminishes the rich man's profits, is liable, by injuring trade to
deprife the poor man of his livelihood altogether. His stake therefore
being that of life, is undeniably at least equal t.o that of the rich man's,
and therefore neither on the ground of legislation being only or chiefly
concerned with property, can we find any just reason for exlnding bouse-
hold suffrage. Eow then can we exclude universal suffrage, by any
other than an arbitrary, irrational and unconstitutional test, such as
that of penalties."

You can find no authority for giving the franchise upon the
basis of a property qualification ; nevertheless, by this Bill
sach is made the test. It is an arbitrary and illogical test, it is
a test not justified by any constitutional authority within the
last fifty years. The only franchise possessing the princi-
pies of equity and justice is a franchise of a broader nature
than is proposed by this Bill; and the only franchise you can
justify is the one laid down by Mr. Gladstone. (The lion. gen-
tleman again quoted from Mr. Kinnear's work; and continu-
ed): Now, I say that is the position-that there is no princi-
ple upon which you canjustify giving the vote, except on the
prnciple that every man is entitled to the franchise when
the giving of it does not endanger the safety of the State
itself. The giving of the franchise is not an abstract or a
prescriptive right. It is a right given for the safety of the
State, and no man can rightly exercise the franchise other-
wise than for the *interest and benefit of the State. The
benefit of the State is the ground upon which you can jus-
tify the extension of the franchise to those who are citizons
of the State, enjoying the protection of the Law, and who
are bound to serve the State in times of war as well as in
times of peace. That proposition is very fully and very ably
laid down in the following statement from this text-book.
(The hon. gentleman here quoted from the same volume.)
Now, if you pass the Bill, what will be the effect of it ? It
will be to deprive almost every laborer in the conntry of
his vote.

An hon. MEMBER. No, no.

Mr. CAMERON. Yes, yes. The fact that the hon.
gentleman says no, no, is only another indication that he
has not read the Bill. Everybody knows perfectly well that
at least 70 out of 100 of the ordinary laborers of this
country do not get $400 a year for their labor. I refer to
the wage-earning class, the unskilled laborers, the mon who
work on ditches and roads, but who nevertholess consume
dutiable goods and thereby contribute to the revenue, and
are just as much entitled to votes as the hon. gentleman,
with his millions. You treat that man who pays taxes, who
is a citizen of the country, who has taken the oath of ale-t
giance, or perhaps was born in the country-because every1
man who is born in the country is not born with a silvert
spoon in his mouth-you treat him as an infant, a minor ;F
nay, Sir, yon treat him as a slave. Yon do not give him the
rights of a free man, living in the country; ho is outside
the pale of citizenship, and you propose to treat him so to
the end. Sill, hon.gentlemen in this House and their i
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organs outside have posed as the friends of the working-
mon. We were told by the Mail newspaper that we were
fighting a battle against the wage-earners when it is
well kno wn to the country that we have been fighting their
battles, and the battles of the great majority of the people.
Instead of treating these mon as children you should adopt
the more liberal franchise, treat them as free mon living in
a free country, enjoying the blessings of free government
-for we are supposed, at ail events, to have free govern-
ment; treat them in this way and you make them self-re-
liant and independent. They become part and parcel of the
country, they have an interest in the country and its legis-
lation, and a voice in moulding the laws under which they
are governed. You give them an interest in the preserva-
tion and support of the State, and in the peace, prosperity
and progress of the country. Lot me read again what this
writer says on this subject. (The hon. gentleman quoted
again from the same volume.) Sir, there never was sounder
or more constitutional words penned than those of this
text-writer. It is not when the feelings of the people are
aroused, when they are excited, but when we may discuss
calmly the principles of such a measure, as free representa-
tives of a free people, that we should deal with a matter of
this kind, and lay down rules which we can justify to our
own consciences, to our constituents and to the people at
large. I commend the views of this writer to the carefuL
consideration of hon. gentlemen opposite, and especially
those sitting on the Treasury bouches, as the true grounds
upon which the representation of the people in Parliament
should be based-the true ground upon which you can jus.
tify a franchise that should be broad and liberal enough to
cover the great mass of the people, and which shall not
exclude any man on account of his occupation or his posi-
tion in life, a franchise which will be open to the day
laborer, with his spade in his hand, or the navvy on the
railway earning 81 a day, living in our country, enjoy-
ing the protection of our laws, contributing to the revenues
of the country-give him the franchise just as freely and
fully as to the millionaire who possesses his carriage, and
has his coachman, his footman and his liveried servants.
In this country there should be no distinction, and no
distinctions are known to the law, except what are purely
arbitrary distinctions. We boast that the law is open to
all, to the poor as well as to the rich; and if the law is
open to all, why should not the right to vote for the repre-
sentatives in Parliament who make the law be open to all.
Lot me make another reference on this subject, because it is
an important subject. We are starting out on a new lino,
and the more fully we discuss this proposition the botter for
this country. If we adopt a new franchise now without
consideration, without care, and without caution, what
may be the result? The result may be that year in and
year out we shall be tinkering with the franchise, whereas
if we adopt a sound franchise now, and one which will
meet with the approval of the great mass of the people of
this country, with its foundations laid broad and deep in
the respect and the affections of the people, we shall
have a franchise that will not require teobe changed at
every meeting of Parliament. Grey, in his " Parliamentary
Government," deals with the question as to whether there
should be manhood suffrage or asuffrage based on property
qualification.

" Arguments entitled to serious consideration have not been wanting
on Éither aide of this question. in favor of an extension of thes franchise,
it has been been urgeadthat our existing system of representation afforde
to the working classes no means of making their wishes and opinions
beard with effect in the Bouse of Commons ; that there can be no doubt
that a large number of persons, perfectly qualified for the exercise of
political power, are not admitted t the right of eoting, and that this
exclusion is unjust ; that advantage would arise from aowing a large
proportion of the community to take a part in publie aaira by voting
an the election of members of Parliament, because the exercise of this
power would tend to make those to whom it was granted, feel a more
lively interest in the concerna et the nation, and tfhus exercise a useful
influence on their character."
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Mr. Grey points out that the importance of a franchise
that will leave no man discontented, that will leave no
substantial grievance in the breasts of any considerable
portion of the community, cannot be over-estimated.
Another authority, whose utterances are received with great
respect, discussed this question, a man who thoroughly
knew and appreciated the working classes-the day laborers
and the wage.earners-that great mass that the franchise
of England does not even yet reach, and the mass that this
Bill does not propose to reach. Richard Cobden, who was a
statesman of wonderful power, who understood and appre-
ciated the working classes better than any statesman
of lis day, has given expression to is views on this
question over and over again. In one of bis speeches,
delivered in 1849, he referred to the subject, and
advocated a wide extension of the franchise. (The
hon. gentleman quoted from the speech). The ground
on which Mr. Cobden justified a liberal extension of the
franchise is very clearly understood. It is better for the
State, because it gives every citizen an interest in the laws
passed by Parliament, and leaves no element of the popula-
tion any ground for dissatisfaction or discontent. At a
public gathering held at Leeds, in 1862, shortly before the
death of Mr. Cobden, he also discussed the question of
extending the franchise to the laboring classes. (The hon.
gentleman quoted from the speech). Now, I do not pro-
pose at this moment to discuss in minute detail the various
sections of the different classes in the community who
are disfranchised under this Bill, nor do I propose to dis.
cass the various sections of classes who have not had the
franchise extended to them by this Bill. Ail I say on that
subject is, that if you adopt the franchise provided by
the present law of Ontario you will have a broader
and more liberal franchise than that proposed in this
Bill ; you will have a franchise that will embrace
nearly all the classes I have named. The income
franchise is reduced to $250 in the Province of
Ontario, and there is the wage-earners franchise of $250;
and although it is probable that there is a large number of
the wage-earners class whose wages do not extend to $400,
there are very few whose wages do not reach $250 a year.
Take, then, the Ontario proposition, and you will extend
the franchise to a large number of classes that ought to be
enfranchised now; or if you do not propose to adopt the
franchise of Ontario, adopt a more liberal, a more extended
franchise, one that will embrace the class Ihave just spoken
of. It is plainly the duty of the Government, unless they
see insurmountable reasons against it, which they can make
plain to Parliament, to leave no clas entitled to the fran-
chise deprived of it. There is another class in the communi-
ty which the First Minister by this Bill will deprive of the
right to vote. The principle of property is the foundation
of this Bilh ; it contains no test of intellect, so that no matter
how wise a man may be, no matter whether he be possessed
of all the knowledge of the ancientasand the moderns,
though he may be the man in the community,
above all others, best capable of judging between the respec-
tive merits of the two candidates, from bis intelligence,
position and circumstances, yet unless he possesses $150
worth of land or has $400 a year income he is not entitled
to vote. The Bill ought to go further, if the hon. gentleman
is bound to have some test of capacity besides the test oi*
manhood, responsibility, citizenship, and being a British
subject, and of bis living under the law, and submitting to
the law, and serving bis country in time of peace or war; the
hon. gentleman ought not to limit it to a property qualifica.
tion. There are other tests of qualification, apart trom the
test of capacity, which the hon. gentleman has signally
ignored in the provisions of bis Bill. The professional man,
the man who has gone through college and obtained his
degree, who may be a professor, may not be entitled to vote
under this Bill, while a man utterly illiterate, if he has the
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necessary property qualification, will be entitled to vote.
If the hon. gentleman purposes to adopt any test of capacity,
besides the test of capacity provided in the Bill, it ought to
be a test that would embrace the laborers, the wage-
earners and the learned professions in the community.
There ought to be educational qualifications-I do not mean
an educational test of capacity--as well as qualifications
upon property pure and simple. I say that this educational
test of qualification is one that has been discussed for years
by the first minds in England and elsewhere. It ias been
adopted in some of the United States of America and has
worked satisfactorily there. In the colony. of Victoria,
Australia, there is, besides the property test, an educational
qualification, and so far as I have been able to learn, the
principle has worked satisfactorily. In this Dominion the
First Minister ougb. at least to adopt, if he is bound to per-
severe in the proposition he has submitted to Parliament,
an educational and professional test of qualification.

The Committee rose, and it being six o'clock, the Speaker
left the Chair.

After Recess.
House again resolved itself into Committee.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron.) When you left the Chair, Sir,
I was pointing out the propriety of extending the franchise
to classes net provided for by this Bill. L was pointing out,
that according to the laws of several of the other Provinces,
Ontario, British Columbia and Prince Edward Island, the
franchise was much broader and more liberal than the one
proposed in this Bill; I was pointing out that in the colony
of Victoria, Australia, the franchise was, in some respects,
much more liberal than the one under discussion ; that
although in that colony the possession of property is made
the test of capacity, still there are other tests providcd.
There is the educational qualification, so that men without
the property qualifications are entitled to vote if they have
the educational test of capacity. It appears to me it is
well worth the serious consideration of Parliament that
men of education should not be deprived of the right to vote,
which is conferred on men without education who possess
the property qualification. I wish bore to draw your
attention to the observations of Mr. Cobden on this subject,
taken from a speech of his made at Leeds, in 1859. (The
hon. gentleman read an extract from Mr. Cobden's speech).
When people have arrived at that stage when they are
fairly entitled to exercise the right of the franchise, when
we have some guarantee, some reasonable security, that
they are intelligent enough to understand the great politi-
cal questions that are constantly agitating the country,
they should be given the right to vote. In the colony of
Victoria the law provides a property qualification as a test
of capacity, but it also gives a vote to those
who are educated, so that there is not only a property
qualification but an educational test of qualification as well.
In the colony of Victoria every graduate of the university
in any part of the British Dominions, every barrister, soli-
citor, attorney, proctor, medical practitioner, minister of
any church, and every schoolmaster possessing the neces-
sary testimonials, and every officer or retired officer of Her
Majesty's land and sea forces, has the power to exercise the
franchise. In some of the States in the neighboring Repub-
lic I believe the same right is given, and L believe that, if
this clause had provided for that class, the hon. gentleman
would have made a step in the right direction. I trust that
he will even yet adopt the franchise which exists in some
of the States and in the colony of Victoria, and in that way
will add to the electoral list a very large, important and
intelligent class of electors, who willl be eut off by the Bill
now before the House. In the Province of Ontario there
are nearly 5,000 teachers who receive less than $400
a year. Of course, a number of these are females,
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but there are a large number of males, and i
the income franchise were put at a lower figur
they would be entitled to vote. The Ontario wage-earners
clause at 8250 a year instead of $400 admits them, and th
hon. gentleman might adopt that, or the franchise which
I think, can be justified on every ground-manhood suffrage
In that way ho would be acting on the maxim laid down by
Mr. Gladstone, that everyone is entitled to exorcise the
franchise whose exorcise of it would not be injurious to the
State in which he lives. We should not be afraid of th
great mass of the people in this country. We ought to
trust them. They defend our persons and property, and
yet we do not allow them to exercise the franchise, which
would encourage and elevate them. The true principle to
ado pt is that described by Lord Ashley in an address which
ho delivered to the working classes in 1845, and one deli-
vered in the House of Lords by Lord Shaftesbury in 1867.
Lord Ashley said :

" The growing demands, and, indeed, the exigencies of the realm
require an occasional adaptation to the necessities of the times ; and i
rejoice, and we may be thankfl, that our system of polity is capable of
a safe and most beneficial expansion. You may lengthen your corda,
and strengthen your stakes, and in the very elongation of the support-
ing power, make the edifice you would sustain more erect and
symmetrical."

This Bill would deprive a number of these people of their
natural and inherent rights as citizens of Canada. If you
give them the franchise you make thom free men indeed.
Give them the electoral franchise, give them all the rights
of a British subjtet, and you make them mon in every
sense of the term; you give them an interest in the repre.
sentation of the people in Parliament, and rest assured,
when you give them that interest, they will take an abiding
interest in public affairs. What doos the workingman care
now for what we are doing here ? What do the laboring
classes care ? They say: We have no right to vote; we
have no voice in making the laws of the land. But
give them an interest in the representation and you give
them an interest in the progress and prosperity of the
country. Now, Sir, " Lorimer on Constitutionalism," in
discussing the rights of men to the franchise, lays down a
doctrine well worthy of consideration. (The hon. gentleman
read from pages 165, 166 and 167.) Sir, we see here the
doctrine laid down that the true basis of the electoral fran-
chise is citizenship, free from the disqualifying accompani-
ments of pauperism, crime or minority. By adopting
that foundation we elevate the popular element. We give
them a sense of their importance, we give them a sense
of their responsibility, and we remove from them the
standing grievance of which, to some extent, they now
complain. In the language of Lord Ashley again, "You
may lengthen your cords and strengthen your stakes,
and in the very elongation of the supporting power
make the edifice you would sustain more erect
and symmetrical." More than that ; in adopting man-
hood suffrage you lessen the cost to the candidate and
to all others concerned in the matter. It is admitted that
the cost of the proposed Bill will be very considerable. You
have, first, the preparation of the list itself ; you have the
preliminary revision, and you have the final revision, all of
which will cost considerable. Then you have to pay the
revising officer, the clerk and the bailiff, and all these things
will make a very considerable charge. By adopting a more
liberal franchise you can lessen expense and minimise, to a
large extent, the chance of committing frauds. It is
stated by hon. gentlemen opposite that the Opposition in
Parliament, for the last four weeks, have been struggling
against the enfranchisement of the people, the laboring
classes and the wage-earners. Now, Sir, yon know per-
fectly well that, on the contrary, we have, to the utmost of
our ability, been fighting the battles of the great wage.
earning classes of the country, and asking that the franchise
be made liberal enough to include them. We have been
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f fighting the battle of provincial rights against this attempt to
e centralise the whole power of the electorate in the Domin.
' ion Government at Ottawa. Sir, we may fail in this. The
e champions of popular rights have failed before now. The
l, political exigencies of hon. gentlemen opposite may make
. it necessary, from their standpoint, that we should fail. We
y know that, before now, popular rights and the people's
e interest have had to yield to political exigencies; but in the
e end they triumph. Now, I am sure that whatever disposi-
e tion may be made of this Bill, whether it carries or not-

and carry, I suppose, it will, if hon. gentlemen opposite
persist in forcing it through-hon. gentlemen may rest
satisfied that the masses who are excluded from the right to
exorcise the franchise under this Bill will ultimately obtain
the franchise. There will be discontent, dissatisfaction and
grievances in the meantime, but ultimately popular rights

* will prevail, and so sure as daylight succeeds darkness, so
sure wili the rights of the people have to be ultimately
accorded to them.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Before the vote is taken on
the sub-amendment in your hands, I wish briefly to give
my reasons why I support that sub-amendment, which asks
that the Province of Ontario be exempted from the opera-
tions of this Act. If this amendment is carried we will
preserve the franchise to a large number of our fellow
citizens in the Province of Ontario, who, by this Bill, will
be deprived of it. In the city from which I corne, steps
have been taken to ascertain what the effect of this Bill will
be as compared with the operation of the Ontario Act.
The information I have is, that in one industrial establish-
ment alone in that city 78 men, who will be entitled to vote
under the Mowat Act, will be deprived of the franchise
under the Bill we have now before us; and in another
industrial establishment in that city 74 men, who will have
the right to vote under thp Mowat Act, will be deprived of
it under this Bill. In taking these two industrial establish.
ments, that employ two or three bundred hands each, I have
given you the effect this Bill will have, and it is estimated
that the total number will be some hundreds in that city-
not a very populous city-who will be deprived of a vote
under this Bill, but would have it under the provincial law.
That is one of the reasons why I support the sub-amend-
ment-in order that these mon who, I consider, are
entitled te the franchise, should be allowed te retain it.
Another reason is, that the machinery under the Mowàt
Administration to secure the preparation of the votera' list
is simple and inexpensive, those entitled to get on the roll
being able to do so without expense to themselves, and
without there being much danger of their names being
omitted ; while under the present Bill the machinery leads
to very great danger that names may be left off, even
where this Bill, with its more restricted suffrage, designs
that they shall be on the roll. The present system of
registration in the Province of Ontario is so complote that
it is by a more accident that a name can be left off. Even
with a careful officer, and one desirons to do what is right,
there is danger, under the machinery of this Bill, that
names will be left off. It is answered that those men can
easily have their names put on the roll. The hon. member
for West Toronto (Mr. Beaty) told us that all such a man
would have to do would be to take his counsel with him
and have his name put on. The men whose names are
most likely to be dropped are those engaged in manual toil,
and it is absurd to say that such men can take counsel with
them and have defecte so remedied.

Mr. MoCALLUM. Will the hon. gentleman state how
the franchise will be of a restrictive nature in Toronto ?
Under Mr. Mowat's Act a man can only vote for two mem-
bers, and the city of Toronto sonda three representatives to
this Hous.
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Mr. PATERSON. I have explained the result in the
city from which I have figures. My third reason is, that
under the operations of the Bill it will tend to increase
the feeling of partisanship that exists, and intensify the
strong party feeling in the different communities. it is not
to be wondered at that the independent press of the country,
without a single exception, all denounce this Bill as one
that should not pass, because one of its effects must be to
destroy, as far as possible, anything like independence of
party. If those journals are true to the principles they enun-
ciate, if they will view questions from an independent
standpoint and not bind themselves to either party, but
create an independent sentiment, to hold the scale between
the parties, they must feel that this Bill is an attempt to
destroy that feeling of independence. A laboring man or a
mechanic, on finding his name off the roll, cannot take
counsel to have it inserted, and thus be driven to go to the
managers of one of the two great parties to ask aid to have
his name placed there. He should not be compelled to ask
such a favor. Having, however, secured their services, he
might, in a measure, feel under an obligation to that party
and vote for its candidate. I give these three, among other
reasons, as forming one strong reason why I prefer the
amendment before the committee.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. If the hon. gentleman had
always addressed the committee with the same brevity and
the same point as lie las done just now, we would have
made considerable progress with this Bill. He has stated
very shortly two or three points of objection to the Bill.
Had we proceeded regularly and discussed the clauses, each
according to its intent and purpose, we would have arrived
at those special clauses to which the hon. gentleman took
particular objection; and thon the Government, and 1, as repre-
senting them, would have had an opportunity of exchang-
ing, without political acrimony of day kind, our views acrocs
the floor as to the various points in this Bill. Although the
remarks of the hon. gentleman do not all apply to this
clause, the first reason given certainly does. He says this
Bill establishes a restricted representation in comparison
with the late Bill of the Province of Ontario. We must
remember that this Dominion Billihas been before the coun-
try-we will not look back to when it was first introduced-
for the last three years, and this Bill, the hon. gentleman
must admit, is much more liberal than the Bill under which
he and I were sent here as representatives of the people.
After our Bill was introduced and was before the country,
the Government of Ontario introduced their Bill and carried
it; after seeing our Bill and that we were greatly advanc-
ing an the present legislation, the Government went one
more, to use the phrase of the gamester, and enlarged the
franchise in some particulars, restricting it in others. But
at this moment the Ontario law recently passed is not in
force; and if there were elections to-morrow, either for the
Provincial Legislature or for this Legislature, they must be
beld under the restricted franchise, not under the enlarged
frv-ichise of this Bill or the new Bill passed in Ontario.
That Bill does not come into force until lst January next,
and is not the law, therefore; and we are to be called upon
to wait quietly and patiently until that Bill comes into force.
Supposing that hon. gentlemen should defeat the present
Government, supposing that hon. gentlemen should succeed
in robbing us of the confidence of the majority in this
louse, and that we should say : That may be, but we still
retain the confidence of the people, and should go to the
country. We must go to the country on the present fran-
chise, which is a much more restricted franchise than the
one under this Bill. Then the hon. gentleman says that
the process is going to be expensive and difficult. I do not
see the difficulty at all. I think, if the hon. gentleman will
fairly scan the Bill, he will find that there is no such
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difficulty in parties desiring to have a vote getting their
naines put on the roll. The Bill provides simply this: that
the first duty of the revising officer, the county judge, or a
superior court judge, or a barrister of five years' standing, is
to send to the officers of the different municipalities and get
the finally revised assessment list from each of those officers.
He takes all the naines that he finds on those lists who have
a right to vote, according to the franchise of this Bill-he
takes that as prima facie evidence. Then, under the Bill,
all parties have aright to send in by mail, if they do not go by
themselves or by counsel. After making out the lists, taking
all the names he finds on the assessment roll as primd facie
evidence, he posts them up in certain public places, where
every person can see what naines are there, and the coin-
mittees of the different political parties can see in what
respect it is deficient. The different parties, and everybody
else who takes an interest in the matter, will send in a list
of objections, as to names put on the list or as to the*names
of parties omitted. The course of the revising officer is
plain. He adds all those names to the list, and he marks
opposite to the naines those that are objected to, and he
publishes that as the preliminary list. After that preli-
minary list has been published, and the people are fully
notified, lie goes to the different municipalities and he
finally settles the list. That is the process for settling the
first list. If the hon, gentleman looks at the Bill he will
find that in all subsequent years the double process will not
be required; because, when a list is once settled, especially
in the older parts of the country, which are wellsettled, the
judge will only be obliged to strike off the names of the
dead, of those who are gone away, or who have ceased
to hold the franchise from year to year-a matter, as
in England, of only a few days. As to the expense:
hon. gentlemen of course have spoken very strongly on
that point. I believe that their statements are altogether
mistaken, altogether exaggerated. I believe that the county
judge, with one clerk, can do the whole work, and do it
easily, and speaking for those Provinces which have county
judges, such as Ontario, Manitoba, Nova Scotia, New Bruns-
wick and Prince Edward Island, the county judges will
only be too glad to do the work for a small additional
amount. In fact, it will not increase the expenses materially,
if at all, in those Provinces, because, as perhaps hon. gen-
tlemen coming from those Provinces know, there is a uni-
versal cry among the county judges that their salaries are
insufficient. They are asking and pressing that their sala-
ries be increased, and at an early day the Government will
be obliged to grant an addition to their salaries. Some of
the judges have already stated that a small addition to their
salaries would be very acceptable, and they would be glad
to do the work for such small addition, so that the expense
las been altogether exaggerated. Now, I cannot avoid
breaking a rule which I have been rather speaking against,
but I will speak further on that point. Hon. gentlemen
opposite who have opposed this Bill-and it is rather
remarkable on that point that the opposition comes
altogether, or nearly altogether, from the Province of Onta-
rio-are very much afraid that the revising barristers will
be mere partisans. Well, I think, Sir, that the pre-
sent Government - and I may say the same of the
Government which preceded us- both Government s
have naturally been anxious, for their own credit and
the good of the country, to appoint good judges, and
the saine principle which would actuate both Governments
in that respect would call upon us-they would feel them-
selves called upon-to appoint equally good revising officers.
But, Sir, I took early occasion in this discussion to state
that, wherever it could be done, the judges would be
utilised, and from the advices which f get I find that
county judges, are many of them-of course, I have not
heard from all, or nearly all-but many of them would be
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glad to do the work, and they think they could easily per.
form all the duties, without materially or at all affecting
their usefulness as judges. I learn further that several of
the judges, who know their own counties, have stated that
they could do more than one constituency, and certainly in
those counties where there are several ridings-I believe
almost all, with one or two exceptions-as a general rule
there are junior judges, and the county judges and the junior
judges could do the work. Then, Sir, I have consulted, as
it was my duty to do, my friends who do the present Gov-
ernment the honor of supporting them, and after full dis-
cussion of the matter we have come to this conclusion: that
in all those cases where the revising officer is not a judge of
the Superior Court, or a county court judge, there will be
an appeal to that judge, and it shall not be discretionary on
the part of the revising officer to refuse an appeal. I think
it well to state that to the House.

Mr. MULOCK. I call the Premier's attention to the 15th
section of the Bill. The right hon. gentleman stated that,
in the case of a preliminary list, it would be the duty of the
revising officer to go on circuit in every municipality in the
riding.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No, no-not the prelimi-
nary list.

Mr. MULOCK. I thought the hon. gentleman spoke of
the preliminary list in his remarks.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No, not the preliminary list,
but the final list. The process is simply this: he will take
one municipality in, say, the hon. gentleman's own riding.
He will get the list from the township clerk, or whoever is
the officer who has the list. He takes every name that is
on that list, that appears on the assessment list-which is
primdfacie the list-every name that appears to enjoy the
franchise according to the Bill. He hangs that up in certain
places; everybody sees that; and then they send to him.
They need not go-not one of them; they send by letter
the list of names they object to and the list they
wish to be put on. He thon adds all those names
requested to be put on the list and marks those objected
to at his preliminary sitting. 0f course, people can go to
him if they like, at this preliminary sitting, held in his
office at the county town ; but all others send in their lists.
He publishes the list again with the additions, and then he
goes and visits the municipality, hears objections and appli-
cations, and settles them. As the hon. gentleman knows,
thore is no appeal from the county judge in Ontario. It is
true, he only sits.on appeals made to him in individual cases.
In this case ho gets the assessment list, and there is an
appeal on the whole list. I think the hon. gentleman
will agree with me that it would be only adding expense-
the lon. gentleman might think that an objection-and it
would enable rich candidates to bother poor ones, if there
was an appeal from the county judge to the Superior
Court.

Mr. MULOCK. I was glad to hear the hon. gentleman
say that there is to be an appeal on questions of fact. In
the Province of Ontario to-day, when there is an appeal on
the voters' list, the county judge goes on circuit to con-
venient points throughout the riding, where appeals are
made to him, and he sits and hears cases, having original
jurisdiction. It is a cheap·and inexpensive system ; those
claiming the right to a vote appear before him, and he
hears evidence and decides ; and if there is an equally
cheap and convenient machinery in this case, the appeal
would be of value. I presume it will be as simple as it is
to-day.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Quite so.

Mr. MULOCK. Then these details will be modified?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I do not think they
require modification; but when we come to them I will be
glad to consider them.

Mr. MULOCK. But the system will be as simple as the
present system?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I hope so.

Amendment to amendment (Mr. Casey) negatived.

Mr WATSON.
the amendment:

I beg leave to move in amendment to

That none of the provisions in the following sections of this Act, in
reference to the qualifications of voter, shall apply to the Province of
Manitoba ; but in that Province the persons entitled to be registered as
votera under this Act, and, when so registered, to vote at an election,
shallh be those persons who are entitled to vote at any election for the
Legislative Assembly of that Province, and ne others.

I move this because I believe that, if this Bill passes, it will
disfranchise a large number of electors in the Province of
Manitoba. The qualification of an elector to-day in that
Province is as follows

'No person shall ho admitted to vote at the election of a member of
the Legislative &ssembly of this Province unless his name appears at the
time of the voting on the list of electors thon in force ; and no pereon
shallh be entered upon the list of electors for any electoral division
unless he fulfills the following conditions, that is to say:

"1. He must be of the male sex, twenty-one years of age, and a subject
of Her Majesty by birth or naturalisation ;

"2. He must not otherwise be lealiy incapacitated;
"3. He must have been, in suchelectoral division, for a period of at

least three months, actually and in good faith owner of real estate of the
value of $100 or upwards or tenant for the year or by the year of real
proerty of the value of $200 and upwards, under an annual rent of at
least $20, or the occupant and bondfide householder, by the residence of
himself, or himself and family, if ho have any, on land in the electoral
division, of the annual value of at least $20.'

The persons who are not entitled to vote in the Province of
Manitoba are:

"Indians, or persons of Indian blood receiving an annuity from the
Crown, so long as said Indians or persons of Indian blood receive such
annuity; and if any of the persons set forth in this section vote, ho shall
be liable to a penalty not exceeding $500 or to imprisonment for a
period not exceeding twelve month, in default of the penalty imposed,
and his vote shall be null and void."

I do not propose this amendment in opposition to the amend-
ment moved by the hon. member for North Norfolk (Mr.
Charlton), for I am in favor of the provincial franchises in
all the Provinces being used for the election of members of
this House. The hon. the First Minister has just stated
that in all the older Provinces, after the first list is made
up, it is changed very little in following yearsl; but this is
not the case in Manitoba. There the opulation changes
very rapidly. You may see a voters' list one year, and
again two or three years afterwards you would hardly
recognise it as the same list. Therefore, I have some hope
that the hon. the First Minister will exempt Manitoba from
the operation of this measure. The present franchise in
that Province is broader than the franchise proposed in this
Bill, and it works very well. This Bill, if passed, will create
great confusion, owing to the existence of two lists of voters.
A man who has a vote for a local member may not be
allowed to vote for a member of the House of Commons,
and vice versd in some cases. The only Dominion franchise
I am in favor of, if the provincial franchises are not to be
used, is manhood suffrage, and I will support the amend-
ment to that effect, which I believe is about to be moved by
my hon. friend from Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell). As
we have a very high protective tariff in Canada, and as
every man living in the country, who la a wage-
earner, is a consumer, and necessarily contributes
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to the revenues of the country, every man ought
to be qualified to vote for a member of this House.
1 believe that my hon. friend from West Toronto (Mr. Beaty)
was correct the other night when he said ho thought that
a man who owned $1,000 worth of property was as equally
entitled to vote as a man who owned $50,000, because the
one who owned the smaller property felt probably as great,
if not a greater interest, in it than did the one who owned
the larger amount in his. I believe that principle to be cor-
rect ; I believe that a man who owns but $100 worth of pro-
perty has as good a right to vote as the one who owns $300
worth, and therefore I am opposed to this Bill applying to
Manitoba. In that Province thore is a large number of young
men, some of them school teachers, who are not house-
holders, who do not pay rent, and who do not earn $400 a
year, but who still own real estate to the value of $100 or
$200, and therefore would not come under the $300 qualifi-
cation. It is well known that two or three years ago nearly
every young man who went to that country invested his all in
town lots, but unfortunately for them these speculations
did not turn ont the best, and to-day town lots which cost $400
or $500 would probably not be assessed at 8300, so that these
mon would be deprived of the right to vote at the Dominion
election. I do not think that is right. These properties are alt
these young men own-; they look foward to reaping something
in a future day from their investments, and therefore have
as keen an interest in the country as anybody whom this
Bill would inelude. Hon. gentlemen opposite have stated
that the Government hid the power to pass this Bill, but it
is not always advisablo for the Government to pass Bills
beeause they have the authority to do so. It has often
occurred that Bills which the Government introduced and
which the Government had the power to pass have, after
some discussion, been withdrawn, and I hope the Govern-
ment will see fit to place this moasure in the same category,
by withdrawing it. In the Province of Manitoba, as in
Ontario, for the laws of the two Provinces are a good deal
the same, we have a capital system of getting out voters'
lists and arriving at the qualifications of men who should
be entitled to vote. The municipal councillors are elected,
as a rule, irrespective of their political prejudices, and it is
they who appoint the assessors. The assessor is selected
as boing a man who is intelligent and competent and who
will do his duty and, as a rule, there are very few objections
to the voters' lists as prepared from the assessment rolls.
The assessor is sworn in, as I believe he s in all the dif-
ferent Provinces, and I have yet to learn that ho bas wil-
fully neglected to do his duty. I was surprised to hear
some hon. gentlemen opposite, especially the hon. member
for North Perth (Mr. Hesson), a feW nights ago,
state that the elections of councillors in his
county were run as political elections, on political
basis, so that an assessor might be appointed who would
not act impartially, but would favor one side or the other.
That is not the case in Manitoba, that I am aware of;
as a rule, we have very fair assessors, whose work gives
general satisfaction. The voters' lists are based on the
assessment roll, and any person owning $100 worth of pro-
perty, or paying a rental of $2 per month on $200 worth of
property, is entitled to vote. The chances are that those
assessors will perform the duty much more fairly than
would any revising barrister appointed by hon. gentlemen
osite; for, as a rule, these barristers will be partisan.

The First Minister has told us that judges, as a rule, will be
appointed. That is welcome information to hon. gentle-
men on this side, for we have always been under the
impression that, not the judges, but barristers of five years'
standing, would be appointed. In this connection I may
say that some hon. gentlemen opposite have a higher
opinion of the revising barristers than we on this side have.
In my opinion, no revising barrister of five years' standing,
with more brain than cheek, would take the position

Mr. WATsoK.

of revising barrister, unless he had reason to believe he
would receive indirectly some further remuneration than
what he would receive directly from the position. I do not
think that the revising barrister is likely to be a
person qualified to value property in the differ-
ont municipalities. As a rule, when barristers want valua-
tions to be made of property, for the purpose of insur-
ance or other purpose, they employ the assessors of the
municipalities, whose judgment is looked upon as pretty
accurate. A revising barrister would not beoacceptable to
the people at all. I do not think the people would wish to
see a young lawyer value thoir property and decide, on his
own fiat who shall and who shall not vote. I do not know
how it is in other Provinces, but in Manitoba lawyers are
looked upon in pretty much the same light as General
Sheridan is said to have looked on an Indian. "I know of
only one good kind of an Indian," said he, "and that is a
dead Indian." So in Manitoba the people have about the
same opinion of a lawyer. I do not think it is necessary
that I should occupy the attention of the House at great
length, and I hope, after this short explanation of matters in
Manitoba, relating to voters and voters' lists, the Firat
Minister may see fit to exempt our Province from the
action of this Bill. I know that its application there
would create a great deal of dissatisfaction. Its pro-
visions are not in the best interests of the Dominion,
but apparently have been framed solely for the purpose
of maintaining hon, gentlemen opposite in power. Unless
they have some such object in view I cannot understand
why they should persist in forcing this Bill through at this
late period, after the House has been in session over three
months, and when it will require at least six weeks longer
to get through with the other business before us, indepen-
dent of the Franchise Bill altogether. It looks as if we
were to have two months extra session, solely for the pur-
pose of passing this Bill, which has not been put before the
people, which the people have not had an opportunity of
pronouncing on, and against which, at this late hour, when
the people are becoming awake to its provisions, petitions
are pouring in by the hundred. The people of the Province
of which I have the honor of being one of the representa-
tives have hitherto known little or nothing of the Bill, but
those who do know anything of it write me very strong
letters, saying the Opposition are perfectly justified in the
course they have taken to protect the interests of the people.
I hope the First Minister and this House will see fit to
exempt Manitoba from the operation of this Bill.

Mr. MILLS. I am sure that those gentlemen in this
House, on that side or on this side-and I do not think
there were many on this side-who were under the impres-
sion that the Prime Minister was disposed to make some
concessions to the views of hon. gentlemen on this side of
the House, must have been very much disappointed after
hearing the observations which he addressed to the com-
mittee. I did not expect that he would mecede from the
position he had taken, upon the subject of the appointment
of revising barristers, or any portion of the Bill, which is
obnoxious to hon. gentlemen in this House, as publicly
expressed on this side and privately on that side.

Some hon. MEMBERS. No, no.

An hon. MEMBER. Speak for yourself.

Mr. MILLS. The hon, gentleman need not be uneasy.
I am not speaking for him.

An hon. MEMBER. Whom are you speaking fbr?

Another hon. MEMBER. HIe is speaking for no one.
Mr. MILLS. The hon. gentleman has made some obser-

vations on the subject of revising barristers, to which, I
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think, I may be allowed to make some reference, before I
pass to the other portions of the question more immediately
concerned in the motions which are before you. The hon.
gentleman spoke of those whom ho intended to appoint as
revising barristers. Hitherto, the appointment of revising
barristers has been an act of the Parliament of Canada and
not an act of the Government of Canada. They have been
designated in the Bill passed by Parliament and not by an
Order in Council or a commission from the Government.
In the first place, we would make very strong objection to
that. In the next place, the hon. gentleman has stated
that he proposes to provide for revising officers who are not
revising officers. The duties of revising forms a very small
portion of the duties that will devolve on the officers
appointed under this Bill. The hon. gentleman knows that
neither in England nor in any of the Australian colonies
nor in any of the Statas of the American Republic nor in
this Dominion, heretofore, has the work of revision been
performed by the parties who prepare the lists. If the
the hon. gentleman were to withdraw his proposition
altogether with regard to the appointmont of revising
officers, if ho were to say that these officers shall be
designated in the statute that they shall be the judges
of the country, so far as they are personally concerned
I would not make any objection to their fitness, so far
as their good intentions are concorned, but I still say
that they would not be competent offiders to prepare the
lista. It is necessary that the parties who prepare those
lists should be personally acquainted witn each separate
community. I say that no judge possesses that qualifica-
tion, and that work can only be done, as it is now done in
Ontario, by legal officers in each municipality. When they
have prepared a list, knowing, as they do, the individuals
in their community, knowing tbeir qualifications, knowing
whether they are entitled to go on the list or not, in generat
torms, then there is very little difficulty in the revision.
We know that in the Province of Ontario a great majority
of those liste are nover revised. There is no appeal te the
county judge, or to any party, to put additional names on
the list, because they are fairly well prepared by those local
officers upon whom this duty devolves. I know that, gen-
erally, the year before an election takes place there is a
little more attention paid than in other years. If the bon.
gentleman's plan were carried out, I do not know whether,
when he speaks ofcounty judges being the revising officers,
ho means that the district of each judge in his ordinary
capacity shall be that over which ho is to have jurisdiction
as revising officer. Ho has not stated that.

Sir JOHiN A. MACDONALD. I had not had time.

Mr. MILLS. Ho informed the House the other day that
there were ninety-two constituencies and only forty judges.
What are we to infer from that ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It is not nocessary to
infer; that is the fact.

Mr. MILLS. Everyone of these ninety-two constituencies
is embraced in the jurisdiction of those forty judges. Why
did the Ion. gentleman make the distinction ? The county
of Bothwell, for instance, is made up of a part of the
county of Lambton, and of a part of the county of
Kent. When a revision takes place of the voters' list, part
is revised by the judge of the county of Lambton and part
by the judge of the county of Kent. Does the hon. gentleman
intend that that shail continue, or that the county of Both-
well shall not be one of those included under the jurisdic-
tion of the county judge, but shal be given to a revising
officer appointed by the Government ? Does he propose to
give us a revising officer, as he gave us a returnîng officer ?
Doee he propose to do the same thing in the different
divisions of the county of Kent? What did ho mean by

his statement that there were ninety-two constituencies and
only forty judges? Did ho mean that the forty judges
were to operate in forty electoral districts, and that fifty-two
districts would be left in which he would appoint revising
officers ?

Sir JOHN A. MA('DONALD. The hon. gentleman will
Seoe, if he looks at the Bill, that a revising officer can hold
a commission for more than one district.

Mr. MILLS. I know ho can, but the hon. gentleman can
appoint them as he pleases. Under this Bill ho retains
a power which he ought not to posses. He doos not say
that he will abandon a power which no Governmont can
decently exercise, no Government has a right to claim, as
it is an interested party. The revising officer should be as
independent of the Governmont as of the Opposition. The
statement made by the hon. gentleman will not impose
upon any member of this House who doos not desire to be
imposed upon. Barnum bas said that it is wonderful how
many people are fond of being humbugged, and if any-
one accepts the statements of the First Minister it will be
only some gentleman who is anxious to be imposed upon,
in view of the fact that the First Minister retains this
unjust, this atrocious provision, which he as proposed.

Mr. POSTER. Carried.

Mr. MILLS. No; it is not carried. This is a practical
question, and I am addressing myself to the merits of the
question.

Mr. ABBOTT. For the first time.

Mr. MILLS. I am calling the hon. gentleman's attention
to something which he as not generally stopped in the
House to hear.

Mr. FOSTER. Lost.

Mr. M[LLS. Although this Billihas been a long time b.
fore the committee, the hon. gentleman himself has not been
very often present in the committee. I have no doubt he
has recuperated and is refreshed, and bas returned here on
the first day of the week, invigorated by his long rest. The
hon. gentleman has said this evening : Suppose we were to
adopt the Ontario law. Why, it does not come into operation
until January next, and see the extraordinary position we
would be in. We would be obligod to go to the country
under a new law. Mr. Chairman, lot me observe that if we
had legislation here it will not come into operation until
1887, while the Ontario law will come into operation next
January ; and so the hon. gentleman says it is absolutely
necessary that we should go on in midsummer and logis-
late upon this question, although our law cannot come into
operation until twelve months after the Ontario law is in
operation. That is a most extraordinary argument to
address to this committee as a reason for proceeding with
this Bill. The hon. gentleman says : It is true that this
Bill is not as liberal as the Ontario law, but thon you must
remember that the law of Ontario is made more liberal since
I proposed this Bill two years ago. What does the hon.
gentleman intend we shail infer? Does ho intend we shall
infer that the people of Ontario are in favor of an extension
of the franchise, and that the Provincial Legislature has gone
still further in the way of meeting the popular wishes than ho
has gone in this Bill? If I understand the law of Parlia-
ment, this Bill is before us for the flrst time. The hon.
gentleman never took the opinion of the country upon his
Bill on previous occasions. The very fact that le lias with-
drawn it on several occasions was the best reason in the
world for the opinion that it would not be proceeded with
at all. There was no other inference to b drawn. The
lion. gentlemen forgets that in 1882, before hie Bill of 1883
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was before Parliament at ail, there was a large convention of
the Reform party held in Toronto, attended by upwards of
six thousand electors, where it was agreed that a more liberal
extension of the franchise should take place. The Govern-
ment went to the country upon that question, and the hon.
gentleman's friends, his lieutenant in the Local Legislature,
also went to the country in favor of an extension of the
franchise. Both parties did that, and the legislation of the
Provincial Legislature at its last Session is the outcome of
that appeal to the electors. The Tory party in the Local
Legislature voted for manhood suffrage. Then, what are we
to infer from this appeal to the country and the action of
both parties in the Local Legislature ? We are to infer that
the country was prepared to go, at least, as far as the
Government did, and possibly farther. Now, Sir, I say that
upon this Bill the bon. gentleman bas never appealed to
the country. I gave several instances on Saturday where,
in England, the Government had appealed to the country
on proposed constitutional changes. I showed that in nota
single instance, within a century, was any considerable ai-
teration made in the constitution without an appeal to the
country. My hon. friend fron West Huron (Mr. Cameron)
has referred to a great number of instances to-day in detail.
The obvious reason is, that under the English system an
alteration of the constitution is made by the same machinery
as that which carries on orminary legislation. But in order
to protect the people against alteritions in the constitution,
against revolutionary measures, there is no instance of any
such change having taken place without an appeal first
having been made to the eonntry. Now, the bon. gentleman
has not asked the opinion of the people of this country upon
this question. In 1874 we did appeal to the country.
We proposed that the Parliament of Canada should, from
time to time, adopt the law of the varions Local Legislatures
for the election of local members as the law for
the election of members to the bouse of Commons. The
people did sanction that appeal; they returned a majority to
Parliament in favor of it, and the legislation that is now on
the Statute Book was in consequence of that appeal. But
the hon. gentleman now proposes to change the constitution
radically, without giving the people an opportunity of saying
whether they approve of this change or not. Then the hon.
gentleman seems to have lost sight altogether of the faut
that our whole system is based upon the principle involved
in the law now on the Statute Book. Take the question of
the trial of controverted elections. You rofer these to the
provincial courts, and you do not object to thoir triai by
these courts, because the courts are provincial. Yon admit
that that was tried, and the Privy Council decided that this
matter lies wholly within the jurisdiction of the Parliament
of Canada, that it is right and proper for the Parliament of
Canada to declare that the provincial eourts sbail try these
cases. The Parliament has as much right to nime a pro-
vincial court for the purpose of carrying ont their law as
they have to croate a separate and independent tribunal.
We do the same with regard to summary convictions.
I have bore the statute which the bon. gentleman
himself put upon the Statute Book. Who does it
authorise summarily to try and convict for petty offences ?
Why, the magistrates. Who appointa them? They are
appointed by the Local Governments; they are not officers
of the Parliament of Canada; and yet you administer your
laws through them. Now, is there any impropriety in say-
ing that the clerk of a muaicipality, or assessor, or other
local officer, shall prepare the voters' lists? What objection
is there ? We are bore elected under laws of the several
P. ovincial Legislatures. We have, by our law, declared that
that shall be our plan, and we have elections under it; and
we can, in the sane way, declare that a certain municipal
officer, designating him by his office, shall prepare the votera'
lists. There is no more difficulty than in saying a provin-
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cial judge shall try controverted Dominion elections. The
one is as clear as the other. The hon. gentleman knows it.
He knows we have the same jurisdiction in one case as in
the other, and ho knows that if we were to act on the prin-
ciple he bas laid down in this Bill we would radically change
our whole machinery for the administration of our laws.
If the hon. gentlemen says he does not like the provincial
franchise and wishes to have a separate and independent
franchise for the Dominion, and that the Ontario franchise
is too wide, ho can still use the provincial machinery for
preparing the voters' lista. What advantage is the hon.
gentleman going to gain in taking the duty of preparing
the list from parties who know all about it and placing
it with persons who do not ? Take the county of Kent,
with a population of 155,000. No doubt the connty judge
will know a great many people, but, of course, only a
small number in proportion to the population. There
is only one common sense way for making up the voters'
lista, and that is the way that experience bas pointed out
in every country. In England such lists are prepared
by the overseers of parishes and the clerks, and the
appeal is to the revising barrister appointed by the judge
during the summer assize. The hon. gentleman seeks,
however, to do away with all the local machinery by which
the lists are prepared, and place the whole matter in the
hands of a revising officer. Where are the lists to
come from that the officer is to revise ? It appears,
however, that ho las to prepare the list. How is ho to
know the names to put on ? Tho hon. First Minister says
ho may take the assesment roll. But that does not contain
all the names. They can only be known by people residing
in the locality. The hon. gentleman bas complained of this
being a protracted Session and of the length of this discus-
sion. Lot him consider the length of the discussions on the
Irish Church Bill, on the Reform Representation Bill and on
the Irish Land Bill. I am happy to say that a new era is
dawning upon the legislation of Canada. I look for better
things hereafter. The hon. gentleman has been himself the
legislator, instead of having legislation carried on by the
Parliament of Canada. In England every Bill is thoroughly
discussed on the second reading, and if there is no popular
demand for it, although a majority in Parliament may ho in
favor of the measure, it is usually dropped. The hon. gentle-
man brought in this Bill at the end of ton or eleven weeks
of the Session, after the period when the close of the Session
has usually arrived. The hon gentleman propos ed to push
the measure through the House without discussion, and ho
gave us no opportunity of discussing it. No one but the
leader himself had an opportunity of discussing the Bill on
the second reading. The hon. gentleman refused to allow
the House to adjourn, and insisted on our continuing the
discussion, although we had had no opportunity of consult-
ing the country upon it. Have there been petitions pro-
sented in favor of the Bill, or public meetings held ? Has
the hon. gentleman had any evidence, since this discussion
began, that the people demanded the Bill? We have had
nearly 4,000 names attached to petitions presented to-day;
there were 3,000 names on Saturday's petitions, and I dare
say as many more were received to-day by the last mail.
So, the hon. gentleman is evidently determined to push this
Bill through against public opinion,

Mr. MOCALLUM. Against the opinion of the Grits.

Mr. MILLS. I presented a petition to-day with 70
Reform names and 28 Conservative names, and it is so
marked on the petition. I strongly suspect the hon. mem-
ber's own constituency does not support this Bill. It has
already been gerrymandered twice, and no doubt the hon.
gentleman will ask to have it gerrymandered again.

Mr. McCALLUM. I never asked for it.
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Mr. MILLS. I am simply stating that in 1882 a township

from Haldimand was attached to Monck, and it was gerry-
mandered a second time.

Mr. McÇALLUM. The hon. gentleman is mistaken as
to the facts. The hon. member for IHaldimand went to the
First Minister and requested that to be done.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Hear, hear; that is true.
Mr. Thompson asked for it.

Mr. MILLS. It was done, all the saie.

Mr. MoCALTUM. You said I asked for it, 7t was done
at the request of the hon. member for Haldimand, not at
my request.

Mri MILL8. We all know from experience how very
anxious the First Minister is to make constituencies safe for
hon. gentlemen on this side.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I have made a good many.

Mr. MILLS. Yes; more than the hon, gentleman will
ever have opportunity of doing again. The hon. member
for West Toronto (Mr. Beaty) stated that this would not be
a party voters' liât that would be prepared under this Bill,
but it would be a people's list. Yet the people prepare the
lista now. Neither the Local Government nor the Dominion
Government interfere. One hon. gentleman said the coun.
cillors are respectable men, but the assessors are rascally,
unscrupulous men, who are ready to commit perjury for the
purpose of making a bad voters' liât. But who appointed
these rascally assessors ? They are appointed by the
respectable councillors, whether Conservative or Reform.
The council appointing the assessors have both parties
represented in its members. If one party happons to be in
a minority they are there, at all events, to know. They are
the watchmen; they are able to tell whether there is any
improper conduct on the part of the majority; they are put
on guard, and it is possible for them to make an appeal to
the proper officers. But in this case how is this list pre-
pared ? By a man who is a stranger to the great majority
of the people; by a man who is a partisan of the Govern-
ment, when he is not a judge ; by a man who, if he wishes
to do right, is not able to do so, from the want of-the
necessary knowledge, and who, if he is disposed to do wrong,
can do so without the attention of the community being
caLled to hie conduct in time. The chances are that in order
to prevent an improper list from being prepared it will be
necessary for every candidate and every member of Parlia-
ment to spend as much time and incur as much expense as
he would in the conduct of an ordinary election.

Mr. MoCALTiUM. You have to do that now.

Mr. MILLS. No, we have not. I say the great majority
of this House do not look after the votera' lists. The great
majority of this House rest upon their general confidence in
the fair play of the men by whom the lists are prepared,
and it is a rare exception, and not the general rule, that the
liât should be revised by the judge at all. But that condi-
tion of things will continue no longer. The moment you
adopt thia law you make it necessary to spend more time and
incur more expense each year, in revising that list, than iu
the conduct ofr an ordinary election. I say that the expense
is a very serious matter, and that it will be far greater,
taking the country collectively, than the expense incurred
by the Government in the payment of the officers called
upon to prepare these lista. Now, Mr. Chairman, I have
addressed to the committee the remarks which I wished to
make upon this portion of the Bill. I called the attention
of the committee to the fact that in passing the law we now
have on the Statute Book, and in adhering to that law,
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we are adhering to a law which is perfectly consistent
with the general policy of our jurispradonoo; that
just what we have done every year in the trial of contec-
verted elections, in the administration of criminal justice,
is precisely what we are doing in this case, in avoiding
expenso byusing men who are acquainted with the people
and who are infinitely botter qualified to prepare the vote&
lists, in the first instance, than the revising officers the hon.
gentleman proposes to name, whether they are named in
an unobjectionable way, by Parliament, in the Bill, or in
an objectionable way, by the hon. gentleman himsolf. In
that respect there is a very great distinction. I would say
this that if the hon. gentleman persists in his adheronce to
this clause I shall favor an amendaient, when wo come to
the proper part of the Bill, providing for the appointmont
of the reeve, the assessor and the township clerk, for the
purpose of preparing the original lists. I say we can namo
them in the .Bill, and we can impose on them the duty
which is now imposed on the municipal officers, of propar-
ing the list in the first instance. I say it is of the utmost
consequence that the preparation of the lists should not be
in the hands of the revising officer, but in the hands of par-
ties who are acquainted with the ground.

Sir JOUN A. MICDONALD. I find, Sir, that I made à
great mistake. Seduced by the dulcet tones of my hon.
friend from Brant (Mr. Paterson), I broke the rule which
I had set for myself, which I found it necessary, as the
leader of the House, to set for mysolf, and that was to obey
the rules of Parliament. When we went into committee 1
stated from the beginning that we should adhere to the
rules of Parliament, and that when in Committee of the
Whole we should discuss, clause by clause, on its own menrits,
and not anticipate arguments on the very first clause, which
might be brought against the very last. I laid down that
rule; it was my bounden duty to do so. If the leader of
the House desires to perform his duty ho should see that he,
at ail events, should not consciously break any of the rules
of Parliament. Now, during the whole debate we have
broken the rule by which each clause should be considered
on its own merits, without entering on a discussion of the
whole measure. lowever, early that rule was broken. I
could not help it, and on both sides we have had very
instructive, though premature, speeches on varions clauses
of the Bill. It is my duty, however, to adhere to the rule
which I laid down for myself, that when in Committee of
the Whole we should discuss the single question before us
at the time, and not diverge into a discussion-very proper
when the Speaker is in the Chair, on the first, second or
third reading, or on concurrence, but certainly a breach of
the principles and practices of Parliament when in commit-
tee. I adhered to that, but I was seduced by the reasonable
speech of the hon. gentleman to go further than the resolu-
tion which was before the committee. I did so with the
best intention; but it only shows that I was wrong, and
that I should have adhered to the rule, becauso, instead of
being received, as I thought my remarks ought to have
been received, by the hon. member for Bothwell (Mîr. Mills),
he takes up the whole discussion again, opens it up ab initio,
and shows that the present system-I wilh will not call it
obstruction, but the system of lengthened and continued
discussion-should be still continued. It is quite clear that
the hou. gentleman has not adopted the moderate and,
in my opinion, the wise tone of the hon. member for Brant,
in limiting himself to a short and succinct statement of his
objections to the Bill. I apologise to the committee for
making that mistake. I find that the hon gentleman
has not reciprocated. The hon. gentleman is resolved
-I do not know whether those around him will fol-
low his track, but certainly his leader shows that ho
will not follow in that track; I say I do not kno'
whether the remainder of the committee will pursue
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this course or not; but if it is so, we must submit
with all Christian resignation. I stated my reasons why I
would oppose the adoption of the same rigid rules which
exist in England, and which were forced on Mr. Gladstone,
and I am strongly of opinion that I was right then, and I
shall not--so far as I can help it-be induced, by any
continued discussion, to attempt to introduce new rules in
this House, until we find that legislation is put an end to
by the acts of a minority. I hope that is not going to be
the normal state of the Parliament of Canada-I hope so
in the interests of Canada and the prosperity of Canada.
I suppose it will last my time, but if this kind of obstruction
goes on, why, those who follow me will not have such a
happy 40 years as I have had during my parliamentary
experience. It seems that the hon. gentleman wishes to make
it a trial of physical endurance. Well, if that is the case,
we must put up with it the best we can. I told the hon. mem-
ber for West Elgin (Mr. Casey) a story the other day, when we
were taking luncheon, illustrative of what physical endurance
means, and I will repeat it for the benefit of the hon. gentle-
man. There was an Indian in the county of Prince Edward,
now represented by Dr. Platt, who had murdered a farmer
and his wife. He was caught in the act; there was no hope
for him; he was certain to be convicted and to suffer the
extreme penalty of the law; and as he was an Indian-
perhaps not enfranchised, and not able to vote against the
hon. member for Bothwell-of course all the clergy, both
Catholic and Protestant, were anxious to bring him to a
sense of his state, and they went to see him. One day he
isaid to the gaoler-the gaoler was my informant-said he,
"Mr. McGuire, what kind of a place is hell?" " Well, John,"
said he, "it is a place of torment where bad people go to."
"IHas it been long there? " asked the Indian. "Oh, yes;
before the world was created." "lMany people there? " "Oh,
yes; all the bad people go there." "Who was the first man
there ? " "Why," said the gaoler, "l the devil." "Is he
there yet ? " "Yes, he is there yet." "Well," said the
Indian, "if he can stand it, I can."

Mr. FAIRBANKi I wish to ask a question relating to
the working of the Bill. The revising officer is to get the
assessment roll and the list of voters, and from them is to
prepare his first voters' list. At present the assessment
roll makes no reference to the amount of rent that is paid;
and how is the revising officer to get such information as to
enable him to decide whether a tenant shall have a vote or
not? This somewhat extensive class could only be put on
the list upon personal application afterwards. [have a list
in niy hand relating to one constituency, on which there are
over 700 names of persons of that class. Are those 700 to
be left off the first list and only to be put on upon personal
application to the revising officer ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I think I must adhere
to the rule just laid down. I shall be very glad to answer
the hon. gentleman when we get two or three clauses on,
when this question will be appropriate. I shall then be glad
to enter fully into the discussion, to give such explanations
and to receive such sugYgestions as may :be made on both
sides.

Mr. MILLS. With reference to the obs3rvations the hon.
gentleman adCresses to me, I have to say that whatever he
may have beer-, I deny that I was out of ordor. I discussed
the clause before the committee ; I incidentally alluded to
the observations the hon. gentleman made ; but what I said
was strictly pertinent. I have nothing t3 say about the
hon. gentleman's Indian story. That was quite as pertinent
as his speeches usually are in this House. But if any of
the Indians commit acts of that sort today he would not
regard them as murder, and I suppose he will not send any
of them to iades on account of them.

-Mr. CASEY. My hon. friend has asked for the bread
of information, and the hon. gentleman has only given him

Sir JoHN A. MACDONALD

a very good story-a story I have heard before with some
amusement; and it has two morals to it. The one is, that
which I suppose he wished to draw from it, that that side
of the House could stand the discussion of this Bill as long
as we could; and the other, which I think also follows from
it, is, that we have been making it particularly hot for the
hon. gentleman.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That is your future, not
your present.

Mr. CASEY. Well, they may be, perhaps, expiating
now something of what they might otherwise have to endure
in the future. At all events, it has been extremely hot for
them, and if there were any proof of that needed, it might
be found in the statement the hon. gentleman has made this
evening, in regard to the changes he proposes to make in
the Bi. Under these circumstances, the moral is very
clear, and it is not very discouraging to this side of the
House either.

Amendment to amendment (Mr. Watson) negatived.
Yeas, 40; nays, 65.

Amendment (Mr. Charlton) negatived.
70.

Yeas, 40 ; nays,

On section 3,
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I move that in the first

paragraph the word "November " be struck out and the
word "January " be inserted instead, and that the word
" five" be struck out and the word "six " be inserted
instead. The rolls in the cities, I believe are made up in
December, and it is most convenient, therefore, that the
starting point should be on the lst of January instead of on
the lst of November.

On sub-section 2, section 3,
"l I a British subject by birth and naturalisation."
Mr. MITCRELL moved:

That all that part of section 3, after the word "and," of sub-section 2 of
section 3, be struck out, and the following substituted : Has been a
resident of the electoral district for twelve months, and has been assessed
for and paid his taxes for the current year.

He said: I have followed with much attention and a good
deal of regret the course this debate has taken, and 1 hope
I will not be violating the rules which have been
laid * down, and particularly laid down to-night, by
the right hon. the Premier, in suggesting that hon.
gentlemen should confine themselves to the particular
paragraph or section that is under discussion. I will
endeavor to follow that rule as closely as circumstances will
allow, but I may be permitted to make this observation
in relation to the course this debate has taken, that
I look upon the debate with extreme regret, as a constitu-
tional man. I could make great allowance for the opposition
of hon.gentlemen on the other side to this Bill, believing, as
they do, that the independence of the country is assailed by
its provisions, if they had only confined their course to law-
ful and p.rliamentary opposition. But I must say that in
the earlier part of the debate the opposition, in my opinion,
went beyond that, and took the character of obstruction, a
character which I rogretted much to see it take. During
the last tiree or four days of the discussion, however, I am
pleased to see hon. gentlemen have returned to what they
believe to be their constitutional right, to discuss the Bill
without obstruction, but to discuss it fully and effectually
and comI letely. I hope that during the rest of the discus-
sion on t ils Bill that course will be pursued by hon. gentle-
men on roth sides, and that we will endeavor, as closely as
we can, t: confine ourselves to the particular paragraph or
section which may be under the consideration of the commit-
tee for the time being; and, following out that course, I will
limit my remarks, as far as possible-indeed, I hope to do
so entirely-to the particular amendment which I have the
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honor to propose. There is no measure that could come in America for a long time, and has prevailed in several
before this House which could be more fatal to the inde- of the Provinces of this Dominion, and wo have never found
pendence and to the prosperity of this country than a Fran- any very serions objection to its working. If, therefore, it
chise Bill which would declare who should and who should were extended to the whole Dominion, and the right were
not be elected to sit in this Parliament. It is well known given to every one who contributes to the taxation of the
that at a very early stage of the debate, when the question tountry to say how the taxes should be applied, it would
arose as to whether a Bill at all should emanate from this have the advantage of giving satisfaction to the people, and
Parliament, whether we ourselves should regulate the fran- would forever put an end to the agitation which must arise
chise and the conditions upon which persons should be when this Bill is passed, and which is necessarily created by
elected to sit and vote in this House, I then declared my the passage of this Bill. It would create a finality in
opinion to be most decidedly in favor of a Franchise Bill regard to any attempt to broaden the franchise, because
which should emanate from us; I then declared that we the franchise could not bo broadened; it would put an end
ourselves should exercise the right of saying who should to agitation on that subject, and would give, I am pr-
elect us, and that the right should not be given to any minor suaded, very general satisfaction to the people of the coun-
Assembly in this country to make restrictions which would try. Where is the great difference between the sons of
affect or control the election of people to sit here. On the farmers and the sons of mechanies? It is true that, under
other hand, while taking that view of the case, I stated this Bill, some sons of mochanics may vote if their fathers
frankly that although I supported that main principle of possess freeholds, but thoro are many mechanies who do not
the Bill I should oppose the details of the Bill, because own freeholds, whose sons are as capable of discriminating
I looked upon them as very cumbersome, as very as to the proper person to be elocted as the sons of farmers.
expensive, and as entirely unsymmetrical. I have not If the franchise is given to one class of young men, no more
changed my opinion from any discussion that has taken intelligent than others, is it likely that a Bill of that char.
place since. I believe this Bill could be simplified acter will give satisfaction and conduce to the harmonious
very materially by the adoption of the resolution working of our elective system? I do not think it will, and
I have proposed. The advantages of the system I therefore I propose this amendment. I know some objections
propose over the system provided in the Bill are, in my are raised to it in reference to its detail. I am not tied to the
opinion, numerous. In the first place, the system I propose particular form. Some say that it should not be limited to
will be much more economical than the Bill before us. The the tax-paying element. I believe that is a sound prin-
right lon. First Minister has stated that the cost of the ciple. I do not bolieve in giving to paupers and others who
revising officdrs and the clerks is much exaggerated ; possi- do not contribute anything to the revenue of the country
bly it may be. No person can tell what the cost of that the right to say who shall distribute those revenues; but, on
staff of officers will be; but one thing we do know, and that the other hand, I believe that the principle is just as correct,
is, that there are upwards of 200 constituencies in this that everyone who does contribute to the revenues of the
country, that we have a revising officer for each constitu- country should have a right to say how they should be dis-
ency and a clerk and a bailiff, as provided by the Bill; tributed and who should be the people to distribute them.
these people must in each constituency have an office; there I am not going to take up the time of the committee. There
will be rents to be paid, stationery to be provided and has been too much time takon up already in the discussions
printing to be done, and I am of opinion that the whole of which have taken place. I have simply stated the reasons
this will reach certainly between $150,000 and $200,000 a which have induced me to submit this amendment, and I
year. If that be the casa, it will be adding to the cost of would say to the right hon. gentleman at the head of the
legislation in this country a very considerable item which, Governmont that, if ho would accept the amendment, I
I think, ought teobe avoided if possible. Let us see how it believe it would give satisfaction to the country, I bolieve,
can be avoided. Undor the Bill, the extension of the though I am not authorised to speak for them, that hon.
franchise in individual instances is quite as comprehensive gentlemen on the other side would accept it, that it would
and goes quite as far as the amendment which I have the stop this long discussion; and I say further that, if the
honor to propose. For instance, this Bill allows people who right hon. gentleman would declare that this is not a party
pay $2 a month rental to vote, and we all know the class of vote, that it is a question raised above party, and would
people who pay $2 a montb rental; we know if is the leave the gentlemen who sit behind him to exorcise their
very lowest and most impoverished class of people in judgment upon it, I believe ho would find that a large
this community who would live in bouses for which majority of them would sustain the principle of manhood
they only have to pay $2 a month rent, and if that suffrage basedI on taxation.
is tbe case, if that class of people are as lo'w down in
the scale of society as the class that I propose to enfranchise Mr. DAVY]ES. When the lon, gentleman first introduced
here, surely we cannot, on the ground that they are beneath bis amendmont I understood it was one in favor of man-
those to whom wo are going to give reprosentation, refuse hood suffrage, pure and simple. I did not particularly
them the right to vote. The objection to this amendment, examine the re solution which he placed in your hands, and
as I understand, is that it is too comprehensive. Well, the so understanding bis object, I told him I would ho most
same applies to a certain class enfranchised under this Bill, happy to second it. It seems to me, however, on a critical
and we have this difference between the two cases, that in examination of that amendment, that it does not go as far
one case you adopt an extensive machinery, with a large as I would wish it to go. That may be a fault of mine, but
amount of cost, and a complicated measure for the con- it does not cover the whole question of manhood suffrage.
sideration and discussion and judgment of these revising It necessitates the possession of property on the part of
officers, and cf the people themselves who may vote ; you the British subject of twenty-one years of age ; it pre-sup-
have a number of sections in this Bill which it is very poses Vie possession by him cf property in order that he
difficult to understand, and all this would be removed if the may get on the assesment roll.
amondment which I propose were substituted, and you Mr. MITCHELL. No; a man paying a poll tax of a
would have the advantage of a measure simple in its shilling or a dollar would bave a vote.
character, uniform in its constitution and inexpensive in its
operation. There ais a principle underlying this amend- Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. There are very few poli
ment which I think is worth the consideration of this House. taxes in the Dominion or in the Provinces.
It is that we are gradually drifting towards universal
suffrage, not here alone, but in Europe. It has existed Mr. MITCHELL. They can adopt them, tien.
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Mr. DAVIES. If poll taxes were universal, and the hon.

gentleman had said that those paying a poll tax should be
included, I would have been glad to adopt it ; but this
amendment requires that the voter should have been
assessed and paid taxes for the current year. That necessi-
tates his having property, and places the right to exercige
the franchise upon the same basis as the right hon. gentle.
man proposes, though in a different way. The Bill now
before us necessitates the possession by the voter of a
certain amount of real estate or the receipt of so much
income.

Mr. MITCHELL. No.

Mr. DAVIES. The Bill pre-supposes that. He must be
the owner of land worth $150 in cities and $350 in counties,
or a tenant paying monthly rental of $2 or a yearly rental
of $20. Ie must be an occupant, in the actual possession
of land worth $150 or in receipt of a yearly income of $400.
The classes reached, therefore, by this Bill, are nearly as
extensive as those who would be reached by the amendment
of the member for Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell). I think
he has worded his resolution unfortunately, and that it
would not embrace those classes that lie seeks to embrace.
Therefore, I shall be obliged, in order to put my views on
record, to move a small amendment to that-although I
may say that when listening to his remarks I found that lie
and I were perfectly in accord. There is no doubt, as he
says, that we are now arrived at a very- important stage of
this Bill. The House, by agreeing to the second reading,
has affirmed a principle that this Legislature alone shall
settle the franchise of those electors who are to vote for
members here. And we are now face to face with the still
more important question, in my view, of what that franchise
shall consist of. I think the basis the right hon. gentleman
bas laid down is an unfortunate basis, and that it cannot be
logically defended. I think, in a new country like Canada, we
ought to have a more liberal and a more radical basis, and I
propose that this Bill shall affirm that every free citizen of
this Dominion, not disqualified by law, being 21 years of age,
and having resided in the district for twelve months, shall
have the right to vote. Sir, it is a new principle as regards
some of the Provinces of this Dominion. It is not a new
principle to myself and my colleagues from Prince Edward
Island, nor is it new, I believe, to the members from British
Columbia. We have had that principle in force for twenty-
five or thirty years, and I will venture the assertion that
after the experience of a quarter of a century no public
man can be found who will express his opinion that it has
failed. I think there has been a concensus of opinion from
all parties, politicians and thinking men, statesmen of all
kinds, who have any knowledge of Prince Edward Island
politics, that the system of manhood suffrage in Prince
Edward Island lias been a great success. Now, when we
lay down the basis of a new franchise for the whole
Dominion I think we commit a cruel wrong if we
make it higher than the one which has bn in
operation in those two Provinces. It is a good prin.
ciple, that once men have votes they should always have
votes. Yon have no right to take from these men the
rights which they have heretofore possessed, unless you can
establilsh the fact that they have abused the trust which the
Legislature reposed in them. No man dare say, no man has
said, that the eloctors of Prince Edward Island have ever
abused that trust No man has said-or, at any rate, suc-
cessfully said-that it is right or just to disfranchise that
class. Sir, I ask that the principle we have had in operation
in that Province be extended all over this Dominion. I say
it is the only true basis upon which you can rest. You are
now enacting, for the first time in this new country, the
basis for a franchise. Is there any hon. gentleman within
the reach of my voice who thinks you are going to rest
there ? You are going to exclude from the exercise of that

Mr. DAvias.

dearest right of a Briton a large portion of the population.
Do you think those whom you are going to exclude will be
satisfied ? Do you not know that the experience of past
countries will be repeated ? That from year to year there
will be an incessant agitation carried on by these people to
obtain the same rights as are enjoyed by their fellow citizens.
the right to say who shall represent them and who shall
tax them ? Now, we have had the experience of other
countries as to the effect of this system of manhood suffrage.
The argument against it bas been that there are, in cities,
large fioating populations who are not intelligent enough to
exercise the franchise. But we have only to look across
the line, to the great country south of us, and what do we
see there ? We see one of the greatest coantries in the
civilised world, where the principle of manhood suffrage
has been in operation for nearly 100 years«. After that
experience of a century, is there a public man in the United
States who would dare to stand up to-day and advocate a
return to a more liberal franchise ?

An bon. MEMBER. Yes, thousands.
Mr. DAVIES. Well, of course my assertion, and the

denial of my hon. friend, do not amount to a great deal ;
but I have read American history wrongly, and have read
the utterances of their leading men wrongly-

Mr. WOOD (Brockville). Have you read an article
written by Francis Parkman ?

Mr. DAVIES. Yes.
Mr. WOOD. Yo surely do not infer that he is in favor

of manhood suffrage?
Mr. DAVIES. I did not know that Francis Parkman

was a political man at all.
Mr. WOOD. His opinion has alh the greater weight.
Mr. DAVIES. I do not think so. I say no politician of

any standing, no public man-using the word in the sense
of a man who takes part in the politics of the country-will
be found who will advocate a recurrence to a more limited
franchise. Take the public men of the Republican party,
or of the Democratic party: Di4 you ever see a plank pro-
posed to be inserted in the platform of either of those two
great parties that asked for a limited franchise, that would
exclude any class of their fellow citizens from that fran-
chise ? Why, Sir, it would be the death knell of the party
who proposed it. Looking at the broad results of one
hundred years' experience, bas the faith which the
founders of the American constitution placed in the
people at large been justified by the facts ? I say it
bas. I say that, although that country has been
the recipient of the floating population of almost
every part of the globe; although I think I am not exagger-
ating when I say that millions have poured into that coun.
try for the past fifty years from the old world; although
what is called the scum of the population of some of those
countries has gone into the United States, still, Sir, when
they once land upon that soil and reside there twelve
months, they become citizens and find that they have the
same rights as the millionaire, or the man who is born
there, and the result has been that they become amalga-
mated with the people, and become lovers of the country
which they have adopted; and I suppose that to-day you
will not find any people more loyal to the flag they have
chosen as their own than the immigrants from Ireland,
England, Germany, Italy and other European countries.
Sir, I say that their experience furnishes one of the most
magnificent spectacles that the world bas ever presented-
the whole of that immense mass of people marching to the
polls once in four years and electing its chief magistrate;
and yet one would suppose, from the predictions who were
uttered with reference to universal suffrage, that
the exercise of that right would be accompanied by
violence and by tyranny, Such has not been the case;
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ach was not the case. That country was brought face
to face with one of the greatest revolutions the world has
ever seen. The North and South were pitted against each
other. The wiseaeres of the old countries of the world
shook their hoads and said : The end has come; the Republic
is a failure; diaintegration has already set in, and this is
owing in part to the system of giving every man a vote.
What has been the result ? No other country could have
grappled with a rebellion of the same magnitude so success-
fully as the United States did in 1860. I invite attention to
the opinion expressed by the greatest living statesman at
the time lie introduced the celebrated Franchise Billin 1864.
Mr. Gladstone referred to the rebellion in the United States,
and pointed out that the result obtained was the result of
every capable citizen being enfranchised and having a direct
and energetic interest in the welfare of the State:

" Never was a çreat truth so vividly illuetrated as in the war of the
American Republie. The convulsion of that country between 1861 and
1865 was, perhaps, the most frightful that ever assailed a national
existence. The efforts which were made on both sides were marked.
The exertions by which alone the movementwas put down were not only
extraordinary, but they were what would antecedently have been called
impossible; and they were only rendered possible by the fact that they
proceeded from a nation where every capable citizen was enfranchised
and had a direct and energetic interest in the welfare of the State."

Such was the result of the experience and refiection
of the greatest living statesman of this age, and perhaps I
am not far wrong in saying of any age. When we look at
the facts of history as he has looked at them
and accept the conclusion he has drawn, that that
country was enabled to conquer from the fact that
it gave every capable citizen a right to vote and
take part in the Government, we have the nucleus and basis
of a thought which should guide us in deciding what basis
we should put the franchise upon in this Dominion. In the
magnificent institutions of the United States and in the
manner in which they amalgamate immigration coming to
their shores, in the wonderful appreciation of their institu-
tions, we see the solution of the problem how to govern a
country by the people and for the people. (The hon, gentle-
man read from Mr. Mathew Arnold's work, being the
result of his American tour, to show the homogeneous
character of the American nation. Continuing, he said):
The experience of the country lying alongside of the Domin.
ion, with which we are most directly connected, about
which we individually know the most outside of Canada, is
one which affords to us a solution of the problem now under
consideration. We have there a century of the most trying
experience, and yet to-day it is a homogeneous people
marching on in the race of progress at an unprecedented
rate, and bidding for the supremacy of the world. We findj
the United States attracting immigration more than any
other country attracts it, and I believe one reason for that
is that every man who goes there knows that he
becomes a full-fiedged citizen, with all the political1
rights and privileges accorded to Vanderbilt or any1
other millionaire. We are competing with the United
States for a portion of this immigration, and if wej
want to compete and succeed we should let immigrants
from the old world know that when they arrive in Canada1
they are enfranchised and possess the same political
privileges as they would in the United States. We are
taking a retrograde step, one we shall regret, ard one which,
in a very few years, we shall have to recall, which, until it
is recalled, will be followed by agitation, year after year,
until we lay down the basis that every capable citizen has1
a right to take part in the government of the country. If
we turn our eyes from the United States to England we
find that an agitation has been going on in the same direc-
tion. That agitation has not reached its final point but is1
coming near to it. A political revolution has taken place(
during the last fifty years, not acoompanied by bloodshed,1
but noue the less a revolution. The people were fifty years1

ago excluded from the Government; those who had the right
to vote were a very smali clss, sud the result was this,
that those elected by them legislated for the class
and not for the benefit of the people at large. We know
the result of the class logislation in England fifty, sixty, or
seventy years ago was, that the people were brought almost
to the verge ofrebellion, and those who are conversant with
the history of that country, about the year 1832, know that
the concessions of popular rights which were then given
were given almost at the point of bayonet. We know, Sir,
that since that time, and in fact in that year, England went
through the throes of a new birth. We know that since that
time the harsh, cruel, and unnatural laws which were then
in force have been nearly all repealed. We know that year
by year the legislation of that country, instead of being
behind the genius of the age, has been in advance of it, and
has been an example to other countries; and when we look
at the manner in which that legislation has been brought
about, we see that it has been almost coincident with the
extension of the franchise. I took the trouble to look up the
number who had the right to the franchise in that year.
I find, Sir, in that Bill, which has beon characterised
as the new magna charta of British liberty, 500,000
were addod to the electorate, and 500,000 only. Why, Sir,
the statesman of that day, Lord John Russell, who carried
the Bill through, thought he had don. something marvel-
lous; h. thought he was taking a dangerous step in
admitting thesc 500,000 of the middle classes, educated
people, to the exorcise of political rights, which to us, seen
almost as proper for them to enjoy as the right to breathe
the air or enjoy the sunshine. But, Sir, ho did admit them,
and he advised his party to rest and be thankful. He
thought he had done ail that was nocessary. According to
his political light, that was all right, but what do we find ?
Do we find, Sir, that any of the ovils which were predicted
by the Conservatives of those days followed ? On the con-
trary, we find those very gentlemen, or their successors,
to-day, proclaiming that the stop was in the right direction.
We find their leader, many years afterwards, adopting the
role of a Reformer himself, and opening the political portals
still wider. We find that between 1866 and 1869 a very
much larger number were added to the electorate. In 1866
the electorate of the United Kingdom reached 1,364,000
people, and that was a very small proportion of the popula-
tion of the country. The Reformers of the country were
not satisfied. They felt that a wrong was being done, that
the mass of the people were not being represented in Par-
liament, and that not being represented, thoir interests
were not attended to, because, disguise it as we may, if a
amall class have the right to elect a Parliament, Parliament
will reflect the views of that class to a very large extent.
The Reformers went on with the agitation until, as I say,
between 1866 and 1869 a very large number were added to
that electorate. Well, Sir, they adopted the principle of bouse-
hold suffrage. But they did not adopt it out of pure reason-
ing. They did not concede those rights to the people because
it was proved to them in Parliament that the people should
exercise those rights, but tbey conceded them to a large ex.
tent out of fear. I remember when I was in London in 1866,
when thousands of people were parading the streets, when
Hyde Park railings were pulled down, when it was thougrt
the mob were going to take possession of London, I wondered
what the row was about. I went to their meetings, Ilistened
to their orators, and I came to the conclusion, as I think every
man here would have come to the conclusion, that they were
only asking what was fair, right and proper. There were
hundreds and thousands of well dressed artisans, clever,
intelligent men, who were exciuded from the franchise.
But between 1866 and 189 the portals were thrown
open, and they adopted the principle of household suffrage.
But they have gone on since that time, and we find in 1884
there were 3,000,000 of electors, The agitation has been
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going on since, and unrest and disquiet have been the con-
dition in the manufacturing towns of that country and those
portions of the country where the people were massed
together, because millions of people were excluded from
this right. They had adopted the principle of household
suffrage, the same principle which the hon, gentleman is
introducing in this Bill, but that was not going far enough.
Thousands and millions of capable citizens were still
excluded; the agitation rolled on year after year, until in
1884 we find Mr. Gladstone introducing his new Franchise
Bill, and upon what does he base it? Does he base it on
household suffrage? No; but he has come to the conclu-
sion that the only fair basis on which to place a right of
this kind is capability, and he declares that every capable
citizen of the United Kingdom, by this Bill, shall have a
right to exercise that great boon of every British subject,
the franchise, and he admits by the Bill of 1884 over
2,000,000 of electors to the franchise.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Household suffrage.
Mr. DAVIES. The principle is not household suffrage

simply.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon. gentleman must

know that his Bill is simply extending to the agricultural
laborers, the householders of the country, what the louse-
holders of the town had.

Mr. DAVIES. I am speaking of the principle which the
right hon. gentleman who introduced the Bill, and who
knows as much about it, certainly, as the right hon. gentle-
man opposite, claims to base it on. Technically, the right
hon. gentleman is right, but household suffrage has been
construed to mean in England the smallest room.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No.
Mr. DAVIES. That has been affirmed by half a dozen

judicial decisions.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. A louse may be one

room.

Mr. CAMERON (Victoria). That is the lodger's suffrage

Mr. DAVIES. The meaning of the word house has been
construed to cover a small room.

An hon. MEMBER. A single room in a louse ?

Mr. MoNEILL. Do you mean that each of a number of
rooms in a house has been construed to mean a louse ?

Mr. DAVIES. Yes; there may be more than one louse
under one roof. It has been so decided by the unanimous
decision in Oc imon Pleas, that the owner of one room in a
louse comes ''ithin the Bill.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. One room may be a
house, and on-i room may not ho a louse.

Mr. DAVIES. One room in a house is a louse within
the meaning of the Franchise Bill. We find that in the
English Parliament mon like Mr. Lowe, who had formerly
been Liberals, shrank in terror from the idea that household
suffrage should be conceded. Mr. Lowe said it is time we
educated our masters. Well, it was time, but the moment
%e admitted the people to the franchise they sent mon to
the House of Commons who introduced an education Bill,
which is now educating the whole people of England. After
the household suffrage was introduced the greatest reforms
of modern days have been introduced and carried-in whatt
is called the golden era of liberalism. Since that time the a
most liberal messures have been carried-the measure for
the abolition of the Irish State Church, the measure for the
reform of the Irish land laws -all those laws which have
marked and distinguished Mr. Gladstone's Administration a
as the golden age of liberalism have bon carried since thec

Ur. DAvus.

franchise was widened. Now, I want to come to the point
I was at when I was interrupted a moment ago, that the
underlying principle of Mr. Gladstone's Bill is the conferring
upon every capable citizen of the state the right to exercise
the franchise. I will quote the right hon. gentleman's own
words, in the speech in which he introduced that measure:

"I take my stand on the broad principle that the enfranchisement of
capable citizens, be they few or be they many, and, if they be many, so
much the better, gives an addition of strength to the State.'

There is the principle stated broadly and clearly ; every
capable citizen, he says, not every man who occhpies a
house-

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Not every citizen.
Mr. DAVIES. Every capable citizen.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. What is the evidence of

capability ? A house ?
Mr. DA VIES. Mr. Gladstone did not leave things in the

dark, for ho defined what he meant by a capable citizen.
He referred to the condition of matters in the United States,
and went on to say:

" The strength of the modern State lies in the representative system.
I rejoice to think that in this happy country.and under this happy
constitution we have other sources of strength in the respect paid to
various orders of the State, and in the authority they enjoy and in the
unbroken course which has been allowed to most of our national
traditions, but still in the main it is the representative system which is
the strength of the modern state in general and of this State in par-
ticular."

The true principle has been recognised and applied by Mr.
Gladstone in his Franchise Bill, that every capable citizen in
the StaLe should havj a voice in the affairs of that State.
Every man who is taxed should have the right to a
voice-

Mr. POSTER. Will the hon. gentleman allow me to ask
one question ? If capability is the foundation of Mr. Glad-
stone's suffrage, what is the test of that capability which he
applies iu lis Bill ?

Mr. DAVIES. I do not know what the test is ; I am
speaking of the principle. As he applies it at present in
England, it is the extension of what is called household
suffrage to every part of the United Kingdom. But hie lays
down, as the right principle, that every capable citizen has
a right to a vote. The hon. memLer for King's (Mr. Foster)
will not contend, nor, I think, will the right hon. the First
Minister himself, that it is any test of capability that a man
occupies a house and pays a rental of $3 a month. Is that
any gauge of his intelligence ?

Mr. FOSTER. What is Mr. Gladstone's gauge ?
Mr. DAVIES. The hon. gentleman knows, or ought to

know, that Mr. Gladstone is a practical statesman, and that
while ho may himself believe in a further extension of the
franchise than has been accorded in his Bill' heonly intro.
duced a Bill which he was able to carry. He finds that in
England the majority of Parliament are only ready at
present to concede an extension of the suffrage to those
who are known as householders-that is, those who occupy
the whole or part of a house.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Well, I am a practical
statesman, Qnd I take that gauge.

Mr. DAVIES. The hon. gentleman says lie is a practical
statesman, and that ho has a gauge. I want to know if
there is a member behind him who will accept his gauge as
a fair one of a man's capability to vote ?

Some hon. MEMR.BERS. Yes.

Mr. DAVIES. Dies the hon. gentleman say that because
a man pays 82 a month for a room that that shows hie is
capable of exercising the franchise ?
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Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That man would not have

a vote under Mr. Gladstone's Bill.
Mr. DAVIES. Does the hon. gentleman mean to say

that a man who has passed lis examination and is receiving
$300 a year as a schoolteacher is not qualified, while an
ignorant man, who pays $2 a month for a room, is ? Why,
there is no gauge or test at all in his Bill. It is because h'
has introduced a lot of fancy franchises, and has refused to
adopt a fair test that I am attacking bis Bill. Although Mr.
Gladstone was not able to carry out lis principle as far as
he wished, he as carried it further than any English
statesman ever did before, and at one stroke of is pen las
admitted 2,000,000 electors to the exercise of the franchise
who were previously excluded. I say, then, let us adopt
the principle Mr. Gladstone lays down, and make a test of
its application. The tests you have laid down lu this Bill
are unfair, unjust and tyrannical. They ignore intelli-
gence; they exclude thousands upon thousands of the most
intelligent young men of the country, and they admit
thousands upon thousands of those who are less educated.
Mr. Gladstone goes on:

" We are ready to take in the peasant as he is, and joyfully bring him
within the reach of this last and highest privilege of the constitution.
The whole population, I rejoice to think, have liberty of speech, they
have liberty of writing, they have liberty of meeting.in public, they have
liberty of private association, they have liberty of petitioning Parliament.
All these privileges are not privileges taking away from us, diminishing
our power and security; they are al ef them privileges on the existence
ef which our security depende. Without them we could not be seoured.
I ask yon to confer on these very same classes the crowning privilege of
voting for a representative in Parliament, and then I say we, who are,
strong now as a nation and a State, shall, by virtue of that change, be
stronger still."

In that language the lon.gentleman can recognise who and
what people Mr. Gladstone regarded as capable citizens-
those who had the liberty of speech, those who had the
liberty of writing, those who had the liberty of meeting in
public, those who had the liberty of private association, and
those who had the liberty of petititioning Parliament ; in
other words, he recognised manhood, citizenship, as the test
of capability to exercise the franchise. Now, having before
us the example of the United States, which has had univer-
sal suffrage for 100 years, and the example of the United
Kingdom, which is yearly marching in that direction, and
wil march on until it reaches that consummation, we
should not hesitate for a moment as to the principle we
should adopt. We are a new country; we have not got the
large residuum which is sometimes spoken of as existing
among the English classes. We have not got that gross
ignorance which seems to be almost inseparable from the
aggregation of millions of people in towns and cities, such
as we see in the great city of London; and the introduction
of a new franchise into this Parliament, for the first time,
shouiu e marked by faith in the people we represent. Why
should we be afraid of the people ? Why, in this new coun-
try, should we be .'.d of any class ?

An hon. MEMBER. We are not.

Mr. DAVIES. Then why exclude them from this
privilege of a frec man ? Why say they shall not have a
voice in the affairs of the country ? I say we should lay
the foundations broad and deep, on a basis we can justify
now, and where they will remain for many years to come.
You may put up your fancy franchises to-day, you may
exclude your thousands of young, capable citizens, from the
exercise of their right, but how long will it last ? Do you
think they will be satisfied to remain outside the pale while
their fellow citizens are marching up and electing members
of Parliament ? Do you think, while the great country to the
south of us recognises the rights of every citizen, you can
adopt a narrower principle here and have it remain ? No ;
you are not only adopting a principle which is unsound in
itself; you are showing a want of faith in the people which

befbre long they will resent, and you will be forced, in a few
years, to adopt that principle, which is the only true and just
principle. If you want to have a test, take the test of
intelligence. But the right lon. the Premier ignores that.
He had the courage and the manliness to propose it to this
House when he asked the adoption of female suffrage. 1,
myself, voted in favor of it, and would like to see it carried
into effect; but hon. gentlemen opposite chose to ignore
that principle, and refused to give women the right to vote.

An hon. MEMBER. Did Gladstone take that test ?
Mr. DAVIES. Mr. Gladstone's test was that every

capable citizen should have a vote, and he wanted to apply
that principle, but all he could induce his Parliament to do
was to come down to household suffrage. Have we any
class in this country such as that of which Mr. Gladstone
and his friends were afraid ? Have we this great mass of
people who were never educated and never had the chance
of being educated? No; we have not. In this new coun-
try, where education is almost universal, where there is
no large, ignorant, floating population, we are bound by
the test, which experience bas shown in the United States
to be a true test, to confer upon every capable citizen,
every young man of age, every mn who bears a share in
the burdens of the State, the prive e of taking part in the
government of the State. Prim7 facie every free citizen
has a right to vote. If you want to exclude him you are
bound to justify his exclusion. On what principle do you
justify it here? None las been offered. Are you afraid
of the people? fHas the result in those Provinces where
manhood suffrage has revailed been such as to jus-
tify your saying: We wil not apply it over the rest of
the Dominion. I say it has not. As a country, it
is remarkable to what extent education is diffused
among the mass of our people. In Ontario, Quebec
and the Maritime Provinces, the means of obtain-
ing a fair education are within the reach of every man, and
our young men have taken advantage of those means.
There is no part of the world, in my opinion, where the
people have the means of education freer at hand than the
people of this country, and I doubt if there is any country
where they are taken more advantage of. We have an
educated people, not only educated at the public schools,
but educated by the public press, which in this country cir-
culates in almost every bouse. We have also the education
which comes from our many-sided colonial life, and which
is very different from the education accorded to those who
grow up in the countries of the old world. We glory in
our free institutions; we are prond of talking of them.
Hon. gentlemen opposite talk abut this great Canada with
its iron band from end to end, and, its free institutions all
over the land. Why then do they not give effect to their
panegyrics ? Are they afraid of the people who have
developed these institutions ? Ought we not, instead of
fearing.them, be proud of them, and grant to them the rights
of full citizenship, and have as much confidence in them
as' the American Republie has in her sons ? Until
we do that we will not have reached the pioper basis, we
will not be laying down the proper line, we will not be
doing what we will be bound to do in a few years. We
drink in freedom at our every breath, and if hon. gentle-
men think they are going to exclude fiee enfranchiseti
Canadians from the exercise of the franchise they are mis-
taken. They may keep them out a year or two, but the
peoplewill press on with irresistible force, the portals o
Parliament will be opened, and those mon will have to be
accorded rights which hon. gentlemen opposite only intend
to grant to a favored few. These young men have taxes
to pay, they respect the laws, and when the country is in
danger it is to them we look for support and succor. When
the rebellion raised its head in the North-West, who did
you ask to shoulder the rifle ? Whom did you call ont to
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maintain the integrity of our country and the honor of oiîr
flag? You appealed to the young mon, and they responded,
from one end of the country to the other; and they sprang
to the front, at the first call, to discharge their duty, and yet
you tell me you can put the onus of citizenship on the young
mon and refuse them the right; you can give them the bur-
dens and not give them the privilege. I tell you you cannot do
it. There are thousands of young men who went away at
the call of duty to the North-West, leaving their families
behind, leaving their loving wives or old mothers, those
who depend upon them for support. You are not ashamed
to call upon them to shoulder the rifle, to discharge the
duties of citizonship. Why are you ashamed to give them
the rights? Those who bear the burden, those that dis-
charge the duty, should have the right to vote. I say there
are hundreds in the North-West who, when they return to
their homes, whether in Ontario or Prince Edward Island,
will find, should this Bill pass, that while they are obliged
to fight for their country they will not be allowed to vote
for those who make the laws. Of the batallion that the
Minister of Militia has ordered out from Prince Edward
Island, one half of the mon, when they come back from the
North-West, will be disfranchised. You are inflicting cruel
wrong on those poor men,,vhich it may take years to right,
but which will be righted, either in this House or by the
people who send you here.

Mr. PAINT. That speech will help you at the next
election.

Mr. DAVIES. Who are these mon you are going to
exclude ? You are excluding all the workingmen in this
country who are not householders.

Mr. SHAKESPEARE. No.
Mr. DAVIES. You are excluding all the farm laborers.
Mr. SHAKESPEARE. No.
Mr. DAVIES. You are excluding all the household

servants.
Mr. SHAKESPEARE. No.
Mr. DAVIES. The hon. member from British Columbia

does not appear to know what ho is talking about.
Mr. SAKESPEARE. I do know what I am talking

about.
Mr. DAVIES, le willi
Mr. SHAKESPEARE.
Mr. DAVIES. If the h

tions, if he has the courage
up and express them, andi
and interrupting the speal
about.

Mr. SHAKESPEARE.1

please not contradict me.
That statement is not true.

on. gentleman has any convie-
of his convictions, lot him rise

not sit there shouting " no, no,"
kers. I know what I am talkiug

So do I.
Mr. DAVIES. The hon. gentleman does not even appear

to understand the Bill before the committee.
Mr. SHAKESPEARE. The statement the hou. gentleman

makes is not true.
Mr. DAVIES. I make the statement, which you must

admit, that those who own real property in cities of $300
and in counties of $150 are given the franchise by this Bill,
and that does not include the farm laborer.

Mr. SHAKESPEARE. Yes; it does.
Mr. DAVIES. If you know anything about the condi-

tion of farm laborers n this country you will know that
there are thousands who do not own property at all. I
know hundreds ofthem in my own Province.

Mr. SIIAKESPEARE. You do not know yourself what
you are talking about. They get a vote by their earnings;
that is how they get a vote.

Ur. DAÂvs.

Mr. DAVIES. That proves the crass ignorance of the
hon,. gentleman still more, because he should know that the
farm laborers do not earn enough money to entitle them to
a vote.

Mr. SHAKESPEA.RE. I do not know anything of the
kind.

Mr. DAVIES. It is time that you should, and that you
should know several other things. I say the farm laborers,
as a class, will be disfranchised by this Bill.

Mr. SHAKESPEARE No, no.
Mr. DAVIES. I hope the hon. gentleman will have the

courtesy not to interrupt.
Mr. SHAKESPEAIRE. Do not make false statements.
Mr. DAVIES. Mr. Chairman, I submit that I have no

right Vo be charged with making false statements.
Mr. PAINT. Will the hon. gentleman allow me to make

a statement ? The laborers in British Columbia receive day
wages of $1.50 to $2.50, my hon. friend informs me.

Mr. DAVIES. The hon.gentleman from Richmond, N.S.,
who is interrupting me, informs us what the laborers
receive in British Columbia. I should like him to tell us
what the rate of wages is in the eounty from which h.
comes, and in any of the Maritime Provinces. I should
like him to tell us what the men get who are laborers on
the wharves in the cities of the Maritime Provinces, and
whether they will not be distranchised under this Bill.

Mr. PAINT. In the city of St. John, N.B., they get 82 a
day.

Mr. DAVIES. The hon. gentleman appears to have a
great aversion to his own Province. He wants to get away
from home. He will not refer to his own Province at ail.
I assert that the farm laborers in those parts of Canada
that I am acquainted with are disfranchised by this Bill,
and if there are any in this House who will venture to say
that farm laborers in this country get more than $400 a
year, I want to sec them, and I want to know the parts of
Canada they come from. I want to see one individual who
will get up and say so. There is not one. Thon I repeat
what I was saying, when I was so discourteously ihter-
rupted, that domestic servants will be disfranclised, and
that all laborers in the cities of the Dominion will b dis-
franchised, unless they happen to own real estate, and that
the workers in the manufactories of this Dominion
will be disfranchised, and that the workers on the wharves
of this Dominion and lu the mines of this Dominion will
be disfranchised, unless they receive $400 a year. I ven-
ture the assertion that noue, unless they are skilled work.
mon, will have the vote, and a very large number of those
do not receive $400. Fishermen's sons will be disfranchised.
The schoolteachers of Prince Edward Island, an educated
class, licensed to teach, receive-a great many of them-
less than $400 a year, and they will be disfranchised.
Clerks, employees in the cities of the Dominion-large num-
bers of them-receive less than $400 a year, and they will
be disfranchised. Journeymen, mechanics of al classes,
receive less than $400 a year, and they will be disfranchised.
In a word, all unskilled labor will b. disfranchised. It is
true you may say that, if a man has $300 worth of land, ho
can come in, but I am not arguing on that basis. I say that
is no test of the right to vote or of the ability to exorcise
the vote properly. You are excluding thousands and hun-
dreds of thousands of the bone and sinew of the country in
whom you ought to have confidence. Why should you be
ashamed of the people? Go forward; take them by the
hand; show your confidence in the young men and in the
intelligent mon; treat them as they should be treated, and
you will win their confidence in return. But this attempt to
exclude them from the dearest right of a Briton will recoil
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on the head of the Tories who are attempting it. No statesman
ever trusted the people in vain. No Government ever enfran
chised the people and repented of it. I ask you to throw
off the shackles which now seem, at any rate, to tie up the
hands and the mental faculties of the right hon. gentleman
opposite. He is so full of old time beliefs, he so clings to
his ideas of a past age, that he refuses to recognise the
progress of modern times, he refuses to recognise the logic
of facts as they exist in the country south of the line, as
they are showing themselves day by day and year by year,
in the mother land; he refuses to go forward in the march
of progress, he refuses to place his trust and confidence in
the people of the Dominion. He is not ashamed to call
upon them in his hour of trouble, and he will acknowledge
that they have responded manfully and nobly, that they
have shown a love of country and a patriotism which is
beyond all praise, and these young men, who have been
willing to give up their homes, and their labor, and their
families, and to sacrifice their lives on behalf of their
country-this is the class of men you are disfran-
chising, and this is the time you take to do it, and to
proclaim that you have no confidence in them, and that you
will not give them the right to exercise the franchise.
I have faith in the people. I have seen manhood
suffrage worked out. I believe in it, from what I have seen
and from what I have read. I believe that all thoughtful
men of modern days, who are in accord with liberal ideas
and who live under popular institutions, have the trend of
their ideas in that direction. We ought not to be behind in
the race. We ought not to lay down a wrong basis and to
exclude thousands of people from the franchise that we
know are as capable of exercising it as those whom you are
admittiug. I object to the words in the amendment of the
hon. member for Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell): "and
bas been assessed for and paid his taxes for the thon current
year." Those words would disfranchise as many as the
present Bill does ; therefore, I hope he will see his way
clear to amend it, by adopting these words I suggest.

Mr. MITCHELL. My object in introducing this amend-
ment was to meet the moderate views of the gentlemen
who might object to universal suffrage, bocause universal
suffrage would include paupers and every person, My
desire was to make such a restriction as, without impairing
the effect of it-perhaps not even, to any extent, the extent
of it-would meet the views of gentlemen opposite also. I
am quite prepared to change it in such a way as will meet
the wishes of the House.

Mr. DAVIES. Then I would suggest that this would
meet the hon. gentleman's views as an amendment to the
amendment: strike out the words "and has been assessed
for and paid his taxes for the then carrent year," and insert
in lieu thereof the words: "and has not received aid as a
pauper, or been convicted of a felony, and is free from any
legal incapacity."

Mr. MILLS. The lion. gentleman will see that if an
election were to take place early in the year everyone in
the constituency might be disfranchised, because it says
" paid his taxes for the current year," and the taxes for the
current year might not have been collected in any instance.

Mr. MITCHELL. That is just one of the difficulties that
may be presented against the amendment.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Put "taxes due at the
time of voting."

Mr. MITCHELL. Very well. As the right hon. gentle-
man is disposed to help me, and has made a suggestion, and
a very capital one, if he will accept the amendment thus
improved I will agree to il.

Mr. SMALL. The hon. gentleman who has just taken
his seat made a broad assertion about the volunteers in the
city of Toronto who would be disfranchised under this Bil.
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He seems to know a good deal about Toronto and the
volunteers, more than bis remarks appear to justify. I am
satisfied that not fifty volunteers who have gone to thefront
now will be disfranchised under the present Bill.

Mr. DAVIES. Why will it disfranchise fifty ? Will the
hon. gentleman, now standing here as a representative of
Toronto, justify the disfranchisement of these fifty young
men ?

Mr. SMALL. The hon. gentleman said they were ail
disfranchised, He said they would not have votes.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). I would not have the slightest
alarm if universal suffrage were adopted, but I cannot
help reflecting, after hearing the speeches that ha ve just
been made, upon. the discussion we have had here during
the last three weeks. i have been convinced, from the
statements made by hon. gentlemen opposite, that it is abso.
lutely necessary that we should have regard, as far as we
possibly can, consistently with a uniform Dominion franchise,
to the expressions of public opinion from the several Pro-
vinces. Now, if this question of universal suffrage excites so
much popular interest in the country, how is it these hon.
gentlemen, with the influence thoy possess in their several
Provinces, have not succeeded in getting thoir friends in
those Provinces to adopt universal suffrage ? When this
Bill finally passes this House I believe it will approach
very much nearer to universal suffrage than does the
law under which we were elected at the last election.
There is no doubt whatever that in the Province of
Quebec, for instance, the number of young men, those
volunteers over whose exploits the on. gentleman grows
most jastly enthusiastic-l venture to say that at least four
to one of them will have votes under this Bill who had not
votes at the last election. In that Province there is no such
thing as an income franchise; there is practically a prop-
erty qualification, and nothing else-not a personal proporty
qualification, but simply a property qualification. But
there is no income franchise, and therefore all the young
men, no matter what their salaries may be-and all the old
mon cither, for that matter-who happen to be living in
boarding houses, who are not domiciled in the house for
which they are assessed, are prevented from voting under
the present provincial franchise. Now, under this Bill, we
have a very great extension of the franchise for the Pro-
vince of Quobec. And we have had the statement made in
the leading organ of the Liberal party in the Province of
Nova Scotia, that the franchise, as fixed by this Bill-and I
think I may say that when the Bill finally passes that will
be undoubtedly true-will practically rather extend than
diminish the franchise in the Province of Nova Scotia.

Mr. KIRK. It will not extend the franchise.
Mr. WIIITE. I take the statement of the Halifax

Chronicle, which lias been quoted on two or three occa-
sions during this debate, that the franchise will not be
materially changed, cither in the way of extension or res-
triction, by this Bill, from what has been fixed by the Local
Legislature. ln the Province of Ontario we find that
during the last Session, less than two months ago, in fact,
the Legislature, led by friends of lon. gentlemen opposite,
rejected a motion for universal suffrage and adopted a fran-
chise which, whether it be more or less liberal than the
franchise proposed by this Bill, is, at any rate, based upon a
property qualification, either a direct property qualification
or one which indicates in the voter the possession of such
intelligence as enables him to be a wage-earner or the earner
of an income. That is the position of the Province of
Ontario, as determined by its Local Legislature. Now, at a
time when, I think, I may fairly say, so far as the subject of
universal suffrage bas been discussed at all, the expression
of public opinion has been against it, why we should,
in the passage of this Bill, adopt a system of franchise which
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the largest Province in the Dominion has just rejected, an
which noue of the other Provinces have recently adopted
is something I cannot understand, especially when th
argument in favor of it comes from those who, for the las
three weeks, have been doing all they possibly could to
p rove to us that we ought to adopt the provincial franchises
Then, we have had an argument drawn from the United
States. But there is one very important fact which ha
been overlooked, namely, that universal suffrage does no
prevail in all the States. In some States there is a pro
perty qualification, and manhood suffrage does not prevai]
Now, it is a singular fact that some of these States have
maintained their property qualification in spite of the fac
that the States surrounding them had manhood suffrage
and yet there seems to have been no serious agitation is
favor of manhood suffrage in those States where the pro
perty qualification existed.

Mr. CHARLTON. Would the hon, gentleman tell us
what States ho referred to as having a property
qualification ?

Mr. WHITE. The hon. gentleman bimself has given
us the statement during the elaborate speeches which
ho has made. He has pointed out, as one of th
strong arguments in favor of adopting the provincial fran-
chises, that in the United States they have different fran-
chises in different States, and that the federal power has
nover attempted to interfere with them. That seems to me
to be an argument which should lead us to hesitate, at al
events, in adopting, at this time, the principles of universal
suffrage. I have no hesitation in saying that we will come
to universal suffrage; that in this country, as in England
every change made in the suffrage is lu the direction of
extending and widening it, and that ultimately the prin.
ciple of manhood suffrage may possibly be adopted. But
no one can look at this Bill and at the condition of the suff-
rage in the various Provinces, or in the Provinces in the
aggregate, without feeling that we are making quite as
important a step in the direction of widening the suffrage by
the adoption of this Bill as ever was made by the adoption of
the great Reform Bills passed from time to time in England.
The hon. member for Queen's (Mr. Davies) got rather into
a difficulty when lie referred to the position taken by Mr.
Gladstone. Mr. Gladstone did not take the ground,
althoughli he is undoubtedly a very advanced Liberal, in
favor of manhood suffrage, in favor of every citizen hav-
ing a vote. He took care to qualify the term "citizen "
by using the word "capable citizen; "and itseems to me that
where we have the suffrage given to every man living in a
house for which ho pays $2 a month as rent, we may fairly
say we have universal suffrage for every married man.
There is no question about that. Moreover, when we
declare that a man earning $300 or $400 a year is to have
a vote, we declare universal suffrage for every man, wage-
earner or income.earner, who has intelligence enough to
exorcise the vote intelligently, and we practically have
adopted in this Bill that franchise which the leader of the
Opposition referred to when he indicated that one of the tests
of qualification in a voter, which he would adopt if he were
framing a Franchise Bill, namely, the qualification of intelli.
gence. Under these circumstances, it seems to me we have
a Bill so far in advance, taking the Provinces in the aggre-
gate, of the suffrage under which this Parliament was
elected, that we may fairly leave the question of manhood
suffrage to be considered hereafter, when it comes to be
more generally discussed in the country. And while I
believe, as I have said, that we will ultimately come to that,
after discussion has taken place, and while I have the
most unbounded confidence in the masses, lu their intelli-
gence and instincts to do right, I believe the true policy
to-day is to adopt the Bill before the committee, fixing the
franchise as therein stated, and leave the question of the
discussion of a broader franchise to a subsequent period.

Mr. WmiTz (Cardwell).

d Mr. McNEILL. One word about what Mr. Gladstone said
1, as to capable citizens. After using the language quoted by
e the hon. member for Queen's, Mr. Gladstone said:
t " Sir, the only question that remains in the general argument is, who
o are capable citizens ? And fortunately that is a question which, on the
. present occasion, need not be argued at length, for it bas been already

settled-in the first place by a solemn legislative judgment aquiesced in
by both parLies in the States; and, in the second place, by the experience

s of the last more than 15 years. Who, Sir, are the capable citizens of the
t State whom it is proposed to enfranchise? I ris proposed, in the main,

to enfranchise the county population, on the footing and according to
the measure that bas already been administered to the popu}ation of
the towns. What are the main constituents of the county population ?

e First of all, they are the minor tradesmen of the country, and the skilled
laborers and artisans in all the common arts of life, and especially in
connection with our great mining industry. Is there any doubt that

, these are capable citizens. You, hon. gentleme2 opposite have your-
n selves asserted it by enfranchising them in the towns ; and we canonly

say that we heartily subscribe to the assertion. But besides the artisans
and the minor tradesmen scattered throughout our rural towns, we have
also to deal with the peasantry of the country. Is there any doubt that
the peasantry of the country are capable citizens, qualified to make

y good use of their power as voters.''

That is what Mr. Gladstone meant by capable citizens.
Mr. MILLS. No doubt the hon. gentleman is quite right

in his quotation from Mr. Gladstone's speech; but Mr.
e Gladstone, in a controversy with Mr. Lowe, which appeared
- in the Fortnightly or Contemporary Review, goes much further
- than that, and declares that every citizen must be assumed
st be capable, and that the burden of proof falls on those
e who deny his capability.
l Mr. McNEILL. I was simply dealing with the question

before the House. If the controversy with Mr. Lowe was
sabmitted to the House it might not bear out the observa-

, tions of the hon. gentleman, any more than the present
statement of the hon. gentleman bas done so.

t Mr. MILLS. I will read that statement at the proper
- time.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I remember very well
the speech and the controversy about the franchise from a
theoretical standpoint; but when, on his responsibility and

f as the head of the Government, Mr. Gladstone proposed that
all capable men should have a vote, ho lays it down with
that qualification so clearly that I am surprised the hon.
gentleman who first quoted his speech did not read the
whole portion. That hon. member tried to make the corn-
mittee believe that when Mr. Gladstone said capable citizen
he meant every citizen; whereas, it distinctly appears that
he meant those who gave evidence of capability by coming
within the franchise of the Act. The hon. gentleman tried
to mislead the committee-I make that as a charge-by
omitting that portion which showed that Mr. Gladstone
meant those mon whose capability was shown by their
qualifications for the franchise under the Act.

Mr. MILLS. I am not going to enter into a controversy
as to what the hon. gentleman has said in reply to the lion.
member for Queen's (Mr. Davies). That hon. member is
thoroughly competent to defend himself. But I wish to
refer aiso to a speech Mr. Gladstone made at Liverpool,
shortly after the close of the American war, in which ho
went on to say, that if the United States had not had man-
hood suffrage ho did not believe they would have had
strength to suppress that great rebellion; and he declared
in that speech that the success of the United States in put-
ting an end to that rebellion, and the patriotism exhibited
by the people, made him a couvert to the principle of man-
hood suffrage. No doubt the hon. gentleman remembers
the speech.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No.

Mr. McNEILL. Irecollect very well the speech in which
Mr. Gladstone spoke of a man and a brother as being the
reason why the franchise should be extended. That wa s
before 1866, and before Mr. Disraeli's Reform Bill of that
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year; but I have no recollection of a speech to which the
hon. member refers, but I will endeavor to look it up.
I do not impugn the veracity of the hon. member in any
way, but I shall be ploased to obtain information as to where
the speech can be found.

Mr. CHARLTON. The hon. member for Cardwell (Mr.
White), a few months ago, in referring to the motion now
in your hands, Mr. Chairman, informed us that in the
United States, where the principle of universal suffrage pre.
vailed, this principle had not become universal. The hon.
gentleman did not designate the States that had failed to
adopt universal suffrage ; but ho did state, when I asked
him to name some States, that some of the States did not
have universal suffrage, giving my words in a speech made
in an earlier stage of this debate as his authority. When I
was discussing the question some days ago 1 sid that at the
time'when the constitution of the United States was adopted
there were differences of suffrage, but since then the suffrage
in the States had become nearly, if not quite, universal,
with one or two exceptions.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). There are at least seven States
where there is a property or assesment qualification.

Mr. CH ARLTON. The suffrage is practically univers a
in all the States. Thore is no property qualifications in any
of the States. The hon. gentleman also informed us that
he had no doubt that the country would come to.the adoption
of this principle of universal suffrage, and that it was a
matter that might very well stand until it had been con-
sidered by the country, until the country had time to pro-
nounce au opinion upon it and bring pressure to bear upon
this House. That is the argument which his been urged
by the Opposition with regard to the whole Bill-that the
whole Bill might properly stand, that there has been no
pressure felt with regard to this Bill from the country, no
manifestations of the popular will, either with regard to
universal suffrage or a Dominion franchise, and that the
whole Bill might stand, as the hon. gentleman says the
principle of universal sufferage might stand. He tells us
that the First Minister had expressed himself in favor of
an intelligence qualification. Well, Sir, if ho has, bis con-
duct is singularly at variance with such an expression of
opinion. Why, ho proposes to confer the franchise on the
most ignorant and debased portion of our population-the
Indians. The hon. member for Cardwell takes the ground
that the Liberal members from Ontario stultified themselves
in their advocacy of universal suffrage in this House,
because-

Mr. WHITE. The hon. gentleman is mistaken.
I made no reference to the Liberal mombers of the
House. I was speaking of the Legislature as a whole, and
not of its party character.

Mr. CHARLTON. I understood the hon. gentleman to
say that the members from the Province of Ontario, in
advocatíng universal suffrage in the House, were advocating
a measure which the most biberal party in Ontario had
not advocated, Now, I say, it is not necessary to take the
ground per se, as an abstract proposition, that universal suf-
frage is desirable. Many hon. members who may doubt its
propriety as an abstract proposition may, with perfect pro-
priety, advocate its adoption in a Dominion franchise, on
this ground, that even admitting that it was an evil, it
would in that case be the lesser of two evils, and that it
would be botter for the Dominion to adopt universal suf-
frage than the suffrage contained in the present Bill, for
the reason that it would deprive the Bill of its objectionable
features. We know that if we adopt universal suffrage the
objection with regard to the revising barristers, the
objection with regard to the different wants of the
varions Provinces, the objection with regard to the
variation of the franchise throughout the Dominion,
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the objection that the franchise of the Dominion would be
less liberal than the franchise of the various Provinces,
would fall to the ground. The adoption of universal
suffrage, although we might not wish it as an abstract pro-
position, would put an end to the objections urged against
the Bill. It would, in the event of our adopting a Dominion
franchise at all, reconcile the differences of opinion which
exist, by removing from the Bill those features which are
held to be objectionable by those who are opposing it. In
taking a position in favor of universal suffrage I do so
because I believe that if we are not to have universal
suffrage in this Dominion then the matter of the regula-
tion of the suffrage had botter be left to the Provinces;
because, I believe if this Dominion assumes to regulate the
suffrage, it is inevitable, as my hon. friend from Cardwell
admits, that we shall speedily reach universal suffrage. The
pressure of public opinion, the difficulties which will exist
with regard to the working of this Bill, the expenses which
will attend its working, these, and other reasons, will
irresistibly impel public opinion in this country to demand
from the House that the suffrage should rest on the basis
of manhood. I say, if we are going te have any other
suffrage than that we had botter leave the matter
with the Provinces to regulate as they choose. There is a
divergence among the Provinces at present. Two Provinces
have universal suffrage-British Columbia and Prince
Edward Island. The greatest Province of this Dominion
has practically universal suffrage, for under the Franchise
Bill of the Logislature of Ontario a very small fraction of
the population of that Province will be without the fran-
chise. Now, Sir, I repeat that if wo are to arrange the suf-
frage for the Dominion that suffrage should be as liberal as
the most liberal suffrage in any Province in the Dominion.
If we do not adopt a suffrage which is as liberal as the suf-
frage in Prince Edward Island, British Columbia or Ontario,
we are inevitably adopting a measure which will croate
dissatisfaction and discontent in the mind of every individual
who is disfranchised under that Bill. If there are any
classes, any elements of society, possessing a provincial
franchise in any of the Provinces, which will b donied it
by this measure, we have right there the elements of discon-
tent which it would be unwise and unjust to create.

The belief in universal suffrage is one which is widely pre-
valent, and it may not be unreasonable to spend a few
moments in looking at some of the States, in the past and pre-
sont,which have adopted this principle, bocause this is a ques-
tion of the very highest importance; we never have
approached the consideration of a more important question in
this House. It is a question concerning which all social, all
political progress, in all ages, may give us lessons. Now,
in the Jewish commonwealth they practically had universal
suffrage, because there was no distinctions of citizenship in
the eye of the law, and although it was a theocracy, at the
end of a certain number of years a man who had temporarily
been deprived of the enjoyment of his rights, as to property,
might return to his enjoyment of civil and property rights.
Take the case of Greece, and take, as an instance of the
most liberal of the States of Greece, the city of Athens. You
will find that up to 776 B.C., that State war governed by
kings, and that a certain class of officers, called Archons,
were elected by the nobles. Solon, who lived 638 B.C.,
divided the population into four classes, which were
graded according to income. The first class were
eligible to the highest offices, the second and third
classes to tho inferior officers, and the fourth class
were not eligible to any office, but were exempt
from taxation; but the members of ail classes had votes for
the election of Archons and magistrates. Another of his
provisions was the establishment of a Sonate, to consist of
400 members, so we see that Athens, in the course of time,
arrived at the condition of a democracy. Now what was
the status of Athens among the States of antiquity ? Why,
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Sir, that State was noted for the wisdom of its philosophers
and lawgivers, and-statesmen, for the talent of its bards,
the eloquence of its orators, the extent and opulence of its
commerce, for the great development of its arts, for its
literature, for its magnificent architecture, and it stands in
history to-day as the most eminent instance of a State cele-
brated for the monuments of its civilisation. Take Rome, the
only other State of antiquity I shall allude to, the great
mistress of the world. She commenced with a government
of kings, with a population divided into two classes, the
patricians and the plebeians, the former exercising such a
despotie rule over the plebeians that it led to a rebellion,
leading to the appointment of ten tribunes by the plebeians
who had the power to set aside any law of the Roman
Sonate. This was followed by the opening up of the Senate,
in 421 B.C., to the admission of plebeians; and this was
followed by the Ogulman Law or Constitution of 300
B.C., by which plebeians were placed on an absolute
level with the patricians. If we remember the privi.
leges of the Roman citizen, defended as he was by the
whole power of the Roman Empire; if we remember that
the Roman populace, in consequence of their position as
citizens, were maintained and fed by conquered Provinces,
we will come to the conclusion that the States of antiquity
attaining the greatest development, and famed for their
later progress, and their understanding of the principles
that underlie human progress, were the States that had the
greatest degree of human liberty-the States that had
universal suffrage. The Roman code, although Rome was
a heathen State, is the foundation of all the laws of
European States to-day. When we turn from the his-
tory of those ancient States to the condition of
things which followed, when Rome was subjugated by
the horde of barbarians that swarmed down upon
her in 410; when we consider the darkness that
settled down upon Europe in feudal times, when lords
held their estate from kings and those estates were heredi-
tary; when every'yeoman held his estate from his lord, and
had to yield a certain number of days' service in the year
in return; when the daughter of a serf could not be given in
marriage without the consent of the lord; when none but
nobles held fiefs, and the great mass of the population were
thoroughly enslaved; and, when we remember that some
of the principles of these feudal States have come down to
our present day; when we look to the time of the Saxon
heptarchy, with the Witenagemote, consisting of knights
and lords, who came together in the capacity of a great
Parliament to levy taxes on the people, who were not
represented at all; when we look at the conquest of Eng-
land under William the Conquerer in 1066, and the intro-
duction of feudalism and the system of slavery in England;
when we remember that in 1215 there was scarcely
a free man in England, outside of the nobles; and
when we come down to this century, and find
that in the year 1800 there was less liberty in
England and her colonies then existed in Athens
and Rome, the only improvement in the condition of
society being in the fact that christianity is ameliorating
the condition qf mankind; when we look at all these things,
and consider the improvement which bas taken place since
410, they all point to the fact that there is such a thing as
political progress, that man has been making progress to a
better condition, and that we, standing here as the repre-
sentatives of 5,000,000 of people, and settling what shall be
the franchise for the millions of people who are to settle
Canada, it behooves us to look over this vast field of pro-
gress and ask ourselves the question: Have we gone as far as
human weal requires us to go, or can we go farther, with
benefit to the mass of mankind, and in the proper discharge
of our own duty ?

The progres in this century, both material and political,
has been very rapid. This century has seen the inaugurg-

Mr, CHALToir.

tion of many great discoveries-the railroad, the telegraph,
the steamship, appertain to this century. The poorer classes
enjoy many luxuries that were not even attainable by the
wealthy some years ago. All this progress has been made
since 1800. An event which occurred just at the commence-
ment of this century gave a great impetus to human pro-
gress-that was the American revolution. When the de-
claration of independence was made at Philadelphia, which
declared that all men are created free and equal, that they
are endowed by their Creator with certain inalienable rights,
and that among these were life, liberty and the pursuit of
happiness, the old world listened with wrapt attention
to that declaration, and its promulgation had a most
marked effect on the progress of the world in succeeding
years; and owing very largely to that declaration, which
struck a chord in the breasts of humanity, the progress
of mankind has been and will be very rapid. Let us
look for a moment at the progress made in England during
the last 60 years. Sixty years ago two-thirds of the House
of Comnnons were the appointees and tools of the aristocracy
of that country. At that time there were three peers in
England who appointed 26 members to the House of Com-
mons. Sixty years ago 300 members were returned by an
average of 160 electors each; the great mass of the people
were totally unrepresented; the members went there to
reprosent, not the mass of the people, but a very small frac-
tion of the people; 60 years ago the county vote of the
whole kingdom of Scotland was only 2,000; 60 years ago
the 100,000 inhabitants of the city of Edinburgh were con-
trolled by 50 electors; since 1828 the Dissenters of
England have been relieved from their disabilities; since
1829 Catholics have been relieved from all disabilities; in
1836 the newspaper tax of 8 cents a newspaper was removed ;
and it is only since 1844 that England became enlightened
enough to escape from the condition of semi-barbarism
under the corn laws into which we relapsed a few years ago,

If we look at the history of Canada, we shall find even
hore a tolerably satisfactory record of progress; we shall
find that the family compact has been broken; that seignorial
tenure bas been abolished ; that the clergy reserve question
has been settled; that the confederation of these Provinces
has been consummated; that representation by population,
which was long struggled for, has been secured; within a
few years the franchise has been materially extended in all
parts of the Dominion; a law has beetn passed designed to
secure the independence of Parliament, which has secured
it to a large extent; we have a law providing for simul-
taneous elections, and taking out of the hands of the Gov-
ernment that dangerous power they possessed of bringing
on the elections first in the ridingswhich they were sure to
carry, thus becoming enabled to exorcise influences in the
remaining doubtful ridings that no Government ought to
make use of-a very important reform, for which we may
thank the Government of Mr. Mackenzie; we have also had
introduced vote by ballot. In additition to these measures,
which stand as milestones in the course of progress, we have
had some events that stand against the stream of progress.
We have had that principle of representation by population
violated almost immediately after its adoption by the Gov-
ernment, in the case of British Columbia, giving British
Columbia six members when they were only entitled to
one; and, in the case of Manitoba, giving Manitoba four
members when they were only entitled to two. We have
had a long career of financial recklessness, that has brought
us now to a condition in which we have $100,000,000 of
pressing immediate liabilities to provide for, including the
savings bank deposits and legal tender currency. We have
had that blot upon the reputation of Canada, the Pacifie
Scandali; we have had the Syndicate Contract ; we have
had the various attacks upon Provincial Rights; we have
had that great case of political rascality, the Gerry.
mander Bill; and we have what promises, unless it
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should be very much modified in its provisions, to be population of the Dominion in the position of men who are
a still greater piece of iniquity, the present Bill. Never- taxed without representation in this House? He will not.
theless, we have made in Canada, even under these un- This Bill violates that fundamental principle of human
favorable circumstances, substantial progress; we have liberty; that there should not be taxation without represen-
been drifting along abreast of other nations, and are tation; because there is not a man in the Dominion who
approaching the realisation of a greater degree of liberty does not pay taxes, who does not contribute to the revenue
and prosperity in this country, which we shall certainly that my friend the Minister of Castoms collects. Who are
reach sometime, when we get a change of Government. tax-payers with us? Every man who usesl a pound of

The tendency of the whole civilised world is to be found in tobacco or a pound .of coffee, who makes use of any article
the words "universal suffrage." It is the result that has that is imported, who makes use of any article that is ren-
been reached by many nations. It bas been reached by two dered dearer by its importation, is a tax-payer, and there is
Provinces of this Dominion; it has been substantially reached fnot a man in the Dominion who is not a tax-payer to-day.
by the greatest Province-Ontario! It has been reached There is not a young may 21 years of age, whether he has
by thirty-eight American States and eight American Terri- a vote or Lot, that does not contribute some dollars to the
tories; it has been attained in the gi cat Kingdom of revenue of the Dominion every year. Last year the taxation
France, in the Empire of Germany, in the Empire of from Custom duties was $4.75 per head, or $22.50 per head
Austria, and the existence of universal suffrage in Germany of a family of five. There is not a young man in this
and Austria shows clearly that the principle is not in any Dominion who does not pay taxes, direct and indirect,
degree incompatible with monarchical institutions. If we for we must add to the amount.that is paid per capita 50 per
consider universal suffrage on its abstract merits, we find, cent., being the increased cost of the article before it reaches
as I have pointed out, that in ancient times it bas produced the consumer. You have the wholesale dealer's profits
beneficent results ; if we examine the field more fully we assessed upon the duty, and the retailer's profit assessedupon
will find many States besides those to which I have alluded the wholesale dealer's profits and the duty, and the two
that have had'free institutions and have benefited by uni. amount to 50 per cen t. of the original cost; so that there is not
versal suffrage. The only reason they were submerged in an ind ividual in Canada who d oes not pay taxes every year to a
the flood of barbarism is probably they had not, in addition considerable amount, and that individual is entitled to a vote
to human liberty, the great advantage we possess, the pos- on that account. The Bill imposes a great injustice upon any
session of thie Christian religion. Had the Empire of Rome, freo-born British subject 21 years of age who has not a vote
had the States of Greece, possessed the religion we possess and who pays taxes into the Customs. Will we be told that
to-day, with the liberal institutions they possess, we can an individual who has to pay taxes in the shape of Customs
reasonably suppose that their fate would have been different duties upon the goods ho consumes, has no direct interest in
from that which befel them. We have glanced for a the policy of the Government, and should have no voice in
moment at the sad history of the ten centuries which followed its policy I hold that his interest is almost as great as the
the submersion ofliberty in Rome; the dark ages were alluded interest of any other man, so far as the value of taxes is
to and the gradual advance from slavery and servitude to concerned, because this Dominion levies no direct taxes;
liberty and equality, and where are we now ? We are in the the tax is paid in the shape of Castoms duties, and
last quarter of the 19th century, with all the wisdom of the ail who pay taxes are entitled to representation.
past ages at our command, with all the developments the Ali men should have a vote, ail free.born citizens
christian religion gives to us, with all the advantages ard should have a vote, for a higher reason. Is there
the achievements of science, literature and art, with ail the such a thing ns an inferior race ? If there is, the
gathered treasures of the past centuries concentrated among Anglo Saxon docs not belong to it, and thero should be no
us-we are here, in the last quarter of this century, with castes, no grades among Anglo-Saxons. All are free-born,
ail these accumulated blessings at our disposal. That is the all belong to a noble race, ail have the advantages of
position we occupy, possessing ail the advantages of mate- citizensiip and of our common school system, ail possess
rial progress and social progress, of intellectual progress the degree of intelligence which fits them for the duties of
and of the christian progress of this century and of ail theecitizenship, ail stand invested with the rights and priviloges
centuries that have passed. Have we any remnants of the and dignity of manhood, and that is the best reason for
old condition of things? Have we anything to remind us giving them a vote. No other reason can be assigned so
that we once possessed less freedom and less advantages great as this, that all men were created free and equal.
of every kind than we have to-day ? Yes; we have many The bible says that God made of one blood ail nations of
things to remind us of that, and there is nothing that is cal- men, and in another place it says that God made man a
culated to remind us of that truth more forcibly than the little lower than the angels, not one a little higher than the
fact that we do not possess to-day a full measure, a full other. We have no classes, no grades, no castes, and it is
degree, of human liberty. There is nothing more calculated an injustice for the Government to act as if there were
to impress that fact upon the mind than that there are castes, as if some were pariahs, and others were fitted for
differences in the condition of free-born British subjects in the rights of citizenship. Are men or is money to have the
this land to-day. right to vote ? If one hon. gentleman opposite should be

There is a principle the violation of which led to a qualified to vote now, and a reverse should overtake him
great war, about 100 years ago, which led to the next year, and he could not qualify, who would have the
erection of a nation and the dismemberment of an empire, vote ? It must be the money; it is not the man, because
and it is a principle that meets with the approbation he, though invetted with his manhood, would not be quali-
of every British citizen on the face of the globe-that flied, unless le had the money as well. Does money repre-
is the principle that there should not be taxation without sent character? I do not think it does, neces-
representation. Upon that distinct and particular prin-.-arily. Does money represent honesty? I do not think
ciple the American colonies revolted, because an attempt it does. Does money represent independence of action ?
was made to tax them without the giving them represen a-. Does it represeut political intelligence ? Can there be
tion in the British Parliament. Under this Franchise Bill neither character, nor honesty, nor independence of action,
this principle will have no consideration to-day - Is there nor thought, nor political intelligence, without the posses-
any class in this Dominion that will pay taxes and will sion of money ? [t is an insult to manhood, it is an insult

not have representation under this Bill ? Will iy right to man, to make such an assertion, and the man who is des-
hon. friend the Premier venture to say that the Bill he is titute of the property qualification may be richer in those
forcing through this louse will not place any portion of the qualities of character, and honesty and thought, and political
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intelligence, than the man rolling in wealth-much botter between the cultivated man of the nineteenth century and
fitted than the man who has property enough to qualify a thosavage of primitive ages. Do we propose to invest
hundred men. laborwiththodignitythatbelongetoit? No;wepropose

What is the poor man's relations to the State ? Has that the man shah not ho judgod hy hie manhood, not by
ho any interest in the State if be has not a little money? the principle that, being a froe-born British subjeot, hoeshah
Is ho likely teobe destitute of love of country unless ho ho entitled to a voico in the affaira of the nation, but ho
has $400 a year? Is ho likely to be destitute of pride muet have a certain amount of meney, and the money muet
n his native land unless ho has the money which this Bill says vote for him, and ifhlese the money the vote is lest, fas
shall qualify him for the exorcise of the franchise? He bas not tho poor man a great intereet in the Stato? Suppose
in his heart, as strong as you or 1, the love of home, be it the Stato imposes unjust tarif laws, as we have donc, does it
ever so humble, the love of family the love of country. It fot affect the intereet of the poor man? It affects hie
is the land of his birth or adoption, it is his own home, it intere t as much as tho intereet of the rich man. It affects
his children's home, it is that around which all bis affections il to a greater degree, hecause the unjuet tax may ho a far
cling, and the man who is not a villain, the man who pos- greater burdon on the poor than on the rich man, wlo may
sesses intelligenee and average honesty, is the man who will fot fel h as much. Lu unjuet tarif Iaws the poor man las
take an interest in the good of his country and will a direct and intimate interest in the State, as well as a
seek to promote it. And it doos not require that he groat interest lu the State, and ho is entitled to a
should have a few dollars, more or less. He as that love voice in the affaire of tho State. We cherielithe liberty
of country, and that pride. of country, and that pride in of the prose in thie country. We cheriah it wisoly.
the history of his country, that every British citizen bas, a t is one of the bulwarks of British liberty. le the poor
pride that will lead him to labor and to hope for, and to man interested in the liberty of the press? Sir,therejenet
have a sincere desire for the good of that country in every a citizen of the broad empire, there le not a citizen of
respect. A couple of stanzas, written by Mrs. lemans, just Canada, wlo is Lot juet as much interested in the liberty of
occur to me. In "The Graves of England," she imagines a the prose as you or I are. But the Government, in which they
stranger visiting England, and asking where the great men have no voice, may attack that liberty, and the man who is,
of England are buried, where those who are worthy of above alethers, the most interested in preerving that
rememberance have thoir graves, and the individual who ie liberty of the prose, may hopowerbess to dond that great
supposed to be interrogated, thus replies:.rigt, bocause ho is fot in possession of the franchise. We

S The warlike of the isles,have liberty of conscience. Every man think as ho pleases.
The malieof te adse, Evory man can express hie opinions. We have freedom of

The men of sea and wave,pworship. We are mot conpebted te worship accord-
Are not the rocks their funeralpe ing to any particuar creed. We may worship in

The seas and shores their grave ?

"Go, stranger 1 track the deep, the Cathohie churcl, we may worship ln the Pro-
Free, free, the white sail spread, testant churches, or wo need not worship at ail.

Wave may not foam, nor wild wind sweep, We may ho agnostics or clristians. We have free-
Where rest not England's dead." dom of conscience and freedom of worship, and the poor

Yes, they sleep on every shore, they slumber beneath the man las as much intereet lu these great blessings as the
waves of every sea, they have laid down their lives in every rich man. Lt issomething that it is lu the interests of the
clime under heaven to promote England's glory and to poor man, as well as of every other citizen of the State, te
ensure lier triumph ; and these men, who have given their preserve, if we dony hlm the franchise, wo take from the
lives to uphold the glory of England, and to push forward poer man the power lieouglt to possees te enable him te
the glorious career of their native land, are to be held under conserve this great riglt as well as othors.
our system incapable of voting unless they possess an income t is very importart hat the country ehould ho
of $400 a year. I scout the idea that money is required te properly govcrned. A reekes or an incompetent Ad min-
make any free-born British subject worthy to exorcise the istration may plungo a country ie war, May pile
franchise. The poor man's labors, are they in any degree upen that country mach debt, and may visit it with great
essential to the prosperity of the State, even if he does not and grieveus ibis, and the poor nan, above ail others, is
possess money ? What function doos the poor man possess able te snffer from the ibis that war would preduce. fi
in building up the State ? If he labors in the field, in this je able, above ail others, te ho, perlaps, conscripted and
Dominion of Canada, does he not labor for and add to the dragged te the battle field, and forced te fight in a war
greatness of the State. Take the broad expanse of field and brouglt on by tli action of the Administration witliwhicli
meadow, take the impravements and the farm buildings and ho had nething te do, and could net exorcise hie rights as a
the beautiful homesteads, and how are these created ? They free man, in any degroo or senso, te coutrel or medify it. Ln
are created by labor, and by labor alone. And the men who hie respect the poor man's interest in the State je an luth-
labor in our forests and in our fields, no matter how humble mate one, and eue whicl ouglt te ho respecied. We have
may ho the capacity in which they labor, are intimately in this country pepulareducation. Liboral granie are made
associated with the prosperity and growth of the State ; teeur educatienal system, and the great mass of the peple
they are the pillars of the State, they are the foundatien of this cuntry are th meet intimately iutereeted in that
upon which the prosperity of the State reste, and to ystem of pepular education. Lt le te their interest that h
refuse to give to these mon a part in the manage- should ho kopt up, that the grants for the purpose sloubd
ment of the affairs of the country is a grievous nedimiuislid. Lt je te tliiriuterestthat the efficiency
wrong. And in the workshop, too, they perform their cf the ecliocisystom shah net ho lu any dogre dimiuished,
functions as the most important of the creators of wealth and we deny te the clase ihat are mest interested lu that
and prosperity. What bas labor created, or, you might say, popular and free education the power teercise any
what has labor not created ? It has created all things. influence by their votes, or hy political influence te conserve
There is nothing to-day that marks the difference between and proserve the educational institutions ef the country.
our condition and the condition of primitive man that is not The State may enact uDjust and oppressive law-I de net
the result of labor, whether it is city or cultivated field, or knew thai there le any danger efis deing se, but h.may
railroad, or steamship, or workshop, or work of art, or the de se. t may enaet Iaws-in the higliost degree oppressive;
fabrics of commerce; there is nothing that pertains to civili- it may evon euact laws that will take from a subjesi hie
sation and characterises civilisation that has not beet liberty, that will take frem a subjeet hie proporty. And
created by labor. It i labor that marks the différonce yot the subjects that these laws may affect are te have ne
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voice in the affairs of the country, no vote for the repre-
sentatives of the people in Parliament, no influence, direct
or remote, upon the legislation of the country, although
they are equally affected by this legislation. Their interests
i n the legislation are as great as any class of people in the
country. I will take the liberty of readiug to you from
Mill one or two extracts with regard to this matter of the
exercise of the suffrage by the people. (The hon. gentlemen
read several extracts from Mill). So the writer takes the
ground that neither the ordinary test of intelligenee, nor
a property qualification, should be required, but that
all who are under the obligations of the law should
have a voice in making the law. Now, Sir, another
interest, every man has in the State is his interest
in that great heritage of all, the public domain. There is
not a man in this country who bas not an interest in our
publie domain; it is the heritage of all the people of
Canada. There is not a man in this Dominion who is not
uffected by the management of the public domain. He bas
a direct property interest, as a member of the State, in that
property which belongs to the State. Now, in the manage-
ment of that great heritage I believe that in the past
mistakes have been made; I believe that in the future mis-
takes are liable to be made, and where the mistakes are
made they are sure to be made against the interests of the
poor man. If a colonisation company is organised, it is not
organised for the benefit of the poor man. If lands are
withheld from settlement it- is not for the benefit
of the - poor man. Whatever land regulations we
may have had in the past, whatever land regulations we are
likely to have in the future, in so far as they are divergent
from the policy that ought to have been pursued, they
have been made in favor of th3 rich and against the
poor. And for that reason every man in this Dominion
should have a voice in the Government that controls
that great heritage of millions of acres of land in the
North-West, that is to be the home of the
poor of this country, and of their children. He
bas an interest in the great heritage of the people, the
public lands.

He has another interest. The Goverument may subsidise
corporations and invest them with power to plundor
the Treasury and trample on the rights of tho people.
If a Government so far forgets its duty as to be guilty of
this, does not that act affect the interests of the poor, and of
every man in Canada ? It certainly does. And we have
an instance of that. We have an instance in the Govern-
ment subsidising a corporation and investing it with power
to plunder the Treasury and trample on the rights of the
people of the country. In the North-West to day, the peo-
ple have not the privilege of using their own money and
deciding where to build a railway. If they attempt a rival
line against the Canadian Pacifie Railway monopoly, the
Government here would disallow the Bill. It has estab-
lished a great corporation, has taken upon its back an old
man of the sea, and given it power to endanger the liberties
of the people of the North-West. The Government have
invested the company with power to enable iL to squander
millions of the money of Canada, and there is not a man in
the Dominion, twenty-one years of age, who has not a direct
interest in that matter, if lie has any regard for the inter-
ests of the country or of his posterity. All these are
reasons why we should invest every man of twentyone
years of age, and a British subject, who is not an
idiot, a pauper or a criminal, with the right of the suffrage,
because those men stand on a common platform with the
rich, and thoir interest in the State is almost in every
respect, equàl to that of rich men. The most sacred interests
are those which we possess in common with all other men,
and it is cleai.ly an act of injustice to deny them the right
to vote for representatives Lo the House of Commons.

The Government may do other things not in the interest
of the public. It may squander the public money, not in
the public interest, but to support candidates in various
counties. The Goverument have done that to some extent.
It may do that on the eve of an election, by organising 300
or 400 colonisation companies and making those investing
in them the political friends of the Government. It may
do that by a system of issuing timber licenses, by issuing
coal and pasture lands. On many occasions useless grants
for public works have been made in ridings, which were
not in the public interest, but which were made for the
purpose of strongthening the hands of Government nominees.
If so, the Goverument are doing something as much
opposed to the intorest of the poor man as of the rich man,
and every citizen has as much right to express bis condem-
nation of colonisation land grants, or any other policy
calculated to sap the independence of Parliament. In all
the highest functions of government, in the preservation of
liberty, in the making of laws which have to go down to
posterity, and in regard to all other functions, the poor man
has as much interest as the rich man. The poor man is
equally proud of bis country with the rich man, and
desires to sec it prosper and be blessed with good laws ;
and I repeat that in all the high functions of government
the poor man is interested with the rich man in having
thoso functions properly discharged. It may be true that
property qualification should be applied in municipal eleo-
tions, where a direct vote is taken for taxation purposes. I
do not go so far, as an advocate of universal suffrage, as to
say that in municipalities the man who pays no taxes
should have the right to vote for a mensure to impose taxes
on thepeop'e ; but in broad, national matters, all have nearly
oqual interest, and they should have an equal voice in the
affairs of State. It will not be asserted that the poor man
is not as ratriotic as the rich man ; it would be insulting to
the poor man to make that assertion. Is the poor man not
as ready to give bis life in the national defence? The
great majority of those who come forward in times of dan-
ger are poor mon ; and those who are patriotie and
desirous of promoting the interest of the country should
be investod with the evidence and safeguard of lib-
crty-the franchise. When the United States Government
liberated millions of slaves, although it was not claimel
that the negroos wore thoroughly well qualified for the
exorcise of the franchise, yet it wasgiven to them, because
it was thought they could not hold their liberty unless they
had the full responsibility of freemen, and had the right to
exorcise the franchise. If that franchise was the indispen-
sible accompaniment of the liberty of the black, if that
was a sound principle in the United States, surely it should
be a sound principle here. If the evidence and accompani-
ment of liberty thore was the vote to the negro, surely it
should be given to the free-born British subjects of twenty-
one years.

Another argument in favor of universal suffrage is this:
That the broader the basis upon which the institution of
any Government rests the more security those institutions
possess. The broad basis is the botter basisthan the narrow
one ; and the whole population invested with the
franchise gives the broad basis, which means security.
The hon. member for Queen's (Mr. Davies), in the
course of bis remarks, referred to the case of the United
States during the civil war. He gave an extract from Mr.
Gladstone's speech, with respect to the great influence
exercised in that struggle by the fact that all the inhabi-
tants in the United States- possessed the franchise. I
believe that Mr. Gladstone's opinion is right, when
he declares that the United States would not have
preserved the Union if there had been restricted franchises
in that country. But when the institutions of the country
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were imperilled, when Fort Sumpter was attacked, every
man in the North felt he was individually interested
in the struggle; that it affected a country in which he was a
citizen; that ho was one of the citizons who formued the
State, and his interest was as great as that of any
other man in the State; and in consequence of that
feeling pervading the entire mass of the Amorican
population, that great struggle was inaugurated, sustained
and carried through in those years of trial to a
triumphant consummation; and standing in my place here,
I do not believe that there is any other free country in the
world that would have gone through that struggle in the
same manner as the United States, simply for thê reason
that there is no free State in the world that has
laid the basis of its constitution on so broad a ground
as the whole people, all possessing the franchise,
ail possessing equal rights, no man possossing priviloges in
the country superior to those possessed by the meanest
citizen in the country.

Now, there can be no doubt that the possession of
the franchise educates and elevates. There can be no
doubt that a man invested with the franchise will take
a greater interest in public affairs than if ho were not;
that ho will become a more intelligent man, botter fitted to
exorcise the rights of citizenship, and will acquire a degree
of education and familiarity with public affairs which will
enable him properly and judiciously to exorcise the right
with which ho is invested. I shall ask the privilege of
reading an extract on this subject from that greatest of
political thinkers of this age, John Stuart Mill. (The hon.
gentleman hore read from an article on the Extension of the
Suffrage, pages 66 and 74.) I hold t hat, if we are to take
on ourselves the regulation of the franchise for this
Dominion, we will not act the part of wisdom if we
do not move forward with the spirit of the age.
We have a great nation near us, that must exert a greater or
less influence on our affairs, and the fact that that nation,
with its 55,000,000 of inhabitants, has universal suffrage, will
have a most potent influence upon us. Any attempt we may
make to fix a franchise that comes short of universal suffrage
will be an arrangement of a temporary character. If we
adopt the franchise based upon this Bill it will not be a
permanent franchise; it will only bc a short time until popu-
lar pressure and populardemand will insist on the extension
of that franchise to the degroe of universal suffrage. If we
insist on a Dominion franchise we may as well accept the
inevitable now; if we wish to delay the adoption of univer-
sal suffrage we should leave the matter with the Provinces.
Even admitting that evils attend universal suffrage, which I
deny, I hold that the evils of the system we are about to
introduce will prove to be much greater than any evil that
could attend the adoption of universal suffrage. The mea-
sure before us is going to introduce a franchise different
from the franchises that now exist in the various
Provinces. It is a measure that is going to place
in the bands of the Government a power which may
be exercised, not in the public interest, but the
interest of a party; it is a measure that will place
upon this country the necessity of incurring a heavy outlay
in working it; it is a measure that will croate confusion in
the minds of the electors, and men will ho years in becoming
accustomed ,to the change; it is a measure that will admit
to the privilege of voting a class of people, the Indians,
who ought not to be admitted, while it will exclude
thousand upon thousands who now possess the franchise in
the Provinces. It is a measure'entirely uncalled for; none
of the Provinces have asked for it, and the great majority
of the people of this Dominion do not desire it, and
would vote against it if it were submitted to them. For
all these reasons, if we are to take the stop of making this
constitutional change, to remove the control of the franchise
from the Provinces, we should certainly make the franchise

Mr. CHARLTON,

as liberal as the provisions in the most liberal Province in
this Dominion, We should adopt a franchise that would
not disfranchise one voter in this Dominion, that would not
create discontent in any part of the Dominion, that would
recognise in the broadest sense the principle of human
liberty, and the right of every citizen who contributes to
the State, in the form of taxes, to have a voice in public
affairs; and if we recognise these broad principles, which
are recognised to-day in the Umted States, in Germany, in
Austria, and substantially in Great Britain, as well as in
the Province of Ontario, and some other Provinces of this
Dominion, and if we act the part of wisdom, we shal accept
the amendment of my hon. friend from Northumberland.

Mr. BAIN (Wentworth). In ,discussing this question
for a short t'ime, I shall glance for a few moments at the
surrounding circumstances, more particularly.as they affect
the Province I have the honor to represent. If I had my indi-
vidual choice I should still prefer the ground taken from the
first, that we should maintain in the separate Provinces the
franchises to which those Provinces are accustomed. When
we remember that three of the Provinces have felt it to bo
their interest to extend the suffrage to the widest possible
degree, and that those Provinces have found that suffrage
to work satisfactorily, after a lengthened experience, it
occurs to me that any system that we adopt which will have
the effect of restricting the privilege of voting in any of
thoso Provinces will be inacceptable, from the simple fact
that you always find the difficulty in taking from any
portion of the community a privilege they have heretofore
enjoyed. I sbould have been pleasod to have seen any
principle adopted that would have left those Provinces that
have aleady adopted manhood suffrage in possession of that
boon, and I think that if the supporters of the Government
were free to express their sentiments, without those trammels
which are imposed on them by party allegiance, I think
those gentlemen would say that the franchise they at
present enjoy is best suited to their particular wants, and
therefore I feel that it is in some ways a questionable
expedient to endeavor to apply the principle of manhood
suffrage to some of the Provinces who have strong feelings
of repugnance against it. From the expressions which
have fallen from the supporters of the Government from
the Province of Quebec-it is true they have not been very
numerous, I regret to say-I gather that the representatives
of that Province are disinclined to see the basis of repre-
sentation broadened to the extent that this resolution pro-
poses ; and while we are bound to respect the feelings and
perhaps the prejudices of that particular Province, it is for
that reason that I hesitate to become an advocate for
thrusting upon those people a franchise which they per-
haps feel that their people are not ripe for. This is another
strong argument why it will be found impracticable to have
anything like an effective administration of one franchise
for the whole Dominion. Speaking for the Province
with which I am more intimately connected, I con-
fess, without hesitation, that after the discussion which las
taken place in our Local Legislature I would have preferred
to have applied to my own Province the result of the labors
of the Local Legislature, as developed in the last fran-
chise Act of Ontario, than the amendment proposed by the
bon. member for Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell). Not that
I am apprelensive of the working out of manhood suffrage
in my own Province; far from it, but because I think any
individual who calmly considers the effect of the provincial
franchise, shortly coming into force in Ontario, will agree
with me in saying that in its broad and general prin-
ciple it is virtually almost manhood suffrage. Let me
take a passing glance at the provisions of the Ontario Act
and see what they really are, because I believe that hon.
members have not really considered the divergencies
between that Act and the Bill proposed to-night. Practi-
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cally, the application of the Ontario franchise is manhood
suffrage, with the proviso that, in one form or another, all
these parties will be entered on the assessment rolls of the
various municipalities. I need not refer specially to the pro-
perty qualification, but will speak more particularly of the
land-owners' sons and the wage-earners and the income class.
In these respects the Ontario Act is very broad in its appli-
cation ; "householder" covers every individual who is an occu-
pant ofa dwellinghouse,without regard to valuation and quali-
fication; "land-owner " covers not only owners, but ten-
ants of property, and all their sons at home. Those and
the personal and income qualification of $250 are wide
enough to include, practically, those who are disfran-
chised under the Dominion Act, and to whom reference
has so often been made, the volunteers who are today
filghting the battles of their country. The result of those
varied qualifications in the Ontario Act is this, tbat practically
the Act takes in almost every citizen of that Province, with
this advantage, that we have the guarantee he has a certain
local standing by his being placed on those assessment rolls,
either as a wage-earner or property owner's son, or for
income tax. In this respect, this is a much broader basis
than the basis provided by the Blil under consideration
by this House. The provisions of that section of the Act-

Mr. CHAIRMAN. The hon. gentleman is going beyond
the question. The amendment before the House and the
clause of the Bill to which it refers is what tho hon. gentle-
man must confine himself to.

Mr. CASEY. The hon. gentleman is merely contrasting
the proposal to substitute manhood suffrage for the arrange-
ment proposed in this clause.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. The hon. gentleman has heard what
I said, and wiil govern himself accordingly.

Mr. BAIN (Wentworth.) I presume I will be in order in
referring to the provisions of the Dominion law, as covered
by this section. 1 do not think that they are quite as wide as
hon. gentlemen opposite would have us believe. If we would
accept the statements interjected by the hon. gentlemen
opposite, by way of interruption to speakers on this side,
we would be led to believe that the proposed Dominion.
Act is a very wide extension on the franchise as at
present enjoyed in Ontario. I confess in some respects it is
an enlargement. It is an enlargement in this respect, that
it will reduce the property qualification in cities and towns
from $400 to $300, and in rural districts from $200 to $150.
I bas applied the old principle of farmers' sons' franchise
to property owners both in cities and rural districts; but in
that respect it is limited compared with the Ontario Act,
because it provides the old restrictions that exist in the
Ontario law, namely, that these sons shall be only.qualified
provided the property divided would give each individual
a property valuation of $300 or $150. That is quite a
limitation of what is apparently an extension of the suff-
rage in that direction. Again, the income qualification is
limited to $400 per annum. I do not know what it may be
in the Province of British Columbia, because in those western
Provinces $400 does represent as earnings more than the
same value in the older Provinces, and it is just possible
that an income of $400 might cover a very large wage-earn-

ing class in British Columbia and in some parts of Manitoba.
IBut in the older Provinces this income franchise of $400 will
exclude a great number of very desirable citizens, many of
our mechanics and wage-earners, not to speak of our school
teachers, intelligent people earning from $300 to $350 per
annum. I admit that there is a wide extension in giving a
vote to very tenant at $2 a month -in a city, but I do not
think this will bring within the range of the Act as desir-
able a class as would have been brought within it if the
income franchise had been reduced from $100 to $250. I
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can see no object in extending the franchise to a class pay-
ing only $2 a month, and occupying only miserable hovels
or tenements in cities and towns, and refusing it to a large
number of persons earning less than $400 otherwise well
qualified to vote. Another extension under this Act, to those
who have not exercised the franchise before, is that which
gives the vote to Custom bouse and Excise officers, and I do
not think that an extension in that direction is likely
to prove beneficial. I do not care how independent a
man's thought or feeling, the fact that he is an employé
of the Government and is dependent upon his superior offi-
cors for his position, though ho may hold it during good
behavior, does not put him in a position to vote freely and
independently, as he otherwise would. I have already
referred to the objectionable extension of the franchise to
Indians, and I cannot understand the reason for the intro-
duction of this clause, unless on the supposition which has
been mentioned that they are entirely under the Govern-
ment. The amount of $tOO of income may take in a large
section in British Columbia, but will exclude a large section
in the older Provinces. Though you may have nominal uni-
formity, you cannot have practical uniformity. I think it
would be far botter to adopt manhood suffrage at once, and
for that as applied to the Dominion you have had a great
deal of encouragement. We deal less with property and
civil rights than the respective Provincial Legislatures.
I believe that every class in this Dominion, without regard
to the social position they occupy, will, if combined in a
general system of manhood suffrage, bring to bear upon the
community at large, through the expression of their senti-
ments upon the representatives they elect, and do agreat deal
of benefit in building up this community. There are some
social questions of vast importance that only men outside the
present parties can take up and comprehend. I refer to
those various questions that are pressing more and more
overy season upon thisand othor Legislatures, relative to the
position of labor and capital. We have seen, in the Logis-
lature of Ontario, that the interest of the mechanic bas been
recognised by the extended principle that the laws were
made to protect him in his earnings againsi the property
holder, who might have been, for the time being, his em-
ployer. And will any gentleman tell me that this clasa, be-
cause they do not happen to be represented in the way of
occupation of property or holders of real estate, should not
have a voice in saying who shall make the laws and who
shall administer them as applied to the Dominion? In that
respect we may profitably glance at the attitude of the
Conservative party in the Province of Ontario. That
party bas a wide and strong influence in the Province.
Although for the time being they do not control the Local
Logislature, no man can deny that the Conservative party
is a power in the Province of Ontario. Last Session this
question of manhood suffrage came up in the Local Logis.
lature, and how do we find the leader of the Conservative
Opposition, Mr. Meredith, expressing himself on that
occasion ? I find a report of his speech in the Mail news-
paper, from which I will read. (The bon. gentleman read
the report of Mr. Meredith's speech on the subject of man-
hood suffrage, in which ho unreservedly advocated and
offered an amendment in favor of it in the Ontario
Legislature.) Now, bear in mind that these words were
spoken by Mr. Meredith in the face of a Franchise Bill
that will become law in the Province of Ontario on the
lst of next January. Gentlemen here tell us that the
Dominion Act does not exclude our volunteers, that are
fighting our battles in the North-West. But, Sir, Mr.
Meredith, in the face of the fact that ho knew what the pro-
visions of that Ontario Act were, distinctly declared that
even with the broad provisions of that Act, a young man
was still excluded from having a control or say in the
affairs of his .country. Yet bon. gentlemen opposite tell
us that an Act which is far more restrictive than the
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Ontario Act gives to these men that representation which
Mr. Meredith says was denied in the provincial Act. I
say there could be no more convincing proof than Mr.
Meredith's own statement, that bon. gentlemen opposite
have not considered the Bill before the Hlouse ; they have
not considered the limitations and restrictions that are
imposed upon the young men of this country by that Act.
If this Bill is as broad as they .claim it is, where would have
been the'necessity, when Mr. Meredith was speaking of an
Act still broader, to use the language I have just quoted ?
If Mr. Meredith had been discussing an Act such as we are
discussing to-night, he would have said that it was an utter
fraud on the rising men of the community to say that it
gave them rights and privileges to say who shall make and
administer the laws of the country. In the course of his
remarks Mr. Meredith further declared that this was a
democratic country, socially and politically, and that the fran-
chise should be based on the broadest possible lines, so that
every man who was a good citizen should have a voice in pub-
lic affairs; and that hon. gentleman placed himself on record
by moving an amendment in favor of manhood suffrage.
It is sometimes said that such a broad franchise would
involve an interference with the rights of property. But our
laws,even as they exist, interfere very largely with the rights
of property. We recognise that while an individual has a
rigit ' his property, that right is held subject to the good of
the community at large; and we have seen in England,
recently, legislation which, if applied to landed property in
this country, would be deemed little short of revolutionary.
I refer to the recent laws affecting real estate in Ireland.
In regard to property qualification, we are liable sometimes
to run to an absurdity, especially as regards the rural
districts. A man may own real estate worth $200 and may
let it to a tenant who may be worth nothing. Both the
owner and the tenant vote on that real estate, and yet a
man, probably a school teacher, who earns $350 a year,
has not a vote. That is not an equitable distribution, and
in common parlance it is running the property qualification
into the ground. Property is a suitable qualification as
regards local taxes, both municipal and provincial, as real
property is peculiarly under provincial control, but when
you come to the principle of taxation as regards the Do-
minion, we find that it cannot be fairly applied. There is
no direct tax on property levied by the Dominion; they are
all indirect taxes, which are levied on goods consumed by all
citizens whether property holders or not. Is it not just and
reasonable that those persons who are compelled to pay taxes
directly to the Dominion Government, on the articles they
consume, should be given an opportunity of voting for repre-
sentatives in the Dominion Parliament. It must be remem-
bered that no one class is fit to make laws for another class
These men stand too close to their personal interests to see
the interesta of a class below and beyond them; and I say
that a Government such as this, that claims to have origi-
nated the National Policy, ought to be a Government which
should extend to the wage-earners and mechanics the broadest
and freest opportunityof saying who should make and admin-
ister the laws of this Dominion. Sir, this Government has
seen fit to extend the franchise to the tribal Indians, a class
which is not amenable to our social laws, and takes no
interest in the social well-being of the community, beyond
their own tribe or reserve, who are wards of the Govern-
ment, who have no independent existence; and yet the Gov-
ernment proposes to refuse the vote to our fellow citizens,
whose income is less than $400, and amenable to our laws and
to all the responsibilities of citizenship. I say, Sir, that is
inequitable, unjust, a blot upon the commonwealth, and a
discredit to the laws of our community. In the mother
country the relations between capital and labor, and their
relative positions, are very different from what they are
here, and yet how has the extension of the franchise

Mr. BAm (Wentworth.)

operated in that country, even under the conditions
that exist there. Mr. Hughessen, in a recent debate on the
extension of the franchise, spoke thus:

" He believed that every man who paid taxes and discharged his duty
as a citizen had prima facie a right to a share in the appointment of
those who were to control the Government of the country.

Mr. Gladstone, in that noted article in the Nineteenth Century,
in his discussion with Mr. Lowe respecting the extension of
the franchise, used these words :

'' Two Parliaments of very different complexions and merite have been
returned under the influence of the constituency furnished by the house-
hold suffrage. Both of them have shown, in their respective ways, an
attention to the interests oflabor,which was greatly needed and more than
amplyjustified, but neither of thema has so much as supplied a shadow
of a shade of warrant for the charge that the workingmen would combine
together in the interests of their own class to wage war upon other
classes. The marvel is that they have been unable or unwilling to com-
bine so as to place half a dozen of themselves in the popular chamber,
and thereby usefully to enlarge its means of acquaintance with the ideaa,
wants and tendencies of the people."

That, Mr. Chairman, is the matured expression of a states-
man who has ideas broad enough to look beyond party,
and take into account the influence which the extension of
the franchise in England has had, and we find him to-day
extending that franchise so much that, at the next election
in England, 2,000,000 of electors, who never before had the
opportunity of giving their votes, will have an opportunity
of saying who shall administer the public affairs of that
country. I say that if leading statesmen in England, after
the experience they have had-because it is a question
which was fought there inch by inch against the claims of
the privileged classes-if they extend the franchise
to those beyond and below them, why should we
hesitate, in this Dominion, where the property quali-
fication is so widely distributed and so easily acquired,
to confer on every good citizen the right to say
who shall administer and make the laws for the well-being
of society. 1 say that we should not hesitate to adopt the
amendment of the hon. member for Northumberland, and
step out on the broad principle that every man who bears
the burthens and responsibilities of citizenship should have
a voice in the making and the administration of the laws;
and I, for one, have no fear for the result. I have no fear
that the extension of the franchise will produce a war
against the class who have hitherto administered the affairs
of the country. Hon. gentlemen opposite boast of their
National Policy and of the numberof wage-earners it brings
to our country and employs in our midst, while they refuse
te give those men the right to vote, and at the same time
extend that right to the tribal Indian who assumes no
.responsibilities as a citizen, and call that justice.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I move that the com-
mittee ris'e, report progress, and ask leave to sit again.

Mr. CAMERON (Victoria). There was one statement
made by the hon. member for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton)
with which I entirely agree, and that is, that the question
before the House is of a serious and important character,
and that it ought not to be disposed of at this late hour, and
I think there is ample room for further discussion upon it.
I do not know that I agree with any other statement my
hon. friend made, but that I agree with, and I therefore
support the proposition that the committee now rise.

Committee rose and reported progress.

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

Motion agreed to, and the House adjourned at 2.05 a.m.
Tuesday
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TuSDAY, 19th May, 1885.

The SPEAnER took the Chair at half-past One o'clock.

PRAYRs.

ENQUIRIES RESPECTING RETURNS.

Mr. MILLS. I desire to call the attention of the Govern-
ment to the fact that I have gjot yet received some returns
ordered at the early part of the Session. One was for cor-
respondence in regard to the northerly boundary of Ontario,
and another was in relation to the cost incurred by the
Government in regard to the boundary case.

Mr, CHAPLEAU. I think they have been presented.
At all events, I brought them here.

Mr. CHARLTON. An order was passed for certain
returns in regard to timber limits. The non-essential por-
tion was brought down some time ago, but the essential
information as to the timber limits actually granted has not
been given.

CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY-INTEREST
PAYMENTS.

Mr. BLAKE asked, What payments and at what dates
have been made by the Canadian Pacific Railway Company
in respect of interest on the 5 per cent. loan -(1) prior to
Ist November, 1884; (2) on or since lst November, 1834?
And to what date do such payments settle the interest on
such oan ?

Mr. BOWELL. On September 13, 1884, there was paid
$273,750.78; on February 20th, 1885, $92,357.31. These
two amounts meet the interest up to lst Novembeir, 1884.

PERSONAL EXPLANATION.

Mr. EDGAIR. Before the Orders of the Day are proccoeded
with I desire to call the attention of the House to a
certain matter. In the Ottawa Citizen of this morning
there is an editorial article to this effect:

'l Mr. Mills presented a petition in the House of Commons yesterday
afternoon on which he said were the names of a number of Conserva-
tives who protested againt the Franchise Bill. We should be glad to
hear of that petition being closely scrutinised by some one familiar with
the so-called Conservative signers thereof. We do not hesitate to say
that such an examination would prove either that the names were
forgeries or that if any Conservative was foolish enough to be caught in
a trap by the hired Grit canvassers for signatures, he was the victim of
false representations. Judging from past experience, however, we are
inclined to the opinion that the names were forged. Grit agents are
quite equal to that sort of work at a time when the interests of the party
demand the performance of that or any other kind of rascality.

Now, Mr. Speaker, so far as this matter is concerned, 1
assume the entire responsibility, because I handed the peti-
tion to the hon. member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills) to present
as I had some others to present, and he had none. As to the
charge that the signatures were obtained by false represen-
tation, of course, nobody will mind that, because charges of
that kind are made by one party and denied by the other, and
we cannot tell as to that charge except by looking at the
signatures and assuming that they mean something. But
when it comes to a jobrnal charging the hon. members of
this House with presenting petitions which ue filled with
forged names, I think the matter requires to be laid beforo
this House. Now, that petition was sent to me by a gentle-
man with whorn I had no communication, and whom I know
only by reputation-a gentleman living in Wiarton, in the
constituency of the hon. member for North Bruce (Air. Mc-
Neill), who, I am sorry to see, is not in his place. This
gentleman, Mr. Campbell, accompanied the petition when it

came to me with a letter, with part of which I will trouble
the House, as it is in connection with this matter:

" I have stiff Conservatives on that petition, and they will not elect
a member again that is supportin g such measures as they are proposing
at this Session. Furthermore, will you kindly show this petition to Mr.
McNeill, and ask him if he knows al the parties that signed. He knows
them all, and are bonafide signatures. I eau swear that the names are
correct, and that they are the parties' own signatures. I can afflm
that with an oath before a justice of the peace if required. I have
marked on that petition a cross with red ink, which indicates all the
Conservatives."

Now on that petition, which is in possession of the House,
any hon. gentleman can see that there are twenty-eight red
ink crosses opposite the names, and under the authority of
this letter and the examination of the petition, the hon.
member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills), at my suggestion, men-
tioned that there were twenty-eight Conservatives who
signed that petition. The hon. member for North Bruce
was not in the House when the petition was presented, but
as soon as ho was in his place, I sent a note across the
House to him, stating that I had been asked to call his
attention to the fact that Conservatives had signed the
petition, whicb I asked him to look at, and if he as done
so ho will be able to say, I hope, whether there are Con-
servatives' signatures on that petition or not. When the
hon. gentleman does so, I hope ho will have the goodness
to state to the House what the result of his examination is.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). Will the hon. gentleman read
Mr. McNeill's note tohimself.

Mr. EDGAR. I have not got it hore-in fact I have not
got it at all, but I remember it perfectly well. Later on in
the evening I got a note from Mr. McNeill, thanking me for
my note to him, but stating that he had heard of the signa-
tures before, and of the means used to obtain them. That
is another matter, as everybody knows. He did not dis-
pute the names, but thought perhaps they were signed in
mistake. That is a matter we cannot discuss now, Ilut we
must assume that these names are genuine, as the parties
signing are not idiots.

Mr. DO DD. I may say that the hon. member for North
Bruce (Mr. McNoill) showed me the ltter from Mr. Edgar.
Ho told me, furthermore, that ho had received a communi-
cation from one of the so-called Conservative signatories, in
which it was stated and alleged that those names were pro-
cured entirely through misapprehension and misrepresenta-
tion to the parties signing them.

Mr. BLAKE. That of course is a matter to be decided
on evidence, but the question which is brought forward by
my hon. friend is the statement in this journal, twice
repeated-not that the names were improperly procured,
but that they were forged names-not that Conservatives
were persuaded by mistake, or misrepresentation, but that
they did not sign, and that the petition presonted to the
House is a false petition by forged names. Now, the state-
ment of the hon. membar for North Bruce, as stated by the
hon. gentleman opposite, the statement which my hon.
friend says he communicated to him, bas nothing to do
with that statement in the newspaper that the signatures are
false, because it is acknowledged that the signatures were
obtained from the gentlemen whose names appear on the
petition, but it is contended that they were improperly
obtained.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. As the case stands, then,
it is either forged or fraud-one or the other.

Mr. BLAKE. No, it is alleged to be a fraud, but it is
not. If the hon. gentleman takes the responsibility of say-
ing it is a fraud, let him do so.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon. gentleman has
no right to address me in that tone. It is un.parliamentary,
improper, and ungentlemanlike.
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Mr. BLAKE. The hon. gentleman stated across the
House that the case stands thus-that either those signatures
were forgeries or fraude. I answered him that it was not
so, that it was alleged that they were forgeries or fraude.
That is what I answered him, and if it is to be a charge in
this House that they were forgeries or fraude, the hon.
gentleman muet take the responsibility of making that
charge.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. And the hon. gentleman
ie on the same footing. He muet take the responsibility of
stating that there is neither forgery nor fraud.

Mr. BLAKE. No, Sir, I made no such statement.

THE FRANCHISE BILL.

Hlouse again resolved itself into Committee on Bill (No.
103) respecting the Electoral Franchise.

(In the Committee.)

Mr. CASEY. I am very glad that the amendmients now
before the committee have opened up a really broad ques-
tion; a question which deserves and will no doubt obtain
the careful attention of the House; a question which
requires the fullest and most searching discussion. I have
hopes, from the remarks made by the hon. member for
North Victoria (Mr. Cameron), at the adjournment of the
last sitting, that it is the intention of hon. gentlemen
opposite to debate this question. That hon.gentleman said
that this was a question of such importance that it should
not be disposed of at that hour of the morning, and that it
required full discussion and explanation before it was
settled. I hope, then, he is going to give us his views on
the question, and that hie oxample will be followed by other
hon. gentlemen opposite. It is all the more reasonable that
this question should be discussed on both sides, because it
is not in itself a party question. The proposal to introduce
what is practically universal suffrage comes from a gen tie-
man on the Governmont side of the House.

• Mr. MITCHELL. Excuse me. I imagine the hon. gen-
tleman would not place me in that position exactly. I
happen to be independent in this House.

Mr. CASEY. My hon. friend fron Northumberland puts
in his claim to be considered independent. Well, he has
certainly shown a great deal of independence in connection
with this Bill, but 1 only speak of him as generally support.
ing the GoveÎnment, and as one who has been a colleague
of hon. gentlemen opposite, and who is looked upon by the
country as a possible future colleague of theirs.

Mr. MITCHELL. Thank you.

Mr. CASEY. This may be said without detriment
to hie claim to be considered an independent supporter
of lon. gentlemen -opposite, because we find that it
is generally the most independent supporters who have
the highest claims upon them, and who are generally
given seats in the Cabinet. 1 do not think the hon.
gentleman's independence will damage his claims to a
seat in the Cabinet, or diminish hie influence in the
country. Indeed, I am bound to psy him the conipli.
ment that I believe hie action on this occasion will improve
hie position in the country. A proposition coming fron
such a gentleman can hardly be looked upon as a party pro-
position. On the other hand, the anendment to the amend-
ment, coming from this side of the House, as I understand,,
has been accepted by the hon. proposer of the amendment
as expressing more fully the views he wishes to put
before the House. If any further proof were needed
that this is not a party question, it is found in the
circumstance that the Conservative Opposition in the
Province of Ontario have put themselves formally on

Mr. BLAzx,

record by a party vote in tbe Assembly in favor of manhood
suffrage for that Province, while the Conservative members
from the same constituencies in this House have put them-
selves on record, by a formal vote, as not only opposed to
manhood suffrage in Ontario, but opposed to even as low a
franchise as Mr. Mowat's recent Act introduced. If we
were to look for a question that should be discussed with
an utter absence of party bias, we could not flnd one botter
adapted to such discussion than the present. The opinions
of members on both sides are individually as divided upon
it as possible. I am glad to have such a question before
the House, and I hope to discss it with as near an approach
to freedom from party bias as can be expected from one
who declares himself to be thoroughly a party man. The
discussion opens two questions: First, as to the absolute
advantages of manhood suffrage-its absolute claims to
acceptance ; secondly, as to its comparative claims to
acceptance under our present circumstances. It is quite
possible that a thing may be theoretically proper and
desirable withont being practically applicable at any
given moment to the affairs of the country. It is possible,
on the other hand, that a thing not in itself thooretically
desirable may be expedient for the time being. We have,
thorefore, to discuss this question from both points of view.
First, thon, as to the absolute merits of manhood suffrage.
I think a great deal can be said in its favor; I think indeed,
with Mr. Gladstone, that the burden of prooflies upon those
who wish to restrict the franchise within narrower limits than
those of the whole adult male population-that the burden
of proof rests upon those who say that such and such classes
of the community are unfit to have the franchise, rather than
upon those who say that the people, as a whole, should pos-
sess.it. This claim is particularly strong in this Dominion.
When we consider that every adult who is not a pauper,
who is living upon his own resources, must contribute to the
extent ofthe duty on every dutiable article he purchases to
the revenue of this Dominion, we have one claim to his
right to the franchise established. There is a well known
maxim of constitutional government that representation and
taxation should go together. When we find that every
citizen of the Dominion js taxed for Dominion purposes, we
must admit that there is strong reason for giving every
citizen the franchise. Again every citizen is subject
te military duty, and a responsibility of that kind
should be accompanied with the right of the franchise. The
burden of proof is thrown upon those who say that certain
citizens who are subject to military duty or te taxation are
not fit to have a voice in directing the affairs of the coun-
try. I shall not enlarge on other reasons for giving the
franchise to every citizen. I shall not go into the question
of abstract right, bocause I arn not a very strong believer in
the doctrine of abstract right in regard to political fran-
chises. I believe in abstract right in policy, but I do net
think we have much to say as to the absolute right of this
or that class to this or that priviloge. I think'Government
is te a large extent a question of expediency. In some cases
certain classes of people who mightbe theoretically consid-
ered to have a right to the franchise, are not practically fit
to exorcise that right. We may find illustrations of this in
certain foreign countries; but I do not think that een be
said about Canada. I do not know of any class of citizans
in Canada of whom it can truthfully be said that, as a class,
they are unfit te exorcise the franchise. Such a thing can
certainly not be said by either party in this House of
those who noW exercise that privilege; we should stultify
ourselves by saying so; they are those who sent us here.
Such is the correlation of classes, such is the absence of hard
and fast dividing lines between the difforent classes, that
what may be said of those who now possess the franchise
can be said in general terms, with equal truth, of all classes
not yet enfranchised. If we say that a man who has an
income of $400 a year, or who owns real estate to the value
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of $150 in the country or $300 in the city, or who is a tenan
at a monthly rental of $2, or a yearly rental of $20, is fit t
exorcise the franchise, I do not think we can stop there.1
do not think we can take those figures as a distinguishin
test of capacity for exercising intelligently the franchise
If we admit that which is admitted by the promoters of tht
Bill, I do not think we can go further and say that a mai
who has only $1[00 worth of property, or $200 of income, oi
who pays a monthly rental of only $1, is not fit to vote
Indeed, I do not think we can help saying that every adul
citizen of the country who is not a pauper or a criminal o
a lunatic, may be assumed, with every probability, to be aE
capable of exercising the franchise as the men belonging t
the classes so near to him who are enfranchised by thiF
Bill. In the Province with which I am best acquainted, ther
is practically no difference of intelligence between those who
are now enlranchised and those who would be enfranehised
by universal suffrage. In Ontario under the existing law
every farmer's son, every land.holder's son, every house
holder, and every person deriving $2350 income either from in
vestment or as the wages of his own work, is entitled to vote
That includes practically everybody in the Province; bu
even if.it did not include practically every adult male:in th
Province, I think nobody from Ontario will venture to asser
that the few who are left ont are inferior in intelligence to
those who are included by the Act. I cannot speak with so
much personal knowledge in regard to the other Provinces
but my opinion of them is formed largely from the represent-
atives whom I have met here; and if we mayjudge from the
representatives sent here by those Provinces in which the
suffrage is the lowest, in which the suffrage is universal, I do
not think we can claim that our Ontario electors or Quebec
electors who have hitherto been qualified on a higher basis,
have shown better judgment in the selection of representa-
tives than the electors of those Provinces where universal
suffrage has prevailed. I consider that on the abstract
ground that taxation and liability to the duties of citizens
should confer a right to have a voice in the government
of the country, a very strong case is established in favor of
universal suffrage. I do not consider that the case is abso-
lutely convincing; I do not consider that we are absolutely
forced by that argument to accept the principloeof
manhood suffrage. In fact, I am prepared to say if the
question before us was simply a Bill croating de novo a uni-
versal suffrage for the whole Dominion as an alternative to
the present state of things under which each Province regu-
lates its own franchise, I should not support that Bill. I have
strongly supported the propositions that each Province
should manage its own franchise; that each Province knows
what will best suit the genius of its people in the way of quali-
fication ; that each Province has, under the spirit of the con-
stitution, the right to say on what basis its people should
be represented. I conclude, thon, that if the question before
us were simply one of manhood suffrage versus the existing
franchises, I should not feel bound to support -that BiIl. I
should, indeed, feel bound to oppose it. I should oppose it,
first, for the reason I have given, that the provincial fran-
chises should be retained ; and, secondly, for the reason I
have given in opposing this Bill as a whole, that I do not
think we should effect any extensive change in the basis of
the franchise without consulting the electors as to whether
they want that change or not. That objection, of course,
applies with special force to the proposal to restrict the fran-
chise; but I think it also applies to the proposal to en large the
franchise; for such extension would undoubtedly dim-
inish the electoral power of those who are now electors ;
but when the proposition comes before us in its present
form, as an alternative to something else, I do feel that my
duty compels me to support it. The proposal now before
us is not to abrogate provincial franchises in favor of
univereal suffrage, but to substitute an uniform system of
universal suffrage for another proposed uniform system Of

t franchise which we, on this side, do not consider fair and
o equitable. Under those circumstances, I shall support this
I amendment. I have done my best by voice and vote, as
g other members of this side have done, to secure the retention
. of the existing franchises; but the House has decided other-
e wise in committee, and it is probable they will also decide
n otherwise when they corne to vote on the third reading of
r the Bill. They have decided to adopt what is called an uni.
. form franchise for the whole Dominion. I have tried to
t demonstrate that it is not uniform, but an attempt to secure
r an uniform franchise. That principle being establiehed, I
s am prepared to argue that, if we are to have something
o which is meant to be a uniform franchise, it shouli be
s really so, and I hold that the only franchise which eau be
e uniform is manhood suffrage. We have discussed in detail

already the qualifications proposed in the Bill for eleotors.
1 We have found that in no case do they agree with existing

provincial franchises. We have found that those qualifica.
tions which have been thought best by the people of the dif-

- feront Provinces, are in some cases very much more liberal
. than in others. In the Province of Quebec, they are consid-
t erably less liberal than Fthose in the Bill; but in nearly al
e the other Provinces they are more liberal. We have found
t aiso a genoral admission that no property qualification can

be considered truly uniform throughout the Dominion;
that if you take property as a test of qualification to vote,

, the ownership, say of $300 worth or 8150 worth of real
- estate may mean one degree of intellig3nce in British Col-

umbia, a different degree in Manitoba, a different degree in
Ontario, a different degree in Quebec, and a very different
degree in the Lower Provinces. We have found it admitted
that an income qualification does not mean the same thing
everywhere ; in fact it is with regard to ineome especially,
that the proposed franchise varies in uniformity. The earn-
ings of the laboring classes, the receipts of professional men,
the returns from investments, are so extremelyvaried in the
difforent Provinces that the more fact that different per-
sons in different Provinces receive $400 income is no proof
that they stand on the same social plane, or possess an
equal amount of intelligence. No property franchise, no
income franchise, no tenants' franchise, eau secure roal uni-
formity throughout the Dominion. If we are to secure
that, we are thrown back to the basis of representation
of the individual man. Thore we find, as the hon. mem-
ber for Northumberland, N.B. (Mr. Mitchell) said, that we
reach a finality. This is one of the strongest arguments in
support of his supposition. He said his amendment tonds
to secure finality for the franchise, and I think it does, since
it asserts the proposition that a citizen of British Columbia
is equal in intelligence to a citizen of Prince Edward Island
and has an equal right to a share in the government of this
country. You cannot tinker with that franchise; you can-
not go into the question of a man's complexion or height or
weight. When once you have manhood suffrage, you have
reached finality, and you have also arrived at fair play and
justice. The deprivation of the right to exercise the fran-
chise in the case of any class which las heretofore exercised
it, is without precedent in constitutional government in
England, in the United States or in C.nada. If we are com-
pelled to move away at ali from the provincial franchises,
we should take a stepr not backward but forward. I do not
know that tihe people of Canada are prepared for universal
suffrage, I do not know that it would be popular
with even the Liberal electors, but we know
that some Provinces already possess universal
suffrage, and there is therefore no escape from the position
that, if we give up the provincial franchises we must go the
whole length of manhood suffrage or else diefranchise
large numbers of voters. I wish to impress upon
our friends from Quebec, without discussing the wisdom of
the Conservatism which I know characterises tHerm in
regard to the franchise more than those from other Provin-
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oes, that, if they adopt this system of uniform franchise,
there is no stopping short of universal suffrage, whenever a
majority of the other Provinces may demana it. If they
prefer a high qualification for the suffrage, they have a
right to adhere to it, but, if they give up that right by
voting for this Bil, they must be prepared to go further
when the newer parts of Canada, which will outnumber
Quebec as well as Ontario and the other older Provinces,
insist upon the basis of the vote in the whole Dominion
being universal suffrage.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.
Mr. CASEY. Thé hon. gentlemen from Quebec cheer

me. I suppose they have decided to vote for this Bill
whether it leads te universal suffrage or not. I conclude
that they are more liberal in their views than we have
given them credit for, and I am glad to fird that the Con-
servatives of Quebec are standing side by side with the
Conservatives of Ontario in favor of universal suffrage, that,
in fact, they are moi e radical than the moderate Liberals of
Ontario.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.

Mr. CASBY. Yes, it would appear that the Bleu of
Quebec and the Tory of Ontario are in favor of even more
radical changes than the moderate Liberals. I say this, not
with respect to the provisions of this present Bill, which I
maintain are less liberal in most of the Provinces than the
existing franchises, but because it will lead ultimately to
the adoption of radical charges in the constitution. If we
are to have an uniform franchise for the Dominion, it
should bo, and must be, if the rights of the people are
not to be outraged, one which will take away
the vote from no one who now possesses it. I
have shown in a former debate what a tremendous num-
ber of people in Ontario would be disfranchised by this
Bill. I have shown by two modes of calculation, one rather
loose and depending upon guess work, the other more accu-
rate, and depending upon clearly ascertained figures, both of
which mothods led almost ta the saine conclusion, namely:
that 125,000 people in the Province of Ontario, are likely
to be disfranchised by this Bill; that almost one in three of
the presont electorate will be dibfranchised, the most whole-
sale disfranchisement that ever took place amongst any
civilised people. I wili not say amongst any self governed
people, because we have no historical records that any such
disfranchisement ever took place among self-governed
people at all. It is the most wholesale wiping out of voters
of which we have any record; and when the true effect of
this measure cornes te be known among the people; when
they seo the difference between the voters' lists under the
Mowat Act, and the voters' lists under this Bill, the indigna-
tion among them will be boiling over,and gentlemen opposite
will have ocular demonstration of its existence, and will find
it so hot-I am referring now te the right hon. Premier's
humorous story last night-that the temperature will become
quite unbearable. We will then be able te afford them
absolute demonstration of that which we have now proven
thooretically, and they will have most indubitable evidence
that my figures are correct. The hon. member for Lincoln
(Mr. Rykert) endeavored te show the other -day that they
were not correct, but when I spoke next, I was able te prove
that his calculation did not affect their correctness. More
than that, the line of calculation which he adopted, when
carried to its logical conclusion, established the correctness
of my figures. I take it, therefore. that it is the admitted
opinion of the House, since my figures have not been dis-
p.oved, that the consequences which I pointed out will
follow in the Province of Ontario. Therefore, J feel that,
as one of the representatives of that Province, I should
be grossly failing in my duty, I should be committing
high treason to the Province, if I did not vote and

Mr. CAs.

speak, and do aIl in my power, to prevent the passage
of a measure which will disfranchise nearly one in
three of the electors of that Province. When
I have the alternative before me of the disfranchising Bill
proposed by this Government and a system of universal
suffrage-which may not be, in itself, desirable, which may
not be theoretically the most perfect system of representation
for the people of Canada-I should be committing high
treason to my Province if I did not accept that alternative
which was the most liberal. Practically, Mr. Mowat's
Act does give what is very near universal suffrage; it is
only one step from that Bill to universal suffrage. But
even supposing this proposal would admit a class of
voters inferior to those now admitted by the provincial
Act, I would sooner take the stop to extend the franchise
than to restrict the franchise; and I believe that every
single voter, Reformer or Conservative, in my constituency
would endorse me in that action. I believe that every
single voter in the constituencies of hon. gentlemen oppo.
site will feel, that in supporting this disfranchising propo-
sai, their representatives have taken a stop backwards, that
they have taken a stop entirely contrary to the genius of
people of Ontario. I may be told that Mr. Mowat
refused to give universal franchise at the last Session of
the Local Legislature. Weil, Sir, in the first place,
I have never claimed that the people of Ontario
preferred universal suffrage to the one they now
possess ; I think they have shown through their
representatives that they prefer the system they now
enjoy. But I say we have refused to allow them to con-
tinue that system, and we have now the choice of
giving them either a vastly more restricted franchise, or
a slightly more extended one. I have not the slightest
doubt in the world, that the people of Ontario would
infinitely prefor to have universal suffrage rather than the
enormously restricted franchise which it is intended to
impose upon them by the usurped power of this louse.
Now, Sir, there are reasons why universal suffrage might be
more objectionable for the Local House than for the Dominion
House, why it might be advisable to have universal suffrage
here, while it would not be advisable to have it for our pro-
vincial Assmbly. We all know that the Provincial Assem-
blies deal with property and civil rights, and there is some
reason in contending that no man who is not an owner of
property should b represented in an Assembly which
deals with the tenure or transfer of property, and which can
in the last extremity tax property. The Local Legislatures
have power to levy a tax upon every man's farm or other
proporty. They are, to that extent, in the position of a
municipal council, and nobody imagines it would be fair to
give universal suffrage at municipal elections, or that it
would be fair and just to allow a man having no property
to impose taxes upon the belongings of his neighbor who
has property. It has been folt by many that in a Legisla-
ture which controls the tenure of property, and which
might, in the last resort, impose a tax upon property, it
would not be fair to allow a man with no property to be
represented; and, therefore, Mr. Mowat's Bill, although
going to the very furthest extent of admitting everybody
who owns property, or had any income or any direct
interest in property that might be assessable for municipal
or provincial purposes, stopped short of giving the franchise
to people who had no property or no interest in property.
We have nothing to do here with the tenure or transfer of
property, except 'in those territories directly under our
control, and which, in a short time, will be organised as
Provinces, and have a chance of establishing their own
franchise. What wehave to deal with is indirect taxation, and
the responsibilities of a citizen to the State. While there is
danger in the application of universal suffrage to provincial
or municipal elections, such does not apply in the case of
Dominion elections. The feeling against universal suffrage
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among Conservatives has largely arisen from its abuse in
American municipalities, and that argument has some force.
Municipal government in New York city is considered to be
a hotbed of corruption, and this is justly held to be largoly
due to the system of universal suffrage. Penniless voters
maintain certain officials in power in order that they may
obtain employment from thern. No such results could follow
the application of universal suffrage to Dominion elections.
We need have no fear that the penniless class, if there be any
such-say rather the more dependent working class-will
ever control Dominion affairs. This is a question we can fairly
consider without party bias. As a party I do not believe we
would be botter off for the enfranchisement of every
individual voter than we would be under a high property
qualification, as Liberals are equally well-to-do with
Conservatives, Apart from considerations of party interests,
or of how it will affect my own election, I support the
amendment in favor of universal suffrage.

An hon. MEMBER. Do not be too venturesome.
Mr. CASEY. Such a remark should not come from any

member on the opposite side of the House, when the Gov-
ernment is afraid to consult the people. If there is any
conduct that could more properly bo termed out of this House
by the name cowardly, I do not know such conduct. Let
the Government at least have the courage of their convic-
tions; let them go to the people at the poils, or declare that
this Bill shall not como into force until after the next gen-
oral election. The truth is that hon. gentlemen opposite
know that the majority of the people are against them on
this BiH, and they simply dare not go to the polis before it
becomes law.

Mr. BURPEE. I am a little embarrassed with tho
amendment. I scarcely understand the position we occupy,
or the position of the mover of the amendment. The
amendment proposes universal suffrage, and it proposes a
Dominion franchise of universal suffrage. I am opposed to
a Dominion franchise in any shape. I do not bolieve it was
intended when we inaugurated this Confederation. I believe,
Sir, in a federal union, and that each Province should fix
the franchise for the election of its own members. For that
reason I can scarcely go as far as the hon. member for Nor-
thumberland, who proposes a Dominion franchise, and,
besides, ho is somewhat mixed himself with reference to
this franchise. It is true that in the paper for which he
is responsible, ho donounced this Bill in the strongest lan-
guage, and called upon the leader of the Government in
almost peremptory language to withdraw it, and yet ho
voted for the second reading and swallowed it by wholesale.
Now, this appears to me to be inconsistent, and I hardly
feel like submitting myself to his lead, as I hardly know
where he will land me. The fact is that if I were to accept
his amendment it would only be as a choice between two
evils, as I think I should prefer his proposition rather than
the proposition of the Bill, thougfr I have not quite made up
my mind that universal suffrage is the best for this country.
I think it is preferable, because it would minimise the evil
consequences which might arise from the appointment of
partisan revising officers, because they would not have the
same chance of manipulating the lists in the interest of one
party. 1 know it is said that if judges were appointed
there would be very little risk of their doing injustice, but
at the same time, many of them were politicians before
they wore appointed, and when it came to deciding whother
a piece of land or other property should be valued above or
below $150, as these officers would necessarily be chosen
from the legal fraternity, they would not be very familiar
with the vaine ofproperty in the country, and they might be
led more or less by their political friends in the constituency.
It is quite possible that instead of taking the assessor's list
they might take a list made up by a candidate who is run-
nng an election, and thereby put on or off what namOs they

think proper. In that respect I think the proposition of the
hon. member for Northumberland is an improvement on the
Bill. If the Dominion Government adopts a franchise of
its own and appoints officers of its own-partisan offieers,
who should do injustice to one party or the other in making
up their lists'-and if the Dominion Government held an
election under thoso lists, and it could be shown to the
country that injustice had been done to the party which
controls the Local Grovernment, it will be a temptation to
the Local Governmente in the several Provinces who are
opposed politically to the Dominion Government to retaliate
by framing an election law that will work to the disadvant-
age of the Dominion Governmont; and in that way very
serious friction between the Provincial and Dominion Gov-
ernments will be the outcome of this system of party revis-
ing barristers, which may work disaster to this Confedera-
tion. I think this view of the case should not be
entirely lost sight of. I do not wish to take up the
time of the committe. I only rose to explain why I
shall vote for the proposition of the hon. member for Nor-
thumborland ; it is only because it is preferable to the Bill
introduced by the Government, and that it will minify one
at least of the evils which I apprehend from the revising
barrister clause ; and I hope it will be carried, although I
gather from the few remarks the hon. gentleman made on
introducing it that ho had not very much hope of succeed-
ing. I think, however, that ho bas struck the right ohord,
If we are to have a Dominion franchise at all, it is the only
uniform Dominion franchise we eau have ; and I think
sooner or later it will be adopted, We may have one
election under this Bill, and great evils may arise out of it;
but they will excite the indignation of the people to such a
extent that they will nover be satisfied until a Dominion
franchise is instituted upon the baisis of the amendmont of
the hon. member for Northumberland.

Mr. MITCHELL. I cannot allow the remarks of my
hon. friend from Sunbury, to pass without notice, inasmuch
as they reflect upon my consistency, in the course I have
pursued on this Bill. Now, I value the hon. gentleman's
good opinion-; I have sat in Parliament with him for over
twenty years; I have always found him au advocate of
liberai views and ideas ; 1:ad the honor to bc supportcd
by him for many years while I was in the Cabinet of the
Province from which we both come, and I do not like the
hon, gentleman to make the remarks ho has done, in rela-
tian to my course on this Bill. Now, I beg to tell the hon.
gentleman. and I appeal to the testimony cf hon. members,
that I am consistent on this Bill. The hop. gentleman says
I am inconsistent, because I supported the second reading
of this Bill. I made, I think, the third speech that was
made on the Bill, and in that speech I indioated the course
I would pursue. I stated that there were several issues
raised by the introduction of the Bill, and that the greatest
one was whether this Parliament should decide for itself
who should have the power to elect members to sit in this
Parliament, and who should dictate the terms on which
they should sit here. That was the vital principle of the
Bill; and at the very earliest stage in the debate, which
has now lasted for three weeks, I took the position that
this Parliament alone should dictate who should, and who
should not vote for members to sit in this Parliament. Am I
inconsistent becauselI supported the principle of the Bill
and opposed its details ?Did I not, at that time, eay that
I was opposed to the details of the Bill ? Did I not point
out in general terms why I was opposed to. the details, and
state that when we came to the particular clauses
I would state in what respect I was opposed to
them, and why? Then, why should the hon. gen-
tleman, who has known me se long, and known
me not to wear two faces under one hat, charge me
with inconsistency, or with not having spoken in frank and
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candid terms in relation to the course I intended to pursue
with regard to this Bill. I appeal to hon. gentlemen on
both sides of the fouse whether I have not been frauk and
candid in every position I have taken in this matter; and
why the hon. member for Sunbury should arraign me before
this committee at this time and charge me with inconsist-
ency, I cannot imagine. I am in favor first and above all
of the principle of this Bill, that this Parliament should die-
tate who should sit in this House; but I am opposed to the
details of the Bill and I have su bmitted an amendment, and
notwithstanding that the hon. gentleman charges me with
inconsistency, ho winds up by saying ho is going to support
my amendment as the lesser of two evils. I am glad the
hon. gentleman bas taken that position, and I only rose to
vindicate the conasistency of the course I have pursued.
I am against the details of the provisions of this Bill, and I
believe that the amendment I have proposed will give prac-
tically manhood suffrage, still, I am not tied to it, and, for
the sake of harmony, am willing to accept the suggestion
of the hon. member for Queen's, P.E I. (Mr. Davies). I
want to see manhood suffrage throughout the country, and
if we aun get it, either by amendment or by the suggestion
of my.hon. friend from Queen's, P.E.I., it is not material
which of the two is adopted, provided one of them be car-
ried. I think my hon. friend (Mr. Burpee), in justice to
me, ought to withdraw the implied censure he has cast upon
me by the imputation that I have been inconsistent with
my course in regard to this Bill.

Mr. BURPEE. I have no idea of casting any imputation
on the hon. gentleman, but I could not understand that,
while he is in favor of universal suffrage ho should vote for a
Bill which is founded on propErty qualification. The
principle of the Bill is property qualification, the principle
of his amendment is universal suffrage, the one in direct
opposition to the other. I am glad the hon. gentleman bas
explained his position, because 1 found it difficult. to under-
stand how he could vote for the principle of the Bill and
thon propose his amendment.

Mr. MITCHELL. The principle of the Bill is not pro-
perty qualification alone. There are several features in it,

t the main principle is, whether this Parliament of
C.nada should itself decide who will have tho right to
elect members to sit in it. That is the main principle, and
that principle I support. The other principle, that of pro-
perty qualification, I have opposed from the first, and the
resolution I have submitted gives effect to my opposition.
My hon. friend is, therefore, a littie mixed when ho charges
me with inconsistency.

Mr. WILSON. 'Before this amendment is disposed of, I
wish to place on record the views I entertain in reference
to it, and I may bore say, in passing, that I am very much
pleased indeed to have heard the hon. membor for North-
umberland (Mr. Mitchell) deny, as ho had a perfect right
to do, any insinuation that he was in any way acting
inconsistently in moving this amendment. I agree with
him that ho is consistent; he bas from the very outset
declared his intention to move an amendment at the earliest
opportunity. 1, therefore, fully agree with him in refer-
ence to the course ho bas taken in that respect, but I
cannot agree with him that the question is whether this
Parliament has or bas not the right to legislate in this
magter. We, on this side, have not pretended to deny that
tho Dominion of Canada has the right to legislate in this
direction, but we questioned the expediency of so doing ;
we questioned whether it was necessary, whether the
Dominion of Canada bad suffered sufficiont abuses to
require that it should take into its own hands this legisla-
tion at the present time. Therefore, I do not think that
the hon. gentleman is quite correct in stating that the
question i nvolved was whether there should or should not be
g Dominion franchise; but I am strongly of opinion that if

Mr. MIToRILL,
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we take into consideration all the facts, whatever slight
objection, or whatever grounds of hesitation there may be in
supporting manhood suff rage,these objections will be removed
on account of the greater importance, under existing cir-
cumstances, of accepting manhood suffrage in preference to
this Dominion Bill. We know very well that if we accept
the Bill in its entirety, as it has been presented to this
House by the Government, it will entail a very large
expenditure, and that if we accept the amendment of the
hon. member for Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell), there will
be no expenditure. That of itself is, to my mind, sufficient
reason why we should regard the amendment with favor.
I was also pleased to hear the hon. gentleman say that he was
opposed to the details of the Bill. True, this is not the proper
time to discuss them, but no doubt, being truc to hie word,
when we come to the details of the Bill, we will find that
hon. gentleman working cordially with the hon. members
on this side, and by means of tbe united efforts of the two
parties, the Independent party and the Opposition, we may
be able to make the proposed Bill a passable measure; and I
have no doubt the Government will b grateful to the hon.
gentleman, because they need assistance to make this Bill
even acceptable to the general public, to which it is at
present very objectionable. The question of manhood
suffrage is perhaps, of all the questions that have been dis-
cussed in this House, the most important one. We are
perfectly well aware that, unless other circumstances were
favorable, the introduction of manhood suffrage into the
politics of this country would be a dangerous step. We
find that it is absolutely necessary there should be some-
thing to accompany the right of every man to vote, and I
contend it would be a dangerous princi pie to grant manhood
suffrage unless we had accompanying it an almost universal
education. Now, the question that naturally arises is,
whether we are sufficiently advanced in the Dominion to
grant manhood suffrage, so that every man would have a
right, in common with his fellow mon, in saying what
form of government should prevail. I think hon. gentlemen
will agree with me when I say that perpaps there is
no country under the sun where more general educational
facilities are afforded than in Canada. The school system
of Ontario is not only admired by the old world but by our
American cousins; our school system is such that it offers
facilities to every individual who will take advantage of
them for oducation; I believe that if a comparison were
made our people would compare favorably in this respect
with the people on the other side of the line; I believe our
educational institutions to-day are equal to the educational
institutions in the United States. The United States have
had experience as to the working of manhood suffrage under
a liberal system of education, and if they have found that
it has been a success why should we have anything to fear
here ? I believe that you may go to any Province
of the Dominion, and you will find there a school
system so extensive that no one may be deprived of a
liberal education, that no one need be deprived of becoming
sufficiently intelligent to be able to go to the polis and cast
his vote intelligently. That being the case, and I do not
think anyone doubts it, I think that even those who are
opposed to the principle now before the Committee will
hesitate te say that our people are not sufficiently educated
to exorcise the franchise. We know that there may be
some cases, we know that there are some who do not take
advantage of the educationai'facilities offered them, who are
unable, perhaps, to read or write, and to whom ait ordinary
rules of arithmetic are unknown, and thus we might say that
if we are to make a national standard of education, as to the
right of exercising the franchise, some would be debarred.
We ought to adopt whatever means we can to educate the
people and induce them to take an intelligent interest in
the affairs of the country. It was given as a reason why
we should not extend the franchise to women that they did
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not take an interest in political affairs, but, if yon withhold
the franchise from any number of the citizens, you withhold
a powerful stimulant to induce them to take an intelligent
interest in the affairs of the country. Is it not the duty of
a Government to try to educate the public upon political
questions ? If those on the other side are so well satisfied
as to the manner in which they have been conducting the
affairs of the country, why should they adopt this means o
withholding from the electorate the political knowledge
they ought to have ? If you go in the direction of the
amendment of the hon. member for Northumberland (Mr.
Mitchell), you will go a long way to induce the people to
take an intelligent interest in the affairs of the country.
The hon. member for Cardwell (Mr. White) last evening
said we should try to approach as near as practicable to the
views expressed by the Local Legislatures. It is true that
the Ontario Legislature have refused to adopt mauhood
suffrage, but they have virtually adopted it, for they have
given a vote to a wage-earner who may receive $100 a
year as wages, which, with his board, will amount to $250.
If my hon. friend from Cardwell is sincore, why should he
record his vote against the adoption of the provincial fran-
chise of Ontario? The time has passed for it to be claimed
that property is the basis of the vote. We bolieve that a
man with ordinary intelligence should be entitled to
vote. What right have we to disfranchise any of those
who are compelled to observe the laws enacted here and
to pay 25, 30 or 50 per cent. taxes upon the articles
they are compelled to consume and not have the vote ?
It is a vicious principle to disfranchise theso people.
I say that every man who is compelled to pay, has a right
to say what shall be done with his money; overy man who
is called upon to perform nmilitary service has a right to
say how and why he was callled upon to perform that ser-
vice. I say if we adopt the principle now-before the House,
you adopt a principle founded upon no logical fact. You
say that a man who is a9sessed in a city for $300 has a
right to vote as the owner of the property, and you say that
the man who is a tenant of that property can also have a
right to vote. Iask you, Mr. Chairman, what right has a
tenant, if you regard property as the basis of the franchise,
to record his vote ? You thereby give up the principle of
property being the basis of the franchise, and the only rea-
sonable conclusion is that we should go still further and
place the vote in the hands of every intelligent person who
has arrived at the age of 21 years and is a resident. There
are other strong reasons why we should extend the fran-
chise in the manner I have mentioned here. We know
that all trusts placed in the hands of the powers that be,
are given thom to use for the benefit of the people. That
being the case, every individual has a right to enquire
whother that trust is proporly or improperly used,
and of saying in what manner that trust shall be used.
I am well aware that there are strong arguments against the
doctrine of manhood suffrage, but I think that the objections
to it are counterbalanced by the benefits that would accrue
to society, if we are going to enact a Franchise Bill at all.
I believe it would be much botter to allow each Province to
control the franchise, because we know that in many Pro-
vinces the people are opposed to manhood suffrage, while in
others they may desire to have manhood suffrage. I believe
that sooner or later manlhood suffrage will be the law of this
land. We know that In the Province of Ontario, the Con-
servative leader in the Legislative Assembly has given it as
his opinion that the franchise should be extended to
every male subject 21 years of age, and if that opinion be
shared by the Conservative party of Ontario, it will only
be a matter of time when they will come down to this
louse and insist upon extending the franchise so as to make
it practically universal. That is, indeed, the tendency all
over the world. We find that the leading minds of the day,
who have considered the matter in al its bearings upon
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d society, agree in saying that the time has arrived, that
intelligence has become sufficiently general, when it is

t advisable to give a vote to every individual who can exercise
f it in an intelligent manner. Now, we know well that there is a
J very large class of men whom we do not reach by our present

franchise. Every hon. member in this House will admit that
when he is canvassing, he does not pay the same amount

f of attention to a man who has no vote as he does to the
man who has a vote. Go to any constituency, and the

a first question that arises with the candidate is: fHas that
man a vote ? If that man has not a vote he is treated with
apparent indifference ; if ie has a vote you court him, you
take opportunities of meeting him and of conversing with
him on the political topics of the day. Now I ask if it is
right or just that we should treat in this manner a man
who happens, for the time being, not to possess the fran-
chise? If certain duties are imposed upon a portion of the
population, those individuals should have a voice in the
eleetions. This House has no right to pass legisla-
tion that will disfranchise a largo number of electors.
This will specially apply to school teachers, who
certainly have an equal right to vote with occupiers of
houses at a rental of $2 a month. This flouse should con-
sider whether the time has not arrived, in view of the intel-
ligence of the people and the educational facilities possessed
in this country, to adopt manhood suffrage. Al human
beings should be placed upon the plane of equality. It is
not right that because a man possesses a considerable
amount of money he should have special weight in publie
affairs, or because a man possesses a large amount of pro.
perty he should possess additional influence in the selection
of the people's represontatives. The principle of property
qualification is not a correct one. If we are to have a
Dominion franchise, and if we cannot retain the Ontario
franchise, I prefer manhood or universal suffrage, to the
franchise contained in the Bill now before the committee.

Mr. McMULLEN. This motion, which is proposed by
an hon. member not connected with the Opposition aide of
the Huse, is a very important one and should be fully dis-
cussed. i hope that hon. gentlemen opposite will take the
opportunity of expressing their views on this subjeot. I
hope the bon. member for Cardwell (Mr. White) will do se,
and that we will also find him recording his vote in favor
of this progressive movement, On a ormer occasion, he
expressed his views very strongly in favor of a provincial
franchise, and although he has now chosen to change his
views, he may find it convenient to change them back again
and adopt the views of this resolution. This important
question has been discussed in every Parliament on this
continent, as well as in Great Britain at great length It
has been before the Home Government for many years, as
questions of this kind often take a great many years before
the publie realise their importance, and before they become
law. In the old country, we know that they have been
making great advances in this subject, and I believe they
will continue to make progress. Now that the question of
manhood suffrage has come before us, it is well that the
people of this Dominion should knew what are the views of
the mem bers of this House on this question, and I hope that
before the discussion has closed, bon, gentlemen opposite
will have the manliness to get up and express their views
npon it, and say whether they are in favor of
extending the franchise or restricting it. I look
upon the present B 11 as rather a restrictive measure, and
although perhaps there may be something in connection
with manhood suffrage that we are not all prepared to see
adopted, I freely confess that I would be prepared to vote
for manhood suffrage rather than the Bill now before the
louse, and for two reasons. I would do so in the first

p lace because I believe that every man living in this
Dominion, who is a taxpayer, ought to have a vote, and I
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contend that every man living, whether he be a laborer, a
mechanic, or belongs to any other class, that in any way
contributes to the revenues of the country is a taxpayer,
and has a right to be represented on the floor of this flouse.
Why, as far back as 1291, Edward the First laid down as a
maxim that that which touches all should be approved of
by all, that every man who is the subject of taxation should
be permitted to express his views as to how those taxes
shall be extracted from him. It is absurd to say that a man
who is the owner of $150 worth of real estate is entitled to
be represented, while a man who is the owner of only $100
worth should not be represented. If you admit that it is
the man who is to be represented and not the property, why
hold to the property qualifications? I admit that in muni-
cipal organisations it is necessary that property should be
represented, for the purposes of municipal taxation, as
for instance, with regard to by-laws for the creation of debt,
as to which only those who would be responsible for a por-
tion of that debt, as the owners of property should have a
vote. I hold, however, that when you come to the election
of members of this House the franchise should be wider
than in the case either of municipalities or Provinces. I
hold, for instance, that we should have a more extensive
franchise here than we have in Ontario, because in the Pro-
vincial Legislature the measures are largely confined to
municipal Acts, and Acts relating to the holders of pro-
perty, while here we deal with the rates of duties on imports,
and other matters of that kind, and every consumer is sub-
ject to the operation of our laws. I hold that the poor man
who wears a common cotton shirt, or a pair of Derry pants
as he has to pay a certain amount of taxation, bas a right
to be represented. It is not money which is represented,
for if it were we would have a plurality of votes, and the
man who owned $100,000 worth of property would have
more votes than the man having $1,000. If, thon, it is the
individual who is represented there should be no restriction,
and so long as a man is a resident, and is registered, and so
long as he is a naturalised or a natural born subject, he
should have a vote. In the second place I prefer man hood
suffrage to the provisions of this Bill, because it would
be more cheaply operated. The First Minister yesterday
gave us an expression of his views with regard to the cost,
and he said it would be merely trißing; and that it could
be very likely performed by adding a small sum to the
present salaries of the judges. I do not know what the
judges may be disposed to accept; but I may say that I was
pleased to learn that it is the intention of the First Minister
to appoint judges, for I believe there will be more satisfac-
tion in the appointment of judges, than there possibly could
be in the appointment of revising barristers. I believe
that, on the whole, the county judges will perform their
duties with credit to themselves; because, from the position
of a county judge, he tries to cultivate the respect and
esteem in wiich ho should be held, as one occupying a higih
official position, and consequently ho will be more chary
of doing anything which would reflect upon himself, than
the revising barrister would be. I contend, at the same
time, as 1 have contended on every opportunity heretofore,
that there is no necessity for placing such enormous powers
in the bande of one man, whether he is a judge or not. I
say that no one person should have the right to exorcise
such an arbitrary power as will be placed in the
hands of these officers. I say, notwithstanding
the statement of the First Minister, I believe the
cost to the country will be a considerable sum.
I have before expressed the opinion that it would amount to
$400,000. It May possibly be done for less. Supposing the
revising barrister only got $400-and I do not think any
judge could be found disposed to perform the duties of the
position even for that sum-he has to have a clerk, who will
perhaps cost $400 more; a constable will require to be paid
$200 or $250; and printing will cost about $150 a consti-

,Mr. MCMÏULLEN.

tuency. I certainly hope the cost will be less, but we have
a right to express our fear that instead of being less it may
possibly be more. If these estimates are correct, the cost
of this Bill in the first year will be $253,000, and for the
Parliament, $1,266,000. If this Bill is going to impose on
the people of the country any such burden as that, it is wise
and prudent on our part to consider whether it should become
law. There has been a great deal of discussion about the
indebtedness of this Dominion, and conflicting statements
have been made as to what it amounts to per capita. I
think it can fairly be estimated that the debt of this
Dominion is equal to, if not in excess of, the debt per capita
of the United States.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. The hon.gentleman will please con-
fine himself to the amendment and to the particular clause
before the Chair.

Mr. McMULLEN. I am trying to do so; but if I am
not oven to draw an inference as to the question of cost,
and must confine myself strictly to the words of the
amendment, I will do it. But I do not think it will tend to
advance matters by being too strict. Now, I simply say [
think it we should consider whether it is wise in the inter-
ests of our people to incur that additional expense. . If the
people of this Dominion had the opportunity to cast a bal-
lot for or against this law, I believe they would oppose it
on the ground of expense. Consequently of two evils I am
willing to choose the less, and therefore the motion for
manhood suffrage is decidedly preferable to the Bill. I
believe there is nothing to be risked in granting to the
laboring classes of this Dominion the privilege of voting.
The experience of England during the last twenty or
thirty years teaches that that class regard the franchise as
a trust and wisely exorcise it. I do not think there is any
evidence in the civilised world to show that once
men are clothed with the right of recording their
votes, that right has been abused. The progress
of our country is largely due to the poorer classes
who have built our railways and canals, cleared our forests,
and turned our uncultivated country into a fertile field.
The more of that class of men we have in our country the
botter, and after they come hore, we should confer upon
them the right to record their votes, as is done in the
United States. The hon. member for Cardwell (Mr. White)
said that from the progress made in the past on this ques-
tion, we must look forward to the time when we shall have
to introduce manhood suffrage. In the face of that state-
ment, I ask if it would not be wise, in inaugurating a new
system, that we should go slowly and carefully. We should
consider in the first place the state of the franchises in the
different Provinces; we know that there are two Provinces,
in which manhood suffrage is now in force, and which have
elected their representatives to this House on that basis;
and we should think seriously before we disfranchise a por-
tion of the inhabitants of those Provinces by this Bill. If
we do, from year to year, Bills will be introduced to extend
the franchise, and eventually we shall have to adopt man-
hood suffrage; and would it not be botter for us
to take in the entire population at once and avoid
the cost it is now proposed to incur? Now, take
the basis upon which we sit here as the people's
representatives. There is no qualification attached to a
member of Parliament; we may not even be taxpayers ;
we may not even be enrolled as paying a poll tax; there is
no evidence require that we .are the holders of property,
that we have any personal property, or that we are directly
or indirectly interested in the State at aIL When such is
the fact with regard to ourselves, on what principle, should
we be disposed to deny to the people tho same rights.
Some years ago an Act was passed by this House doing
away with all qualifications of members; the people sanc-
tioned that Act; they raised no objection to it; and any
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man, aged 21, who is a British subject, cari occupy a seat in'
this House without any property qualification at al], or any
evidence that he has paid his taxes. It is nothing but fair,
thon, that we should consider the question whether it would
be wise to extend the same privileges to the people as
regards the right to vote, and I hope hon. gentlemen oppo-
site will give expression to their views upon that point.
Now, the First Minister said something with regard to the
assessment rolls, and he assumed that the revising officers
would be supposed to accept those rolls as the basis on
which ho would prepare their lists. I must say
that if the revising officer were absolutely committed
to the acceptance of the rolls made out for muni-1
cipal purposes, it would be an amendment to this Bill
in the right direction. I am sorry to say, however, he is
not compelled to do so. He merely takes them as a guide
in forming an opinion with regard to the value of property,
and if he comes to the conclusion that on the whole the roll
is such that ho can endorse it, ho is supposed to accept
it. But it is not absolutely binding on him to accept that
roll.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. The hon. gentleman must confine
himself to the question before the Chair.

Mr. McMULLEN. I shall try to confine myself to man-
hood suffrage. It appears that any reference or attempt at
a reference to any other point is not to be permitted. I
must say that I believe it is in the interest of the people
that the utmost latitude should be granted their representa-
tives in the discussion of this question. However, Sir, if
you decide that we must confine ourselves closely to the
question of manhood suffrage, I will do so, but I think an
opportunity should be at least allowed to draw inforences
from facts connected with the Bill under discussion, and to
show why we consider it would be prudent to accept man-
hood suffrage in preference to it. We are discuss-
ing manhood suffrage as compared to the suffrage
in the Bill before the House. The hon. gentleman
who moved the amendment said his reason for moving it
was that while he accepted some principles of the Bill, ho
was opposed to others, and as an alternative ho would pro-
fer manhood suffrage te the Bill itself. I think, therefore,
we should be allowed to discuss the amendment from that
standpoint, and it is that I have been endeavoring to do.
However, if I am to be limited, I will confine mysolf to the
qaestion of manhood suffrage. I say it is the duty of every
man, whether he be rich or poor, whether ho has the pri-
vilege of sitting in this House or not, to advocate those
principles which extend to every man British liberty,
British fair play, and British rights. I hold that every
man in the country who pays taxes, who contributes
to the progress of the country, whether as a producer in the
factory, or the humble laborer, or in any other capacity,
should have a voice in the direction of its affairs. By
granting the franchise to the poorer classes, you will give
them a deeper interest in the affairs of the Dominion, you
will give them a desire to become educated on the political

issues of the day, and they will become more fitted to
,exercise intelligently the duties of citizenship. In England,
when important changes in the laws of the state are pro-
posed, when any great question arises, whether of home or
foreign policy, the people assemble together in mass meet-
ings and give expression to their views, the poorer classes
as well as the richer ; and this is one of the results which
naturally flows from the extension of the franchise.
Were we to include in the franchise all the people
of this Dominion that could be reasonably expected
to be included under the amendment before the Chair, it
would tend largely to give thon that interest in the
country which would be the means of inducing them to
take a very decided interest in public questions. Every
man in this Dominion is liable to be called on at any time

to bear arms in defence of this country ; among our volan
teers in the North-West there are many no doubt who have
not the franchise, but who are jast as zealous and honest in
the defense of their country as those who have, and no
doubt also among them, fighting side by side, are the poor
men and the sons and heirs of millionaires. I can see no
reason why, when all feel an equally strong interest in the
country's welfare, all should not have the right to vote ; we
know that love of country is not confined to people of
independent means ; we know that people from the old
country, who have probably been driven from their homes
by stress of circumstances, oft in memory revert with affec-
tion to the hills and meadows of their native land, and we
know that in this country the poor cotter who struggles
har.dily for an existence by the hill side, feels as much
pleasure in his humble cot and as much pride and love for
his country as tho man who lives in a costly residence and
has ail the comforts that wealth can provide at his com-
mand. We make laws here for the poor as well as the
rich, every man is amenable to the laws, and it is only right
that ho should have a voice in the making of those laws.
Every man who contributes to the taxation should have a
say in the election of members who impose that taxation.
If any class suffers by the taxation, it is the poor class.

Mr. McCALLUM. What about the poor Indian?
Mr. MoMULLEN. I believe the Indians do not pay

taxes.

Mr. WHITE (Hastings). Yes, they do.

Mr. McMULLEN. They may, in some cases, but 1
believe not as a rule. The poor man, who contributes to the
rovenue in a small way, has a right to say in what way ho
would be represonted in this House. It is our duty to look
after the interest of the poor as well as the rich, and a law
based upon a property qualification is an unjust law. In
evory Franchise Bill in Qngland, the property qualification
has beon reduced, and that shows that any franchise based
upon property is liable to change, while, if the amendment
of the hon. member for Northumberland is adopted, we
shall savo the cost involved in this measure and the
necessity of change. This is one of the most important
questions involved in this Bill. I admit that the question
of the revising barrister is one of the most serious points,
but, on the other hand, this is one of the important points.
The statement that manhood suffrage is a question to which
we will have to look forward and deal with at no distant
day, comes from a.gentleman of extended parliamentary
experience, who is looking forward to become a Cabinet
Minister, and wu must expect, from the drift of things across
the Atlantic, that in a few years this must be adopted.
Should we not begin to educate the people of this country
on this point? There are a great many in Canada who do
not understand what manhood suffrage means, a large
percentage of the people do not know what it means.
Should we not, then, give full expression to Our views
on this question in order to educate the people
of this country as to what it does mean ? I hope
that before we have manhood suffrage rushed upon
us, as the hon. member for Cardwell (fir. White) has
announced, may possibly be the case, the people will have
an opportunity of discussing it, and that no Government, no
matter which party may be in power, will bring in a Bill of
that important character without first appealing to the
electors, and ascertaining whether they are prepared to
endorse that measuro. Now, Sir, I am glad to be able to
fall into line with the bon. member for Northumberland
(Mr. Mitchell) in his proposal for what is, practically, a
manhood suffrage. I am sorry that in conneotion with
some other measures that ho has brought before the flouse,
I have not been able to fall into lne with him, but on this
particular question, I am glad to be able to say that I fully
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endorse lis amendment, and prefer it to the Bill that is now
before the House. Now, while we are discussing this ques-
tion of manhood suffrage, I think we should discuss it from
a taxation point of view. We have had several arguments
presented to the House to show the amount of taxes levied
upon the people of this country, and it has been shown that
the Customs duties for the year ambunt to something like
84.45 a head. No doubt there are some who do not pay 84.45,
but there are others who pay three times that amount. Now,
every man who contributes to the support of the Govern-
ment has a fair claim to be allowed to exorcise the fran-
chise, and I hold that is one of the strongest arguments that
can be adduced in favor of universal suffrage. I think that
it is wise and prudent and just that a man who pays taxes
sbould have the franchise--I care not if it is only 10 cents
a year. The widow who contributed her two miteg was
just as much appreciated when she cast them into the
treasury, as would be the man who cast in lis £10 ; and
in that view of the case, we ought jest as much to consider
the interest of the poor man who contributes lis two mites
as that of the rich man who contrIbutes his £10. I hope,
with the lon. member for Cardwell (Mr. White), that the
time is not far distant when we shall be able to take this
matter up and deal with it satisfactorily. It would be well
for us, perhaps, to have universal suffrage now, while the
country is new, than later on when the population becomes
dense. Take into consideration the North-West, for
instance. Along the whole line of the Canadian Pacific
Railway there are a large number of trackmen who will,
no doubt, erect their louses along the line. We know that
the land along the line is exempt from taxes for twenty
years, and there will be no assessment of property for
taxation not even for municipal purposes. There will, there-
fore, be no means of ascertaining what number of those
mon should be put on the roll so as to have the right to vote.
I regret that hon. gentlemen opposite have not discussed
this question individually and that the duty has devolved on
hon. members on this side of theI louse. It is too early in
the Session to begin to offer interruptions because a large
amount of business romains to be done. I congratulate the
Chairman on the evident desire he as manifested to main-1
tain order throughout this discussion. I admit he las done
soo the best of his ability. We have been occupied during
three weeks in endeavoring to make converts of hon. gentle-
men opposite and I regret, so far, with little effect. We
are not, however, discouraged, and we are still prepared to
remain here and do our duty to the country. Before this
discussion closes I think hon. gentlemen opposite will be
compelled to admit that within a very few years manhood
suffrage must be adopted in this Dominion.

Mr. MILLS. The great majority of members who have
sat here during former Parliaments must have come to the
conclusion that we have had far too much legislation. It is
the fault of our country at the present time. Logis-
lation is scarcely considered: measures are suggested by
some clerk in a Department to a Minister; they are prepared
by the law clerk, submitted to the House at the close of the
Session and passed into law. This has been a very serions evil.
Looking at what has transpired during the present Session,
1 think we are making a new departure, and that in the
future the utmost care and attention will be given to mea-
sures, and consequently we shall have fewer measures, but
less objectionable measures from this time forth. The time
we have given, Sir, to the consideration of this question is
not longer than is usually given to the considerations of this
sort in the Parliament of the United Kingdom. The First
Minister, during the visit he recently made to England,
addressed a public assembly in that country, and he told
them that one great distinction between the party which he
reprosented ani the party which sits on this side of the
House was this : That those who followed him, while not
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perhaps identical in their views with either the Conserva-
tive party or the Reform party of England, agree with both
parties in this: That they undertook to make the Parlia-
ment of England and its proceedings the model of its pro-
cedure here. Now, Sir, I do not think that was a fair or a
candid representation. I think it was an atrociously unjust
statement.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. I would call te the recollection of the
hon. gentleman that the question before the committee is
the amendment of the hon. member for Northumberland, to
sub.section two, of clause three, and as far as I can gather
from his present remarks they are not relevant to the
subject.

Mr. MILLS. It is not my intention to travel outside the
record, and I think I will show you the perfect relevancy
of my observations. As I was pointing out the hon. gen-
tleman made this statement. I am now pointing out to you
that we, on this side, are adopting the view which he says
prevailed in England, with reference to this very Bill, in
our discussion of this measure, and the care and attention
we give to this subject. We propose to examine it with the
minute care and impartiality which an important measure
of this sort deserves at our hands. Sir, there is no doubt
that we are obliged to enter into this discussion more min-
utely because this Bill and this very clause propose to
enfranchise a class of people who have not hitherto been
enfranchised, and to disfranchise a large number of people
who have enjoyed the franchise for a long time, and
this is being done contrary to that practice which
the hon gentleman says ho implicitly respects, by
dealing with the question without the sanction of the
electorate of his country. The hon. member for Cardwell,
yesterday, stated that he was not going to support the
amendment of the hon. member for Northumberland
because he saw that in the Province of Ontario the opinion
of the country had been taken by the Local Legislature,
and that the Local Legislature had not gone so far as the
hon, gentleman's own motion goes. The hon. gentleman
says that he will not go in favor of manhood suffrage, he
will not support that proposition, because ho wishes to
respect public opinion in the Province of Ontario, and yet
while he is ready to accept that public opinion for the pr-
pose of voting against the amendment of the hon. member
for Northumberland, he will not accept it for the purpose
of sustaining the very motion to which he appealed. Now,
I say that it is impossible for any hon. gentleman to take a
more illogical position upon any question than that which
the hon. member for Cardwell hastaken upon this question.
The franchise of manhocd suffrage in the neighboring
Republic las been referred to. It has been spoken of as
prevailing there for more than a century. Well, it hias
prevailed for a long time, and so far as I remember there
is not a State in the American Union where at this moment
the franchise is based upon property. There are some
States where parties are required to pay a capitation tax,
and in Massachusetts they are required to be able to read
the constitution. Now, the Province of British Columbia
has manhood suffrage, and at the other extremity of the
Dominion the Province of Prince Edward Island has man-
hood suffrage.

Mr. MoCALLUM. What about the city of Toronto?

Mr. MILLS. That is beside the question. In both those
Provinces the principle of manhood suffrage is in operation.
In the Province of Prince Edward Island it has been in
operation for thirty years, according to the hon. member for
Queen's. Has it produced any mischievous results? fas
it led to corruption in the Government, or to putting in
charge of public affairs or returning to this Parliament,
men disqualified to sit here and act as legislators? Will the
hon. member for Monck who interrupts me-
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Mr. MOCALLUM. I did not interrupt you; I asked you

a question-how the city of Toronto stood under the Mowat
franchise? Acording to the Act of the Local Legisla.
ture-

Mr. CHAIRMAN. Order. The hon. gentleman had
better not interrupt the speaker.

Mr. McCALLU f. If he allows me, Mr. Chairman, I
think I have the right.

Mr. MTLLS. Let him go on.
Mr. McCALLUM. As the hon. gentleman allows me I

will go on. I ask him what position would the city of
Toronto stand in to-day, under that beautiful Franchise Bill
of the Local Government. The city of Toronto sends to
this House three members, but I understand that by that
Bill the electors in the city of Toronto can only vote for
two, so that one-third of them are deprived of representa-
tion in that Bill; and that is what the hon, gentleman
wants us to accept in place of this Bill.

Mr. MILLS. The lon. gentleman proposes that I shall
make a speech for him. I am perfectly willing that ho
shall, without interruption on my part, state his views on
the Ontario measure; but I am here to state my own views
with regard to this moasure and the amendment. I was
calling attention to the fact that Prince Edward Island has
returned six members to this House under manhood suf-
frage. I ask the hon. gentleman who objects to the motion
of the lon. member for Northumberland, whether ho thinks
these hon. gentlemen are less qualified by education, by
standing, by intellectual capacity, or by culture than any
other hon. members to sit in this House. The hon. gentle.
man may think that Prince Edward Island has roturned
mon so ill qualified to sit in this House that he is anxious
to disfranchise a large number of the inhabitants
of that island. I do not take that view; I believe manhood
suffrage ias worked satisfactorily in Prince Edward Island ;
and the proposition of the hon. gentleman who has moved
this Bill is, to take the right to vote from 125,000 people of
this.country, who now enjoy the electoral franchise. Bosides
these, there are a large number of people in the various
Provinces, who are, in ny opinion, qualified to exorcise
the franchise, who are not enfranchised by the Bill; but
would be under the motion cf the hon. member for North-
umberland. The principle of manhood suffrage has pre-
vailed in almost every State of the American Union for
more than half a century, and when we consider the very
largo extent of foreign population which has poured into
the Amorican .Repubie, 1 think we might safely adopt that
principle here without injury to the state. There are many
reasons why we should adopt it. In the first place, the hon.
gentleman proposes to take into his hands the appointment
of revising officers, and to give them the power not only to
revise the lists, but to prepare the original lists; and that
provision affords such great facilities for fraud and partisan-
ship, for doing more than justice to one party and less than
justice to another. That in my opinion if we were
running much greater risks than we should be by adopt-1
ing manhood' suffrage-the importance of getting rid of so
serious an evil as that which te hon. gentleman proposes
to inflict upon us, would be sufficient to justify us in taking
all the risks, and more, that are presented in the motion for
manhood suffrage. Under that principle there would not
be the same opportunity for partisanship. All the revising
officers could enquire into would be whether a per-1
son was a natural born or naturalised British subject,
whether ho was 21 years of age, and whether ho
had resided 12 months before the application was
made within the constituency or the municipality where
ho dosired to vote. That would be an easy matter;
there would be no room for the exercise of dis.
cretion; the questions would be simple and plain, and the

answers to them yes or no; and, no matter how biassed the
officer migbt be, ho could nOt do an act of injustice to one
party more than to the other. I say, then, that it is the
action of the hon. First Minister himseolf that makes it,
apart from the morits of the question, a matter of immense
consequence that we should adopt the motion of the hon.
momber for Northumberland rather than the proposition
embraced in this third section. What is the tieory on
which the Ion. gentleman starts out in proposing this
moasure? It is that there should be a uniform fran-
chise for the Dominion which it would not be in the
power of the Local Legislature to alter in any way; yet
the bon. gentleman has not consistently carried out this
irovision. The third clause relates to cities and towns.
et what is a city or town? It is what the Local Legisla-

ture chooses to make. For instance the town of Bothwell,
which contaned a large population during the oil boom, at
the present time with 1,000 inhabitants, will have a more
restricted franchise than the village of Wallaceburg with
2,000 inhabitants. That is an anomaly. I remember call-
ing the hon. gentleman's attention to this provision thir-
teen years ago, when ho introduced a Franchise Bill; and
the hon. member for North York (Mr. Mulock) has given
many instances from the census returns of 1881, in which
the population of villages was two or three times as great
as the population of towns. Now, whether a municipality
is called a town or a village depends not on the action of
this Government but on the action of the Local Parliament;
and the hon. gentleman in undertaking to deal with munie-
ipalities as such, and designating them by the class to which
they bolong, is himself iiolating the principle on which ho
sets out, that ho is going to renove the voters undor this BiIl
from any action of the Local Legislature. le has not donc
so; ho las departed from that principle. The question of pro-
perty is wholly under the control of tho Local Legislatures.
The question of property is wholly under the control of the
Local Government; we have nothing to do with it; we can-
not say who shall b the tenant or what shall b the condition
of tonancy ; we have nothing to do with making laws regu-
lating the relations botween landlord and tenant. Ali theso
matters are under the contro of the Local Government; so
that, when you refuse to do what the United Statos did,
after long and careful consideration, when you reject thu
provincial franchises and undertake to establish a franchise
independent of those which the Local Legislatures have
provided, you have no logical standing ground on which to
proceed other than that of manhood suffrage. Look at the
provision of the constitution and what do you find ? You
will find that we have representation given us here by pop-
ulation. It is the persons who are recognised; we have
nothing to do with the question of property; we are as
completely dissociated from that as we would be if the
local powers were vested in a foreign country. There is
another reason why it is of vast consequence we should
confer upon all the people of this country the power of the
electoral franchise, if we are to adopt the principle of this
Bill and prepare an independent franchise, as the hon.
member for Northumberland thinks we ought. If we
are to have a separate franchise, it ought to be
based on population. What are the functions of a
citizen in connection with this House ? Apart from those
commercial pursuits in which we are engaged, we deal with
the subject of crime, the responsiblity of man to man, with
the subject of defence, the responsibility of each individual
to defend his country. It is not a question of property, but
a question of inherent personal rights that belongs to every
man as a man, and I say the man who is compelled to go to
the front and risk his lif, for his country's sake is as much
entitled to vote as the man who stays at home and pays the
taxes to meet the expense connected with the defence of our
country. Lok at the history of the neighboring republic.
We know there have been poured into that coUtry half a
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million of people a year, for the last 30 years, people of
foreign birth, who have been born and brought up under
different systems of government, and in many cases
have not had the training which free institutions
give. Yet those people have been converted into American
citizens; they have acquired the habit of self government;
they have lost their nationalities and become unified with
and merged into the population of the country. That pro-
ces would not have gone on with the same rapidity or to
anything like the same extent, if it had not been for the
adoption of the principle of manhood suffrage. It has been
a common thing to refer to the city of New York, and to
speak about the extravagance of New York, as if the con-
ditions of things in New York were the conditions of things
throughout the American republic. But we have to bear
in mind that the people who have gone into the United
States have generally come from the poorer people of
Europe, who made little or no progress in their own
country, who had few opportunities in their own country,
and the remarkable thing is, not that the American Gov-
ernment has been as honest, capable and efficient as it has
been under the existing constitution, but the marvelous
feature is that it should have succeeded in so educating and
improving all classes of its population, when you consider
the character and the materials upon which its institutions
have operated. I say that this influence upon foreign
populations is of immense consequence, now that we are
seeking foreign immigration. It is true the condition of
things at this moment, owing to the incapacity and mis-
management of hon. gentlemen opposite, is not favorable
to immigration; but we are not to look at the condition of
things at this hour, but at the condition of things that
existed formerly and is likely to exist again. I say that in
order to people our 1orth-West we are seeking foreign
immigration. How are we going to promote the
settlement of that country? IHow are we going to
convert thousands of people into Canadians, into men who
will pay some regard to our institutions, and forget the
country from whence they came, and think mainly of the
country to which they have immigrated. It is by giving
them the rights of citizenship at a period when they have
few cares and responsibilities devolving upon them. If you
will show me a man in this 'country who has not taken any
part in its political affairs when young, I will show you a
man who has taken but little interest in its public affairs, and
who, in many cases, would not hesitate to ask compensa-

,tion for the day before he would be willing to go and
record his vote. That is not the class of men we want here.
We want mon of public spirit who will take an interest in
the country, who have opinions and will seek to express
them, who will not wait to be dragged to the polls, but will
be prompt and anxious to record their votes in favor of
the candidate they prefer. To attain that result you must
give them the right to vote early in life, when they have
few cares and anxieties. One of the great advantages of
the system of parliamentary government is its educating
influence; it is a school for our people in which their
minds are developed, scarcely less so than by the various
churches which are established throughout the coun-
try. In order to serve this, the highest purpose
of constitutional government, it is of vast consequence
that the people should have an opportunity of exer-
eising the franchise at an early period in life.
Mr. Maine says, in his work on "Ancient Law," that the
human race may be divided into two groat classes, the pro-
gressive and the non-progressive. What we are seeking to
attract to this country is the immigration of the progres-
sive clase. We hold that we ourselves belong to that class;
we do not seek to enfranchise the non-progressive clas, the
class that have a passive existence, that may exhibit in
some instances a very considerable amount of subtlety of
intellect, but are wanting in physical energy and the
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material enterprise which is necessary to develop the
resources and contribute to the wealth and progress of the
country. The right lion. gentleman in this Bill refuses to
enfranchise the Chinese. I do not object to that, for they
belong to the class we designate as non-progressive; and I
say that the Indian population, except in so far as they will
show fitness to be enfranchised, also belong to the same
class, and the same rule applies to them. But that rule
does not apply to the young men of the country; it does
not apply to the Europeans who come here to carve out
homes for themselves. The very fact that they come here is
proof that they are not wanting in energy. A man doos
not dissociate himself from the country of his birth, the
church in which ho has worshipped, the neighborhood where
he is acquainted, and come to a strange country to carve
ont for himself a home and improve the condition of his
family, unless he has, in a large degree, within himself the
elements of enterprise and progress. That being the case,
we can with perfect safety adopt the principle of manhood
suffrage set forth in the resolution the hon. member for
Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell) has submitted. What is
the first condition or evidence of fitness ? le it property ?
No, Sir; the right hon. the First Minister himself las
admitted it is not when submitting this Bill, He said he
did not require it of the Indians because it was no test. If
property is no evidence of fitness, why insist in putting it
in the Bill and regarding it as an evidence of fitness ? It is
clear, if the hon. gentleman is consistent with himself that
he muet agree to withdraw these provisions of his Bill, and
support the proposition of the bon. member for Northum-
berland. He toid us that Charles James Fox was a spend-
thrift, that ho could not take care of his own estate,
and ho gave that as an evidence that property
was no test of a man's capacity. If that be so,
why is that test included in the Bill. We look
at history only to profit by it and in order that we
may learn the causes which have contributed to the great-
ness or decay of nations, so that we may profit by the
lessons which it affords. In Rome, the important
element was the public spirit of its citizens, the enterprise
which characterised them, their confidence in the destiny
of the country to which they belonged and their disinterest-
edness in supporting and maintaining the institutions undor
which they lived. The hon. gentleman last night charged
my hon. friend beside me with disingennousness in his quo.
tation from IMr. Gladstone. He said that Mr. Gladstone
did not hold the views which my hon. friend attributed to
him and that the quotation was a garbled quotation, calcu-
lated to mislead the House as to what were Mr. Gladstone's
views. I said then that Mr. Gladstone did hold the view
which my hon. friend had attributed to him. Everyone
who has watched Mr. Gladstone's course and read his utter-
ances, whether in contributions to the magazines or in
speeches on the hustings or in Parliament, will see that
that great statesman bas advanced, if I may say so, to the
view in favor of manhood suffrage. It is true that Mr.
Gladstone did not propose manbood suffrage in the Com-
mons of England, but that was not because it was not his
own opinion, but because he believed that the Parliamont
of the United Kingdom would not support that proposition.
Ie proposed what ho thought was the best which it was
possible to carry, and not what ho believed was just and
proper in itself. He has declared that the burden of proof
is upon him who would refuse to any party the franchise.
Let me read an extract from an essay of Mr. Gladstone's in
the Nineteenth Century of November, 1877. In discussing
this question of the franchise, lie says:

" That we are considering the case of aduit males, neither disquali-
fied by mental infirmity, nor deprived of liberty on account of crime,
nor loading the community with the cost of their subsistence; that, in
questions of political fitneso, we have to deal with this or that section
in the mss, and ot with the eccetric and ezeeptional cases of ."di-
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That is, there may be other than those parties whom ieh
has named who individually may not be qualified to exer-
cise the elective franchise, but they form so small a propor-
tion that it does not justify us in rejecting the mass on
account of the defects of the few.

"That in practice the question before us is simply that of honseholdsuffrage in the counties."

That is the practical question, but the abstract question of
right is that mentioned before. (The hon. gentleman
quoted from "Gladstone's Gleanings," pages 142, 143 and
144.) In a speech delivered at Liverpool shortly after the
close of the American war, Mr. Gladstone stated that he
had come to the conclusion that manhood suffrage was a
source of immense strength to a nation, created a
publie spirit and an interest in the Government, and
without it the American republie could not have
succeeded as it did in suppressing that great rebellion.
It is sometimes said that the great masses of the people are
not qualified, that it is only the educated, the trained classes
that are qualified to judge of the affairs of state. This argu-
ment is also met by Mr. Gladstone in a way, I think, that
is eminently satisfactory and conclusive. There are other
than intellectual reasons for the adoption of particular
courses in public matters; there are other considerations
than those of a more intellectual character which ought to
influence the conduct of men. There are moral considera-
tions, and the man who is poor, the man who is in straitened
circumstances, the man who has suffered the consequence of
being poor, is likely to have a much stronger sympathy
with those who are in that condition, and is much more
likely to propose practical legislation of un ameliorative
character, than those who are not in such a condition. Mr.
Gladstone says on this subject-(the hon. gentleman read
several extracts from a speech of Mr. Gladstone's). Then
Mr. Gladstone goes on to observe that upon all the great
leading constitutional questions, for 100 years, which have
divided the people of England, the masses were right and
the select few were in the wrong. He mentions, amongst
these, the question of Catholic emancipation, the question of
parliamentary reform, the question of the repeal of the corn
laws, the question of the adoption of free trade as against
protection-on all these questions the great masses of the
people of England were on the side of these views which
were ultimately triumphant, and which experience proves
to be right; while the cultured few who some think should
alone possess the franchise, were entirely in the wrong.
This rule is not confined to political matters alone. It is per-
fectly obvious that in the progress of the world this same
rule holds good to a large degree. Why, Sir, in the very ques
tion of our holy religion, how was it ? Did the Scribes and
the Pharisees, did those mon of culture and of leisure, did
those men who were the guides of the people on questions
of religion-were they the first to accept the doctrines of
the Saviour of mankind ? We know to the contrary. We
know that the disinterested teachers, the men who lead the
world into the adoption of a higher faith, were regarded as
ignorant fishermen ; they wore men who were without
culture and without training. They forsook their boats and
their nets, and they repeated the precepts and the story of
the founder of the religion; and aithough they
were opposed by the educated part of mankind,
we know that those views ultimately prevailed.
How did this progress of reform begin ? Did it begin at
the top? .Did it begin amongst the intellectual and cul-
tured? No, it began at the bottom. Society was improved
from below; society was illuminated from below. And,
Sir, I say there is no difference in this country, where edu-
cation is widely diffused, between the cultured few and the
great mass of mankind, which wouldjustify us in withhold-
ing the franchise from the young men of this country. Sir,
what is the object of our educational system ? Why do we

undertake to diffuse knowledge ? Why have we established
schools of learning from one end of the country to the
other ? It has been for the purpose of diffusing knowledge.
Lord Macaulay observes that the inequalities of intellect,
like the inequalities of the earth's surface, bear but a small
proportion to the whole mass, that they may be safely
neglected. The light of the sun illuminates the hills but a
few minutes before it does the valleys. And so truth is some-
times perceived by great minds before it becomes perceptible
to the multitude. They are merely the first to catch and
reflect that light which, without their assistance, would bye-
and-bye shine upon al]. Now, Sir, I say that the condition of
things here is such that we are entitled to extend the fran-
chise. I say that the motion made by my hon. friend, if we
are to have a Dominion franchise nt all ie the
only logical basis for that franchise, and I trust that
the hon. gentleman will secure from his own side
of the House so large a number of supporters that it will be
substituted for this particular section of the Bill. Then we
are to observe this one great advantage that will arise from
the extension of the franchise. It prevents the growth of a
dangerous class in the country. Mr. Lowe sarcastically
said, after the adoption of household suffrage in the boroughs
of England, in 1867, that it would be the duty of the gentle-
men of England now to educate their masters. Well, Sir, it
is a great thing when those who are educated, and those who
have property, have a great personal interest in looking after
the well-being ofothers. I say itis of immense consequence
in a Government, and it contributes to the well-being of
the Government, that those who are themselves in good
circumstances should have every possible inducement
brought to bear -upon them to educate and improve the
condition of those who are not so well off as they are them-
selves. Then the interest of the wealthy classes and the
well informed classes, is identical with the general interests
of the country, with the general well-being of the country.
Every gentleman who sits in this House, when he goes to
his electors in order to inform them upon public questions,

.is he not anxious that they should have facilities for acquir-
ing information, that they should form correct judgments
upon publie questions? Doos ihe not got on much more
satisfactorily with those who are intelligent and well
informed, than with those who are not so? And, Sir, by
the adoption of the amendment put into your hands by the
hon. member for Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell) the
interest of the whole community will be identical with the
wealthiest section of the community.

The Committee rose, and it being six o'clock, the Speaker
left the Chair.

After Recess.

louse again resolved itself into Committee.
Mr. FISHER. During the discussion that has taken

place, members of the Opposition have attempted to retain
the provincial franchises, but they have been unsuccesaful
in that struggle. The principle of a universal Dominion
franchise bas been accepted, and we must bow to that
decision. That being the case, it is desirable that the fran-
chise should be as simple in its provisions, as inexpensive
in its application, as possible. I see, therefore, the neces-
sity of accepting the amendment of the hon. member for
Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell). The expense necessary
to carry out suph a franchise will be very small indeed,
very little more than the present expense of the municipal
electoral liste, and presenting a marked contrast to the
expense involved by the complicated machinery necessary
to carry out the provisions of this Bill. But there are
other reasons why the amendment should be adopted. At
the present time Prince Edward Island, Manitoba, and
British Columbia have manhood suffrage laws, and to adopt
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the present Bill would be to disfranchise a large number of
people. If we adopt a uniform Dominion franchise, we
should adopt the franchise most extended in any of the
Provinces. The member for Cumberland, N.S. (Mr.
Tupper), at an earlier period of the debate, an-
nounced as one of the reasons why the revising
barrister clauses were inserted in the Bill was, that they were
necessitated by the fact that we were creating a Dominion
franchise, and we must provide machinery to carry it out.
I could easily conceive more easily worked machinery than
that proposed in the Bill, even if manhood suffrage were not
accepted. If there are to be revising barristers or judges
acting in every constituency, there must b3 salaries attached,
and secretaries, bailiffs and other officers must likewise be
paid. Not only will there be the expenses consequent upon
the salaries of officials, but there will be great expense
incurred by the electors themselves. This would be obviated
by adopting universal suffrage as provided by the amend-
ment. There is a still greater objection to the machinery
provided by this Bill, and that is the partisan ch tracter of
the revising barrister. I am well aware it is in the power
of the Government to modify these clauses to such an extent
as to render them much less objectionable; but the leader
of the Government cannot change them so as to make them
unobjectionable. It is in consequence of this-

Mr. CHA IRMAN. I wish to call the hon. gentleman's
attention to the fact that we are not discussing the revising
barrister clause at present.

Mr. FISHER. I understand that, but it is because of the
objectionable character of this clause that I am desirous of
supporting the amendment of the hon. momber for Nor-
thumberland, and I am explaining my objections to the
clause, which, I think, is relevant to the question before
you. If you think, however, that my remarks are not
pertinent to the question, I will submit to your ruling. I
do not support manhood suffrage because I think it is the
best thing we can have in this country, but because, if
manhood suffrage was introduced into this Bill, it would
remove many objections, and in that case I would be
forced to accept what I consider the lesser of two great
evils. In the Province of Quebec manhood suffrage is not
acceptable to the people; it bas not been proposed in the
Local Legislature, and I have no idea that any responsible
individual in that Province would undertake to support or
propose manhood suffrage. One of the objections I
have to this Bill is that, in consequence of the
uniformity of franchise which is insisted upon over the
whole Dominion, some, and perhaps all, of the Provinces will
suifer as to their particular conditions and circumstances.
In the Province of Quebec the genius of the people has been
againat the principle of manhood suffrage. The people have
been wedded to the principle of property qualification, and
it is because this Bill departs from that principle that I sup-
port the amendment of the hon. member for Northumber-
land. If that principle is departed from, if that step is once
taken, I do not see why it should not be taken further and
longer than in this Bill. It is true that in this Bill there is
a property qualification, but there aie so many other
qualifications

Mr. PAINT. Irise to a point of order. I am credibly
informed that the hon. gentleman is repeating a speech
which he made at a mass meeting in Montreal the other
evening.

Mr. EDGAR. I would like to ask if that is a question of
order which it is proper for an hon. gentleman to raise in
this House.

Mr. CHAIRMAN.- I de not think the hon. gentleman.i
has raised a point of order.

Mr. F'isna.

Mr. FISHER. I may tell the hon. gentleman that he has
been mistaken, or that his informant has been mistaken on
that point.

An hon. MEMBER. It was not a mass meeting.

Mr. FISHER. I was proceeding to show some of the
reasons why I consider that manhood suffrage is not so
unacceptable as it would be had not the provisions of this
Bill been laid beforo this House and apparently insisted
upon by the majority of this House. In this country, Sir,
manhood suffrage is not so objectionable as it would be in
the older countries of Europe. We have here, Sir, no such
depths of ignorance among the people, nosuch large masses
of people, who are not entitled te the franchise, as there are
in the large cities of Europe, and as to the country parts of
the Dominion, the provisions of this Bill are so extended
that a far greater number of people will be enfranchised
than there are at present. In the large cities of the mother
country there is, no doubt, a large mass of the people who
are not entibled and are not fit to enjoy the franchise, but I
am glad and proud to be able to say that in the country
parts of Quebec there are few people who, under the provi-
sions of this Bill, will not have the franchise, and that being
the case, I think it is but a short step to go as far as the
hon. member for Northumberland proposes.

Some hon. ME XBERS. Hear, hear.
Mr. FISHER. I am glad to see that this sentiment

meets with the approval of hon. gentlemen, and perhaps
there may be a larger support of the amendment than I
had anticipated. One roason wby it is necessary that this
amend ment should be adopted, is that the complicated machi.
nery which is necessitated by the fancy ranchisies of this Bill
may be donc away with. If, Sir, this amendment is not
going to make a great deal of difference in the number of
people enfranchised, it is all the more reason why it should
be adopted, because it will remove many of the objection-
able features and obviate many of the difficulties of the Bill.
I want it thoroughly understood that I believe the Prov-
inces should be allowed to regulate their own franchises
according to the circumstances and conditions in each
Province, and I believe the Proviûce of Quebec should
be allowed to have such a franchise as it thinks
desirable-such a franchise as it has heretofore enjoyed.
It is not that I desire to force upon the Province of Quebec
the franchise proposed by th hon. member for Northum-
berland, but 1 support it as being a lesser evil than the
Bill we have before us, with so many objectionable features
with regard to revising barristers and the manipulation of
voters' lists. I thought before this amendment was put to
the vote that it was my duty to myself and my constituency
to make these few remarks in explanation of my position
with regard to it. I therefore trust that the amendment of
the hon. member for Northumberland will be adopted.

Mr. CURRAN. I do not think it is fair that the hon.
gentleman should take his seat without giving us the true
state of the indignation in Montreal Centre.

Mr. FISHER. Perhaps if the hon. member for Montreal
Centre will go to Kontreal and face the electors, ho -will
find out what the true sentiment is.

Mr. CURRAN, I happened to be there.
Mr. EDGAR. In discussing the amendment of the hon.

member for Northumberland, I cannot forget that I have
already voted in favor of retaining the varions provincial
franchises for the purposes of Dominion elections. I did so
because I believed that if the Provinces themselves had deen
consulted, they would stili desire to retain their provincial
franchises. That a uniform franchise for the Dominion is
not preferred by Prince Edward Island we know frori the
unanimous vote of its members-
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Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. If the hon. gentleman

has finished his speech, although he has continued standing,
I may venture to address the House.

Mr. EDGAR. I have not finished my speech. I am only
waiting till the First Minister induces his friends to keep
order.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No hon. member can
stop and stand as long as le likes, and say because he is
standing that the House is to remember that he is speak-
Ing. The hon. gentleman ias been standing for a
minute

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order, order.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHlT. I rise to a point of

order. The right lon, gentleman is not in order.
Mr. CHAIRMAN. The right hon, gentleman has risen

to a point of order, as I understand.
Mr. EDGAR. If the right hon. gentleman cannot assist

the Chairman to reep his followers in order, I shall stay
here-

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I consider that I had a
right to speak, inasmuch as the hon. gentleman had ceased.

Mr. MIL. That is not a point of order at all.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I did not rise to a point

of order; I rose to speak.
Mr. MILLS. You have no right to speak.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon, gentleman has

no right to address me across the filoor.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I took the point of

order, because my hon. friend behind me was simply
waiting until the disorder you yourself noticed had come to
a close. When that had come to a close my hon. friend
was ready to address the flouse, and the hon. First Minis-
ter had no right to xnterrupt him.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I speak to that point of
order. It is well known in parliamentary practice, that
when an hon. member has not the ear of the House, and
the House is disinclined to hear him, the fouse allows it to
be known by unmistakable signs of inattention, or other
means well known to parliamentary men; and no one
knows better than the hon. gentleman that it is well under-
stood in England, and ought to be understood here, that no
bon. member is to force himself against the will of the
House, and continue to preach against the stomach of the
flouse. No hon. member has a right to stand and fold his
arms and eay: I lhall stand here and prevent the debate
going on, because there happen to be noises, showing disap-
proval of the language or the course of the hon. gentleman.
Tbat is the settled parliamentary practice, and the bon.
gentleman knows it riglit well.

Mr. MILLS. The hon. gentleman did not stop for any
such length of time as to warrant the hon. First Minister to
raise such a point. The hon. gentleman stopped in order
that order might be restored so that he could proceed, and
the hon. gentleman knows that.

Sir JOHN A. MACDO9ALD. Well, I shall withdraw
my claim in favor of the hon. gentleman, hoping that he
will not make such long pauses lereafter.

Mr t EDGAR. The right hon. gentleman will find thati
if hon, gentlemen opposite do not keep order, the debatei
will be much longer than it otherwise would. My objection1
to supportin the amendment of my hon. friend from
Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell), is that It will apply an
absolute uniform franchise to the Dominion. I think it
is a much les objectionable form of unif.orm franchise than
that whicl is proposed by the Bull, as it is new before theJ
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Committee, and I am free to admit that that form of fran-
chise has been preferred by several of the Provinces. It
bas been preferred by Prince Edward Island, which bas
adopted it for provincial purposes, and under it ail the
members from that Province in this House have bean
elected. It has been preferred by the Province of British
Columbia, because, whatever hon. members from that Prov-
ince may think about it, and however they may vote upon
the subject, the Province of British Columbia has adopted
manhood suffrage as the franchise for their own provincial
elections and also as the franchise which they consider
applicable to the election of members for this House.
The Province of Manitoba bas practically adopted it. The
Province of Ontario, however, bas not adopted that suf-
frage; I may say it bas not considered the question
yet. There has been no agitation in Ontario for
manhood suffrage, it has not been asked for, and has
not been discussed at the polis. I dare say the
feeling of that Province when the matter shall be discussed
will be in favor of manhood suffrage; and one reason why 1
think so is that within the past two months the Conserva-
tive party in that Province has, in the Local Legislature,
taken very strong ground in favor of that franchise. The
right hon. the First Minister said yesterday that when Mr.
Mowat saw what franchise was proposed by this Bill, he
ado ted a larger franchise, or, to use the classical expression
of the First Minister, ho went one better. Well, if Mr.
Mowat went one better, the right hon. gentleman's follow-
ers in the Local Legislature, the leader of the Opposition
there, went one better than Mr. Mowat by proposing a
manhood suffrage amendment. Now, when we see all that
happenin in the Province of Ontario, it is quite possible
that that rovince, when it comes to consider the question,
will decide in favor of manhood suffrage, but it has not yet
asked for it. Then there is the great Province of Quebec,
a very large Province, and I would like to know what indi-
cations we have that the Province of Quebec is n favor of
manhood suffrage ? I think the indications are that it is
not. They have not adopted it in their own Local Legis-
lature, where they have entire control, there certainly has
been no agitation for it throughout that Province, and I
think that, like the Province of Ontario, the Province of
Quebec cau afford to wait a little while before they have man-
hood suffrage thrust upon them by this Dominion Parliament
without their asking for it,and undoubtedly against the will of
the majority of the people. I am not at all against the abstract
proposition of manhood suffrage. Probably ià is the most
logical of ail suffrages. I will not now discuss it, although
I believe it is sure to be adopted in Canada, if for the whole
of Canada we will have a uniform franchise. If we do not
have that uniform franchise, the different Provinces will
carry out their own views about the franchise ; some will
continue having manhood suffrage, as they now have, and
others will avoid it altogether. I am not at ail surprised at
the hon. member for Northumberland making his motion
and advocating this franchise, because it is a uniform
franchise, and he has declared himself, from the first, in
favor of a uniform franchise for the Dominion. I will feel
that I have to vote against the amendment, in the first place,
because manhood suffrage has not been demanded by the
people ; then it has never been made the subject of any
agitation through the press or by any public meetings or
petitions or otherwise ; and thirdly it las never been made
a qaestion at the polls in Canada; and I am sure, when so
very revolutionary a measure as this is proposed, it is only
reasonable that the people should be given an opportunity
to express their views on the subject at the polis. I object
to it also at present because it is the adoption of a
principle of uniform franchise to which I am
opposed, against which I have. voted, and shall
yet vote bfore this Bill is through the House
Further, I know that one large and important Province in
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the Dominion is not in favor of it. Another reason which
influences me, and I should not wonder if it influenced other
hon. members here, before giving a vote in favor of se
important, so radical measure of change, is that I would
like to have an opportunity of knowing what my own
constituents think about it. Of course, it is argued very
plausibly that manhood suffrage is very necessary to pro-
tect us from what may be done by the revising officers,
but that part of the Bill has not been adopted, and I have
still faith in this House to believe that we are suffleiently
amenable to the wishes of the people, that there is sufficient
judgment and patriotism left in hon. members, not to pass
the Bill as it is. Therefore, until I see that this clause of the
revising barristers becomes law, I shall not feel that, in
order to defend.myself against its defects, it will be noces-
sary to adopt at once manhood suffrage. Perhaps by the
time the Bill comes up for its third reading, when we
will see what it is as regards the revising barristers, we
will be able to form an opinion, and then many of the
arguments I have heard in favor of manhood suffrage will
have great influence upon my mind in inducing me to
adopt this franchise in order to avert the evils which will
flow from the clause creating revising barristers.

Mr. McCALLUM. Before you put that motion, Sir,
I desire to make a few remarks, and I promise you I
will not long detain the flouse. The hon. gentleman (Mr.
Edgar) the other day, when some dispute arose about peti-
tions, said there were Conservatives enough in my riding
asking that this Bill should not pass to defeat me in my
county. I think uniformity is very necessary as far as we
can possibly get it. In all the provinces of this Dominion,
the qualifications of those who send members to this louse
should be as nearly alike as possible. The hon. gentleman
got offended with me because I said that, under the former
franchise ho was a much defeated member. It was true,
but I did not explain to the flouse how much he was
defeated under that franchise. I can tell you out of the
"I Parliamentary Companion " how much ho was defeated
under that franchise of which ho is now so fond. In 1871,
ho was defeated for the Local House in Monck; in 1872, ho
was elected to this flouse for a short time; in 1874, in Monck,
he was defeated, and again same year was defeated in North
Oxford; in 1875, ho was defeated in Monck; in 1876, he was
defeated in South Ontario; in 1878, ho was defeated in
Monck; and in 1882 ho was again defeated, an¢ all under
the same franchise.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. I must ask the hon. gentleman to
keep to the question.

Mr. McCALLUM. I will keep to the question. In 1882,
under the same franchise, ho was defeated in Centre
Toronto. It is very extraordinary that ho should desire,
to preserve that franchise. I aïn referring to a personal
attack, and I think I have the right to do that. The hon.
gentleman said the other day that the Government had
paid me $8,000 for my vote, to keep me in this flouse.
That is a reflection on the Parliament of this country.
Whatever I got was by a vote of this House. It is true
that a vessel which I owned was damaged in the Welland
Canal in 1874. It is true that, after the Government had
kept me out of the money for eight years, they paid me,
and did not pay me the interest. I have no desire to refer
to these matters. The hon. gentleman has come to thisj

louse, not over the boom, but through the cabin windows.
He says I am here because my county was gerryman-
dered, but ho knows there was no gerrymander from 18721
to 1882, and ho has been defeated this number of timesj
under the same franchise during that period. The hon.1
gentleman thinks ho has suffered largely for his country.j
lie told the hon. member for King's, N.B. (Mr. Foster), thej
other night, that before Confederation ho was assisting hisj
party to carry Confederation.

Mr. EDQoAR.

Mr. TROW. I rise to a point of order.
Mr. McCALLUM. And I say that, under this franchise

Bill-
Mr. CHAIRMAN. The hon. member is travelling very

far from the subject under discussion.
Mr. McCALLUM. I say it is a wonder that ho should be

so anxious to keep this franchise that he was so much
defeated under.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order, order.

Mr. McCALLUM. He should be anxious to get some
other franchise. I could not hear very well what ho said,
from the applause ho mot with from this side of the House,
but, as [ understand it, he was not in favor of the motion of
the hon. member for Northumberland. Ie speaks of my
having got $8,000 from the Government. It lies well in his
mouth to make a statement of that kind, for if there has
ever been a political Lazarus in this country, feeding on the
crumbs which fell fron the table of the Ontario Govern-
ment, it is that gentleman, and the accounts of the Ontario
Government will show it.

Mr. ARMSTRONG. I desire to give my reoasons for vo-
ting for this amendment. It is one of the most important
nature. It is almost radical in its charaeter. It proposes
something which the larger part of this Dominion has not
yet adopted, in fact it is proposed to adopt universal suffrage.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh.
Mr. CHAIRMAN. Order.
Mr. ARMSTRONG., I intend to be very brief, but I

hope hon. gentlemen will have the manliness and the
gentlemanly feeling to keep order while I am speaking.
During the few years that I have had a seat in this House,
I have never interrimpted an hoin. gentleman while ho was
speaking, and, if I should hive thei privilege of sitting here
a few years longer, I never intend to abuse good manners
so far as to do it. The mover of the amendment, in his
remarks in support of it this afternoon, stated his belief
that this House ought to fix a Dominion franchise for itself.
It is strange that the hon. gentleman, like all others on
that side of the flouse who have preceded him, overlooked
the fat that this Dominion has a franchise now, that Par-
liament has adopted the franchise under which we have
been acting without friction or trouble for the last eighteen
years. So the mere fact that this House should have a fran.
chise fixed by itself cannot be adduced as a valid reason why
this Bill should become law. I have never been an advo-
cate of universal suffrage, and, under ordinary circum-
stances, I would net vote for this amendment; but, under
present circumstances, I shall feel it my duty te do so. One
of the reasons why, under ordinary circumstances, I would
net vote for it, is that I understand, on good authority, that-
universal suffrage is distasteful te one of the most impor-
tant Provinces, the Province of Quebec. I hold it to
be a vital principle that, unless some strong necessity
exists, we ehould not do anything in opposition tothe feelings
of the people of any large Province, unless some great good
is to be gained, or some great evil is to be averted. I
believe the people of Quebec generally are opposed to uni-
versal suffrage, and under ordinary circumstances I
should, for that reason, feel it my duty to vote
against this amendnent, But, Sir, as the gentleman
who last spoke remarked, I have always found it a
good rule between two evils to choose the least;
and I find, in the Bill before us, objection so great thati am
unwillingly compelled to accept the amendment of the hon.
member for Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell). In the first
place, this amendment will save the Dominion a large
amount of expense, and will simplify the matter exceedingly.
It is the duty of this House, so far as we can, to save the
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people from expense, trouble and annoyance. Reference has
been made to the trouble ofgetting up voters' lists. No matter
how simple the machinery may De, so long as you impose
any qualification, there must be more or less trouble in
making up a list. We have to make up one voters' list
now, and if this Bill passes we shall just double
that trouble for the people of this country. I also
feel it my duty to support the amendment because
the present Bill disfranchises large numbers that would
enjoy the franchise if this Bill did not become law. In
British Columbia and Prince Edward Island every adult
citizen has a right to vote for members of this House.
Now, to deprive any large number of this privilege must
be a grievous hardship. Although people who do not poes-
sess the franchise may not esteem it very highly, and may
not make any great efforts to obtain it, still, when once
the privilege has been conferred upon them, and you
deprive them of it afterwards, you give them a large griev-
ance. The right hon. gentleman who has charge of this
Bill stated last night that the Bill passed by the Ontario
Legislature would not become law until the end of the
year. There La a sufficient reason for that. It is well
known that the franchise has been largely changed, and that
the amended voters' list made out under that franchise, can-
not be available until the end of the year. But the very,
same objection will act against this Bill. The right hou.
gentleman claimed that, if an election were to take place
during the year it would have to b held upon the old
voters' list, and under the old franchise law. Well, Sir,
if this Bill becomes law to-morrow, the very same thing
would happen, bocause the lista would not be available
until the end of the year. In the Province of Ontario,
people who are disfranchised under this Bill that are enfran-
chised by the Ontario Act, when they come to exor-
cise the franchise under both Acts, will want to
know the reason why they are allowed the pri-
viloge under one law and denied it under the other.
I wish again to draw attention to the classes that are
largoly going to be disfranchised in Ontario under the
present act. First of all, there is the large class whom the
raising of the franchise above that of the Ontario Act will
deprive of their vote; thon there is a large class beside who
will be disfranchised under this Bill. These are the
the teachers in the rural distiicts not alone in Ontario, but
through the Dominion, the great majority of whom are
going to be disfranchised by this Bill. Now I need not
tell this flouse that these are a very intelligebt class.
They are gentlemen who exercise a great influence in the
community; they are gentlemen who, next to the mothers
of the land, exorcise, probably, the greatest influence in
moulding the thoughts and ideas of the youth, those who,
in a few.years will be voters. I say it is monstrous that they
should be deprived of the franchise which they now enjoy.
Thon, again, there is in Ontario the olass of wage-
earners, which comprises a vast number gQfarmers' sons,
who are independent enough and manly enough to hire out
with the neighboring farmers in order te earn something
with which to start in life. These intelligent young men
will be completely difranchised under the present Bill if it
becomes law. I wish again to impress upon the committee
that it is a serious matter to deprive any class of the com-
munity of the right to exercise the franchise without good
and sufficient reason. It is a measure which ought not to
be resorted to under any ordinary circumstances. As
regards the present Bill, I have only to point to the vast
number of petitions that have been laid before the House,
signed by Conservatives and Reformers alike; to tLO meet,
ings that are being held throughout the country; to the
language in which the Bill is denounced by the Indepen-
dent as well as the Liberal press; to show that the Bill is
extremoly distasteful to the great mass of the people. For
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ail these reasons I feel it my duty to support the amend-
ment of the hon. member for Northumberland.

Mr. FAIRBANK. In the few words I shall address on
this subject I hope I shall not be open te the charge of ob-
structing the business. That charge has been frequently made
since this discussion commenced. To it, we, on this side of the
House, plead not guilty. In the best sense of the word the
Bill before the committee is not publie business. It is a
partisan measure. We have asked for public business to be
brought down; we have repeatedly urged that it be
brought down. What las been the answer? Not a thing
shall be touched, not a particle of business shall be done,
until you have swallowed this infamous measure. The
interests of the country are nothing; it matters net what
the country sufers; this Bill must be passed; this House
must sit day in and day out, and week in and week out,
until this Bill becomes law. We are told that hon. gentle-
men opposite must be first confirmed in their seats by legisla-
tien and not by the votes of the people; nay more, we are
practically told that some hon. mombers on this side
must first be legislated out of the House before
public business can be done. From half-past one
p.m. till two a.m. we are kept at the grind, with the avowed
intention of breaking us down. Hon. gentlemen opposite
have tried this for a considerable time, they may
be botter satisfied with the trial further on. It is from the
Ministerial bonches that business is being obstructed, not
from this sido. We are willing that this charge should go
te a higher court, the court of the people of Canada, and
let the people docide which party it is that is obstructing
business. What is our condition at the prosent time ? Is it
the wish of this side te force upon any Province a franchise
that is obnoxious to them? By no means. For days, yea
for weeks, we have contended day and night for the
provincial franchises. What assistance have we recoived
from Ministerialists? What assistance have we obtained
from the greut Province of Quebec, whose people,
I believe, are more closely wedded to thoir provincial fran-
chise than perhaps those of any other Province of the
Dominion? lt is true that two gallant sons of Quebec have
opposed the adoption of this measure-only two, and one
Independent has added his weight te the motion now before
the committee. Why have net the hon. members for Que-
bec, who really wish to preserve their provincial franchise,
spoken on this measure and given the House thoir real
inward sentiments? We know what thoso sentiments are;
but the members are silent. We have been desirous
of retaining for the various Provinces each its own
p rovincial franchise. We desire it for Ontario and the other

rovinces; but it cannot be obtained. Thon it becomes the
duty of each Province te obtain a franchise as near the
franchisé that suits the particular Prolinces as possible,
and what is the position of the representatives of Ontario
upon this question to-day ? The representatives in the
Local Legislature, the representatives fresh from the
people, have taken this in hand, and they, for the time, have
decided it. We have no reason to suspect that that docision
has not been in accordance with the wishes of the people.
The decision arrived at was manhood suffrage, all but in
name, and the only division in the Legislature was that
those who entertained the same political opinion as the hon.
gentleman opposite wished it tebe manhood suffrage pure
and simple, and voted accordingly. But when the Biti, as
it now stands, which is, as I have said manhood suffrage ln
all but name, was finally submitted, it was passed unani-
mously. Such is the position of the representatives of
Ontario in the Local.Legislature. What is the position of
their representatives here? They, on this aide of the House,
have, to a man, supported the provincial franchise. I need
not askwhere hon. gentlemen opposite are. We alwaysknow
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where to find them. We find them hanging on exactly the
same peg that the First Minister last put them on, until he
takes them down and puts them on another. This franchise
of Ontario was adopted with the clear knowledge that it
applied to the election of members to this House; thence it
became the franchise for the purpose for which we are
dealing. Such being the public will of Ontario, rècorded on
that occasion, it becomès my duty to attain the nearest
possible franchise to that franchise, and the provincial
franchise being denied and manhood suffrage coming nearest
to it, it is my duty to support the amendment and maintain
manbood suffrage here. Unlike the hon. member for West
Toronto (Mr. Beaty), I am not an advocate of legislative
union. Hence I cannot agree with him in the arguments
he gave, all of which centred upon and clustered round the
principles lying at the base of and sustaining a legislative
union. I do not feel prepared to consent willingly or
silently to the disfranchisement of tons of thousands of the
people of Ontario. The hon. member for Cardwell (Mr.
White) referring to the Ontario franchise, last evening,
referred to the matter whether it ircreased or dimin-
ished the number of voters. He knows as well as
any one the extent to which the people will be disfran-
chised, to the extent of thousands and tens of thousands.
Thousands of small property owners will be disfranchised.
I do not propose to enter into all the details. I will merely
refer to smalproperty owners, to the large wage-earning
class, to the large class ofyoung mon who will be disfranchised
under the Bill and who have votes under the Ontario Bill. It
appears to me as a particularly ungracious action in regard
to our young men, particularly those engaged at the front,
those who are now engaged at the front, many of whom
may return to their native Provinces more or less disabled.
These men who sprung to arms for the restoration of law
and order in that country had votes under the Mowat
Bill, and it is not particularly graceful, that because these
young men may become incapacitated by their services to
the country to earn $400 a year, they will return to find
that by our Act they are deprived of their votes. The
young men of Canada are as intelligent and as capable as
the young men of any other country in the world. Under
our excellent educational system they have a capacity to
intelligently exercise the franchise, which is not surpassed
by any yonng man on this continent, or any other. n the
neighboring Republic they find ready employment and the
best positions, and they stand higher as a class than any
others. I shall not argue the point that this Bill extends the
franchise. Although it perhaps does so in some Provinces,
that is a poor compensation to those whom it deprives of
the franchise. It would be a small consolation to you or
me, if we were robbed of a certain sum of money, to e tld
that somebody else had been given twice as much.. I would
ask if there is aty Ministerialist-for of course it could
not be carried by this side-who is prepared to move a pro.
vision in words similar to those : provided, nevertheless, that
nothing in this Act shall prevent any citizen of any Pro-
vince from exercising the franchise which he would have
been entitled to exorcise under the laws of that Province.
If thore is, I shall be happy to second it. Ministerial mem.
bers for Prince Edward Island have spoken in high
terme of this measure, but always at the conclusion they
express the hope that they will be exempted from
it. It is much like the statement that boils are
excellent things, but the best place for them is on your
neighbors. I was surprised last evening at the temper dis-
played by the junior member for Victoria, B.C., in relation
to the remarks of the hon. member for Queen's, P.E.I. He
seemed particularly annoyed on that occasion. Last Session
that hon. gentleman, in able and eloquent terme, urged the
limiting of Chinese immigration into British Cofumbia,
views which I humbly supported him in and spoke briefly
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in favor of. I shall quote briefly some of the ressons h.
gave for his course on that occasion :

" Various remons might be given why such a law should not be
enacted. One is because the Chinese labor is brought into competition
with the labor of the white man. The Chinese work for wages which
"illit support a white labor'r'a family. The bring wlth th.m nons
of the responsibilities of our civilisation. They have no vives or
children te support, and hence they cone stripped, ai it were, to do
battle with white labor. The white man ha hie family to feed te
clothe, to educate, ehurches and other institutions te maintain ; and in
a thousand other ways, h li called upon te contribute. The Chinaman,
his rival in the market, has noue of these responsibilities. He has only
himeelf te provide for, and hence ho is prepared for the combat ; and,
however much the Chinaman may desire tgo et for his labor, lie wil
work for what he can just &et. He will not be put on onea ide on
account of the price. The white man, handicapped with the respon-
sibilities of hie civilisation, the Ohinaman prepared to struggle for hie
solitary existence-the result is inevitable ; free white labor gives place
te the slaves of the companies, who are prepared te work at a rate for
which the white man cannot subsist, with t e chesp and dirty mode of
living and their capacity for living inaswarms, in wretehed dons, where
a white man would drop if he did net suffocate."

Mr. CTAIRMAN. Ihope the hon.gentleman is going
to make his quotation relevant to the motion.

Mr. FAIRBANK. I think you will find that it is quite
relevant. The hon. gentleman was stating that the present
Bill did not disfranchise to any extent in British Columbia,
and ho had reference specially to farm laborers. I under-
stood him to say that the remarks of the hon. member for
Queen's were not correct-indeed, ho said they were not
true. Now, one year ago ho made these remarks with
reference to the Chinese, and I cannot understand how it is
that a Bill which gives no vote on an income less than $400,
even supposing that at a subsequent stage it should be made
to embrace the wage-earner, I cannot see how the Bill would
enfranchise these men in British Columbia, if, as ho said at
that time, Chinese labor was pressing so severely on the
white labor of British Columbia that it could not compete
with it. The hon. gentleman said further:

" In the Province of British Columbia, white men have lad te leave
on account of the Chinese monopolising the labor market. It is impos-
sible for white labor te compote with men who work sixteen houri a
day, who sloep on shelves in the shop, and who live or a little rice
flavored with a chunk of pork. •0 •a • I know thst
it is argued by some hon. getlemen that they are a necessity, that
their labor is required te build the Canadian Pacifie Railway. Mr.
Speaker, I differ entirely from that view. They are not a necoesity.
I received a letter to-day, the contenta of which I was very sorry
te read ; it was from one of the largest employers of labor in that
Province, and lie say; that there are a great many men there who
cannot get employment."
I am astonisbed to learn that in British Columbia there
are a great many men who cannot get employment; and still
no laborer will be enfranchised who earns les than $400 a
year. I do not say it ls not the case; but following the
gentleman, as I did a year ago, and supporting the principle
on the ground that I believed the Province was capable of
judging of its local affaira for itself, I find the gentleman who
proposed that measure desiring to force an unacoeptable fran-
chise on the Province I represent. I do not propose to dis-
cuas the abstract question of manhood suffrage. The United
States has been referred to. I know that all the peoplle in
the United States do not approve of manhood suffrage,
principally on the ground of the large immigration of per-
sons into that country who are uneducated in the art of self-
government. All here are not in favor of it; but from the
expressions of opinion in my own Province, I conclude that
the majority of both parties there are in favor of it, or
something so near to it that it only lacks the name. But
in this connection I wish to enquire what objection therela
to manhood suffrage that does not apply with equal force to
the 82 rental suffrage. I am not making objection; I am
simply pointing out that those who object to minhood
suffrage have au equal ground of objection to the $2
rental franchise. Lot us test it. Take the case of a man
who is unfortunately overcome by the habit of drink; ho ia
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useless; he doms not earn $50 a year; his wife,'by hard
labor, supports him, and pays the8 2 a month rental; he is
a full4edged voter. In the same town is a wage-earner
who works every day in the year, and earns $1.25 a day, a
high rate of average wages for the Dominion of Canada, and
owns and ocoupies property of his own, whioh is valued at
a little les than $300. He has no vote, while the other
man has. That is a test of the application of one of these
fancy franchises. The world is made up of details, and
you have to test the thing by actual practice. I allude to
this, more particularly on account of the misconception of
the speasure by some hon. gentlemen opposite. At a pre-
viousstage of this discussion the hon. mem ber for Leeds
and Grenville (Mr. Ferguson) stated that the revising
officer would not have more than 1 per cent. of the voters
to deal with. Lot me call his attention to the fact that
about 25 per cent. of the names on the assement roll are
those of tenants, low is the revising officer to ascertain
who, ·in the entire list of tenants on the voters' list,
and on the assessment roll, are entitled teobe placed
on the list of votera ho prepares, on the ground
of paying a rental above $2 a month. To do
this he has to become an assessor; hehas to go to all these
parties and enquire what rent they pay. Will it be said
that ho wili send his clerk or his bailif ? Is it the clerk or
the bailiff we employ to make the list ? In my constituency
I found, on going over the voters' list, that over 700 of
those upon it were marked as tenants, which, I presume,
would not be perhaps over one-half of those on the assess-
ment roll. I refer to that as one of the practical difficulties
of this measure, and an argument that may be urged in
favor of the amendment proposing manhood suffrage, which
would of necesity require some cheap and easy method of
registration to be made of voters. Now, hon. gentlemen
must not suppose that this lengthy discussion we have had
on the. Franchise Bill is the beginning and end of this
mesure. When the Bill was introduced it laid the
fòundation of work not only for future Sessions but for
future Parliaments. At every Session of every Parliament
for years and years to come we shall have the franchise
question before us. Had we loft the matter with the Pro-
vinces-where it ought to have been left, and where the
best precedents on the face of the globe say it should have
been left-we should have been relieved of this labor, had
our business done, and been home long ago. But hence-
forth this question will be cropping up at all times, until it is
finally settled by perhaps the adoption of manhood suffrage.

Mr. CAMERON (Middlesex). I rise to support the amend
ment of the hon. member for Northumberland, and in doing
no I fully acknowledge that the objections which have been
urged against this measure from this side of the House
equally apply to that amend ment; but i recognise as well
the fact that we are now face to face with the question, what
shall bo'the franchise for this Dominion? This committee
having refused to endorse the position taken on this side of
the House, that the different local franchises in the Pro-
vinces should be the franchises for this Dominion, I thinki
that we can travel in no botter direction than that indicated
in the amendnent to which I have just referred. I recogniseg
the fact that no opinion has been had thronghout the coun-1
try on this question; I recognise as fully as any hon. gentle-
man can the force of the objection, that without having the
consent and sanction of our constituents to this proposition1
we are doing them a great injustice in supporting it. But,i
Bir, we are obliged to choose between alternative proposi-1
tions; we are not left free to say whether we shali
retain the franchises that now exist in the differentj
Provinces or not, but we have to decide whether we1
shall have a franchise such as is proposed in this Billi
or accept that proposed in the amendment of the(
hon. member for Northumberland (fr. Mitchell). One
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of the objections that I urged against this Bill was that
it involved so many difforent propositions that it became
excedingly complicated. There is no one feature which
can be more strongly urged on the attention of this com-
mittee than the advantage that will result from having a
plain, practicable, simple, common sense franchise for the
election of members to any deliberative body. The more a
franchise is complicated the greater are the difficulties that
will arise in its practical working, and as between the
franchise now under discussion and the amendment pro-
posed, I say there are sufficient distinctions to warrant us,
if no other reason existed, in supporting the amendmenti
Independent of that, we have, in the Province of Ontario
and in the Provinces of British Columbia and Prince Edward
Island as well, justification in supporting the amendment,
in the fact that the people of these Provinces have endorsed
franchises which are much more liberal than that proposed
in this Bill. We have debated for a sufficient length of
time, possibly, the question as to the relative liberality of
the franchise in this Bill and that lately adopted in the Pro-
vince of Ontario, and it is not my desire, at this particular
juncture, to enter into that phase of the case more
in dotail; but I say that the fact of the existence of more
liberal franchises in the Provinces I have mentioned is
an additional justification for supporting the amendment.
If I were left free to choose the franchise that I consider
most suitable to the roquirements of the Province from which
I come, I would prefer that recently adopted by the Ontario
Legislature as the more suitable. Wby? Because it has
been recently adopted by the majority in that Logislature.
Bocause it has been adopted in tbe face of an amendment
supported by gentlemen representing the party of hon.
gentlemen opposite, and which was similar to that embraced
in the amendment of the hor. member for Northumberland,
dealing with manbood suffrage. Consequently, whatever
may he my own porsonal feelings on that question, I con-
code at once that the decision of the Ontario Legislature
determines, to my mind, what Ontario desires as her fran-
chise; but the rocent determination of that Province indi-
cates with oqual distinctness that they do not want to travel
backward in the direction of restricting the franchise.
Their recent legislation has been very materially in the
direction of extending it, and I say that every hon. gentle-
men here, from Ontario, at loast, ought to recognise the
action of the deliberative Assembly of that Province, and
ought to allow that action to influence him in determining
here what the franchise should be. I have said that another
objection against the franchise proposed in this Bill is the
fact that it is involved and complicated, and that as between
it and the one embraced in the amendment of the hon.
member for Northumberland there is a decided advantage
in the latter. We know how many difficulties arise in the
administration of a franchise law at any election. My expe-
rience may not be a very extended one, but it is sufficiently
large to warrant me in saying that there is always a good
deal of difflculty in determining any act of Parliament deal-
ing with the franchise, and that difficulty is proportionate
to the number of franchises that are created. When there
are real property franchises, household franchises, and such
others as are cieated by this Bill, the result necessarily fol-
lows that the different men charged with making out the
voters' liste, under this Bill, will construe its provisions
differently. I am aware that the same objection will apply
to the franchises in the majority of the Provinces, but the
fact has to be recognised, that these are the franchises of the
Provinces, and that by adopting the franchise proposed in
this Bill we duplicate that difficulty. Those facts furnish
a good and sufficient reason, to my mind, wây, if we abandon
the principle that has been already urgel but refused to be
recognised by this committee, we should fall back
on ome such simple proposition as that involved in
the amendment before us. I have other resons, that may
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be considered personal to myself, why I believe the franchise eularged franchise as weli. nother remon for brQadming
ahould be broadenod in the direction suggested in the amond- the franchise in thât country wu that it wonld materiay
ment. Within the years that would have elapsed from the lessen corruption in elotions. Now, wo ought to keep in
birth of a young man until ho is entitled to vote, supposing view the same reason as applicable to our circumstànces.
ho were of age and was going to vote this year, the different Hon, gentlemen on both sidé of the House are, no doubt,
Provinces of the Dominion have spent something in the sincerely desirons, unlespersonal interest sways thenitoo
mighborhood of $167,000,000 in educating the youth of the strongly, of seeing the wiU of the people prevail.
country. Now, we have heard a good deal said about fran- Well, Sir, if that is the cae, thoir will lemuch
chises based upon property, based on some consideration or more likely to provail where the constituency le
other looking in that direction. But I ask you if it l not a sufficintiy large to have ail interosts roprosonted,
matter of considerable consequence to us to bear in mid and to provont the succeseful operation of cor-
the fact I have stated, the fact that we have, within the years rnpt influences. I believe that if our franchise,'le broad-
during which a young man would have lived to entitle him enedli the direction suggeted by the amendment, àlwill
to vote, spent on education a sum nearly equal to what we afford additional eeeurity againot electoral corruption. It
are given to understand approaches the net amount of our has been well said that where a man ha8 no particular
national debt to-day. That being the case, these young men interest you wiIl generally flud that ho will determine on the
who have had a share in that expenditure, who have acquired aide of what le right; and in eitting here and thinking over
a property in the disbursement of that, should be recog- the circumstances, notas they may apply te ourselvos, wben
nised in any franchise that is to be adopted by this Rouse. we are in the hoat of a conteet, but as they may apply te
A man paying $4 a month rent will earn, if ho spends all ho others who will suoeod us, we shah eee in a factor of this
earns, an income of about $256 a year. I base that esti- kind.an additional reason for adopting the amendment.
mate on what I think will be admitted as a very general Now, oue gentleman who epoke linfavor of the Engllsh
experience, that house rent represents about one-seventh Bil in the British Parliament urged its adoption on the
of a man'saverage expenses. Thon, the man who pays 82 ground that it would admit mon te the exorcise of the dear-
a month rental would not bave been more than half the est right of a freeman, who would, luconsequence, feel the
earnings of the man who gets $390 a year, and yet the man added respousibilitios tbat were imposed by the Act, In
who.pays 82 a month rent will have the franchise, while the doiug se ho ueed this lauguage: (The bon. gentleman read
man getting les than $400 a year income will not have a an extract). I holieve Ihal lu adnitting as many of our
vote. The proposed franchise is illogical, and the amend- people as possible te the exorcise of that right w.
ment of the hon. member for Northumberland is preferable are giving an assurance for the continuod progrees of
to it. In dealing with a question of this kind we cannot Ihis country, such as no other Act of ours could
forget the circumstances of the country contiguous to us, confer, sud thorofo e I shah vote in favor of the amerid-
and there we know manhood suffrage practically prevails. mont of the membor for Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell).
The hon. member for Cardwell stated that the franchise Mr..SHAKESPEARE. I rise te make a few remarks, in
would be materially enlarged in the Province of Quebec by
this Bill, but if that is a justification for supporting the coeu.efoemetatemeite, Thechoh.ve be for
Bill, is it not an equally good reason for adopting a hillisom on. enlem n oppo. e on.m eber for
more liberal franchise in othr Provinces where theh et La.mbtoraeban erAed toarnern which
present franchise is broader ? The Toronto Globe ho heilignoretecauseilHo roferencaswh
sent circulars to the officials in Boston, Lowell, e h eibothe flouse.lieareerrdtoa se
St. Louis, Pittsburg, Louisville, and other citieslhiohwasImade in ththe flou hast yenrnhViese
United States, asking for information in reference to the
prevailing franchise for municipal purposes. In answer to wdretunbeag ment. Tht mohtvery e
the question whether the citizns w d vor giving theranchise. The mn I referred t came t the Province t
vote to property owners or a vote representing property, that particular seson and could net gel employmeut just
the answer invariably was "by no means," and in one case thon, and they had te bave, and Bo were net resideuts of
the answer given was, "every man in this country je a
sovereign, though poor as a church mouse." In Boston and tasIPovine. nswrth hon.eber for ao,
Lowell the qualification for the franchise for municipal pg I.(Mr.J.avies). I simply cerrected thal hou. gentle-
purposes waa citizenship, sixty days' residence, with the man for mnkiug misetatements on the matter which had
payment of some one tax, no matter how amal, and theheen before Ibis flouse, statements which had been made by
ability to read and write. Itos possible that a franchise of
that character is the truly equitable one. We recogniseorreeted. Iethenh piea n bcomingb1h. hon.
the value of intelligence as a factor in the creation of the getemanIte rpeta taemen whehomethe kou.
franehise, and it is possible that that je the closestapproachgtea n oret.
to a purely correct franchise. We are now confined, how-
ever, to two propositions, and we have to determine Mr. DÂVIES. I rise te a peint oferdor. T4 bon.
whether we will accept the very limited franchise gentleman is distinotly eut of order iu imputin tk>nme the
proposed in this Bill or the * more liberal franchise aking of a statement which I knew te bé incorrect.
which I have announoed myself to be in favor of. Mr. SHAEDSPIR&.Ne, Sir whst I sad was-
There isan additional reason why we should follow the more 1fr DAVIES. Mr. Ohairman, I rise to a point of order.
liberal franchise in preference to the restricted franchise
proposed in this Bill, and that is that as electoral corruption
is lessened the wider the franchise is made. I sinereiy expain what ho did ay.
believe that the greater the number of those to whom we give Mr. SHAKESPEARE. What 1 said ws tIis: 1 thiuk
the right to vote the more difficult it will be to influence thethe hou, gentleman muet have uuderstood that that stat.-
election by means ofeorrupt practices. W. are aware that mont had been made before, and it was very unfair for hir
one of the strongest reasons for the adoption of the Fran-te mako a statoment whioh had already been corcted, sud
chise Bill in England, in 1832, was the scandais of Old which ha must have kuown wu incorrect
Sarum, and some other constituencies in that country, which
led public opinion strongly in the direction, not ouly of Mx. DAVIES.Wîll. hon. gentleman oxplain wlt
wipmg out the pocket boroughs, but in the directi» of A nstate int ho retors te
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Mr. SHAKESPEARE. I refer to your statement that

this Franchise Bill before the House would disfranchise a
large number of people in British Columbia.

Mr. DAVIES. The hon, gentleman will see that I made
no special reference to British Columbia in the connection
in which I spoke of the disfranchising clause of that Bill.

Mr. SHAKESPEARE. Yes.

Mr. DAVIES. I said. in my remarks to which he takes
exception, that this Franchise Bill would disfranchise a cer-
tain number of farm servants in this country. When I
made that statement the hon. gentleman corrected me and
said "'no," and he kept repeating "no," evidently under the
impression that I had confined my remarks to British
Columbia. I made no special reference to British Columbia
at all; I was speaking of the farm servants of CAnada.

Mr. SBAK1ESPEARE. I am under the impression and
belief that the hon. gertleman mentioned in hie speech
British Columbia; hence I interrupted him,

Mr. DAVIES. The hon, gentleman ie wrong.
Mr. SHAKESPBARE. The Kanard will prove it to-

morrow.
Mr. DAVIES. The Hansard is out now; I have it here'
Mr. WOODWORTH. Order. The hon. member is out

of order.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The hon. gentleman

opposite, the hon. member for King's, N.S. (Mr.Woodworth),
has no right whatever to interrupt an hon. member withont
rising from bis seat and stating the point of order.

Mr. WOODWORTH. -The hon. member for King's las
a right to say "order " when an hon. member is out of
order; and the hon. member for West Huron has just
shown hie unacquaintance with the rules of the House.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. We want your ruling
on the point, Mr. Chairman. No member sitting in hie seat
has a right to interrupt another hon. member.

Mr. WOODWORTH. That is not the question. The
hon. member for West Huron, with an unfairness all hie
own-

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order, order.
Mr. WOODWORTH. I repeat, with an unfairness all hie

own, pute to the Chairman a question that is not before the
Chair, and that is, whether a member has a right to
interrupt aiother hon. member. That is not the question.
The queétion is, whether a member in his seat bas a right
to say "order " when another member is out of order.

Mr. CIIAIRMAN. The question, as I understand it, is
whether the hon. member for King's was in order in calling
from hisseat, "order, eder." That is frequently done, and is
in order. If an hon. member wants to take a point of order
it is his duty to rise and state the point of order; but the
hon. member for West Huron said the hon. gentleman had
no riglit to interrupt another hon. member. If an hon.
member was doing that he was out of order.

Mr. SHAKESPEARE. I rise to refer to some remarks
made by hon. g ntlemen opposite, with respect to the Pro-
vince of British Columbia, The hon. member for North
York (Mr. Mulock) stated a few days ago, in his speedh,
that the members for British Columbia were barteritrg
away the rights of the people of that Province by support-
ing this measure. I should like to know how we are barter-
ing away the riglhts of the people of that Province? Has
the hon. gentleman been over there; if not, wheré bas he
obtained his information which ledi him to make such a
statement? That statement is incorrect. T'he Franchise
Bill now before the committee, to my own knowlédge, will

not disfranchise any man who works in the distriots which
I represent-not a single man. And yet the hon. gentle-
men, who know nothitig of the circumstance of that 1ro-
vince, have the audacity to rise in this House, one after
another, after they bave been corrected, and state that we
are bartering away the rights of the pople and disfran-
chising those who voted for us at the 'ast election. I say
we are not. The hon. member for North York also stated
that we gave our assent to the Bill because Chinese
are not to have votes. fHow does that hon, gentleman know
that? Who gave him that information ?That statement
is incorrect, every word of it. That hon, gentleman also
stated that we applied to the First Minister to have the
Bill amended so that Indians could not vote. Who gave
the hon. gentleman that information ? 'hat is incorrect,
every word of it. We have never applied to the Premier
to change the Bill in that particular ; and yet we are to sit
here and listen to such statements, madeby hon.
men opposite, without the statements being anawer odKt4
only the member for North York, but other membeërs opo
site, have maade similar statements. the lion. memberor
West Huron yesterday repeated the statement, that is
Franchise Bill would disfranchise a large number of
electors in British Columbia. He was told it would not ;
but he repeated it three times. How did the on. gente.
man get that information ? Surely the repreâentatives of
the Province ought to know whether this Bill will disfran-
chise any voters or not better than those who hete never
been in the Province. The hon. member for Qttèdn's (Rr.
Davies) stated, in reply to what I said, that I hâd ±ct the
moral courage to rise and state my views. I would be
very sorry to have the cheek and audacity that some lon.
gentlemen opposite have, to rise, day after day and night
after night, and obstruct the business of this House, talking
sheer nonsense, not for the purpose of obtaining informa-
tion, not for the purpose of enlightening members of this
House, but for the purpose of killing time.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. Question.
Mr. SHAKESPEARE. We have had to listen to hon.

gentlemen opposite, who have donc nothing but talk for the
sake of killing time.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. Question.

Mr. SHAKESPEARE. There are some very fine men
on the opposite side of the House, and for some of them I
have very great respect, but they have got into very bad
company.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Name, name.

Mr. SHIAKESPEARE. I find an article in a paper edited
by the hon. member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills), and I am
told the hon. gentleman wrote the article, from which I am
going to read, while sitting in -this House. In referring to
the members for British Columbia the article says: "They
are opposed to the enfranchisement of the Chinese and the
enfranchisement of the Indians." Who told the hon. gentle-
man that we are opposed to the enfranchisenment of the
Indians. Did any member for British Columbia stâte that
in this House ? Not one. We are not opposed to it; w.
are in favor of it. We have never asked that they shall not
be enfranchised.

An hon, EMBEI. He will write it to-morrow, aIl the
same.

Mr. SHAKESPEARE, The article further says: "Upno
both these points the Government have yielded to t eir
representation." These statements are incorrect.

Mr. MrILLS. The hon. gentleman asks me a question.
He asks me who gave me that information, that British
Columbians were opposed to that.
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Some hon. MEMBERS. Order, order.

Mr, MILLS. If the hon. gentleman objects-

Mr. SHAKESPEARE. The article continues: "But
British Columbia members continue to vote that Indians
shall have the franchise in the other Provinces." Certainly
we do. But we do not do, as the hon. gentleman said
we did, ask that they shall not have the franchise in
our Province. I behieve in doing what is right to
every one-I would advise the hon, gentleman to do
as Shakespeare said, "tell the truth and shame the
devil." le says: "These men are determined to impose on
the other Provinces a franchise which they are not willing
to accept themselves." Sir, that is not correct; it is not
true. I am not at all surprised, if that is the course which
gentlemen opposite have pursued in the past-making such
misstatements from day to day-I am not at all surprised
that they have been in the cold shades of Opposition for so
many years, and I can tell hon. gentlemen that if they con-
tinue the course they have been pursuing they will ever
remain there. I had no intention of saying so much as I
have said, but I simply intended to rise to correct the mis-
statements which have been made in regard to the repre-
sentatives of that Province, and the effect the franchise will
have on the people of that Province.

Mr. MILLS. Perhaps the hon. gentleman will inform
the committee, before he takes his seat, how many Indians
in British Columbia vote now-whether the law in British
Columbia allows the Indians to vote?
-'Mr. SHAKESPEARE. They are not allowed to vote at
any election, but this idea of raising provincial rights in
connection with this Franchise Bill is to me simply so much
clap-trap, because there is no question of provincial rights
in the matter at all. It does not belong to the Provinces-
it is a right belonging to this House. We are here to logis-
late for the Dominion and not for any particular Province.
We should have a franchise of our own, and we should
not be dictated to by some subordinate body, as has
been the case in Ontario and Nova Bcotia, we may be
electedàon one franchise to-day and to-morrow we would be«
at sea. We would not know upon what franchise we would
have to be elected. So far as the Indians in British
Columbia are concerned, though they have not the fran-
chise at the present time, I, for one, would be glad to sce
them have the franchise, and as I told the hon. member for
South Brant (Mr. Paterson) in the corridor, when the Bill
came up in the House, to my mind the clause referring to
the enfranchising of the Indians was one of the most im-
portant clauses of the Bill. I beliove it will be one of the
grandest influences in the Dominion towards settling the
disputes, the difficulties and the claims they may have, to
allow these men to have votes, so that they would have some
person or persons to look after their claims and insist upon
their rights.

An hon. MEMBER. What about the Chinese ?
Mr. SEIAKRSPEARE. I have no doubt the day wilI

come when the hon. gentleman will have enough of the
Chinese.

Mr. TROW. It is unaccountable that the hon, gentlemant
should sit in his seat, night after night and week after week, i
and even lie on illows, hearing these incorrect statements, q
and still he did not come to the defence of his own Pro- 1
vince. l

Mr. MILLS. Iwish to say a word with reference to the
observations made by the hon. gentleman from British Colum- E
bia. lie says that I have misrepresented the views of the 1
members from British Columbia on the subject of the Indian h
franchise. In the first place, I did not for a moment sup- f
pose that the members from British Columbia would under- t
take to misrepresent their own rrovince on the floor of t

this House. The hon. gentleman knows that in his Pro-
vince it isa penal offence to put the name of an Indian on
the votera' list. He knows tbat that list la prepared for the
election of members to this House as well as for the elec-
tion of members to the Local Legislature. The hon. gentle-
man shakos his head, but how came he here ? By what
authority doos he sit in this House ?

Mr. SHAKESPEARE. If you oit down I will explain it.
Mr. MILLS. The hon. gentleman will have to keep

quiet for a few moments, when he will have an opportunity
of unburthening himself. The hon. gentleman says there
is no list for the election of members to the flouse of Gom-
mons. How came ho hore? Ia ho an intruder hore? HRas ho
no business in this House? Was ho not sent here by certain
electors of British Columbia, and if so, how came they to be
electors ? The local Law is the law for the election of mem-
bers to this Parliament, the law which excludes Indians
from the franchise and which makes it a penal offence to
put the name of an Indian on the list-that is the law on
which the hon, gentleman was elected to this House. Does
that law express the public opinion of British Columbia ?
If it does not, how is it that it bas continued on the Statute
Book ? The hon. gentleman cannot impose on this House
by making clap-trap observations, such as those he has
addressed to the committee. Let me tell the hon. gentle-
man that a representative from British Columbia, who has
been quite as long in this House as ho has, informed me
that the mombers from British Columbia were opposed to
granting the suffrage to the Indians. That is my authority;
a gentleman who sits here as a member in this House, and
was elected by a constituency in British Columbia. We have,
besides that, the deoclaration of the First Minister.-although
this Bill extends the franchise to-the Indians of British
Columbia-that it was now his intention not to extend
it to them. Is the First Minister disregarding the
views of the hon. gentleman ? Is the First Minister strik-
ing off the Indians in British Columbia from the classes of
enfranchised persons against the wishes of the representa
tives of British Columbia ? Is he violating this principle of
uniformity which he holds so dear, which he considers of so
much consequence to continue in this Bill-is ho violating
that principle, not only against his own convictions but
against the convictions of the representatives of British
Columbia? The hon. gentleman will require to make an-
other explanation. He will require to tell the House how
it is that the people of British Columbia have been so much
opposed to the enfranchisement of the Indians of that Pro-
vince, that they have made it a penal offence to put the names
of Indians on the votera' lists, even if residing off their roser.
vation and paying their taxes-quite as decidedly opposed
as they have been opposed to putting the names of the Chi.
nose on the lista. In the face of the statute of British
Columbia, in the face of the law on which the hon. gentle-
man was elected to this louse, how is it that he so far dis-
regards the public opinion of the Province and the public
declaration of the Prime Miniter, that ho declares that 1
have misropresented the position of the members of British
Columbia upon this question ?

Mr. SRA KESPEARE. The hon. gentleman says he was
told by some momber from British Columbia, who had been
n this House as long as I have. Now, Sir, that is not the
question. What does he say? HRe says the members from
British Columbia had.interviewed the Goverument, or the
eader of the Government, and that the Government had
yielded to their request. I say that is not true. Now,
Sir, with regard to the Indians not having a vote in
British Columbia, and as to myself being a intruder
bere, I am no more an intruder than the hon. member
or Bothwell is, I understand perfectly well that until
his Parliament enacts a franchise for itself we have
o be elected under the franchises of the several Provinces.
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But the British North American Act gives this House the
p ower, at any time it sees fit, to enact a franohise for itself.

e are doing that to-day. Therefore, I am no intruder;
I know whereof I speak; and I am responsible to my
constituents and not to the hon, member forBothwell.

Mr. PLATT. The hon. gentleman who has just taken
his seat may be justified in resenting the accusation that ho
has bartered away the rights of his Province; that is a
question which I presume he will have to explain to his
constituents when ho returns to them; but while he accuses
members on this side of audacity, and uses other harsh
term, because they have ventured to refer to British
Columbia, still, in his capacity as a member of this House,
he as not hesitated to assist the Government of the day in
forcing on the various Provinces of the Dominion, other than
his own, a franchise which is objectionable and obnoxious to
them. With regard to the amendment of my hon. friend
from Northumberland, I must say that the debate thuis far
bas shown that among hon. members on this side of the
House there is, on the abstract question of manhood suf-
frage, no concensus of opinion. It is quite evident from the
tone of the debate, that the question has been foreed upon
the House by the Bill of the hon. First Minister. It is true
many on this side have spoken in support of the amend-
ment; but the reason generally assigned for doing so is
that they have to choose between two evils. The question
of manhood suffrage is rapidly forcing itself upon the atten-
tion of the people of this country, but nothing could have
been done to bring it so speedily to their attention as this
measure. I am not prepared to declare in favor of manhood

acquainted with the public questions of the day, it is
unnecessary for us to apply any test of intelligence to voters.
Besides, an extension of the franchise would necessarily
reach the younger class of the community; and although
the privilege might fall in the hands of some who are
unable to read and write, and who are not informed, yet in
general you will scarcely find a young man to whom the
franchise would be given who would not be able to read
and write, and form an intelligent opinion of the ques-
tions of the day. I believe that the payment of taxes
into the public Treasury shonld be made the basis of
the franchise in this or in any other country. We know
that there is not a man, whom the application of man-
hood suffrage would enfranchise, who is not a tax-payer
in every sense of the word. That might not be the case if
we were regulating a municipal franchise or a provincial
franchise, in the case where direct taxation is imposed;
but when we are regulating a franchise for the Dominion
and making taxation or the payment of revenue a basis,
every man in this country should be enfranchised, because
every man is a tax-payer. In support of that opinion, I
refer you, Sir, to the remarks of the right hon, the First
Minister, when ho was addressing the committee on this
subject. He thon gave us te understand, with roference to
the Indians, that it would be an inhuman thing and an
unheard of thing to deprive the Indians of the franchise,
because they paid taxes into the coffers of the country, since
they bought taxed goods and paid excise on the whiskey
they consumed, and so forth; therofore, he said, they should
bo enfranchised. I will read the hon. gentleman's remarks.
They are to be found in the Bansard of 30th April:

suffrage in the rrovinces; but in common with te gentle- "We are actuated, I believe, by the same desire to give British sub
men who have spoken on the subject, I have to make a choice jects, red or -white, if they have the property qualification, the right to
between a restricted franchise and an extended franchise, vote as such. The Indian contributes to the revenue just as well au the
and I say if we are bound to make a change at ail, lot us white man Heo buystaxedwgondshe wearstaxed clothes, ho drinkssud sayif w aretaxed tea, or perliaps excised whisAey, just as well as the white mani;
extend the franchise rather than restrict it. The great and according to the Liberal principle we are to have taxation without
argument advanced in favor of a Dominion franchise is that representation in the case of the poor lndian."
of uniformity ; and if we are to have a unifori franchise Thon ho goes on to say :
for the Dominion, nothing short of manhood suffrage can "How hon. gentlemen opposite woild exclaim against the crushing
give us anything like uniformity. It bas been urged by tyranny of de priving a mn who contributes to the revenue of the right
those whoL have spoken on this side, and it has not been to vote for representatives in Parliament; we should hear the Liberal

answered that where property is made the basis of the drum rub-a-dub.dubbing round the country that here was an instance

r y exist. The differ- f oppression and tyranny-here, in a country that boasts of represen-
franchise nothing like umiformity cau tative institutions ; here under a Superintendent General who said, in
ences of valuation in the different Provinces and in the England, that his party drew their inspirations from England1 that [
different municipalitios render uniformity in a property imposed taxation on men and then deprived them of representation."

franchise impossible. I presume that when the lon. mem- If because the untutored Indian pays taxes into the coffers
ber for Northumberland proposed this amendment ho had of this country ho is to be given a vote, why, in the name
in view both the establishment of the principle of man- of common sense, should not the laboring class, who pay
hood suffrage, which he seems to favor, and also the adop- taxes into the Dominion Treasury and are subject to all the
tion of a uniforma franchise, which seems to be the only laws of the land, be deprived of that right? Are not the
ground on which he supports this Bill. Property qualifica. wage-earning classes as well fitted to exorcise it as the
tion for voters is supposed to be based on the principle that Indians on the reserve? The hon. gentleman is making a
the protection and security of property is the chief object distinction between the Indian and the laboring classes of
of all legislative bodies ; but I question whether we are this country, and ho prefers the Indian. I cannot botter
here to preserve the security of property in this country illustrate the position I take than by repeating to this com-
any more than for the protection of labor. Is not the power mittee what an old farmer told me a few days ago, and no
to labor as much property as acquired wealth? Every per- doubt every hon, gentleman who has visited his home and
son who has power to support himself and lis family, who talked to any of his constituents has bard many similar
takes an interest in the affairs of the country, and bears his comments. I was asked by an old and wealthy farmer of
share of the taxes of the country, can as readily demand, my constituency whether the Indians on the reserves were
at the hands of this Assembly, protection of lis rights, as the to be enfranchised, and I told him what the First Minister
man whose property consista in something else- than the had stated. "Well," said he, "that is one part of the Bill,
manner in which he is able to use lis hands for the welfare at any rate, that all reasonable men must be opposed to. So
of the nation and his family ? If property is taken as a far as I can learn the wage-oarners of the country are
basis of the franchise, on the ground that it is a test of not to be enfranchised; " and thon le proceeded to give his
intelligence, thon in this country it is an improper basis. illustration of the absurdity of this measure. " Last sum.
The accumulation of wealth may, to a certain exter t, indi- mer," said he, "I had working for me on my farm an Indian
cate intelligence; in years gone by such a test might have from one of the adjacent reserves; ho proved to be a worth-
been necessary; but at the present day, when the school- less creature, was drunk whenever he could get the chance,
master is abroad in the land, when the~press finds its way and as for public matters, did not know the difference
into every hamlet in this Dominion, and when so many between the town council and the Parliament of- Canada, or
facilities exist for education and for our people to become whother the capital of the Dominion was at Bloomfield or
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at Ottawa. I had to dismiss him in the middle of the
summer, and he went back to the reserve, where I suppose
ho gets drunk as often as he can get whiskey. This sum-
mer I have employed a young man, the son of a poor man,
to be sure, who works for me by the year at 815 a month.
He is an intelligent, bright youth, takes two newspapers,
and is botter up on public questions than I am ; yet this Bill
will disfranchise this young man and give the franchise to
the Indian I had to discharge. " Now, I think that is the
position in which this question stands before the House
to day. If we are to enfranchise everybody, except the
wage-earning class, why not enfranchise them as well ?
And if they are enfranchised, no class will be excluded, so
that we might as well accept the amendment and establish
manhood suffrage, the more especially as it will only require
very simple machinery to set it in operation. I would like
to ask hon. members opposite to explain what classes of the
community they are desirous of depriving of the franchise,
what class they are afraid of ? Is it the wage-earning class ?
If so, let them acknowledge it and give us some reason for
the exclusion of this class. They have seen fit to extend
the franchise to those who are considered the most degraded
and ignorant of our population; thon, why debar any class
of that right? If we are to have a Dominion franchise,
uniform in all its features and extending as far as possible,
give us manhood suffrage and provide suitable machinery to
carry it into effect. All these circumstances justify me in
concluding, in concurrence with the hon. gentleman who
moved the amendment, that if hon. gentlemen opposite were
left free to vote in accordance with their consciences they
would vote for the amendment.

Mr. MULOCK. The junior member for Victoria (Kr.
Baker), after a good deal of reflection and time, has
referred to a debate that took place in this House the 8th
of this month. If he will look at the debate he will find
that the reference I made to the members for British Col-
umbia on that occasion and the charge I made against
them was that they were said to have agreed to disfran-
chise a certain number of the citizens of British Columbia.
That was the statement I made, and the hon. gentleman
asks me what my authority is for that. I read my autho.
rity to the committee at that time and I will not again
trouble the committee with reading it; but, for the hon.
gentleman's information, I will tell him that my authority
way the public press. I read to the committee on that
occasion an extract from the Montreal Eerald, which pur.
ported to give an account of the transaction as I gave it.
That account stated that at a meeting of the Conservative
representatives in this Hlouse the Premier stated that the
members from British Columbia had assented to his Bill,
although it disfranchised a few of the citizens of that Pro-
vince. That statement received publicity, and was brought
to the notice of hon. gentlemen within a very short timeE
after it was published, and it has never yet been denied.
It has been stated, and not contradicted, that the hon. gen-
tlemen from British Columbia have given their sanction to
a Bill which will disfranchise a certain number of the citi-c
zens of that Province, by whose votes they sit in the Houset
to-day.t

Mr. BAKER (Victoria). No, no.î
Mr. MULOCK. Hon. gentlemen from British Columbiat

are in the habit of saying "no, no," but they do not ven-
ture to give an argument. A more denial proves nothing.1

Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh, oh.
Mr. MULOCK. If it is "no," I ask them to get up and

state that the report in the Montreal Ierald is incorrect,
which says that the effect of this Bill will be to disfranchise g
a certain number of people in British Columbia. It bas w
been stated by the Prime Minister himself that this will be h
the effect of this Bill, and merely to say "no, no" does not

Mr. PLATT.

disprove that statement. What is the position of the mem-
bers from British Columbia on this Bill? The hon. mem.
ber for Victoria spoke of them as "we," asunming to be
the mouthpiece of the members from that Province. When
ho came to the Indian question he also said "we," but
when called to question on that point ho said that, speaking
for himself at least, ho was in favor of the enfranchisement
of the Indians in British Columbia. Is ho going to support
a Bill which does not enfranchise the Indians in British
Columbia ? What are the members from British Columbia
in favor of and what are they not in favor of ? The Bill
originally contained the enfranchisement of the Chinese,
and yet they voted for it on the second reading, with all
its imperfections. Did they rise thon and defend
the -interests of their Province? No; British Col-
umbia to-day stands without a defender. I think the
committee has reason to be grateful to the hon.
member for Northumberland for having made this motion.
Ho saw that this Bill contained most objectionable features;
he saw that the people took different views as to the pro.
priety of adopting it; he conceived that it was not in the
interests of the country that a measure of such importance,
and to which there was so much objection by a large por-
tion of the community, should be forced upon an unwilling
public, and ho therefore proposed this amendment which, in
his opinion, would solve the problem. I was not at one
time in favor of manhood suffrage for Canada and would not
vote for it now except in order to prevent a bad measure being
placed upon our Statute Book; but when we look at that prin-
ciple and become more familiar with it, we find that it has
been adopted in every Province of Canada. In Prince Edward
Island, the principle of manhood suffrage prevail. The
same principle, I believe, prevails lu British Columbia and
in Manitoba, while in Ontario manhood suffrage prevails
to-day to a certain extent. In the Province of Quebec, and
I believe also in New Scotia and in New Brunswick, we have
the principle of manhood suffrage recognised to a certain
extent, and it is a new feature that something in regard
to which the Provinces have shown their approval pro
tanto should b. disregarded. The tendency in modern
times has been to depart from the property qualifica.
tion and approach to manhood suffrage. In early days,
in England, there were no easy means of communicating
between one country and another ; the only property
which added dignity to a man was real estate, and
the feudal system prevailed, and there may have been a
reason for making the franchise depend, at that time, on the
ownership of real property. But as wealth increased, as
the means for the interchange of ideas increased, we find a
new kind of proporty springing up, personal property,
and so, step by stop, we have found that, whilst real estate
has never ceased to furnish a qualification whereby to enfran-
chise an elector, yet other classes of property have been also
considered proper subjects of qualification. We meet this pro.
position with a certain degree of prejudice, no doubt. But,
Iask, what harm has been done by the extension of the
franchise to its present degree ? It is within the memory
of hon. gentlemen in this flouse when real estate formed
the only basis of qualification. las the State suffered any-
thing because another class of property has received equal·
importance ? It is but a few years since manhood suffrage,
to a certain extent, was introduced into the Province of
Ontario. Ias Ontario suffered anything in any respect
by that system ?

Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh, oh.

Mr. MITCHELL. I think it is very unfair for hon.
gentlemen to interrupt the speaker in this way. We know
we are a minority in this House who are in favor of man-
hood suffrage, but I think it is a matter of fair play that the
gentlemen who are making these noises should give tL4
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minority an opportunity of being heard. If order is main-
tained we will very likely get a vote in half an hour.

Mr. MUIOCK. When we find that representative insti-
tutions have not suffered in those countries where the fran-
chise has been extended, I think we should have no hesi-
tation in going forward in the same direction. Now, what
danger is there in adopting manhood suffrage ? What is
the experience of other countries ? Take the great United
States, to the south of us. A liberal franchise has existed
there since the commencement of that nation. The moment
a man lands in the United States and has resided there long
enough to be naturalised he enters into the full enjoyment
of the rights of citizenship ; and the result is, that if we can
believe the utterances of the press and statesmen of the
United States, there is a national spirit in that country ;
every man feels that he las a voice in the goverument of
the country. If we take our own Dominion, what has been
our experience ? Take the Province of British Columbia,
a Province that sends to this House such representatives as
we find here. Take the Province of Prince Edward
Island. Have either of these Provinces suffered from
the system of manhood suffrage ? lias any country
suffered under that system? Can any hon. gentleman
point to any country in the world, where representative
ititutions existe, based on manhood suffrage, and show

any evil that has arisen therefrom? Surely we have noth-
ing to fear. There is no evidence that in an intelligent
country like Canada, with a stable and loyal population,
we have any reason to apprehend the slightest danger from
adopting this liberal principle. Observe the inconsistencies
a restricted franchise leads us to. Here we have a proposal
to enfranchise the Indian because he las a house over his
head, and in the same Bill it is proposed to disfranchise the
teacher because he does not own the house he lives in.
There are armies of men engaged in the various professions
of this country between the two oceans who will have no
vote under this Bill. Is it a reasonable thing for us deliber-
ately to enfranchise the untutored Indian and to disfranchise
the teaching profession of this country? See what inconsis-
tencies an arbitrary principle like this leads to. In view of
such inconsistencies and absurdities, I think it becomes us to
enquire whether we cannot adopt a system that is founded
on a more reasonable basis. Now, what is the object of giv-
ing a man a vote? Is it not that he shall exercise that
power for the common good? Is it not that he may have
a voice in making the laws that are to govern all ? Thei
interest of the State is the sole interest, and each individual
in the State suffers or profits by the result of his vote.
Now, in what class of people is that power likely to be thei
safest ? Is it necessarily the safest with those who have to
own property worth $150 or $200 ? In these days, when
education is so general, when we have half a millionJ
children attending the public echools in Ontario alone, and1
when that has been the system for the last twenty years,
is there any reason in telling the people of Ontario to-day
that they are not sufficiently intelligent to exercise the fran.
chise ? What is it that awakens in a man the highest feel-
ing of love to hie country ? Is it the bit of property that
he owns ? True, lie can say of that property: This1
is my home-my castle. But, above all that, does,
he not feel, when exercising the franchise, that his citizen-j
ship is recognised that he, by hie vote, aida the state,
and that in return it affords him protection. If patriot-
ism, if love of country, is promoted by intelligence and
education, then intelligent men ought to be considered in1
a measure of this kind. For these reesons I am an
entire convert, under the circumstances, to the amend-
ment of my hon. friend from Northumberland (Mr.
Mitchell), and I thank him for having given us the
opportunity of discussing it. On this question, at least,
I trust there is no party spirit involved. The last. speaker
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who spoke on this side was against the amendment, and
some hon. members opposite are against it. I, for one, offer
my tribute to the member for Northumberland for having
endeavored, at this crisis, to solve this problem on a bisis
so fair and just, and so well calculated to promote the best
interests of the country.

Mr. DAWSON. The question of universal suffrage is one
on which members must naturally desire to record their
opinions. For my part, I think the country is hardly ripe for
such a sweeping measure. I think this Bill goes quite far
enough in the extension of the franchise for the present. As
to the future, we cannot say what it may bring forth. I have
listened very attentively to the arguments brought forward
in favor of universal or manhood suffrage, without
being impressed in its favor. The hon. member for
North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) made a very eloquent
speech on the subject, and fortified what he said by the
examples of other countries. But some of the authorities ho
referred to were not, I think, so eloquent in arguing that
point as were the writings of the Chartists in England
many years ago. They dwelt very much on the inalienable
rights of man, and that the suffrage should be universal ;
and though great strides have been made in England
since that time, in the direction of universal suffrage,
they have not got quite there yet. I hope the day
is very far distant in Canada whon we will come to such
a franchise. We have heard hon. gentlemen bocome very
eloquent as to the extension of the suffrage, as it will affect
the farmers of the country. I hope the farmers throughout
the Dominion will consider well to what such a measure as
universal suffrage would lead us. A farmer, when ho lias
the suffrage, possesses a farm and a house, and his vote
represents property. Extend the frachise and give it in the
cities, where tens of thousands of people, under manhood
suffrage, would exorcise it, and the effect would be to swamp
the votes of the farmers and the pioneers who have built up
this country. A year's residence by foreigners or by navvies
working on the railways would enable them to have votes.
Members of the Opposition say the navvy has as groat an
interest in the country as anyone. Go and tell the farmers
that those laborers, who have no stake in the country, have
as great an interest in the country as they, the farmers,
have, and that the franchise should be conferred upon them,
and what will be the effect on the farming interest ? Take
1,000 farmers, and consider what they represent. They repre-
sent a large amount of property. Take 1,000 laborers who
would be enfranchised under the motion of the hon. member
for Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell), and what do they repre-
sent? Their interests may possibly be antagonistic to the
country; and under these circumstances the farmers have a
right to be protected to the extent they are at prosent. It
is rather singular to see how this idea of manhood suffrage
has taken hold of members of the Opposition. There has
hardly been a word said about Indian suffrage during this
discussion. Would this universal suffrage extend to the
Indians, or would there be a special clause depriving the
Indians of this manhood suffrage? The amendment of the
hon. member for Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell) would
have the effect of giving the Indian a vote as well as the
white man. You would have to make it general; you could
scarcely do otherwise. A good deal has been said about the
working of universal suffrage in the United States. I do
not think that should be taken altogether as an example.
The circumstances of the United States have been very pecu-
liar, and the century during which universal suffrage
has been in operation is but a short time in the
life of a nation. As regards the United States, we
do not know what this universal suffrage may bring
forth in the future. It has not always worked so
harmoniously and agreeably as those who wish well to
the United States could have desired. The great war
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had the effect of enfranchising four millions of negroes under
manhood suffrages Should we deny it to the educated
Indian, when the United States gave it to four millions of
illiterate negroos ? Are we, in Canada, to adopt the system
which has certainly not worked there with such satis-
faction as is generally supposed. The United States
have prospered under thoir system of government, among
other reasons, because they have had immense tracts of
unoccupied land, where the population could spread out and
not be crowded, and the States now form a very rich country.
A great deal of anxiety has been manifested about the volun-
teers. We have been asked: Would you deprive the
gallant defenders of our country of the vote-which it is
said this Bill will do. I do not think it will do so. But a
great point is supposed to be made out of this. I happened toe
read in a paper-the idea is not original with myself-a
much more reasonable way of recognising the volunteers'
services than by adopting universal suffrage. The article
conveys an idea that could be very reasonably acted upon,
and it is this:

" All of the volunteers who have gone there are delighted with the
country, and there can be little doubt of many of them remaining there
as settiers. Having regard to the public spirited manner in which they
responded to the Governnient's cati, and.the splendid courage and dash
they have shown thrroughout the campaign, we should hope that the
Government would present each one of them with a prairie farm; aud
it would be a most fortunate thing for the North-West and the Dominion
if the men who so gallantly rushed to the assistance of their country
were to become permanent settiers in the North-West. This is the kind
of loyal spirit and blood that the North-West needs, and the location of
several thousands of these young men there would be a loyal influence
that would be a guarantee of future peace."

Mr. MITCHELL. From what paper is that article?
Mr. DAWSON. It is from a paper called the Montreal

Eerald. That is a capital idea, and will be a much more
satisfactory way of dealing with the volunteers than by
establishing universal suffrage, in order that they may have1

the franchise. The hon. member for Bothwell (Mr.
3iills), in his speech, spoke a good deal of the
franchise as it existedamong theaRomans. It certainly
did not extend very far in ancient Rome; but there was a
system which existed extensively, and that was the
system of military colonies. We might have military
colonies in the North-West, by establishing some of our
volunteers there, and doubtless they would form a very
loyal community. In the district which I have the
honor to represent we have had household suffrage, and it has
worked remarkably well since the district had the privilege
of sending members to this House. Many people there
have examined this Bill very carefully, in order to asertain
whether it would extend or curtail the franchise, and
they all agreed that it would make exceedingly little
difference; that there was hardly a householder in Algoma
but would have a right to vote; in fact, every householder
who had a right to vote at present would have a right to
vote under this Bil, and it was perfectly satisfactory to
them. The experience I have had of the household
franchise leads me to believe that it would be far more
aadvantageous to the country, and that it would work
far better at all events in the country districts and be
much more desirable than universal suffrage.

Mr. MITCHELL. I only rise for the purpose of calling
the attention of the hon. gentleman who has just sat down
on one or two points. The hon. gentleman has called atten-
tion to what he is pleased to refer to as an inconsistency in
the amendment which I have proposed to the Bill. Then, in
dealing with the question of manhood suffrage, he says we
have heard little else but manhood suffrage; we have heard
nothing about the Indians, and he says that this amendment
would have the effect of giving the suffrage to the Indians,
if I understood him aright. Sir, if I recollect the position
taken by the hon. gentleman at an early stage of this dis-
cussion, he was in favor of giving the Indians the suffrage.

Mr. DAWsoN.

He would give the suffrage to those thousands of roaming
tribes in the west, extending from the Atlantic to the Pacifie,
and still he refuses the white men, those very volunteers to
whom he as referred, who have gone to defend their coun-
try, to put down rebellion in the great West-he would
refuse those men the right to vote, and yet he would
give it to these Indians. Sir, I would tell my hon.
friend that the amendment which I have had the
honor to propose does not admit the Indians to
the right to vote, as he assumes it does. Indians
who are civilised and settled, Indians who have assumed a
postion in society or in the community, suah as white men
have assumed, and such as entitle white men to vote, would
also have the right to vote. There is no exclusion of the
Indian because of his race, or his blood, but it is because of
his condition, hie want of intelligence, his want of assimi-
lation to the usages of civilised society in which lie happens
to be placed. I would not give the Indians who have not
taken that position the right to vote, but I would give to
every one wlo las assumed the same position as the white
man, who places himself in the position to contribute
towards the revenues of the country, towards maintaining
the institutions of the eountry-I would give those Indians
the right to vote, but I would not give it to the numberless
tribes which my hon. friend, in an earlier portion of this
discussion, claimed had the right to vote.

Mr. DAWSON. The hon. gentleman is entirely mistaken
as to my position with regard to the Indian.

Mr. MITCHELL. Now, my hon, friend las chosen to
refer to the fact that the country was not ripe for manhood
suffrage, and he hoped it would be a long time before lie
would see manhood suffrage adopted as the princîple of
election in Canada. Sir, in what position doc lie stand here
to-day ? Ie it not patent to everyone that in the election
which resulted in the hon. gentleman occupying a place in
this House these very ravvies, to whòm he refers,
came down by the carloads and voted for my hon. friend.

Mr. DAWSON, The hon. gentleman is entirely misin-
formed as to there having been carloads of navvies who came
down to vote for me. That was a ridiculous story got up
at the time, before the railway was finished, and it was given
out here by an abandoned man, that the navvies had come
down from Rat Portage to Port Arthur to vote for me. No
train had gone over that portion ofthe road when that story
was got up. I did not require navvies to come to vote for
me, for in every little hamlet, every village and place in
Algoma, with few exceptions, I had majorities. I had
majorities in forty-five polling places, and I did not
require to resort to any such means. With regard to
my position with respect to the Indians, I took the posi-
tion that our Act should be assimilated with some
amendment to the law in existence in Ontario. That
was the position which I took, and I have an amend-
ment on the Paper which shows my position. As to
depriving the volunteers of a vote, as the hon, gentle-
man suggested just now, 1 suggested or said nothing of
the kind. Instead of depriving them of votes, I said
they should cach and ail not only have a vote, but further
that a lot of land in the North-West should be granted
to the gallant defenders of the country. I cannot allow any
hon, gentleman to so fIr misunderstand me as to say that 1
spoke in tiat way.

Mr. MITCHELL. My ion. friend has made a second
speech, and he as corrected himself. I am bound to take
his explanation with regard to what he said about the
volunteers. Does h mean to imply that I was wrong in
assuming that he was opposed to manhood suffrage? Does
not everybody know that the class of men who have gone
to the North-West within the lat few weeks, to figlit for
and defend their country and put down rebellion, that a
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large number of them are mmn who' have not the property manhood suffrage, it will become the suffrae cf tlis Dei-
qualification contained in this Bill. nion; but untîl the people of the différent Provinces are

Some hon. MEMBERS. No, no. educated up to it,1ihink it would be udicious and
Mr. MITCHELL. Hon. gentlemen say no; I say yes. unwise, on the part of this Bouse, te force manhccd suffraeupon those Pro vinces. Therefore, I shall vote againet the
Some hon. MEMBERS. No, no. Yes, yes. amendment.
Mr. MITCHELL. I say that large numbers of them Mr. PATERSÔN (l3rant). I do not exaotly underàtaâd

have not ; and if that is so, do I understand from the hon. the reasoning f the hou. gentleman wholbas just resumed
gentleman that he is willing to give to those volunteers hie seat. Recause cne Of the Provinces of the o
who have shown their manhood and love of country and yse opeed te t
bravery, which does credit to themselves and this country- bmber for Ncrthumberlaud, aIthoigh lie
does he mean to say tbat lie will admit these men to the thinke it je a truc principle, a good thing and a jsgt thing,
suffrage, whether they have the property or not, whethor yet hewihI sacrifice hie own viewe, and theintereseof hie
they have the income or not, that is required by this Bill ?contituente, and the viewe hold by his own Province, a
If he dos, then I am glad to class him among the defende Province having the same provincial righte-hewill sacrifice
of the principle which I have advanced in this amendment, ail that in order tc pleae the sentiment wliich he sàys pre-
and in which I believe. Sir, Witt regard tq the position vaihe in another Province. That jeaa tMpieçeof self-
which the bon. gentleman took in relation to the Indians, iserfice. thatîs really a positon w1nnéhn one for
may have misunderstood him, or the hom. gentleman may hie own interete, night Po commended; Ut when on. is lu
have changed the position he took at that time ; but I aun the position cf having the intereste cf bis Provinee côr-
glad to know that ho does not advocate extending mitted tehie hande, 1 do net know tht on. je to b.'as
the franchise to the Indians, except, as I stated, when generots with truste committed te him by others as with
they occupy positions which entitle white men to bie own. Therefore, 1 cannot see the position the heu.
vote, and that then he would be willing that thegentleman takes te be a good on.. Nor dan I undestand,
vote should be given to the Indian. I wish to observe, fom what las taken place in this Bouse, that the ProiUte
with regard to the question of the navvies who, it cf Qucbec, te which li bas made allusion, is bpposed te tii.
was reported, came down by hundreds to vote for the hon. principle of manhecd suffrage. 1 have noticed thatthe
gentleman, that all I can say is, that that was a statement representatives cf flicProvince cf Quebec at the bâck cf
extensively circulated through the press of this country, and the bon. Firet Minister-and they cemprise I thiik nearly
believed, It was pretty generally circulated at the time three-fourths of al the representatives frem that province
that my hon. friend's large majority was enhanced very have, as far as I could judgewholly and unreservedly
materially by that class of voters-voters on manhood cndorsed the principles cf this 1311. They h"e been among
suffrage alone. The hon. gentleman says that is untrue. the strongest advocates-and supporters and deenders cf the
I am . bound to accept his explanation'; and therefore I13B1ll
withdraw that part of my remarks; but I was going to r. WBITE ý(Èastinge). They have a riglt' te; it la
observe, in relation to it, that I am sorry it is not true, and their privilege.
for this reason: That if that class of men could make a Mr, PATERSON. I thought that it was the Pirot Minis-
selection like my hon. friend, who brings so much informa- ter who wae speaking, or I would not have paused. They
tion and intelligence to bear on every question on which liehad a prfect right tedo se; but findinhethem defenders'of
addresses theI House, I say it is but another evidence totus Bilh, the main defence of which jeitheeprinile cf ual-
show how important it is that we should extend the suffrage formity in the franchise in ai the Provinces, 1 cannot se.
to that class of people. any evidences from the hon, gentlemen opposite repreenting

Mr. JENKINS. I am in favor of manhood suffrage, and Quebec that Quebcc Province je oppesedte the principle cf
from an experience of over thirty years of that system in xnhoed suffrage. By thoir votes and their decharationa they
Prince Edward Island I am satisfied that the fears expressed say w. want tus uniform franchise; and havlng laid thati
by some hon, gentlemen, thut the manhood suffrage vote they are prepared to accept the consequences. lhey have
would swamp the vote of property holders, is a theory net expressed any dread that a franchise might this year or
which bas no foundation. Property holders and the in any subeequent year prevail iu this Bouse that are
employers of labor will always, unquestionably, to a great opposed te. They bave net stipulated that manh suf-
extent, affect the votes of those they employ. I haveun frage hould b. a taboo.d eubjeçt for ahite toome; they
doubt tut the experience of Prince Edward Island hasknow as wclh as any member cf the Houa. knew', that if
been that property holders and employers always have an w pas. a Franchise Bill the franchise there laid dowi and
influence on the votrR on manhood suffrage. Under tus the qualifications therein estabiissed may net remain se for
suffrage people are thvated, and the privilege is looked more than on. year. They must know, as an almoat bgo-
upon with great favor. They esteem it very highly. But I lute certainty, that in every sueeing year th'
feel that I cannot support the amendment of the hon. gentle- wlk amendmente and alterations preposed in this
man, for this reason : that it is very well known that in many Franchise Bill; and they have declared that they a
of the Provinces manhood suffrage is not looked on with wihhng te take ail tho.. riake. It really, I thnk,
favor. In Quebec, it.is very well known, the feeling again8t should nt concern the reprsentatives cf other Provinces
manhood suffrage is almt unanimous.muc, having regard t that fact. It ineceryOf
mr. JÂuffeiEs. t ams nt benexpssc nts os.course, fr thern te refiect the. views prevailing linth cîrMr. DAVIES. It hasnot been expressd in this House.wn Provinces, but they wud nt feel it their duty tfrce

Mr. JENKINS. Well, the feeling in Quebec is well known th views on anether Province. For theso remous,.I
to be against it ; in the Legislature of Ontario a vote bas cannot see the logic cf the.bon. gentleman's position- Be
been recorded against it; and in Nova Scotia, when the gays be je jn favor cf manhood suffrage; we knew that aU
Conservative Government, many years ago, brought in a the representatives cf the Provincefrom which liecornes
Bill establishing manhood suffrage, a Liberal Government faver the principle cf manhoed suffrage; w. had it empLati-
which succeeded abolished it. Therefore I do not think I cally declared by thcm on the floor cf this Boue; and yet,
should be rigbt in giving a vote to force manhood suffrage knowing that te be the universal view cf their consti-
on any Province that is opposed to it. I believe that in tuents-their supporters as well as their opponents-they
course cf time, and when the. people seeUic advantagecfnonte;l us coolly that the aore propared te witfeo d thsatprin-
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ciple from the Province of Quebec, although, so far as we
can judge from the action of the representatives of that
Province in this House, it is not opposed to manhood suf.
frage. Have we heard a member opposite from the Province
of Quebec declare that he is opposed to it ? Not one of the
gentlemen from the Province of Quebec supporting this Bill
has given us to understand, in any form whatever, that he
is not in favor of manhood suffrage.

Mr. WHITE. We can tell by their votes.

Mr, PATERSON. But we have not had their votes yct
on the subject, and I am not to judge that they are not in
favor of the proposition. I suppose, from the remarks of the
hon. member for East Hastings (Mr. White), that it might
fairly be said that lie almost claimed to carry their votes in
his pocket. I have noticed, and it has been rather remark-
able in this debate, that although we had an explanation
from the hon. the First Minister last night, with respect to
one alteration he proposed to make in this Bill, yet up to
that time the hon. Minister of Publie Works, who has been
constantly in his place, did not seem to be in the confidence
of the Government sufficiently to give us the slightest
knowledge of the alterations intended to be made in the
Bill; and I wondered how the hon. member for East Hast-
ings could tell us, across the floor, that the $400 franchise
was going to be reduced to $300. The hon. Minister of Pub-
lic Works did not say it, but the hon. member for East
Hastings did. How did he know it ? Was he speaking
authoratively? Then, when the hon. member for North
Wellington was speaking about the judges, the hon.
Minister of Public Works sat still in his place, and gave
us no intimation of anything that might be done.
But when the hon. member for North Wellington (Mr.
McMullen) was speaking about the undesirability of these
revising officers being appointed, the hon. member for East
Hastings (Mr. White) felt himself to be in the position in
which the hon. Minister of Public Works did not feel him-
self to be, for he said, across the floor of the House : Oh, we
will give you the judge in your county. Of course it is
to be determined by the Governor in Council; it is not to be
declared by Act of Parliament, and this hon. gentleman
rose and said: Oh, we will give you the judge in your
county. On different occasions I have noticed the hon.
member for East Hastings has said: We will do so and so;
we are going to do this and we are going to do that. I
should not wonder but the circumstances will justifiy the
hon. member for East Hastings and show that he is right;
I should not wonder but they will show that he knew what
would be done in advance; but I say it is very remarkable
that a private member of the Hlouse, for we have always
considered the hon. gentleman to be a private mem-
ber, should be in a position to make declarations
as to what the policy of the Government would be, when
the Minister of Public Works, who was leading the House,
was unable to say a word in reference to it. So the hon.
gentleman tells us that the members from Quebec will show,
by their votes, what they are going to do. As much as to
say, that he understood what they would do; as much as to
say: I understand what they will do; they will stand up
and vote as I do on this question; they will vote down man-
hood suffrage or any proposition you will bring in; we have
laid down a line, and that line will be followed out. Strong
objections, it is true, have been urged against this measure;
there has been some effect produced in the country; public
opinion is pressing upon us the fact that this is a restrictive
franchise, that it shuts out many men who would be enabled
to vote under the Ontario frauchise, and therefore I pre-
sume that the hon. member for East Hastings (Mr. White)
must have conforred with the First Minister, when he can
tell us authoritatively: Oh, the qualification will be reduced
from $400 to $300, and that will bring them in, and there.
fore you are talking when there is no need to talk.

Mr. PATERsON (Brant).

But we did not recognise the hon, gentleman's authority
so fully; we did not know the position he occupied
in the House. The Minister of Public Works, who
was leading the House, was not prepared to say a
word about it, and we did not feel warranted in
acoepting the statement of the hon. member for Bast
Hastings. So, to resume the subject, I flnd myself, with
reference to this amendment, in this position. It las been
my individual opinion, for a .great many years, that it
would be a desirable thing, as soon as thecountry was
sufficiently advanced, if I might use that expression, as
soon as the country had arrived at the conclusion that it
would be desirable that a man, being a man and a citizen
of the country, with all the rights, liberties and responsibili-
ties-mark you, all the responsibilities--of manhood upon
him, it would be a wise thing, especially in elections for
the Dominion Parliament, to make a citizen of him in every
sense of the word : to give him, in addition to all the other
rights, privileges and responsibilities, the right you and I
prize so highly, of saying who shall be elected to make the
laws under whichhlie dwells. While that has been my
individual opinion, an opinion which I have never hesitated
to express in private, still the question has not been
fully discussed before the electors. The extension of
the franchise was discussed in Ontario at the late pro.
vincial elections, and I believe that the people of
that Province are of opinion that an extension is desirable;
but whether it should go the full length of adopting resi-
dent manhood suffrage, without restriction, has not been
discussed, and I am now brought face to face with the
amendment of the lon. member for Northumberland, with-
out the opportunity of knowing what the views of my con-
stituents are on that particular point. As a representative
of a constituency in this House, I do think it is my duty, as
I conceive it to be the duty of other representatives, to
ascertain, as well as may be ascertained, the wishes of my
constituents in regard to this extension of the franchise-; but
the qiuestion is before us, and I am not prepared to shirk
any question that may come before us. In the absence of
that opportunity, and believing the people of the country
are now more ready to accept a very broad franchise than
they were, and as my views go in the direction of the hon.
gentleman's amendment, I feel disposed to support it. I
have another reason. It is charged that we are somewhat
inconsistent in arguing for the maintenance of the provincial
franchises, where manhood suffrage, in so many words,
does not prevail, and in being still prepared to accept
manhood suffrage under this amendment, It is true that
the people of Ontario; as well as the people of all the other
Provinces, I believe, hava been content to have the pro-
vincial franchises, and on that question 1 have no difficulty
whatever ; but that having been voted down, and this
question being before the House, I am in the same position
as others. I must give my vote, and that is the re uson I
cast it in that direction ; and I do it further, for the reason
that the Bill before the House restricts the franchise in
Ontario most materially. I pointed out that in one indus-
trial establishment in my own city seventy-eight men would
be disfranchised, and seventy-four in another, under the
operation ofthis Bill, who have a vote.underthe Ontario Act;
and I have a letter from a law student in Toronto, a young
gentleman who can go ont and discuss publie questions
on the platform, who is one of the rising young inen, in
which he says, that under this Bill he will be debarred
from exercising the franchise, although he can do so under
the Mowat Act. Some of our volunteers in the North-West,
and many others, will also be out of by this Bill. The First
Minister proposes to enfranchise the Indiana, who cannot
make their own wills or deed their own property, who are
minors in the eyes of the law, and whom he is going to keep
ina state of tutelage, and yet he will eut out fromthe franchise
the hard-working mechanics J have referred to. It is a fact
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that in the towns and cities throughout Canada the franchise
will be taken from men who have the responsibilities of citi
zenship upon them, and yet it is proposed to confer it upon
those who bave not the responsibility of citizenship, whom
the First Minister will not slow to have the responsibility
of citizenship. That is the position of affairs we are under,
with reference to this Bill, and for that reason, among many
others, for I will draw my remarks to a conclusion, not
desiring to occupy the attention of the committee at this late
hour, longer, though I have much more to say on the subject,
I shal give my support to the amendment of the hon. mem-
ber for Northumberland.

Mr. WHITE (Hastings). When I made a remark about
the Quebec members, the hon. gentleman went on to make
a speech upon my remark, and would not allow me to make
clear what I meant. When I said, across the floor of the
louse, that the judges would be appointed in Ontario, I
knew what I was saying was correct. The First Minister
announced that that would be the case, and hon. gentlemen
opposite, after having abused and insulted the revising bar-
risters, saw they were going too far, and now they hark
back. When I said the qualification would be reduced to
$300, I onl supposed it would be, and that was the only
authori Yhad. I think there'is more said in opposition
to this ill than hon. gentlemen psite are warranted in
saying. I was in the county of Hastings the other day,
and though I travelled over forty or fifty miles of the
county, I did not hear any one erson mention the Fran-
chise Bill. The hon. gentleman ras said more against the
Indians and their qualifications than it becomes him to say.
I think the Indian is suffciently intelligent and well qualifi-
ed to have a vote. The hon. gentleman says forty mechanics
in one shop will not have a vote. The establishments in that
county must pay the mechanics very poorly. Of those I
employ, not one will be without a vote.

Mr. McNEILL. I desire to say one word.
Some hon. MEMBERS. Question.
Amendment to the amendment (Mr. Davies) negatived.

Yeas, 37; nays, 81.
Amendment (Mr. Mitchell) negatived. Yeas, 33; nays, 86.
Committee rose and reported progress.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved the adjournment

of the House.
Motion agreed to, and the House adjourned at 12.05 a.m.,

Wednesday.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.
WEDNE5DAY, 20th May, 1885.

The SpEAmR took the Chair at half-past One o'clock.

PlAmE.

TR DISTURBANCE IN THE NORTH-WEST-
VICTORIA RIFLES.

Mr. CURRAN. I wish to call the attention of the Min-
ister of Militia to a statement which has appeared in cer-
tain newspapers to the effect that the Victoria Rifles were
ordered out for duty at the front, and that a number of
bankers and merchants of the city of Montreal forwarded a
petition to the Minister of Militia, asking that that regi-
ment be not ordered to the seat of war, irasmuch as it
would inconvenience them in their business. As represent-
i the electoral district in which all the banks are situate,
am the great body of the mercantile community, I would
like to know if any such petition bas been received, as 1
have been informed, on good authority, that the statement
is without foundation.
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Mr. CARON. In answer to my hon. friend I must say

- that no such petition has been forwarded to me. No order
was given to the Victoria Rifles to go to the front, and if
such an order had been given I know perfectly well that
it would have been carried out with as much promptitude
as by any other battalion in the city of Montreal. It is one
of the very best battalions, and I am glad to say that the
merchants and bankers have not in any way expressed
their unwillingness to allow those who are employed by
them to take part in the events which are taking place in
Canada at this moment.

FORTY MILE RAILWAY BELT, BRITISH
COLUMBIA.

Mr. BLAKE. I wish once again to call attention to the
fact that the question which I put with reference to the
correspondence between the Canadian Pacifie Railway
and the Government, and as to the 40-mile railway belt in
British Columbia, have not yet been answered.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. With reference to the
40-mile railway belt, I have received this memorandum:

Il The Government have received from Mr. Pierce S. Hamilton, a well-
known journalist of Nova Scotia, but now, it appearu, residing in British
Columbia, a memorial addressed to His Excellency the Governor in
Council, respecting the claims of squatters within the unsurveyed por-
tion of the railway belt in British Columbia. Mr. Hamilton, in the
memorial in question, represents himself as secretary to a meeting held
at Port Moody, at which the resolutions contained in the memorial
were adopted. In reply, Mr. Hamilton was furnished with a copy of
the Dominion Lands Act, the provisions of which, he was informed,
in so far as they are applicable, would b3 extended to British Columbia.
He was further info med that it was the intention of the Government
to protect bonafide squatters upon the agricultural land, within what
is known as the railway belt in British Columbia, and that surveys
of the belt were then, as they are now, being p-osecuted under
instructions from the Department of the Interior, and seo seon au
they were sufficiently advanced to permit of claims being adjudi-
cated upon, such claims would be at once disposed of. The Surveyor
General of Dominion lands is now, and has been for some time, in
British Columbia, personally supervising the prosecution of these sur-
veys. The Government have no means of knowing how many people
have settled on the unsurveyed lands in the belt, and there is no
reason why there should be anxiety or discontent amon gthese set-
tiers. The regulations for the survey, administration and disposal of
these lands have been adopted by the Governor in Council, and
published in the Canadx Gazette and British Columbia Gazette; and,
as already stated, the surveys are now, and were, during the season
of 1884, being vigorously prosecuted. Until surveys have been made,
it is out of the power of the Government to grant patents to lands,
but the Dominion Lands Act and the regulations make ample pro-
vision ior the protection of the claims of persons settling in advance
of survey."

THE FRANCHISE BILL.
House again resolved itself into Committee on Bill (No.

103) respecting the Electoral Franchise.
(In the Committee.)

On section 3y
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Perhaps it would be

well, if it does not invite premature discussion, that I should
mention at once what amendments I propose to the whole
of this third section, and then we can discuss the various
paragraphs without wanderin over the whole clause. I
was a good deal struck with t e remarks made by the hon.
member for South Brant (Mr. Paterson) last night in
reference to the Ontario Act, to the effect that the Ontario
Government, whatever their individual opinions might be
with regard to manhood suffrage, had gone as far as they
thought would ensure the success of their measure, whicti
was a step towards, perhaps, the ultimate result of man-
hood suffrage. In perhaps the same sense I have had
occasion to consult the represontatives of the people in this
House giving their confidence to the Government; I have
carefully considered all the clauses and all the suggestions;
and I think I have come to the conclusion that in order to
ensure the safety of the measure, the Goverument have
gone as far as they can well go in order to secure that sup-
prt for the measure in this House which is essential to its

ming law. As regards the clause now before us, which
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provides that the owner of real property in any city or
town must be the owner to the actual value of $300, after
full consideration I have come to the conclusion, so far as
towns are concerned, to reduce the value to $200. It being
the general opinion, so far as I have gathered it, that the
value of $200 in what is ordinarily known as a town would
be about equivalent to the value of 8300 in a city.
Then, as regards the next sub-section, that referring to ton-
ancy, there is no alteration in the amount of rental, but
there is a verbal alteration in the month, as we consider
November and January should be fixed as the date of pay.
ment. Hon. gentlemen will see that, according to the 23rd
lue, the rent must be paid on the quarter day that occurs
next before the flrst day of November in each year; instead
of that, I propose that this part of the clause shall read:
" Shall be the year's rent upto the last yearly, half-yearly,
quarterly, or monthly day of payment, as the case may be,
which shall have occurred next before the date of the cor-
tificate of the final revision of the voters' list heroinafter
mentioned, by the revising officer." As regards the fifth
sub-section, that relating to occupancy, I make the same
alteration in the date, and change the qualification to $300
for cities, and 8200 for towns, instead of $300 for cities or
towns. With respect to the income sub-section-sub-sec-
tion 6-1 propose to make an important amendment. I con-
sidered at first that there was no necessity for the words I
propose to insert, but the discussion-especially the com-
parisons between this Bill and the Ontario Bill-has shown,

think, the necessity of making this alteration. I propose
that the 6th sub-section shall read as follows: "Is a rosi-
dent within such city or town, or part of a city or town,
and derives an income"-I propose to add these words:
"as earnings " or-" from some trade, calling, office or pro-
fession."

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Is there any c hange in the
amount ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONA 'ID. Yes; as regards t he
income, it is reduced from $100 to $300. Then as regards
the sons of owners, it was stated in discussion that the
absence was too short. The last proviso of this sub-section,
sub-section 7, provides that "the occasional absence of a
son from the residence of the father or mother, for not more
in all than 4 months in the year, shall not disqualify such
son as a voter under this Act." It bas been expressed
strongly and, I think, reasonably, that in certain avocations,
4 months is not sufficient, and I propose to extend that to
6 months.

Mr. MULOCK. Both in sub-sections 7 and 8?
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Of course; although it

will be 6 months, and I have adopted a clause which I
shall propose for the consideration of the Committee-a
clause which I find in the Nova Scotia Franchise Bill. I
think it is a very good one, and I shall submit for the
favorable consideration of the committee:

"IThe time spentby mariners and fishermen in the transaction of their
occupations, and by stedents in institutions of learning within the
Dominion of Ganada, shall be conosidered as spent at bome.
These are the amendments I am going to propose. We will
now take up the third clause. I move that it be altered to
road as follows:-

" Te the owner of real property within such city or part of a city, of
the actual value of $300, or within such town or part of a towa, of the
actual value ot $200."

Mr. LA URIER. I would suggest that the amendment
go a little farther with regard to cities. In Quebec, the
amendment will be very good in so far as it affects cities
already constituted by themselves electoral districts, such
as Quebec and Montreal. But there are other cities which
are rather towns than cities, such as Sherbrooke, Hull,i
Three Rivers,St. Hyacinthe, whose population are not, in
Home cases,Iover 6,000'or.7,000.and in others 3,000 or 4,000.

Sir JOIN.A.MACDONALD.

In all those the qualification is 8200 by the Quebec Iw.
The qualification in all cities entitled to return one or mor e
members is $300, but in others, such as those I have mon-
tioned, it is $200, se that if the amendment proposed be
carried as it is, a number of voters in the latter will be dis-
franchised.

Mr. LANGE LIER. In support of what my hon. friend
has urged, I might say that in the Province of Quebec it is
more a matter of fancy than of permanent rule, whether a
place be called a city or town. When I had a seat in the
Legisiature of Quebec, I have seen places insisting on being
called cities, although their population was very small, and
they obtained the name of cities by getting an amendment
to their charters of incorporation. For instance, Hull was
incorporated a city in 1874 or 1875, although its population
was then scarcely larger than when it was a town; while
Levis, which is a much larger place than Hall, and espe-
cially much larger than Sherbrooke and Three Rivers, is
only a town by its charter, and does not return a member.
The suggestion made by my hon. friend from Quebec Bast
(Kr. Laurier) is entirely in the spirit of the remarks of the
right hon. gentleman, which were te the effect that a higher
qualification should be had in larger places, but not in
places which were only towns. In the Province of Quebec
that distinction does not exist, for a city there is not sup-
posed to be a larger place than a town. As a matter of
fact, there are towns which are much larger than cities.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I dare say that is quite
true, but we must proceed upon some general rule. Cities
are supposed to be towns of such importance that they claim
to be elevated in muLicipal rank, and I am afraid that those
cities which have too much ambition must pay the penalty
of their ambition. It is something like some merchants and
bankers in London, who, in order to raise their credit, pay
a larger income tax than they would otherwise pay. I think
I must adhere to the general principle that cities are more
important than towns as a general ru&e, and that the pro-
perty in cities, as a general rale, is more valuable than in
towns. Hereafter ambitious towns will think twice, perhaps,
before tbey seek a more important name.

Mr. LAURIER. There is a general rule which can b
very easily applied. There are cities that have been deemed
so important that they have been constituted electoral dis-
tricts, such as Quebec, Montreal and Toronto. There are
other cities which, though they have the name, have not
been entitled te the same privilege, on account of their minor
importance. I think, therefore, that you might adopt the
language which I find in the Quebec electorat law: "Any
city having the right to return one or more members to the
House of Commons." That is a general rule which might
be applied in this matter.

Mr. GILLMOR. I would ask the First Minister whether
he has considered the personal qualification which has been
in operation in New Brunswick for a long time, and in
regard to whether some of my associates froma New Bruns-
wick think a large number will be disfranchised under this
Bill. I do not think it will disfranchise as many as some of
my associates do, but I think it will disfranchise seme very
worthy voters. We have many voters on vessel and other

roperty whom we expect te be disqualified under this

Sir JOHN A. MA.CDONALD. After full consideratior,
we thought it botter to adhere to the Bill as it is now. Lt
is true that there. are persons who have a large capital
invested in ships, but those persons are all householders or
have sufficient income or are occupants, so that they are
sure to have a vote. I do net believe there is a single man
in Canada who owns a ship who has net a vote under thi4
Bill in some shape or other.
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Mr. GILLMOR. I think myself that the Bill will

embrace a good many who will not depend altogether upon
their property, Still many worthy persons will be dis-
franchised under this Bill.

- Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That may be, but we
cannot provide for every possible case.

Mr. LANDERKIN. I desire to ask the First Minister in
regard to the occupant clause, whether hie is going to
require resideuce for any particular time before the election
at which these people vote ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. When I made this general
statement, it was with the expectation that we would not
go over the whole of the sections at once, but would take
them up as they came. The proposition now is in regard
to the ownership in cities and towns. When we come to
the occupant clause, I will be glad to discuss it with the
hon, gentleman.

Mr. MULOCK. I approve of the suggestion of the First
Minister as far as it goes, but the other day I looked
through the census returns to see how the population of
towns compared in the different Provinces, and it seems to me
that, if it were possible to put into the clause some figures
as to population, it would be botter. The greatest inequal-
ities exist in the various Province*s as to the population of
towns. In New Brunswick for example, I find a place des-
cribed in the ceusus of 1881 as a town, having a population
of 318. I find a great many towns in the Province of Que-
bec having a population of some less than 1,000 and a great
number under 2,000.

Mr.FOSTER. Where are these towns in New Brunswick?
Mr. MULOCK• There is Milltown, with a population of

1,664, and there is Upper Milltown with a population of
318.

Mr. FOSTER. They are not towns.
Mr. MULOCK, They are described as towns in the

cousus. The difficulty arises from adopting the denomi-
nation of the municipality, which is entirely the crea-
ture of the provincial Legislatures. The First Minister
will see that, if we give a qualification to a place called a
town, it is necessary to remember that it is a town by virtue
of some local Act, and the Local Legislature may, to a
certain extent, modify the effects of this legislation by
altering the denomination of that place. It may unmake
towns and re-convert them, into villages, and the moment it
does so by a local Act it would enfranchise in that way
more than were at first enfranchised by this Bill, and vice
versa.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. You do not object to
that?

Mr. MULOCK. I hope my remarks will be considered
in the same way in which I intended them. As we are
trying to apply a general system through the various gro-
vinces, and as there is no uniform practice as to what shall
entitle a place to be called a village, or city, or a town, I
suggest whether it would not be possible to put some limi-
tation into the Bill. In Ontario the Legislature has refused
to incorporate a village into a town unless it has, I think,
2,000 population.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. They have a right to
claim to be a town if they have a certain population.

Mr. MULOCK. They apply for a special Act.
Mr. ROBERTSON (Hamilton). No, not in towns; only

in cities.
Mr. MULOCK. What is the population required ?
Mr. HICKEY. 2,000 for a town.
Mr, MULOCK. I thought that was the number. There

cannot be a general rule, however, throughout all the Pro-
2 A9

vinces in that respect, because we find many towns with
very different populations. For example, in Nova Scotia I
find that Marshall is called a town, with a population of
1,077.

Mr. VAIL. That is not a town.
Mr. MULOCK. Well, in New Brunswick, is Milltown

a town ?
Mr. FOSTER. Yes.
Mr. MULOCK. In the census of 1881 it had a popula-

tion of 1,664. In the Province of Quebec, Rimouski is
described as a town; it had a population of 1,417. St. Ours
is a town with a population of 808. Iberville, in the Pro-
vince of Quebec, a town with a population of 1,847; Beau-
harnois, a town with a population of 1,499; Louiseville, a
town, 1,881; Terrebonne, a town, 1,398, and se on. If we
go from Province to Province we find that what makes a
town in one Province will not make a town in another
Province. Now, it soems to me it would be reasonable to
put in a limitation of what should be a town. Say, any
municipality not having a population of 2,000 at the time of
a certain census, should be a village, because, I presume, it
is the number of people who are congregated together that
gives value to the proporty in their midst on which the
voter is to qualify. I have an amendment which I intend
to move, namely, that the word I" three" in the sixth lino,
on page 4, be struck out, and the word 4two " be inserted
in lieu thereof. That would reduce the property qualifica-
tion required in cities and small towns. The First Minister
says he is opposed te that view ; but it seoms to me that
we should adopt it, and require a smaller qualification. We
find the qualification in cities and towns in the Province of
Ontario, to-day, is $200; in Quebec cities it is $300, as pro-
posed, and in towns, $200; in Now Brunswick, $100; in
Nova Scotia, $150; Manitoba, $100; Prince Edward Island
and British Columbia, manhood suffrage. Se that through-
out the whole Dominion no property qualification to the
extent of $300 is required, except in cities and towns in the
Province of Quebec; and if tho Premier would reduco that
qualification from 8300 to $200, the only Province that
would be affected by it would be Quebec. I think that
would be striking a middle course better than to adhere tp
$300.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It is $300 and $200 in
Quebec.

Mr. MULOCK. So I said, but that is the only Province
in which $300 is required in cities,

Sir JOHN A. MAÇDONALD. Four hundred dollars is
required by the present law in Ontario.

Mr. MULOCK. When the new law comes into force, it
will be $200. Therefore, to-day, a $300 property qualifica-
tion may be considered as a thing of the past in every Pro-
vince except Quebec.

Mr. CASEY. Before we settle the amount of the quali-
fication, I wish to move an amendment in regard te real
pro)perty, namely : That the words "or real and personal "
be inserted between the words "real " and "property," in
the first line of this third sub-section. A subsequent clause of
this Bill, confers the franchise upon fishermen who possess a
certain amount of real and personal property combined, the
value of their boats and fishing tackle being addod to that of
their real property. It is proper enough that fishermen
should have this privilege, but there are other classes who
snould have it also. There are in cities and towns smali
tradesmen and mechanics, whose real estate might not be
sufficient to qualify them under this clause, and I think
they should be allowed te make up the amount by cou4ting
in the value of their machinery, tools or stock-in-trade, or, in
fact, that whatever they may have to assist them in carry-
ing on their trade shall be counted, just as in the case of
fishermen.
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Mr. IVES. I am opposed to that amendment, because it

would practically croate the greatest possible confusion in
the formation of the list. Any man, the merest tramp,
coming along to the revising officer, could insist that he
was entitled to registration, because he had an old horse
somewhere, or an old cart, though not within the know-
ledge of the officer preparing the list. In the case of fisher-
men, there is some way of arriving at the amount of their
personal property, their boat and tackle are to be seen ;
ut if that privilege is to be extended to others than fisher-

men, it will croate the greatest possible confusion, and I
think it is entirely unnecessary. If we are to go beyond
the very liberal provision for the franchise, as laid down in
the Bill, and as the Prime Minister proposed to amend it, I
think we had botter adopt manhood suffrage at once.

Mr. MULOCK. The other evening the First Minister
was kind enough to endeavor to satisfy the House upon a
certain point, and he did satisfy me; but since thon I have
noticed in the public press that it bas been stated that the
amendment which ho intended to offer to a certain section,
did not fully meet the case. I think the public is, to some
extent, under a misapprehension as to the right hon. Pre-
mier's statement. Perhaps his words did not fully convey
his meaning, though they satisfied me. Therefore, 1 would
take the liberty of asking this question: Where a revising
officer is appointed who is not the county judge, I under-
stood the right hon. Minister to say that, in that case, there
would be an appeal allowed from the finding of the revis
ing officer on all questions of law and fact, to the county
judge; that the judge would visit the various municipalities
in that riding, and there sit with original jurisdiction. I
wish to ask the right hon. Premier if I understood him
correctly.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. This is not relevant to
the present clause, but the hon. gentleman told me he was
going to ask this question, and I have no objection to
answer it. le is quite right in his idea. In counties
where the revising officer is not a judge, there will be an
appeal from the revising officer to that judge, both on
questions of fact and of law, and the appeal can be made
without the discretion of the revising officer, and, as a
matter of right; also, on the final revision, he shall go and
visit each municipality and have original jurisdiction as
well as in appeal.

Mr. CASEY. I think the remarks of the hon. member
for Richmond and Wolfe (Mr. Ives) are beside the case. He
has conjured up the bugbear of a tramp proposing to qualify1
on an old horse, which he tells the revising of0icer he pos-1
sesses somewhere else. My amendment provides that a mani
shall qualify on real and personal property, not on an oldE
horse alone. In the first place, we hope that the revising
officer would know botter than to take the word of a tramp
as to the possession of an old horse in some out of the way1
part of the country, and togive him a vote on the horse.j
Almost every one will have in mmd the case of persons inc
business, in a small way, in cities and towns, and especiallyt
in villages, who would not be able to qualify on real
estate alone. For example, small shoe-makers, whose
real property was not worth $200 or $300, would be
able to qualify if stock-in-trade and implements were1
included. The same is true of blacksmiths, though,t
as a rule, their places of business are of some value.u
The number would not be very large, but I mention these a
cases for the sake of the principle, and in order to secure i
uniformity. The proviso with respect to fishermen, one i
might almost suppose to be a bid for the support of that C
class. Possibly such is not the case, and it has been a
inserted with a view to doing justice. If so, there can be
no objection to extending the same measure of justice to l
other classes following different callings. I ask to havev
the amendment amended so as to read as fçllows: "or real -

Mr. Gs, Cà.&

property and implements of hie calling or stock-in-trade."1
These words teobe inserted after "real property " in the
first line of paragraph three.

Mr. WILSON. The First Minister will find that in maxw
incorporated cities the value of property is not higher than
in towns. No doubt many small store-keepers will be dis-
franchised if the qualification is held at $300 assessment. I
hope the First Minister will see his way to make the conces-
sion asked. In the city of St. Thomas there are a number
of people who would have a vote under the Ontario Act, and
yet would not have a vote at Dominion elections.

Mr. MILLS. I wish to draw the attention of the Gov-
ernment to the condition of things that would exist under
this clause of the Bill. Sandwich is the county town of
Essex, and its population is less than 1,000. The popula-
tion of the village of Essex Centre is 2,000. Under this Bill
a person in that village would have the vote if assessed for
$150, while in Sandwich ho would require to be assessed for
$200 to obtain the franchise, In the county of Bothwell,
the town of Bothwell has a population between 800 and
1,000. The village of Morrisburg bas a population of 2,000.
The qualification in the former is $200 and in the latter
$150. The First Minister is sacrificing a principle to an
end. We do not determine what places shall be a town.
If the hon. gentleman were to say that in places having so
many thousand population, the qualification should be a
certain amount, and in places with a less population it
should be a different amount, there would be something
definite about the proposition, and we would be conforming
with the principle on which the Government set out. I
hope, however, the hon. gentleman will agree to abandon the
multiplication of qualification. The Ontario Bill provides that
$200 shall be the qualification in towns and cities, and $100
in villages and rural districts. Lt is perfectly obvions we
are attaching very little importance to the possession of
property. That boing the- case, a great inconvenience
arises from the adoption of the principle of the BilL. A few
mon may get control of the village council for the time
being, and in order to obtain a mayor or police magistrate,
they get incorporation as a town. A large number of per-
sons who at the time were qualified might be thereby dis-
qualified by the action of a few mon. I am sure if the hon.
gentleman will consult the member for Essex, ho will find
the facts te ho a@ I have stated with regard to that county,
and I know them teobe as I have stated, in my own con-
stituency. The instances mentioned by the hon. member
for North York from the consus, show that there are many
places under 1,000 inhabitants which are called towns, and
many places that have at least 2,000 inhabitants that are
still villages.

Mr. PATTERSON (Essex). So far as my section of the
country is concerned, the hon. member for Bothwell (Mr.
Mills) is quite correct. Take for instance the village of
Leamington, or the village of Essex Centre, the population
of either of those places is double the population of the
town of Sandwich, the county town.

An hon. MEMBER. It is not incorporated.
Mr. PATTERSON (Essex). It isone of the oldest incor!

porated towns in Ontario; it has a mayor, a reeve, and all
the paraphernalia of a town. I do not know how the
matter will affect the other Provinces, but so far
as my own part of the country is concerned I
think they might be placed in the same category,
for it is a very rare thing for a village in Western
Ontario to be incorporated unless it bas a large population,
and, on the other hand, there are many towns that are
decaying, while villages are springing up and becoming
arge places around them. Take, for instance, Tilbury
village, which is unincorporated. It is partly in Essex and
partly in Kent, and still it bas a mach larger population
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than Sandwich. I believe that the qualification of $200 in
a place like Sandwich is a much higher qualification than
$100 in Leamington or Essex Centre, which are prosperous
places; I know I would rather have $100 worth of pro-
perty in Essex Centre than $200 in Sandwich.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. We cannot settle any
franchise based on property so as to meet every possible
case. The only way we could have dead uniformity would
be to have unîversal suffrage.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I am not prepared for

that, and I want to carry this Bill this Session, and if we
commence to re-arrange the franchise de novo, I think the
Session would be a long one. With respect to Sandwich, it
has béen unfortunate from a variety of circumstances. From
being on the frontier, at the very outside edge of the coun-
try, it has not progreseed to such an extent as it promised
originally. But this is a very young country, and I hope,
before my hon. friend who represents that part of the coun-
try so worthily, departs from political life, Sandwich will
rise with the general progros of the country to its old posi-
tion.

Mr. MTELS. It is only a suburb of Windsor, now.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon. gentleman

speake about Leamington and its population. Well, if
nington gets the population of a town it will soon have

the ambition to be a town, and then the property, no doubt,
will rise in value, and the amount required by the franchise
will be[equalised. Really, I have considered well how far
I can go with any prospect of carrying my Bill, and I can-
not yield personally-I do not feel authorised to yield to
these suggestions. I will try, as far as possible, to liberalise
the Bill, and meet the views of all lon. gentlemen opposite,
and some of the hon. gentlemen on this side, as we have
heard the argument advanced, and with some force, that
we must eventually come to manhood suffrage, we had bot-
ter go on now, and it will be the agreeable duty of the hon.
member for Bothwell, when ho gets on this side, if he does
not go quite as far as mauhood suffrage, to liberalise this
measure still further. We must leave something for our
successors to do, and we are making substantial progress in
the direction in which these hon. gentlemen desire to go.

Mr. MILLS. I must say that the hon. gentleman appears
to me to takean extraordinary way of liberalising the Bill.1
In one case the qualification under the law, as it now stands,'
is $200, and he proposes to make it $300. In another case f
it is $100, and lie proposes to make it $150. That may be
his notion of liberahisng the franchise, but it is not mine.
The hon. gentleman refers to Leamington and other places,
and says they will be ambitious t become towns, but as
the conditions upon which they can become towns is the
disfranchisement of a considerable number of the poorerf
classes, it is one which is not likely to be hastily complied
with.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon. gentleman
knows that in his time and mine a great many towns haves
become villages, and a great many cities have become towns, I
and they have done this notwithstanding the different i
qualification before them. They have not been provented
from C their condition by the fact of their being r
obliged te ave a higher qualification.c

Mr. BESSON. I think it will be found that as it is well m
known that under the Ontario law property is generally v
assesedmuch below its value, to avoid additional taxation m
the variations which have been spoken of will be adjusted, t
and that there will be practically no difference as to the t
classes of property upon which votes will be allowed. i

Mr. AUGER. One of the grounds upon which the hon. 1
gentleman wished to pas ttis Bill was that we might have c
a uniform franchise, but I think if we cannot have a uniform t
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franchise all over the Dominion we should at least have i
uniform in the sane county. But accordin gto the Bill a
man in one part of the county will have the right to vote
on a property worth $150, while across an imaginary line,
in the same county, his property will have to be worth $300
in order that he may have a vote. That is rather incon-
gruous. The Bill will be known for its uniform want of
uniformity.

Mr. MITCHELL. I entirely approve of the principle of
the amendment of the hon. member for West Elgin (Mr.
Casey), but it does enot go far enough. Now, in the Pro-
vince to which I belong the franchise is $100 real estate,
$400 personal estate, and $400 income. The exporience of
the poople in that Province has been that the franchiso in
personai property has not been objectionable in any way.
I have had a good deal of experience, I have been thirty
years in Parliament, I have run a good many elections, and
have had intercourse with most of my constituonts, so that
I know a good deal about their feelings and wishes, and I
behieve it is their desire not to nmit the franchise, but to
widen it if possible. So far as my Province and my coun ty
are concerned, this Bill makes a distinct limitation of the
franchise, and therefore I move, as an amendment to tho
amendment, to add the words "or porsonal property of the
value of $400." That qualification has boen in existenco in
New Brunswick for thirty or forty years, and has worked
well. I can see no reason why a person who is a good
citizen and owns personal property of the value of $400 or
$500 or $1,000 should not have the right to vote as well as
the owner of real property. So far as the Bill is concerned
there is no uniformity in it; I do not expect to se any
uniformity grow out of it; but wo have determined to
adopt it, and it is our duty to mako it as perfect as possible
in its passage through the committee, without outraging
the rights of any individuals anywhere in the Dominion.

Mr. BURPEE. I have great pleasuro in soconding that
motion. In fact, I have in my hand a motion drawn by
the hon. member for the city and county of St. John (Ur.
Weldon) to the same effect, which I shall put into your
hands. In New Brunswi-Ik we have a personal proporty
qualification. under which a great many exercise the fran-
chise; and a franchise that doos not provido for personal
property qualification will oxclude a great many from the
vote. Even if the amendment is adopted, a great many in
the city of St. John will be deprived of the franchise.
There they have a freeman's qualification, under which any
freeman, who las taken out a license to do business and
who has personal property to the value of $100, is a voter.

Mr. DAVIES. I would suggest to the hon. member for
Northumberland, that perhaps it would be botter for him to
withdraw his motion as an amendment to the amendaient
of the hon.,member for West Elgin. I think that he will
find that the wording of the amendment of the hon. mem-
ber for Sudbury (Mr. Burpee), will attain the objoct he has
in view botter than his own, because it provides that the
vote on personal property must be based on residence and
assesment in addition to ownership to the value of $400.
I would suggest to the hon. gentleman to consider those two
ngredients which are absent from his amendment.

Mr. MITCHELL. I thought ofthe point my hon. friend
mentions, because it comes right home to me in my own
constituency. There personal property is subject to assess-
ment, and the assessment list is the basis of the list on
which we vote. I agree with the suggestion of the hon.
member for Queen's; but we are met with the fact, that in
lhe Province of Quebec, which seems to be the béte noire in
he way of obtaining manhood suffrage, personal property
s not assessed. Therofore, I think it would be botter to
eave the amendment as it is, although, if the technicality
an be got over in some way, I have no objection to accept
he suggestion.
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Mr. DAVIES. I think there is a good deal in the objec-

tion of the hon. gentleman. I did not think of the Province
of Quebec.

Mr. MITCHELL. You have always to think of the Pro-
vince of Quebec in this House.

Mr. DAVIES. Well, I would ask whether it would not
be well to amond the amendment to make residence an
essential.

Mr. IVES. I would suggest that the party should put
his personal property into a piece of land, and that would
obviate the difficulty.

Mr. DAVIES. That is all very well, but we must con-
sider the circumstances of the varions parts of the
Dominion as they are. All fishermen-and these are the
kind of men who bave personal property-must not
necessarily have real estate also. In the Province of New
Brunswick, I am given to understand, there are a large
number of persons whose property is personal and who
now possess the franchise, and I am sure the hon. member
for Richmond and Wolfe would not desire to exclude them.

Mr. IVES. I do not desire to exclude them, but if the
qualification is based on assessment that gets rid of the dif-
ficulty I find with the motion of the hon. member for
Northumberland. In most of the Provinces, so far as I am
aware, personal property is not assessed and is not the basis
of taxation, and how are you to fix the franchise on
personal property when it can only apply to a certain
portion of the Dominion where it is assessed ?

Mr. CHAIRMAN. I would point out that the hon. gen-
tleman's amendment is not an amendment to the amend-
ment. It would come in properly after the amendment of
the hon. member for West Elgin is disposed of.

Mr. MITCHELL. If it is not strictly in order, I will
withdraw it until it is, and then propose it as a substantive
amendment.

Mr. CASEY. I quite agree with the proposal that per-
sonal property should continue to form a basis of qualifica-
tion in New Brunswick, and it would be a pretty fair basis
of qualification in other Provinces where it does not now
form such a basis. I do not see why a man who has per-
sonal property, say in the shape of machinery in his trade
or stock in a store, should not be entitled to vote. I do not
sec why such a person has not as much stake in the country
as one who is merely living here for a time and earning a
certain income. I think a person who has any kind of pro-
perty, either real or personal, is more likely to remain a
permanent resident than one who is merely living here
or there while earning a certain income. I put my motion
in its present restricted shape, not because I was opposed
to the wider proposai, but to make it exactly parallel with
lhe fishernran's franchise.

Amendment (31r. Casey) negatived.
Mr. MULOCK moved that the word 4lthree " in the

sixth lino on page 4, sub-section 3, be struck out, and the
word " two" binserted in lieu thereof.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I understand that this
timendment proposes to substitute, in place of what the
First Minister proposes, a uniform franchise of $200 for
both cities and towns. Now, the First Minister himself
must be aware that one of our main objects, or one of his
main objects, is to produce a franchise as uniform as is
possible. It appears to me that the introduction, as mat-
ters stand in Canada, of a franchise of $300 for cities and
$200 for towns, makes a very needless confusion ; and á1so,
that we must consider that proposition in connection with
the next clause which fixes the qualification of tenants of
real properties in cities and towns. Anybody who is prac-
tically acquainted with the operation of a franchise knows
perfectly well that if there be any class in the community

Mr. MITcHELL.

who are less likely than others to form 'desirable voters,
it is precisely that class of persons who occupy
small tenements in cities. I can only speak with
knowledge of the class who occupy tenements in
the cities of Ontario, and I say, without fear of contradic-
tion, that the possession of the smallest portion ofaproperty
is a better qualification, if you have a property qualification
at all, for the exercise of the franchise, than the fact that
men are occupying, as tenants, single rooms very often in
cities, at a monthly rental of $2, or an annual rental of $20.
Whoever has inspected the poorest quarters of our cities,
knows perfectly well that the class of persons who have
tenements of that description are, as a rule, very decidedly
inferior to that class of voters who have either such qualifi-
cations as my hon. friend behind me proposes to insert or
the qualification of owning property of the actual value of
$200. I can see no consistency or principle whatever in
refusing to the owners of real property in cities to the
extent of $200 a franchise which you are willing to
give to the tenant who may occupy a single room in a
lodging house, such as is the only accommodation offered to
too many of our people in many quarters of large cities. It
appears to me that there is no sort of reason or justification
for refusing the qualification to the real property owners of
the value my hon. friend proposes to enfranchise, and whieh
if my memory is correct, is that to be used under the Onta-
rio Act, and giving it to the class of persons whom the very
next section proposes to enfranchise. This is a matter in
whih you must have regard to the classes of persons to
whom you are about to grant the franchise. I believe that
the proposition introduced by the hon. member for Nor-
thumberland (Mr. Mitchell), although I could only support
it as an alternative, although I greatly preferred leaving the
matter with the Provinces, would have given the franchise
to a great many persons more desirable than those the very
next clause desires to give it t. I do not see the slightest
reason for giving it t< te=r-ts at Pnbh a very low value and
refusing it to proprietors of property worth $200 in cities.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The principle of uni-
formity is not carried out in the Ontario Bill, as the hon.
gentleman will see since, in cities and towns, the qualifica-
tion is $200, and in incorporated villages $100; and, as we
have heard from several hon. members, there are various
incorporated villages much more prosperous than the towns.
I think we must adhere to the proposition on the paper.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. That was not precisely
the argument to which I was calling the attention of the
committee. I was calling its attention to the class of per-
sons to whom the hon. gentleman proposes to give the
franchise, under the tenancy clause; that is to say, the
occupants of rooms at a very low rent ; and I do not see
why we should exclude the owner of property, which is a
much better qualification than tenancy.

Mr. CASEY. I quite agree with the hon. member for
West Huron (Sir Richard Cartwright). If the right hon.
gentleman is willing to let in tenants who may only hold a
single room at $2 a month, he should not object to letting
in the freeholder who owns $200 worth of property. It is
noteworthy that in cities and towns, the very places where
he requires an extra freehold qualification, this extremely
low tenancy qualification is admitted. The Bill admits the
very lowest class of tenants in cities and towns, in point of
financial resources, but requires a much higher qualifica-
tion for freeholders than is required in other places. Apart
from that, I think the greater uniformity in the Ontario
Bill as between cities and towns is worthy of imitation for
this reason. I do not tbink there is any such clearly drawn
distinction between cities and towns, taking them merely
as they are named cities and towns, as the Bill would seem
to imply. Is there any reason why the inoment a
town attains a population of 10,000 and becomes a
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oity, as it can under the law of Ontario, the quali- Sir JOIÈN A. MACDOIALD. TWent3 dbllars'a year
fication should he raised one-third ? Certainly, the is about 7 par cent on $300.value of property does not go up one-third in that time, and Sir RICHARD CARTWR[GHT. The Fi'st Ministerthere is no reason why the qualification should be raised must know perfectly Wall that the rents paid by thesepoor
one-third simply because the place is called a city, while it people in largo cities are out of ail proportion to the selli
remains with exactly the same population, and property has vlu
exactly the saine value as it had before being incorporated. eries of. heIprort Tèroare a la ige tamer 0t on
On the other hand, even in a large bity, there is o suciho'hI ar sory o are bg nntos
great difference between the value of property, of the classO own cites e
of properties that would be covered by this clause, as the selcesithecaeofontwer omsUl eadin
ho. gentlean seems to think there is. Of course, in thewould b found that the rent demaddwas decidedly morebetter parts of large cities, property is vastly more valuable than even 10 or 12 per cent. That is a weII.known feature
than in towns, but the only class of property to which this in connie
clause will apply would be very small properties In poorer tieman is much too intelligeùt net to know it, as.h. is aise
parts of the city, or perhaps the suburbs; and I do not think mucl too intelligent not to knôw that the partIcuIar clas
that property in the stburbs of a city, where you can get ofprsenepaying the rente Which lienam e hlots for $300, or in the slums of a city, is one-third more I donot want to deprive them'of the franohIse-pc$2bly
valuable than in the best parts of our pidsperous tolwns. tle c1ags *lo offer the léast eecurity ofauy for th. iigt
Therefore the distinction on that ground is illogicàl. of exercising the franchise.
If you mean to have a distinction bet*een the two, let the Mr. HICKEY. I do Bot tliTnk we are ler. 1o1eel
higher qualification Apply only to such chies as form ing distinctions if the peonle choose to make thom. If'a
electoral districts. There you have a perfectly Iogical and
reasonable lino of division, because the cities wiuld Place calis iteelf a city, it is for some advantage, and 1 thiak
undoubtedly be much larger than any merely Indorporated we are in duty bound to accept these distinctions lir.
towns. Hon, gentlemen sa iti'aunjust that a man on one aide of anarbitrary lin. shou dne t ave a vote on the. same amount

Mr. IVES. Question. of property which qualifies a man on tle other aide of that
Mr. CASE Y. We are speaking to the question. The lne, but we find these arbitrary distinotiona in law. There

hon. member for Richmond and Wolfe seems to be tired. is a six years limitation in regard te a debt, and a ton years
Mr. IVES. I have heard you make forty speeches on it.l ation in regard to the possession of land. These areaebitrary provisions. Lt mîglit be unjust thal; a 'debt on.
Mr. CASEY. The hon. gentleman says he is tired of dey ever six years could not b. collected, but that la the

hearing me. He need not hear me. He need not listen to law. lt is quit. as unjuet in the one case as in the other.
me. He can quietly pay his attention to something else, as Sir RICHARD CARTWRLGHT. Wlen this Billwu
he generally does, but, If ho persists in introducing hisfirst drawn, it in to beupped after heing reasonably well
criticism of me while I am speaking, ho will simply delay cônsidered, it did net appear te the First Minister thatthere
the proceedings. was any difierence between towns and cities. He made th.

Some hon. ME MBERS. Go on. qualification the sÊme, 8300, and I think liewusriglt in
Mr. CASEY. I have been put off the line of argument making itthe same. I do net think that, in a great part of

which I was following. Ontario, at any rate, there k any différence in the value of
BOSS. Luder i anno her wht yu sa. popet in the moderately prosperous town and in theMr. BOSSÉ. Louder, 1 cannot hear what you say. oerately prosperous city. Wy, thn, having laid dwn

Mr. CASEY. I do not suppose the hon. gentleman feels originally the doctrine that in towns and cilles the value
the loss. There are other people who wish to hear me als, ould b uniform, des ho depart frm the principle which
and, if the hon. gentlemen will cease to interrupt me, they liehimsoif set ont with? I agree that it le right te reduce
will hear me much botter. There is no logical reason for the amount, but 1 think it is botter te make t a. rduction
the increase in the amount of qualification following the tUniiorm in bothcases.
mere fact of a town becoming incorporated as a city. I can Mr. WISON. If the First Minuter has been in the
conceive that there would be some reason when a town habit of renting preperty, he would fid that il would b.
became a really large city, an important place, an electoral difficult te charge even as little as $2 a month for a pro-
district, but to make the mere fact of incorporation as a city perty werth $300 in erder te make anything eut of it. I
raise the qualification by one-third is illogical and unfair. believe tus will diefranchiso many of those living in emal
It has been pointed out by quotations from the census liat tenements in ciles, and, I think, if ye are going te do what
very frequently you will require the higher qualification je right, yen will redue the ameunt te $200, especially in
from so-called c iiti, iare emaller than se,-called towne, cilles which are net of a sufficient size te entitle th m te
and that would have an effect directly tue opposite of the send representatives te thisflouse. If the First Minister
intention which tue First Minister seeme te have had in owned houises and atlempted te rent them,, ho would find that
view. Il is truc, es lie says, that you cannot make a Billlie would roquire more than paer cent, if ho was going te
which will cover ail possible cases, but, wlien il je pointed make any money ut eof it. I know of many places which
eut that there is a way of avviding certain injustice, I think are aotsessed a lres than 300 but which are renting for
h.e should give il due consideration, and I de net thiuk lhe 2.50 and 83 a month, and in those cases tue eWnier wold
cliange could, on any reaoable grounds, be objectionable budisfranchised, whelr ele tenant could record hie vote.
to those gentlemen behind hirn whom h.olias coneulted. Mr. McMULLe. I have in my mind' oye an Caimn
Lt je simply a further stop in the direction of unifersity. my own town. Ther is a factory in connection with aWhich

IMr. MIIiLS. The Fîrst Minister proposes tathe pro- eigiit or fine thal lhues were bilt, the man wh 1ut
perty qualifications in citles shaîllb. $300, and by th. next them up intending te rnt hmte operative lunhow factorey
sectionhe proposes that the. qualification of a tenant shaInain cone cases ih bas sold of lierses t, an *ho work gn
b. $2 a inonî. Thora are many cases in which thm pro- the factory. I know that thoseneses are asered for a150
prietor miglt ho disqualified, Whle the tenant would have each, and fer the lieuses tht are n atmoldho gets a rento
a vote. There are nany cases wlere the preperty bas te $2 a mae ti.ho o ffer tee t cuhose tenant at 82 a menti
b. valued aI less than 8300, where 1h. Téntal would b. more will haven d tvote, while those which have bougit the hotf
than sufficient te give a vote te th&tenant. whibtry lyieâsod for 150, wil dpri'ed of ot



COMMONS DEBATES. MAY 20,
ing. I know these facts personally, and I think it is an had before, to any extent, in the Lower Provinces, an income
injustice. franchise. In New Brunswick the income clause of the

Mr. WATSON. I think the suggestion thrown out by provincial law which was $400, was a dead letter, exoept
the hon. member for Quebec should be adopted, as to the in large cities. You will not find in rural constituencies
size of the town. For instance, there are three towns in ton men who ever voted under the income clause. This Bill
my county that are incorporated, and I do not think the opens it up very widely, and brings in the laboring classes,
population of ail of them amounts to more than 1,500. it brings in every industrious mechanio, and every indus-
Unless a town has a population of, say, 1,500, it ought to trious laboring man in the country. My hon. friend
bo classed as a village, and the qualification should be $150. from Queon's-whom I do not see present now-
At present, in Manitoba, $100 is the qualification in country speaking to me the other night about this very clause, said
or town, without distinction. But, according to the explan. the great objection ho had was that a large number of men
ation of the First Minister, this Bill will provide that in in his county had invested their capital in ships and coast-
cities it shall be $300 and in towns $200, while in a village ing vessels, they were assessed upon thom as personal
it is the same as in a country municipality. A distinction property, and these would be excluded from voting. I
ought to be made as to the size of the town. Most people said : Don't you think these men will come in under the
in a new country are ambitious and get incorpoated as a income clause ? He said : They will, but that income now
town before they have a sufficient population. I think is too higb, and a great many will bo cut off. The right
these small places should be considered the same as a rural hon. Premier has announced that that clause will be
municipality, and not counted as a town. reduced from $400 to $300, so I think ail proper cases will

Amendment (Mr. Mulock) negatived. be covered. Ail wage-earners will be included who earn an
income of $300, and ail who are owners or occupants of

On Mr. Mitchell a amendment, p. 1987, real estate to a certain amount. It has been clearly admit-
Mr. VAIL. I mentioned the other day that in the ted that the assessed value of $100 does not represent the

Province of Nova Scotia we have a personal property real value of the property in the Province of New Bruns.
qualification of $300, or a combined qualification of roal wick, and no disqualification will arise on that account.
and personal property of $200. Now, if we are to bave a Mr. GILLMOR. I agree with the Minister in a good deal
personal property qualification at al, I think it should b ho las said. I think that this Bill will add a good many to
reduced to $300 instead of $400, which would cover New the votera' lista who did not vote before. Bt I do not
Brunswick and Nova Scotia. I quite approve of the propo- agree with the Minister in regard to the personal property
sal that only residents shall be allowed to vote on personal qualification. He underestimated the number of those who
property;I do not think any man living outside the poll- will b disfranchised if the personal property qualification is
ing district, or village, or town, should be allowed to vote not inciuded in the Bill. I believe many who have personal
on personal proporty. If my right hon. friend would property will vote under some other qualification; but not-
reduce that to $200, it would satisfy my hon. friends from withstanding that, the hon. gentlemap admits ho is going to
New Brunswick as well as those from Nova Scotia. I am disqualify some people. It is a more matter of opinion as
aware that objections will be made to making changes in to how many; he thinks very few. I do not think the
the Bill, but there are a good many people in New Bruns- number will b so many as some of my friends think it will
wick and Nova Scotia who will be disfranchised if they are be; but the hon. gentleman does disqualify a number of
not allowed to vote on a personal property qualification. men whom, I am sure, ho would not desire to disqualify.

Mr. COSTIGAN. I do not find fault with the remarks of They have exercised the right of the franchise for many
hon. gentlemen from the Lower Provinces, who ask that years on a personal property qualification. There cannot
the franchise based upon personal property, that now exista bo any desire to disfranchise those who invest in small
in the Lower Provinces, should be continued. But I have vessels. Those do not come under the class of ship.
noticed ail through the discussion, that an attempt has been owners, who, as a general rule, have some other qualifica-
made to make ont that a large number of people are being tion which would entitle thom to vote. This clause might,
disfranchised by the present Bill. Now, I think that is however, disfranchise a class of men who, above all others,
creating an unfair impression. I have had some xperience haveenterprise and energy, and have invested their earu-
in regard to the franchise in New Brunswick, at least; and ings in personal property, that is in coasting vessels, for a
I have no hesitation in saying that, from a pretty close number of those mon have no other property upon which
examination of the facts, there will be a considerable to qualify. If you examine the lista made up from the
increase in the number of votera in the whole Province, as assessment rolls you will find a large number assessed on
compared with those who are now allowed to vote under personal property. By this Bill you disfranchise them,
the provincial law, and that increase will amount to 16 or unless they have some other kind of property. I admit that
17 per cent. In my own county, the increase will be very a great many will have some other qualification, but a large
much larger. Now, I think when the hon. gentleman number will not. But by this liberal measure is it noces-
stated that a large number of people are going to bo dis- sary to disqualify any mon having that qualification and
franchised by this Bill, he ought to qualify that by stating those energies and abilities ? What injustice will be done
that a much greater number of people are going to be if you insert an amendment that will qualify those who have
enfranchised by the Bill. voted on a personal property qualification? Such will not

Mr. VAIL. That does not help those who are dis. interfere with the Bill or with its objecta. The hon. Min-
franchised. ister gave a very fair view of the case; but ho admitted too

much, for ho admitted it would disfranchise some,
Mr. COSTIGAN. But that is a fairer way to treat the although a very small number. I think it will

Bill. Having established the fact that this Bill does enfran. disfranchise more than ho thinks, and I live on
chise a large number of men who could not vote before, the seaboard, and am in a position to know.
then the question comes up: How many are going to b It will diafranchise some fishermen who have intested in
disfranchised ? After looking into the matter I must con- fishing vessels, and some persons investing in coasters or
fosa that I eau hardly find anyone who is going to be dis- in shares in large vessels. There is no necessity to dis-
franchised under this Bill; I cannot imagine a case, You franchise those people; and the hon. gentleman is doing so
have a franchise there that you never had before; you have to some extent, it may not be to a very great extent. That
the farmers' sons, you have the mechanics' sons, you have is only a matter of guesswork. You would have to go over
the mechanics themselves, and you have what you never the list and find out who were voting on the personal quali-

Mr. McMtULL!!.
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Stion, and whether, under this Bill, they could vote under

some other qualification, and that would involve consider-
able trouble. I asked the First Minister if he had con-
sidered this matter, and ho told me he had done so,'and therefore I thought it useless to say anyhing more
about it; but I am quite satisfied from the desire mani-
fested to enfranchise, so far as he can under the system
he has adopted, all who should vote, ho would be doing a
just thing to admit the personal property qualification so
far as regards the Maritime Provinces.

Mr. MILLS. In this modern age it is an extraordinary
ractice to ado ptthat a portion of a community who have
itherto qualiffed on personal property should now be dis-

franchised. Formerly, more importance attached to real
property than attaches to it at the present time. This was
due to the system of feudal obligation. There was very
little personal property then in existence. Under the
modern condition of things, personal property is incroasing
in importance, and the amount, as compared with real pro-
perty, is beyond anything known to the people in former
times. If a man invests $1,000 with other partners to buy
a ship worth $5,000 or $6,000, ho has no vote on that
account under this Bill; yet, if he had invested $1,000 in
wild land he would have had a vote. Is not that logis-
lative discrimination against the investment of money in
particular callings ? Now, that is a rule which is not
based on equitable principles, to say nothing of common
sense, and it seems to me that the hon. gentleman has lost
sight altogether of the circumstances of the population of
the Maritime Provinces. Experience has shown that the
rule which is now in force in those Provinces is a fair rule.
They have representative government in New Brunswick
and Nova Scotia. The law has been made by legislators
who understand the circumstances of- the people, and
who seek to meet the condition of things as it pro-
vails, and if any evil has grown out of that rule
it would have been remedied long since. If the hon. gentle-
man will consider the circumstances of the population for a
moment, he will see how widely they differ from those in the
fertile Province of Ontario, and he will see that there is
good reason for adopting the rule which prevails tbere, and it
seems to me to be one which might be fairly adopted
through the entire Dominion. Upon what principle does the
hon, gentleman propose that a man shall have a vo'e on bis
fishing tackle,while the man who invests 8 1,000 or $2,000 in
ships shall not have a vote on that property ? It does seem
an extraordinary proposition that a man should have
a vote upon $150 or $300 worth of real estate, and that he
should require to have $5,000 in bank stock or other personal
property, yielding him $300 a year, before he can have a like
privilege. If there is any difference as between the holders
of real estate and the holders of personal property, it is in
favor of the holders of personal property, because it is less
certain, more precarious, more destructible than real
property, and the hon. gentleman seems to me to be revers-
ing the rule which ought to be applied, if there is to be any
diference.

Mr, PAINT. The hon. gentleman is astray in his calcula-
tion. In Nova Scotia we seldom invest in shipping unless
it pays 40 per cent. a year, especially in the cod fishery on
the Grand Banks.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.
Mr. PAINT. In the first place we have to pay 14 per

cent, for insurance, and if your profit would only be 10 per
cent. where would your venture be ?

An hon. MEMBEIR. Did yon say 40 per cent?
Mr. PAINT. I say 40 per cent. and I challenge investiga-

tion.
Mr. DAVIES. I wish the hon. gentleman would make

publie.the particular investments that can be made for that
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return, as I know that there are many in other parts of the
Dominion who would like to get even 20 per cent., and I
know ship-owners in Prince Edward Island who would ho
glad to get 10 or 5. The hon. gentleman knows that for
some years back, many of them have been running their
ships at a loss, and it is perfect nonsense to talk of invest-
ments in shipping paying 40 per cent.

Mr. PAINT. If the marine insurance is 14 per cent.
per annum, and they would be glad to make 5, as the hon.
gentleman says, they would lose 9 per cent.

Mr. DAVIES. I know lots of them that have insured
their own ships bocause they cannot make profit enough to
pay the companies. I am astonished that a practical man
like the hon. gentleman should talk to the committee in
this way, as it is calculated to mislead. I am not quite
satisfied with the amendment of the hon. member for North-
umberland, because I think residence should be annexed,
and I intend to move the addition of the following words:
" And is a rosidtent within such city or town." I do
not put in assessment, because in the Province of
Quebec they do not assess personal proporty at all.
The hon. member for Queen's, N.B. (Mr. King), I think in
the absence of the First Minister the other day, gave a list
of those who would be disfranchised in bis own county in
the absence of a personal qualification. This list ho
obtained from the socretary-treasurer of his county, and it
showed that ninety-eight votes would bo disqualified in
that county, though it is not a very large one. Now that
seems to me to be a hardsýhip, and it was no answer to bis
argument that, as the Minister of Inland Revenue stated,
twenty or thirty others would ho enfranchised. I do not
know that the First Minister has had these facts brought to
his attention.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I heard the hon. gentle.
man.

Mr. DAVIES. It seemed to me that ho made out a
strong case on these facts, and upon them and upon facts
witbin my personal kno vledge I should support the per.
sonal proporty qualification.

Mr. BURPEE. I think the amendment of the bon. mem-
ber for Nortbumberland (Mr. Mitchell) and the other
amendment might b joined. The hon. gentleman proposes
a property qualification without residence, but with assess-
ment. The prosent amendment includes both. The amend-
ment the hon. member for Queen's (Mr. Davies) now pro.
poses is to require residence alone, leaving out the assess-
ment, which will obviate the difficulty in the case of
Quebec.

Mr. MITCHELL. I would have no objection whatever
to that. But I would object te the hon. gentleman's motion
requiring both residence and the location of the property in
the district. A man may, for instance, have $1,000 worth
of bank stock situated in St. John, while ho may live in
Northumberland. I have no objection to the residence
clause and will amend my motion in that respect.

Mr. VAIL. And reduce the amount to 8300 ?
Mr. MITCHELL. Every reduction is a step in the direc.

tion I desire. If the right hon. Premier will consent, I
will.

Amendment to amendmient (Mr. Davies) negatived.
Amendment (Mr. Mitchell) negatived. Yeas, 33; nays, 53.
Mr. MITCHELL. I would like to ask the right hon.

Premier what definition is given to towns under the term
used here. I am not speaking now for Ontario or Quebec,
but for the Province I know most about, my own Province.
We have places there that have been called towns for the
last 50 or 60 years; they have never been incorporated, but
they have always had the designation of towns, having a
population varying from 1,000 to 5,000. I wish ,to know
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whether that group of bouses will comprise what is 1nwn
undor this section as a town. Because it may be claimeji
that it requifes to be an incorporated town.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. "A town means a place
incorporated as a town or recognised as such by or under
any Act of the Parliament of Canada or the Legislature of
the Province in which it is situate."

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. It seems to me the,
amendment of my hon. friend (Mr. Mulock) is a very
reasonable one, and I can conceive no reason on earth, if we
depart from the provincial franchises, wh we should not
introduce a limit of this kind. Everybody knows that,
there are a large number of towns and villages scattered all
over. this country, especially in Ontario, and everybody
knows that thora is no practical distinction between them
other than that of population. Moreover, a great many are
in a state of flux, as the hon. Premier admitted ; the popu-
lation of many of the villages is rising, and the population
of a considerable number of the towns, I am sorry to say, is
shrinking, so that on every possible ground the limitation
propoaed by my hon. friend ought to commend itself to the
committee. It is especially deairable in such cases as the
hon. member for Marquette (Mr. Watson) mentions.
Everybody who has been in Manitoba knows that the towns
there are laid out in the most ambitions fashion. I have
known three houses to be designated as a city ; indeed, I
have known places to be designated as cities where there
was not a house.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Thora will not be many
people disfranchised there.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. No; but thore are a
considerable number of small places in Manitoba, and I
suspect in the Territories, which have got themselves
incorporated as towns, which will not attain the size of
ordinary villages in other parts of the D >minion for many
yeare.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. To fortify myself, as I
do sometimes, by referring to the legislation in the Province
of Ontario, I would point out that the Bill recently passed
there makes no such limitation as the amendment proposes.

Mr. MILLS. There is this distinction between this Bill
and the Ontario Act. The Local Legislature has the power
of saying whatshall be a town or a village; this Legislature
has no suçh power. The hon. gentleman told us ho was
bringing forward this Bill to emancipate himself from the
thraldom in which heas been so long held, and ho now
wants to insist that ha shall not be emancipated. Ha pro.

es by the very clause under consideration that this
gislature shall continue in that position of dependence

which ha declared himself so anxious to emancipate it from.
The hon, gentleman pretends that ha has been long suffer-
ig and wishes to release himself from the thraldom of the
Local Legislatures, yet ha proposes that the Local Legis-
lature of each Province shall have an opportunity of alter-
ing its franchise by declaring that some village shall be a
town and some town a village. Ho, therefore, is continuing
a portion of that dependence, to release himself from which
hegave as a reason for bringing forward this Bil. We were
to have hare an independent Legislature elected by inde-
penderqt electors, made independent by the hon. gentleman's
independent revising barristers. We see now how much
force there was in the observations which the hon. gentle-
man has beau pressing on our attention.

Mr. DAVIES. The First Minister will see that the excep.j
tional circumstances called to his attention by the hon.
member for Marquette (Mr. Watson) and justly insisted on
as a reason for this amendment, do not exist in Ontario, to1
the same extent at any rate, as in a new Province such as
Manitoba ; so that while thore might not be Decessity for,.:

this jn the Ontario Act, it does not follow there is no neces-
aity for it in, a Bill which includes the whole Dominion.

Mr. McMULLEN. I wish to correct my hon, friend
who says this provision would not affect Ontario. I know
of several towns in Ontario that will be affected by it; and
I should therefore very nuch like to see the alteration sug-
gested by the hon. member for North York (Mr. Mulock),
adopted. The Ontario Iaw provides that, when a village
has a certain number of inhabitants, it can b erected into
a town by proclamation; but when it has not that number,
it requires a special Act before it can be incorporated into
a town. I know of several cases where villages have been
erected into towns, under special Acts, and owing to special
circumstances, such as railways running through them; and
which, instead of doing good, have done harm to those
places, and their population has not increased as expected.
Tlese places, of course, cannot be expected to humiliate
themselves by going back to the Legislature, and asking to
be incorporated again into villages; but, at the same time,
it would be very unjust to disfranchise a number of their
inhabitants, as this Bill will do, unless tho amendment of
my hon. friend be adopted.

Mr. WATSON moved in amendment,
That after the word "town," in the 6th Une of section 3, the

follnwing worda be inserted: "With a population of not less than
1,200.
He said: I think this proposition is a reasonable one, in.
view of the fact that many places in a new country, such as
the Province of Manitoba, being ambitious and expecting to
grow rapidly, have become incorporated es towns, although
their population is by no means large; for instance, the town
of Gladistone lias its mayor and councillors although its popu-
lation is but abanut 400. The town of Birtle and the town of
Minnedosa and Rapid City, each of which has not over 500 or
600 inhabitants, also come within the same category, and
under this Bill, as they would have to qualify under the
term of town, the qualification in those places would be $200,
I do not think that this is right, in vievv of the fact that in
villages which have equ4lly as large populations the qualifi-
cation is lower. The amendment I propose would give the
First Minister a botter chance of keeping within the mean-
ing of towns by providing that any place with a less popu-
lation than 1,200 should not be considered a town, but
should be recognised in this Franchise Bill as a village.

Mr. MULOCK. I think that confusion will arise from
our adopting a term which is entirely the creature of the
Local Logisilature. What is the distinction between a town
and a village,? It is a matter of population. 'he theory
as regards qualification is a question of population. It is
said here that the reason for having a different property
qualification in cities and towns is because in the larger
places property is worth more than where there are less
people. The whole question is therefore a matter of popu-
lation. Now, if that is correct, the more fact that a Local
Legislature chooses to call one community a village or a
town or a city, cannot be considered in a matter of this
kind. If population is to be the basis, we ought to provide
against the real object of this measure being defeate4 by
the action of any Local Legislature. The right hon, the
Premier states that the Act of the Local Legislature of
Ontario is a reason for the adoption of a similar provision
in this Bill, but it is to be remembered that we
are now dealing with places that, so far as this
Bill is concerned, are not to be amenable to the Legi.-
lature of any Province. The Local Legislatures can make
and unmake towns; the term "town " is a creature of the
Local Legislature; but when we are considering a measure
applicable to the Dominion, I think the reason for following
the legislation of a particular Province ceases to exist, and
I moved my amendment, not knowing that my hon. friand
from Marquette had the same idea il his mind. I think
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unless we adopt some such suggestion, we shall be passing
a measure that is not going to be uniformly general in its
application, and I think it is conceded that uniformity is
desirable, so far as can be acquired by this measure.

Amendment negatived.
On sub.section 4,
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I propose an amendment

to this clause. In the 7th line, I prope to strike out the
word "November" and substitute' January." In the 14th
line I propose to make an alteration, so that it will read:

Before the date of the certificate of the final revision of the votera'
liat hereinafter mentioned, made by the revlsing officer.
That is to say that the voter will be qualified if his rent is
paid up to the time when the vote is registered.

Mr. VAIL. That will open the door to a great deal of
fraud. Any one can come in and qualify before the final
revision.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. If a man has occupied a
house for a year, and pays his rent before the final revision,
he certainly ought to have a vote.

Mr. 01HAIRMAN. There is a motion of Mr. Lister to
strike out all after the word "and " in the 13th line.

Mr. BAIN (Wentworth). I propose an amendment in
subatitution of the whole clause.

Mr. CIAIRMAN. That will come at the end, when it is
proposed that the clause shall be adopted.

Mr. MILLS. My hon. friend proposes to substitute
another clause instead of this. If the committee do not
approve of that, they can thon go on to amend the clause.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That would be the more
convenient plan, because there would be no use in amending
the clause and afterwards substituting another clause.
Although it may not be strictly correct it would be more
convenient to discuss the proposed substitution firsit.

Mr. BAIN. When the First Minister spoke, I hoped ho
would have dealt in some manner with the mode by which
the tenant is to be placed upon the voters' list. The con-
cession that was made a few days ago on a previons clause
provided, as I underetood, that, to a certain extent, the basis
upon which the revising officer should first construct the
voters' list should be the assossment roll of the munici-
pality. By this clause the qualification of a tenant is the
payment of a certain amount of rent. There are a large
number of persons on the assessment roll who are placed
there as tenants in occupation of real property of a certain
value. It seems to me that, if it were possible to readjust
the qualification of tenants in this clause, in such a form as
to keep the valuation in sight, it would be an improvement.
As the Bill now stands, the entrance of these parties on the
roll will give no indication of the amount of rental they pay,
by which alone they can here vote, and it appears to me that,
in making up the first lists, either the tenants must be
entirely left out or they must be all put on, and thon appli-
cation will have to be made to the revising officer to cor-
rect them afterwards. This would involve a large amount
of trouble, and I therefore intend to propose that the tenants
shall go upon the assessment rolls in regard to property
similar in vauation to that which would qualify proprietors
in cities and towns. We would thus have a basis of tenancy
that would be, to a certain extent, uniform. Another diffi.
culty as to the qualfation for tenancy is, that while a
tenant may be paying rent, either in kind or inu cash, there
ià no provision for a tenant who gives work in exchange for
the occupation of his property. In large cities and towns,
where there are tenement houses ocupied by very many
fam.ilie, and sub-divided very much, this will have a
tendeney to bring under the provisions of this Act a class
vry much blow the qualifcation that we require from the
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owner of the property. Before a man can be an elector in
a city as a proprietor, ho must own $300 worth of real estate,

s but a man paying $2 a month rent, which must bc for a very
small piece of property in a city, can be qualifiod as a voter.
There are other reasons why it is undesirable that the
relations betwoon landlord and tenant, as to rent being
paid, should have to b shown in order to entitle a man to a
vote. A landlord might exorcise undue influence over his
tenant, either by inducing him to vote in a certain direction
by giving him a certificate that he had paid his rent,
or by refusing to give him a certificate, perhaps, in case
of a dispute, when, perhaps, ho had fairly paid his rent.
It seems te me, that in all these cases it will make it more
difficult to prove his right than if the tenant was simply
placed upon the roil as the tenant of property of a
certain valne. I presume that one object of the First Min.
ister is to simplify as much as possible the working of the
Act, so as to make it possible, without undue friction, or
undue trouble on the part of the individual, to prove his
right to vote, but who, under these circumstances, I think,
would have considerable additional trouble in proving his
right. Because if tenants, as qualified on the assessment
rol1, are not te go on the primary list, it is plain there will
be a large number of persons who will be obliged to make
special application to the revising officer to be put on. On
the other hand, if they are put on indiscriminately as ten-
ants, unless this qualification is broad enough to cover evory
tenant, thon there will be the samo difficulty in roadjusting
their rights, and proving that they have no right to be on.
It was with that view that I move this amendment:

That sub-section 4 of section 3 he struck out, and the following subý
atituted therefor :-Every male person entered as a tenant on the last
revised asseasment roll o the cit y or town lu which lie tenders lus votee
and who is residing at the time he tenders bis vote within said city or
town, and who is rated for real property on the last revised assessment
roll of said city or town, of the actual value of not less than $200, and
hs resided there continuously for at least twelve months next preceding
the election at which he votes.
I prepared this clause before the First Minister had made a
difference in the qualification of $300 in cities and $200 in
towns. Otherwise, the restriction as to residence and
other matters in this original clause, I think we all approve
of. But I would.suggest to him whether it is not desirable
to change the basis as I have suggested.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon. gentleman pre-
pared that amendment with a view to the Province of
Ontario only. It is inapplicable to some of the other
Provinces. However, Sir, with respect to this clause, I
would ask that it be postponed and we go on to the next.

.Mr. EDGAR. I wish to draw the attention of the First
Mimister to one point with reference to that clause. While
the assessment roll is made a mOans Of information to the
revising barrister, and will give him the information
desired, under this clause it would not give him any inform-
ation whatever. Of course, I am speaking of Ontario, and
if the right hon. gentleman will refer to the Revised
Statutes of Ontario, page 1876, he will see the form which
is to be filled in by the assessors, which gives the naines of
the owners, the names of the occupants, or rather taxable
parties, stating whether they are freeholders, tenants, etc.,
and gives all the articulars; but it does not give any
information as to le amount of rental. Therefore, a very
important fact on which the franchise is based under this
Bifi, could not be ascertained except by special evidence
before the revising barrister.

Mr. FAIRBANK. Before that clause is laid over, I wish
to remind the First Minister that I called his attention to
this matter a few evenings ago, by a question which ho said
ho would answer at the proper time. This matter brings
that question up again. With île information which the revis-
ing officer can obtain from the voters' list and the assess-
ment roll, will ho be able to ascertain anything in rola-
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tion to rental? Now, the extent to which that applies is,
perhaps, greater than the First Minister would at first
suppose, as I mentioned on that occasion, I had
gone over the voters' list, not the assessment roll,
of my own constituency, and I found upon it
over 700 names returned as tenants. Now, upon that
voters' list there would only be the names of tenants occu-
pying enough property to give them a vote ; upon the
assesment rolls there would be a much larger number of
names. Hence, the possession of the voters' list and the
assessment roll by the revising barrister would give him
no information whatever in relation to those he wished to
put upon the list in consequence of their paying sufficient
rent. In that position, what would he do? HRe would
have to get other information, which would amount, vir-
tually, to making, at least, one-fourth of a new assessment.
Without that information his first list would have to leave
off all that class, or include all that came under that head,
and would virtually make the first list of no value what-
ever. One point further. The intention is, evidently, to
base the vote largely upon the fact of the man being a
citizen and an occupant. Under the provision of rent the
franchise may rest really upon the existence of a debt due
from the tenant to the landlord which may not exceed $2.
If the tenant is indebted to the landlord to the extent of $2,
he is deprived of his vote. The fact of bis being a citizen, the
fact of is paying taxes, and all that, does not give him the
vote, provided he owes his landlord $2.

Mr. 3McCALLUM. In assessing property in the Pro-
vince of Ontario, the assessor goes around and generally
assesses the man in occupation, so the point taken by the
hon. gentleman does not apply at all. The amount of
money that the occupant is assessed for will guide the
revising officer as to whether he as a vote or not.

Mr. MILLS. I suppose the First Minister reserves this
clause for the purpose of further considering it, and I wish
to call his attention to this fact: Apart from the objections

for certain values. The qualification now proposed is not a
qualification on the assessed value, but it is a question as to
whether the tenant pays a rental of $2 a month. The
assessment roll furnishes no information as to the amount
of rental a man pays. We can assume that a man on the
assessment roll as tenant of property worth $500 is
absolutely and clcarly within the range of the Act.

Mr. CAMERON (Middlesex). I wish to suggest to
the Minister as to whether he cannot readjust the clause
so that in some way the value of the property put
down on the assessment roll in the tenant's name shall
be an indication of his right to vote. A man might pay a
rental of $2 a month and yet the property if sold might not
be worth $200 ; and another man occupying property worth
four or five times that amount would not be paying rent
equivalent to the value of the property. Such a case might
occur in regard to partly improved property. A man
might occupy a piece of that property with the house and
pay $2 or $4 a month rental; yet the property might be
worth $2,000, that part of it lying idle not adding to the
value of the rental. I have made the suggestion with a
view to obviate the difficulty that is apparent.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That is worthy of con-
sideration.

Mr. EDGAR. The remarks of the hon. member for
Monck may have been very profound, but unfortunatcly they
had not the remotest bearing upon either the clause under
discussion or upon the amendment. I do notthink the hon.
gentleman, although he is familiar with the assessment roll
and voters' lists for Monck, and 1 happen to be so also, never
saw the amount of a teýnant's rental put down on an assess-
ment roll, and so he could not see it on the voters' list.
We have been discussing that question and trying to flnd a
remedy for it. The assessment roll gives no informa-
tion as to the amount of r<"'tal paid by the tenant.
We think it will be more easy to get at the value if the
tenancy were based on value not on rental.

made by my hon. friend, which seem conclusive aganstth Mr. McCALLM. Witli al the profound knowledge of
present plan, in case there was a dispute between the land- the hon. member for West Ontario (Mr. Edgar) I can say
lord and tenant with regard to his rent, or in consequence this : That to-day in Ontario, if a tenant's name is put down
of an unsettled account, that tenant would be disfranchised for property worth $200 and the owner's name is put downunder the provisions of the Bill as it stands. for the same property, they both can vote on that property.

3Mr. FISHER. I would like to draw the First Minister's The hon. member who got into this House by the grace of
attention to another point, which I consider a very radical- God and of Oliver Mowat can again attempt to give us a
change in the paragraph. Under the Quebec law a tenant profound statement.
not only has to pay a certain amount of rental per annum, Mr. VAIL. I will give the First Minister a point to
but the property on which he pays it has to be of a certain consider in regard to iHalifax. There the assessment is
value. This is a very important item in the property based altogether on real estate, and it is debited against the
qualification, and I trust that whatever may be the new owner of real estate. I occupy a property, the assessed
clause the right hon, gentleman intends to draw up, lie will value of which is $8,000. Under this Bill I will not have a
keep this in view. As it is now, a tenant may pay an vote, because I am not on the assessment roll, the owner of
annual rental on a property which will amount to an the property being assessed.
enormous annual interest. I know many cases in the Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. You will be entitled toassessment of my own county, where a tenant pays a rental a vote under this Billof $20 a year on a property which is assessed for only $50
annual value; and in that way a good many men will get Mr. VAIL. I do not think so.
the right to vote under this clause who really ought not to iSir JOHN A. MACDONALD. If you are a tenant and
have it at all, because the property on which their fran- pay $20 and upwards you have a vote.
chise is based, is not of sufficient value to give them a vote. Mr. VAIL. But I am not on the assessment roll.
1 think the clause ought to be drawn so that the actual Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. This is to do away withvalue of the property would be the same as would give a the assessment roll.
vote to the owner.

Mr. FLEMING. The First Minister migLht meet the
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I do not want to restrict, views of all parties by adding to the fifth clause the words

but to enlarge. A tenant pays on rental, and has nothing "as bondfde occupant or tenant of real property," and thon
to do with the value of the property. As a general rule, insert a provision for a change of tenaney during the.year.
people do not pay ridiculous rents in this country. The matter would then be settled and all persons would

Mr. FISHER. A tenant ought not to have the privilege stand on an equal footing.
of voting on property on which if ho were owner he could Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I have heard the hon.
not vote. The hon. member for Monck (Mr. McCallum) gentleman's suggestion, and I will give it due consideration.
hua stated that tenants are inserted on the assessment roll in the meantime I object altogether to the value of the free.

Mr. FÂIU3&Nx.
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hold being an indication of what the tenant's right to vote
should be. I am strongly of the opinion that if a tenant
pays a rental he as snob an interest in the country as
entitles him to a vote, no mitter what may be the value of
the freehold if put in the market. The rental is, as a gen-
oral rule, an indication of the value of the freehold to some
extent. However, I will consider the hon. gentleman's
suggestion.

Mr. FLEMING. If rental is to be the basis, the owner
of a property may be disfranchised, while the tenant of
property of similar value has a vote. I know of cases in
my own town where the owner of a bouse worth $150
would not have a vote, while a tenant living on adjoining
property and living in a similar house would have a vote,
because ho pays $2 a month rent. There is no reason why
the same property qualification should not be necessary for
the tenant as for the occupant or owner, and that is a basis
which everybody could understand.

Mr. MoMULLEN. I again draw the attention of the
First Minister to a case which I cited in my own section,
where the owner of a property worth $150 would beo cut
ont of his vote, while the tenant paying $2 a month would
have the right to vote.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. These gentlemen are
getting very aristocratie. They are now favoring the
bloated aristocrat, the landlord, while, for the last three
weeks they were trying to take another line altogether.
This provision is to give the poor man, the man who has a
local habitation and a name, the man who pays this rental,
the right to vote, and whether his landlord bas sufficient to
give him a vote or not, bas nothing to do with the matter.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIIGHT. That is not a fair way
of putting it. This is a proposition to refuse a vote to the
poor man who by honest industry has accumulated $200
worth of real estate, while you give the vote to another
poor man who bas not accumulated property by his
industry, but who only pays $2 a month rental.

Mr. BOWELL. With regard to the case mentioned by
the hon. member for Wellington, while the property may
be assessed for $150, it may be worth, as we know is often
the case, double that amount. The rental would be primd
facie evidence that it would be worth more, and, although
it might be put on the roll for $150, it might be worth
$200 or $300. The question is, would the owner who rente it
at $2 a month take $150 for it, if it was put on the market.

Mr. McHMULLEN. In this case the owner bas sold it for
$150, and the tenant has the privilege of renting it for $2
or paying that amount.

Mr. SCRIVE1R. I do not think the view presented by
the Minister of Customs affects the principle at all. We
are talking about the franchise, and, no matter what the
property may be alued at, if it is not valued at enough to
give the owner a vote he bas not a vote, but the tenant has
a vote, even if the property is worth more.

Mr. BOWELL. The hon. gentleman seema to misunder-
stand the point raised by the hòn. member for Wellington
(Mr. MeMullen). He spoke about the assessed value of
the property, and I say the assessed value does not indicate
the real value.

Mr. SCRIVER. But the assessed value gives or with-
holds the franchise.

Mr. BOWELL. Not under this Bill. If yon can show
the revising officer that it is worth $150 in a cou nty, you
can insist on the vote.

1r. SCRIVER. Not so far as the lists are concerned,
which are the basis of the roll.

Mr. MILLS. I do not think there is any soundness or
relevancy in the principle laid down by the First Minister.

1995
He says, what bave we to do with the relation between the
landlord and tenant.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Nothing in the world.
Mr. MILLS. I would ask what has the rent paid by a

tenant to do with his qualification to vote. If we are anxious
to establish a fraudulent system, one which will enable a
landlord by connivance with bis tenant to multiply votes,
to croate faggot votes, this system is one just calculated to
promote that object, but if our object is to ascertain whether
a man is in such circumstances as to warrant him in voting,
surely the value of the property is the safest test. Is the
interest of the tenant who pays $2 a month rent for a proper-
ty actually valued at $150 greater than the interest of
the man who is the proprietor? It is absurd to
speak of bloated aristocrats in connection with the
owners of such properties. The hon. gentleman pro.
poses to give the vote to a man who pays $J a month rent,
who may nover have paid that rent, who may not be callod
upon to pay it, and who may be given a roceipt, bocause it
is known what bis political proeclivitios aro, and he pro-
duces that receipt as prima facie evidence. Well, Sir, yon
have some protection against fraud when you say that the
property shall be on the assessment roll at $200 or $300,
and if the revising officer thinks that is an unfair valuation
ho can value it highcr or lower. Supposing the occupant
were to come and say, my property is worth more; though
it is only assessed for $300 it is worth $30 a year to me.
Why will you not take his value as to the use and profit ho
derives from the property which ho occupies and does not
own, and make that the basis of the right to the franchise in
the case of the occupant as well as in the case of the tenant?
But you do not apply it to the occupant. You say to the
occupant, we will not look ut the value of the use of the
property but the value of the proporty itself. I say the
same test should be applied in the case of the tenant as the
occupant, as thoy stand in exactly the same relation if the
occupant has paid nothing for the property.

Mr. AUGER. The bon, gentleman has based some of
the clauses of this Bill on the Ontario law, and I ask him
now to take a lesson from the Quebec law. There a man
who pays rent is qualified to vote only if the owner of the
property bas a right to vote.

Mr. FISHER. It seems to me perfectly absurd that a
tenant occupying property should have a vote when
the owner of that property cannot have a vote upon it.
Certainly the owner bas a greater stake in the country than
a tenant can possibly have, who is there only temporarily,
perhaps a year and no more. The principle of the Bill
seems to me contrary to equity and justice, certainly it is
entirely contrary tothe spirit of the franchise which bas
always existed in the Province of Quebec.
. Mr. McCALLUM. I would like to ask the hon. gentle-

man if there is very much property in his part of the
country worth only $200 that will rent for more than $20 a
year. In my part of the country there is none.

Ifr. FISHER. There is a great deal of that kind of prop-
erty in my constituency.

Mr. McCALLUM. It is a poor country, thon.
Mr. FISHER. Those hon. members from the Province

of Ontario may think so, but there are other Provinces in
this Dominion besides the Province of Ontario, and other
interests teobe considered besides those of Ontario. I am
glad to see that the hon. First Minister assented to that
view, and I am sorry the same spirit does not actuate the
Tory members from Ontario. I know many instances of
tenement houses, occupied by five or six tenants, paying 82
a month each, although the whole property would not be
valued at more than $300 or 8400.

Mr. MoCALLUM. Are tley Chinese?
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Mr. FISHER. I believe they are laboring men living in a vote, therefore the whole five tenants should be ecluded.

a respectable manner, and are quite as good as the laboring That is the position taken by hon. gentlemen, and it is
men of Ontario. It happens on some occasions that mon entirely inconsistent with the course they have advocated,
who are occupants, would, if occupancy were not to be con- Mr
sidered, call themselves tenants and get the vote, whereas if . DAVIES. If the hon. gentleman were sincere in his
if they called themselves occupants they would not be able desire to extend the suffrage, he had an opporumity of
to vote; and we know perfectly that a private arrangement evinczng his sincerity where the motion for manhood
between the owner and the tenant is frequently made by suffrage was before the House, but he declined to avail
which a man gets a vote when hie s really not entitled to it. himself of that opportunity. His desire is therefore not to

extend the franchise but to limit it. The proposition of my
Mr. MoCALLUM. The hon. gentleman seems to be hon. friend from Brome (Mr. Fisher) is made with the

always ready to point ont where a fraud might be committed. object of preventing fraud. As he has shown in the sixth
When he speaks of a tenement house which is occupied by a sub-section, you have adopted the value of property, as the
half a dozen tenants, does he mean to say that it is occupied basis upon which an occupant has the right to vote. Whyby half a dozen mon ? adopt it in the occupant's case, and not in the other? If a

Mr. FISHER. Half a dozen people pay rent. workman occupies a property valued under 8150, or an
Mr. McCALLUM. How can the owner be disqualified if agreement to purchase it, paying in instalments with

he receives $2 a month rent from five or six people ? The interest at 8 per cent., he is left out of the franchise, but if ho
thing is ridiculous in itself. occupies the same prooperty as a tenant at $2 a month he

Mr. AUGER. That there are such cases in the Province will have a vote. What is the object of excluding him in
of Quebec is shown by the fact that the Legislature has the one case and including him in the other ? The object
found it necessary to put in that proviso, and it was put can only be to encourage fraud by the creation of faggot
there by a Conservative Government. We have poor men votes, and disfranchise the honest man, and it is with the
in the Province of Quebec, and there may be poor men also object not ofnot preventing an honest man from voting but of
in the Province of Ontario. We do not legislate lere for preventing unprmncipled politicians from creating faggot
rich men only, but for all classes. I am sure I could also votes and thus disfranchising an honest man that this
find such cases as the hon. member for Brome has mentioned amendmentbs propeo. Whouthevalue of property is
in the Province of Ontario. made the basis in the occupant clause, thé' samie basi

should be adopted with regard to tenancy.Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). It must be evident that bon.
gentlemen opposite, who are so anxious to have an exten- Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). The hon. member for Brome
sion of the franchise, are now attempting to restriet it; but (Mr. Fisher) has declared that he proposed his amendment
any one who is used to the renting of houses knows that in view of cases which he knows to exist at this moment
very few, if any landlords, will be precluded under this and which he as cited. Therefore he could not have pro-
clause from voting. If the argument of these hon. gentle- posed it with the object of preventing fraud, because in
men means anything it means that they do not wish ten- those cases there can have been no fraud. The cases he
ants to have a vote under the terms of this Bill. mentioned are in his own county, and they are cases of bond

Mr. MILLS. The observations of the hon. gentlemen are fide tenants who are paying regular rents to bond fide land.
wholly unwarranted by anything that has been said on this lords, of respectable workingmen-the hon. gentleman
side of the House. The proposition on this side of the emphasised the term respectable-yot now he says his
House is intended to prevent fraud. We do not propose anxiety to prevent them votimg is because these respectable
that a tenant in one part of a Province should have' an workugmen would enter ito a fraudulent conspiracy with
opportunity of voting on a qualification that would be no their landlords in order to obtain votes for which they were
qualification elsewhere. If you take the value of the pro- not entitled.
perty as the basis, you have a uniform principle which Mr. FISHER. I will explain to the on. gentleman how
applies to all parties alike. A man might say to his dozen the case stands. These people who occupy this property
or half dozen tenants, I will let you have this property at class themselves as occupants; under the Quebec provincial
$2 a month with the understanding that you will only pay law, an occupant does not require to occupy property of
$1, so that you may have a vote. How is this to ho pre- assessed value, and consequently, by calling himseif an
vented, unless there is a scrutiny by way of appeal? Any occupant instead of a tenant, a man may manage to be
number of frauds may be committed under this provision, placed on the voters' list who would not have that right as
and it is to prevent stuffed voters' lists as well as stuffed a tenant. I want to prevent this being done under thii Bill
ballot boxes that it is objected to on this side of the House, by putting tenants and occupants in the same position, by

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). I understood that the right making the value of the property the basis.
hon. First Minister proposes to. postpone this clause, and I Mr. LANGELIER. I was in the Quebec Legislature when
have therefore no disposition to detain the Committee. the Quebec law was passed. It was presenfed by a Conser.
But the proposition of the hon. member for Brome was vative Governmont, and the gentleman who had charge of
this: He gave the case of a tenement louse occupied by the Bill, Mr. Church, is a reat friend of the hou. member
five or six tenants, workingmen, in the Province of for Cardwell (Mr. White). The objection now being made
Quebec, who he says are as respectable as those in was made by him thon. There is a clause in the Quebec law
Ontario-which is quite true, as happily the respect- which says that in order that a tenant may vote on property,ability of workingmen does not depend on the Province the property must have a real value of $300, ad the rental
they reside in; and ho says that the effect of this clause. must-be $30 a year. What reason was given for combining
will be to give each tenant that pays 82 a month a vote, I the two? The reason given by Mr. Church was the sane
whereas the whole property is not worth enough to give as that given by hon. gentlemen on this side, that otherwise
more than one man a vote. What does that mean ? It the resuit in many cases would ho that the proprietor would
means that those five tenants are to be deprived of their be disfranchised, while the tenant would be enfranchised
votes, although they are respectable workingmen, and yet which would be somothing very extraordinary. In many
the hon. gentleman says he does not want a restricted cases, property is assessed for only $250 in cities, and yet
franchise. If his proposition was adopted the effect would the rental is very high compared with the value of the pro.
be this: This property would not be of sufficient value, perty. That property very often is rented fbr $3 a month,divided among the tenants, say five tenants, to give to each more than sufficient to qualify the tenant, so that the tenant

Mr. FinsHa



COMMONS DERATES.
would be qualified while the proprietor would not. It was
i, ordOr to prevent that, and in order to prevent fraud, that
the Quebec Legislature exacted the two values in the case of
a tenant, that ho should pay $30 rental, and that the pro-
perty should be assessed at $300.

Mr. PAIRBANK. The gist of the whole thing is simply
this, there are two properties identical in every respect,
standing opposite each other, each worth less than $300.
The occupants of both contribute to the revenue and per-
form all the duties of citizens, but in the one case the
occupant who is a proprietor cannot vote, while in the
other case the occupant who is a tenant can vote.

On sub-section 5,
Mr. FLEMING moved in amendment:
That after the word "occupant" in the 32nd Une, there be inserted thewords "or tenant " and after the word "wife" iin the 45th Une, there beadded the following -- Provided that in the case of such tenant, a

change of tenancy during the year next before the said first of Novem-
ber, in axy uchyear, shal fnot dep rive the tenant of the risht te vote
in respect to 8uCh real property, if snch change is without intermission
òf time, and the aeverai tenancies are such as would entitle the tenant
to vote, had snch tenant been in possession under either of them, as
snch toant for the year next before the said day of November in any
suob year.
That will do away with the necessity of the 4th clause
altogether.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That altogether restricts
the number of tenants and outs off a great number of work-
ingmen. I am opposed to it altogether.

Mr. FLEMING. The proviso that is added is taken
from the proviso in the previous sub-section. There can
be no logical argument why tenants should occupy any
position different than that occupied by owners or occu-
pants. There is no reason why a person occupying the
position of tenant, living in a tenement house, should
occupy a different position. Anyone acquainted wilh the
cities will know that these tenement houses are rented
sometimes at a very heavy rent for the accommodation
they afford. In the poorer parts of cities families in poor
circumstances are sometimes obliged to occupy a single
room. The improvident classes are driven to the occupa-
tion of these tenement houses, and it is with a view of
giving these improvident people a botter position than the
industrious classes of the community that this Bill scems
to be framed. I know in my own town of instances where
properties, small bouses or cottages, sell at $150, for which a
rental is paid sufficient to qualify the tenant. I can recall
an instance when I sold a small cottage, I had at one time,
for $175, which had been rented before at $3 a month. The
effeot of this section will be that the moment the tenant of
such a property purchased it, he would cease to have the
right to vote, although he had that right when a tenant.
There are numerous instances in towns, where properties
are not assessed at sufficient value to entitle the owner to
vote, but where the rents are sufflciently high to enable the
tenant to vote. So soon as a man becomes a freeholder of a
property les than $200 in value, ho ceases to be a voter. As
long as he pays $2 a month for the same property, ho will
have a vote.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon. gentleman says
ho sold a property for $175 which he was rec 836 a
year for. It seems to m'e that ho must have put a monstrous
serew on the poor tenant to make him pay 836 a year for a
property which was worth only $175. That is a rather
Jewish operation. In the next place, if he sold it for 8175,
there is no accounting for human eccentricity. For a man
to sell for 8175 a property which brings him in $36 a year,
is a most e traordinary instance of occentricity, and we
cannot legisiate for such an instance as that. If the hora.
gentleman was getting $36 a year for that property, it was
his bounden duty to se. that it was aasessed for more than
$200, at all events, and tlhen ho could not lose his vote.

But, after all, that is not the question. The question of the
landlord or the owner is settled by the previous clause.
This relates to the amount of annual interest which, as a
tenant, should qualify a man to have a vote. The hon.
gentleman wants to prevent a man paying rental from hav-
ing a vote, unless his landlord also has a vote. There is no
necessary connection between the two. The workingman
pays his rent, and bas a right to have a vote. But if you
scratch a Liberal, you find an aristocrat. Now, wo find that
these hon. gentlemen-are against giving the workingman,
who pays a small rental, the right to vote.

Mr. GILLMOR. It strikes me that we are mixing up
two classes of qualifications. There may be objections in
regard to the qualification, but I do not see how we are
goirg to better the matter by disqualifying the tenant
because the real estate owner doos not own property enough
to qualify him. There are two classes of voters. Wo have
fixed the qualification for property owners in cities at $300.
No matter how many tenants one of thom may have, if the
property is not worth that, ho cannot vote; but, because he
cannot vote, I do not soe how wo are going to better the
matter by disfranchising the tenants. IL appears to me
that we are mixing up the two cases. If the qualification
of the owner is too high, make it lower, or, if it is too low,
make it higher; but I am in favor of the extension of the
franchise, and you are not going to remedy the matter by
mixing two things together. If a man has property in a
city worth $275 and gets rent for it, ho cannot vote under
this Bill, but I do not seo how you are going to benofit him
by preventing the tenant from voting who pays 83 a month
rent. There may be frauds under this law as there may bo
under all laws. Mon may qualify their tenants to vote by
giving a recoipt for rent which they have not received.
That cannot bo remedied unless it is detected, but I do not
think we ought to restrict the fbanchise by cutting off the
tenants because the landlord bas not enough property to
qualify him.

Mr. LANDERKIN. The First Minister made some
verbal ameridments in this clause. I asked him thon some-
thing in reference to them which ho said ho would sub-
sequently explain. Probably he will give the explanation
now.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I will read the 5th sub-
section as I proposed to have it amended:

" Or is the bonafide occupant of real property in any such city or part
of a city of the actual value of $300, or within any such town or part of
a town of $200 "-

In order to make tihe occupancy agree with the ownership
clause.

Mr. LANDERKIN. Is actual residence a qualification
for the vote of the occupant ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. An occupant is a person
who occupies or resides. There is a differenco between
possession and occupation. Occupant and resident mean
the same thing.

Mr. LADERKIN. In the interpretation clause, is occu-
pant given as a rosident ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Of course.
Mr. MILLS. The hon. gentlemen prr,fesses to be very

auxious for the extension of the franchise. fHe is appre-
hensive lest some tenant might be disqualified under the
amendment of my hon. friend behind me. We have had
evidence of the earnest zeal of the hon. gentleman for the
qualification of tenants by his votes on the varions amend-
ments which have been submitted. We have seen that
earnest zeal displayed by his vote on the motion of the
hon. member for Northumberland. The question now is
whether a tenant shall be placed in a botter position than
the proprietor. We say that the occupant and the tenant
stand in the sumo position. Take the case of the man who
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has agreed to bu the property of another. He ges into
possession. If the property is worth $275, hoecan have no
vote, but, if he agrees to pay 82 a month for the property
ho will have a vote. Upon what principle is the man
who pays 82 a month to have the vote while the
man who agrees to purchase the same property, who
goes into possession, who occupies the same house,
and cultivates the same ground is not to have a vote?
There is neither reason nor sense in such a proposition.
There can be no difficulty in understanding why we have
such a proposition before us. The rule is simple and plain.
Let us look at the question of convenience. If you take the
value of the property, the value is upon the assessment roll.
My hon. friend for Lambton (Mr. Fairbank) pointed out
that in his constituency there were 1,700 tenants upon the
voters' list, and 700, I think hoesaid, upon the roll. Now
these 700 were taken out and put on the voters' list because
the property occupied by thom was valued at a sufficient
amount to enable them to go upon the voters' list. How are
those parties who are tenants, to get on the voters' list that
are paying 82 a month, or $20 a year ? You cannot take
them from the assessment, you have no means of Jnowing
the amount of rent they pay. It is only necessary
that the landlord or his tenants should go before the
revising officer and state that they pay a certain rental
and therefore have a right to have their names on the
list ; but if they do not do so, their names do not appear
at all. The revising officer has no means of knowing
what their rental is. It may be that the man ocupy-
ing the property as a tenant may be a relative of the
proprietor, and may be paying scarcely any rent at all; yet
hoeoccupies the land, or is assessed for it, ho pays his taxes
upon it, and has a large income derived from it. If hoe is an
occupant, his income may be more than $20-may be $50 a
year, yet he would not bd entitled to vote if it was not
assessed at a certain sum. But if ho pays-not to the
Crown, not to the Government, not to any purpose in whicdh
the State is interested -but if ho pays to another party, or
has agreed to pay to another party, a certain sum, he is not
entitled to vote. That is the provision the hon. gentleman
makes in his Bill and ho undertakes to teli the committee
that he does this for-what? Why, in order to extend the
franchise. Sir, there is an obvious and an honest way of
extending the franchise. The hon. gentleman can fix a
lower qualification if ho desirese; he can say that it shall be
8100. If he wishes to give the tenant an opportunity of
voting to a greater extent than the tenant has now, let him
fix a lower qualification. But hore is a provision, not to
help the tenant, but to enable Irauids to be committed, to
permit the manufacture of faggot votes,to do the very thing
which every man, on both sides of the House who wishes to
have an honest voters' list, seeks to prevent. How are you
going to have an honest voters' list under a provision such
as this ? I say it cannot be had. If the hon. gentleman
wants to give us a fair voters' list, if ho doos not
wish, when we get rid of a stuffed ballot box,
to give us a stuffed voters' list, lot us have a
plain, simple and straightforward qualification, that is ap-
plicable to all parties who are entitied to vote. If the bon.
gentleman wishes to extend the franchise to a larger num-
ber of tenants, let him lower his qualification, and he can
aceomplish bis object in a straightforward way. He is not
accomplishing that object, but he is facilitating the manu-
facture of votes by the proposition he has laid before us.

SirJOHN A.MACDONA LD. Ithink I can leave the speech
the bon. gentleman bas just delivered to the hon. member for
Sunbury (Mr. Burpee) who has stated the case of the tenant
quite clearly. With respect to the remarks of the hon. mema-
ber for Bothwell (Mr. Mille), all I have got to say is that I
desired, from his position, to treat all he said, and the
argumenta he used, with every respect, but it ia a great

1r. MJus.

strain for me to be able to do so. I have heard hon, gentle-
men opposite with great attention when they direct their
minds sincerely, bona fide, so far as I can judge, to improv-
ing the Bill. I have listened to them with great respect
and I give them every consideration. But I put myself in
the judgment of the committee whether every word the
hon. gentleman from Bothwell has uttered is not directed
for a different purpose, for the purpose of annoyance, for
the purpose of obstruction.

Mr. MILLS. Oh, no.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Oh, but it is.
Mr. MILLS. But it is not.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon, gentlemen does

not mako it a bit stronger by saying it is not. Cobmmon
sense is common sense. The hon. gentleman repeats again
and again and again, over and over again, with what you may
call a "damnable iteration " his criticism of the Bill. Now,
Sir, we discussed the question of rental. I quite understand
the argument that was used with respect to lhe objection
the hon. gentleman takes to rental; I have heard it a dozen
times. But the question now is on the 5th sub-section. The
hon, gentleman from Peel (Mr. Fleming) has moved an
amendment to add the rental to this clause of occupancy,
and ho has done so upon arguments that were used on a pre.
vious clause. There was no necessity to go over them again.
We have had the discussion in advance upon this amend-
ment, and I have taken the ground, and I dare say the
majority of the committee will agree with me, that it is, in
our opinion, a restriction of the right of voting of vast
masses of tenantry on the smali holdings of the country.
Therefore I object to it altogether upon the very sensible
ground of the hon. member for Charlotte (Mr. Burpee).
Now with respect to this clause about occupancy. It
is simply an extension of the 3rd sub-section, and to
lot in a body of men who, without th'at claue, would not
have a vote. The 3rd sub section deals with the owner of real
property, the proprietor of any freehdi1 estate, in a city
worth $300, and in a town worth 820. But that only
allows the actual proprietor, the freeholder having a legal
title, or an equitable title amounting to a legal title, who
has a title that may be held valid in a court of law, and it
includes only these. But the 5th sub section goes further. It
is to enable those parties who otherwise have not strictly a
legal title, who are not freeholders, but who are in occupa-
tion of property, to exorcise the franchise. It is to allow
occupants who are assessed for a property under provincial
legislation, who hold property to the same amount, that is
to say, they are occupants under a license of occupation, or
an agreement to purchase from the. Crown, or from other
persons, who hold their occupation in any other manner
than as an owner or as a tenant, and they must be in
possession for a year; a man who, in a town, is occupying
property for a whole year of the value of $200, or, in cities,
a value of $300. If hoe is not an occupant in the face of the
world of that property, ho must have such an interest in it
as will equitably give him the franchise. The sub-section
is simply an extension of the 3rd sub-section being
limited to the proprietor and the freeholder, and the 5th
sub-section extending it to the person who for a year bas held
property of that value before the world, and therefore is
the ostensible owner, although, perhaps, ho may not be
the legal owner. It is for the purpose of extending the
franchise.

Mr. MILLS. I have no doubt-
Mr. HESSON. We have bad quite enough from you.
Mr. MILLS. Yes, I have no doubt the hon. gentleman

has had quite enough, and so much so that L think ho has
not been in his place for nearly a week in this House. I
quite understand the observations addresed to me by the
First Minister, but they will not in the slightest degree deter
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me from the performance of what I believe to be my duty
here as a representative of my constituents in this House.
The censures of the hon. gentleman have very little influ-
ence upon me. I care just as little for his censure as I do
for his commendation. I believe one is quite as valuable
as the other. The hon. gentleman told the committee that
his proposal to base the franchise for the tenant upon rental
was with the view to extend the franchise so far as regards
tenants, The hon. gentleman gave no reason for his action,
which must necessarily lead to faggot votes and to frauds
in the voters' lists. The hon. gentleman has provided that
the tenant's rent must be paid; so if a dispute arises
between the landlord and tenant, the former can give the
tenant the choice between exercising the franchise and pay-
ing the contested amount. I trust the committee has suffi-
cient independence not to support the proposition submitted.

Mr. CAMEIRON (Middlesex). I beg to move in amend-
ment that the word "two " be substituted for the word
" three " in the 3rd line of sub-section 5, and "$200 "
for " $300 " in the amendment just read. I believe this
amendment is in the direction which the Minister has indi-
cated as being what he wished. I am in favor of making
the franchise as liberal as possible. While I wish to have the
franchise as liberal as possible, and more liberal I believe
than the proposition of the First Minister, yet 1 desire that
fraud shall be prevented. It is a fact that in the United
Provinces before Confederation the system now proposed was
abandoned, because of the frauds that occurred under the
annual valuations. Subject to the correction of the First
Ministor, I state that it was during the Administration of
which ho was the leader before Confederation that we aban-
doned the principle of annual valuation so far as giving the
right to vote, and we adopted the system of actual valuation
of property. It was the complaint as to fictitious
rentals that proved to be one of the causes that led to the
abandonment of the former system. It will be very simple
to practice fraud under the clause as proposed. While we
admit the possibility of fraud being committed by the
adoption of the clause as it stands, we are asked at the
same time to adopt a proposition under which a landlord
can disfranchise a tenant if he is in arrears for rent. If
hon. gentlemen opposite have that desire to protect the
intereit of tho tenant which they have expressed, why do
they allow such a proposition to exist in this Bill ? It is
placing too dangerous a power in the hands of the
landlords. A dispute may arise, and the result of
a difference of political opinion between landlord and
tenant may be the disfranchisement of the tenant.
The principle in this case ought to be simply one which
would reduce itself to the question of what ought to be the
value uf h property on which a man should vote, and
whatever the amount, it should be some value which would
be easily understood and readily reached, and one which, if
you will, should eniIchise as far as possible every male of
mature years who is a citizen of this country. If you adopt
the amendment of the hon. member for Peel to which mine
is a rider you will reach something which is tangible and
practicable, and something whizh will give an assurance
that every man who has the right to vote will have a vote
under this clause. But do not let us leave the Bill open to
the introduction of faggot voting, which, if full advantage
was taken of it, would render it impossible that the true
expression of opinion could be had in any constituency,
especially in the neighborhood of large cities. Faggot votes
would be quite practicable under the tenancy and occupancy
clause as it now stands. Another reason why we should
avoid passing the clause in its present shape is that it would
be differently construed by different revising officers. There
is another detail in this connection to which I would draw
the attention of the First Minister, and that is as to the
dates at which the year, as defined by the Bil,

shall begin and end. He inserted the date of the
first of January, as I understood, for the reason
that in cities the assessment rolls were made up at
a time which made it more convenient for the revising
officer to prepare his roll by the lst of January rather than
the lst of November. If I understood him aright in that
respect, it would appear to me that ho was conveniencing
only one city in Ontario, the city of Toronto, where the
assessment roll is prepared at a different time of the year
from the usual time in the other parts of the Province.
In the towns and rural municipalities, and in fact overy-
where outside of Toronto, the assessor is usually appointed
at the first or the February meeting of the council in eaoh
year, and he goes to work immediately afterwards, finishing
his work in the first three months of the year, and in the
vast majority of instances the assessment is completed and
the voters' list i published by the 15th of July. The fully
revised assessment roll could thus be put in the hands of
the revising officer by the lst of October under ordinary
circumstances, and in no instance need it be delayed so long
as the lst of November. Now, assuming that ho delays
dealing with the roll until the beginuning of the next year,
an election might take place in the latter part of Decem-
ber, and the result would bu that they would have to take a
roll two years old. I trust the First Minister will give his
attention to this feature of the Bill.

The Committee rose, and it boing six o'clock, the Speaker
lef t the Chair.

After Recess.
House again resolved itself into Committee.
Mr. VAIL. If the right hon. First Minister could see his

way te accept the amendment of the hon. member for Peel
(Mr. Fleming) I think it would simplify the matter very
much. It would cover nearly all the right hon. gentleman
pro poses to cover by these $2, $6, 812 and $20 rentals, and
enable the reviser to go to the assesment roll for the names
of the tenants or occupants. Otherwise it would be very
difficult indeed for the reviser to know where to look for
these men; ho would have to go to one half of the houses
in the city to learn who were entitled to vote, while if the
amendment were adopted ho could learn from the asses-
ment roll who the occupants were, and in that way ho could
make up bis liEst very easily. I hope the right hon. gentle-
man will see his way clear to accept this amendment.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. In the discussion of the
fourth paragraph, I heard that and several other arguments
which struck me to some extent; therefore I asked the
committee to allow the fourth paragraph to stand over, and
stated that I would give it my best consideration, for I
really want to get an Act which will as far as possible satisfy
both sides of the House. Thon, when we come to diseuse
that paragraph, the hon. gentleman can move his amend-
ment. The hon. gentleman must know that I cannot con-
sent to any alterations without due consideration, for they
have to be fully considered by the responsible advisers of
the Crown. In the meantime, if we confine ourselves to
the simple question of occupancy, I think we can get
through without much trouble, because this paragraph is
merely an expansion of the third paragraph, and the whole
question the hon. gentleman refers to will be loft open, and
can be discussed in a day or two when we come to the
paragraph it relates to.

Mr. MILLS. If the hon. gentleman had stated before
what he now states, I do not think my hon. friend would
have moved this amendment.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I did.
Mr. MILLS. The hon. gentleman as forgotten some-

what what he said. He said to take the value of the pro-
perty as a basis of the tenancy qualification would be to
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restrict the franchise, and he could not consent to that. Ir
he says he does not intend to adhere to that, and admits that
there is force in the view taken on this side, that would be
a great reason for my hon. friend not pressing the motion,
although I think it would have been better to deal with the
question in the way my hon. friend proposes in this para-
graph, and strike out the fourth paragraph altogether.
Everything of course depends on whether the hon. gentle-
man is disposed to consider seriously the proposition made
on this side of the House. We think that if you make it
impossible to take the valuation as primd facie evidence of
qualification, so as to get the name of the tenant on the
voters' list, you enormously increase the cost to every
candidate of seeing that the list is properly revised;
for, however honest the revising officer might be,
he would have no means of knowing whether a
tenant should go on the list without enquiry or evidence.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I must say I am not at
all converted to the idea of making the vote of a tenant
depend on the value of the property to the landlord. But
there were some statements made about the difficulty of
ascertaining who the tenants are, the amount of their rental
not appearing on the assessment roll, and I think the hon.
gentleman suggested that there might be room for fraud.
It was in view of those two points principally that I asked
the postponement of the paragraph for consideration.

Amendment to amendment (Mr. Cameron, Middlesex)
negatived.

Amendment (Mr. Fleming) negatived.
Mr. LANDERKIN. I move
That sub-section five be struck out and the following substituted

therefor :--Every male person entered as an occupant on the last
revised assesment roll of the city or town in which he tenders his vote,
who is residing at the time he tenders his vote in the said city or town,
and is rated on the last revised assessment roll of such city or town at
not less than $200, and who has resided there continuously for at least
12 months next preceding the election at which he votes,
This does away with the non-rosident vote. It is, perhaps,
the greatest bane topurity that can possibly exist with
regard to an election. It is well known that, under this
clause, the door will be opened to a great amount of wrong-
doing in connection with elections. Any person who
desires it, can be rated as an occupant without being a
resident; a person in the occupation of property may exist
miles away fromn the property. I understand the law is
clear on that point; I understand such is the case, and it
is in order to do away with that I propose this amendment.
If the right hon. gentleman would consent to make resi-
dance a condition under this clause, I would not move this
amendment, but, as the clause stands, a person may have
himself rated as an occupant in very many districts, and
hence create what are termed faggot votes. The interpre-
tation clause does not state definitely that an elector
should reside in the electoral district where hoe should
vote, and I hold that this clause should be made so clear
that there can be no possibility of any misunderstanding
arising under it from a want of clearness in the interpre-
tation clause. In the Ontario Act the qualification
is $200 in cities and towns, while under this it is
$300. I understand the First Minister has declared it
will be reduced to $200 in towns, but it will remain
at $300 in cities, so that in the latter many per-
sons will be disfranchised by this Bill who have a
vote under the Ontario Act. It is not desirable to
take the franchise from those who already possess it under
the provincial law, more especially as the First Minister
has said his intention is to extend rather than to restrict
the franchise. I hope this amendment will be adopted,
because if not, the door will be opened by which an honest
expression of the will of the people at the polis may be
prevented.

Ameudment negatived.
Mr, MILLs,

On sub-section 6,
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD.

section shall read as follows:
1 propose that this sub-

" I a resident within such city of or town or part of a city or town,
and derives an income from his earnings or from some trade, calling,
office or profession, or from some investment in anada-stnking ont
the words 'or charge on real property '-of no leus than $300 annually,
and has so derived such income, and has been snob resident for one
year next before the firet day of Jannary, in the year of Our Lord one
thousand elght hundred and eighty-six, or any subsequent year."

Mr. MILLS. If the hon. gentleman would make it $250,
it would be the same as the Ontario provision.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I can assure the hon.
gentleman thore is a good deal of difference of opinion
about coming down to even $300 among my friend&

Mr. McMULLEN. I think that under the provision
that the investment should be in Canada, there will be
some difficulty on the part of the revising olBeer in ascer-
taining, should any protest be made with regard to an
investment, whether it is genuine or not. If it were pro-
vided that the investment ahould be in the city or town
where a man claims to vote, there would be no difficulty.

Mr. MULOCK. I do not think there will be anay diffi.
culty under this clause. It is quite clear we are in favor of
extending the franchise, and even if a man had no invest-
ment at all, provided he is a resident in the city or town, I
should be in favor of giving him a vote; but if it be noces-
sary to provide against any diffculty, we could apply a
test by providing that he should be assessed on the pro-
perty. A man will hardly allow himself teobe assessed for
the purpose of being allowed to vote as possessing an
income, if he really did not enjoy it.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It can be easily proved
that a man has an investment in stock, say in the Bank of
Montreal or Bank of Toronto.

On sub-section 7,
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I am going to move a

clause in substitution of this sub-section. I propose to
divide the sub-section into two parts so as to mke it clear.
The first part will read : "If his father is alive," etc., and
the second : "If his father is dead," giving in the first
place the right in connection with the father, and in the
second in regard to the mother, after the father's death, in
the same manner. I also propose to amend the proviso by
substituting six months for four montha' absence as dis-
qualifying the son from the power to exercise the vote.

Mr. VAIL. Suppose the eldest son is away from home,
would this Bill give the next eldest the vote ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yea.

Mr. VAIL. I mean supposing there is only enough
roperty to qualify two persons. I do not think it doees,
t applies only to the elder son, and, if he had left the

Dominion altogether, the next son would not have the
vote.

Mr. CAMERON (Middlesex). If the elder son has
undertaken the duties of housekeeping on his own aecount,
I question very much whether the second son would have
the right to vote, presuming there was only one other vote
on the property than the father's. This clause seems to
restrict it to the elder son. Perhaps the construction put
en it by some revising officers might widen it, but the
clause would be open to the more limited construction,
which I do not think the Pirst Minister intends or is advis-
able to adopt.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I do not think there is
any necessity for an alteration. It says: "The eldest son,
or msch of the elder sons."
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Mr. VAIL. That is supposing the property could qualify
more than one son.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. If the eldest son is away
he cannot vote. When the farmers' sons franchise was
first introduced it was upon the principle that it is generally
supposed that the son of the farmer will be his heir and
that he remains with his father and works on the farm
without pay, because ho works for his inheritance while the
other sons are scattered. Afterwards it went further and,
I suppose under the law of an equal division of property, it
was conisidered that, if the property was able to bear it, each
of the sons would inherit his share of that estate and that,
therefore, if it was large enough to justify it, they should
each have a vote, if resident on the farm with the father.
Of course, if they go off the farm, they are like other per-
sons, and must get their votes as occupants or tenants or
upon their income or earnings, as the case may be. I think
the clause is right enough.

Mr. MILLS. The point is whether, if the elder son is
away from home, the next eldest would have a right to vote
on the property.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I think so.
Mr. MILLS. I do not think it is clear.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It says: "The eldest or

such of the elder sons."
Mr. MILLS. That is where the proporty is sufficiont to

qualify more than the eldest son, but, if it is not more than
sufficient to give one a vote, and the eldest is away, can
another be given the right ?

Mr. EDGAR. What is the use of using the wordsI" elder
sons ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. There may be five sons,
and the property may be only enough to qualify two. It
implies priority. I think a couple of words will meet the
whole case; if we have the same language as in this Bill in
line 20 "shall belong only to the father or to the mother,
and such of the eldest sons being resident thereon " strik-
ing out the word "mother." Put it this way : "And such
of the eldest sons being so resident as aforesaid,"

Mr. EDGAR. I would ask the Right hon. gentleman to
consider the claims of the sons-in-law and the grandsons.
I suppose that under the word "son," in the 3rd line of this
clause, stop son is included.

Sir JOHN. A. MACDONALD. Yes.

Mr. EDGAR. Would it not be well to extend the provi.
sion to sons-in-law and grandsons? The Right hon. gen-
tleman has admitted that ho is willing to take what is good
out of the Ontario Law, and it is from that I get this sugges-
tion. The -illustration which the First Minister used a little
while ago why farmers' sons were first given that franchise,
seemed to me a very good one, namely, that the son was f
working with the father and earning the inheritance. Now
I think the first instance that occurs to me of an inheritance j

being worked for and earned, was by a future son-in-law.f
When Jacob worked for Laban ho worked as a future son- r
in-law. I think that is a very good reason why we should t
include sons-in-law. t

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. He will work for a t
mother-in-law next. When we twere settling the inter- 8
pretation clause I asked that the definition should stand I
over until we considered the question about the stop-
son and grandson. The -hon. gentleman eau bring up that
subject when we go back to the interpretation clause.

Mr. EDGAR. I understood that it was farmers' sons that 0
stood over.

Sir JORN A. MAODONALD. My hon. friend says he
wants me to go a step farther.
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Some hon. MEMBERS. Put him out.
Mr. ARMSTRONG. I wish to move an amendment to

this clause, namely: "that the words "grandson, step-son
or sons-i-n-law " be inserted after the word "son " in the first
lino of the 7th clause. I understand from the Premier and
other hon. gentlemen opposite, that the intention of the
prosent Act is not to restrict the franchise as it is at pre-
sent enjoyed, but rather to widen it. So far as all the
Provinces are concerned, it will give the franchise to some
who would not otherwise be entitled to it, and as regards
the Province of Ontario, I sirply take the words of the
Provincial Act. I think we should net deprive of the
franchise any parties who now enjoy it under any of the
provincial laws now in force, or that may hereafter corne
into force. This amendment will also prevent confusion in
making up the voters' list, and with this view I move the
amendment.

Amendment negatived.
Mr. BURPEE. I beg te move an amendment relating

exclusively to the city of St. John. That city bas a fran-
chise which gives a vote to every freeman having been
assessed for one year in the sum of $100. The Act reads
thus: "And the name of every freeman of the city therein
assessed in the sum of $100, shall be added to and inserted
in the list." The franchise in the city of St. John las been
such, I think, ever since it had a charter. It is a peculiar
one, but one which the people are very anxious to retain. I
beg to move the amendment which I placed in your hands,
to preserve this franchise to the freemen of the city of St.
John.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. How many freemen are
thore ?

Mr. BURPEE. One hundred and fifty.
Mr. FOSTER. What constitutes them freemen ?
Mr. BURPEE. I presume they have a license. The hon.

gentleman, who lives in St. John most of the time, ought to
know.

Mr. POSTER. I beg your pardon; I do not live in the
city of St. John.

Mr. BURPEE. They tako eut a license, I think, from
the corporation, which constitutes them freemen in case they
are assessed for $100 for the year previous.

Mr. FOSTER. Do you mean to say that any one who
applies for and pays the license fee, becomes thoreby a
freeman of the city? Or is it a distinction of honor con-
ferred by the city itself? If so, upon what class of persons
s it conferred, and would not those persons have the suf-
frage on one of the other bases of the franchise ?

Mr. MILLS. I do not think we are called upon to con-
sider whether these gentlemen may or may net have the
franchise upon some other grounds. We have the fact
before us that a certain number of gentlemen, known as
freemen of the city cf St. John, are entitled to vote as
freemen under the law, and have been ever since the city
received a royal charter. One of the hon. members from
the city of St. John informed me before leaving, that the
terms on which those persons were made freemen were
that they were to do business in the city and pay taxes on
$100, and pay £6 6a into the city corporation for the pur-
pose ofthe privilege of a freeman; or if they were sons of
reemen, they were to do business in the city and psy £1
0s. 6d. There are about 150 freemen. Those parties will
be disfranchised unless provision is made for the continuance
of this provision of the charter of the city.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I do not think we can
accept the amendment. No doubt most of those persons
f they pay an annual sum of £6 6s. will be holders of pro-
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perty, or at all events will come under the income franchise.
Again, if they pay $20 rent per year they will have a vote.
Besides if we look back at English history we shall find
that this class Of votes was looked upon with great dlisfavor.
The hon. member for Bothwell knows that the freemen
were swept away by the Reform Bills as being one of the
nuisances there, they being known under the name of pot-
walloppers.

Mr. BURPEE. I am sorry if the First Minister cannot
accept this amendment. The freemen have enjoyed the
privilege for a long time; some of them may be enfran-
chised in other ways, but a great many will not be. The
sum of $20 paid for the privilege of being a freeman is only
paid once, not annually.

Mr. POSTER. The hon. member for Bothwell stated that
they would all be disfranchised if the present freeman's
qualification was not retained. Is the lon. member sure
about that ?

Mr. MILLS. I stated precisely what the hon. gentleman
knows; that they will be disfranchised as freemen.
Whether they will be qualified in any other way, I do not
know. If so, it will be a mere accident.

Amendment negatived.
On section 4,
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The only alteration I

propose is the substitution of lst January, 1886, instead of
lat November, 1886.

Mr. CAMERON (Middlesex). I have already pointed
out that the assessment in towns and townships and vill-
ages in Ontario is made between 1st February and 15th
May in every year. Under exceptional circumstances
towrs and cities can adopt a different period of the year, all
counties can by a special enactment postpone the assess-
ment to 15th July. The assessment roll las been made the
basis of the voters' lista under this Bill- If so, the assess-
ment made in February of one year cannot be acted on by
the revising officers until after 1st January in the following
year. That leaves a long interval, while as a fact, the
voters' list is now prepared or generally distributed by 1lst
July or at the very latest by lst August and revised by 1st
September or 15th September at the very latest.

Mr. RYKERT. The hon. gentleman is quite wrong.
Persons have a right to appeal until lst of August. After
that the clerk has to make up the voters' list and it is
published <luring one month. It is utterly impossible to
have all the appeals in by 1st August.

Mr. CAMERON (Middlesex). Mostof the hon. members
for Ontario will recollect the time at which they receive
the voters' lisats from the different municipal clerks. They
generally reach us about lst July, and by lst August in the
majority of instances. The voters'.list is printed, and upon
it, appeals are made. It is true it is not the final list at
the time it comes into the possession of those who are
entitled to copies.

Mr. MILLS. I think the Minister in charge will see
that this is an extremely inconvenient time for making up
the lista. How many days does the hon. gentleman pro-
pose to give for the examination of the list ? If he allows
thirty days from the time the list is received it means that
the time for examining into it and making changes would
be just the time when Parliament would be in session, and
how would the hon. gentleman himself, while attending to
his duties as a Minister of the Crown, look after the
revision of the lists in his own constituency? Every
member in the rural constituencies in a large degree will
have to look after that work in his own constituency. If
the hon. gentleman would say the lt of August or the lst
of Septomber it would be a mach more convenient season.

SirJon A. MACDONALD.

Sir JOHN A. MAÇDONALD. The hon. gentleman and
I could pair off.

Mr. MILLS. But we do not happen to represent the same
constituency.

Mr. EDGAR. The hon. member for Lincoln has forgot-
ton the dates. According to the Act, every assessor muast
deliver over the roll before the lst of May, the duties of
the court of revision must be completed by the lt of
July, and the final revision by the judge must b doter-
mined before the lt of August.

Mr. RYKERT. That is just what I said.
Mr. EDGAR. The hon. gentleman will therefore see

that in Ontario, at least, the list will be ready for the
revising officer soon after the lst of August. I think the
First Minister will see that it is postponing it unnecessarily
to make the date the lt of January.

Mr. WALLACE (York). That portion of the Ontario Act
is objectionable, because it compels the revision of those
lists just at a season of the year when farmers are unable to
pay any attention to it, that is during July and August. I
think it is much better that the work should be done in the
winter, when the people have more time.

Mr. EDGAR. But we cannot alter the Ontario law, and
the revising officer bases his calculations on the assesment
roll, which is completely finished by the lst of August.
That may be a good or a bad time, but it is the time by law,
and the only question we have to consider is whether we
shall wait five months before the work shall be gone on with
by our own officer.

Mr. RYKERT. The hon. gentleman is astray with refer-
ence to his law on this subject. It is true the list must be
returned finally revised by the lt of August, but after
that time the voters' list has to be completed. It is pro-
vided that immediately after the final revision of the roll
the clerk shall proceed to make copies of the voters' lists
and publish them for thirty days. The hon. gentleman
knows that the court of revision is generally held in the
months of September or October-seldom before that time,
so that by taking the lt of January there is a certainty of
having the voters' list finally revised by the county judge.
Then, in cities the roll is not revised before the end of
September, so that there will only be a month or so between
the two lists, and the revising officer will have a complote
list for the whole electoral district, instead of going on and
taking the townships and villages at one time and the
cities at another. It would be utterly impossible for him to
get a finally completed list before the lt of October.

Mr. VAIL. So far as my own Province is concerned, I
think the right hon. gentleman could not bave chosen a
more inconvenient time than January. If he had taken
November thon we could take the lists of the previous year.
I do not know how the matter stands in Ontario, but there
are other Provinces to be considered. By our law the
assessors are not bound to supply a copy of the list until the
20th. of January. The revision takes place in March, and
the court is held in April. If the leader of the Govern-
ment will consent to make his time the lst of March or the
1st of May it would be much botter for the lower Provin-
ces. It would be impossible to revise the lista at this time,
unless they took the lists of the previous year.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Nobody can tell when a
general or particular election will take place, and I think
the time is a matter of no consequence. In 1878 the elec-
tion was in September; in 1882 it was in June; and it is
a more chance when it may take place. No matter what
month the election may fall upon, it may give a long time
or a short time, but after full consideration, and after dis-
cussing the matter with men who have had a good deal of
experienco, I thought it would be fair all round to make it
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the lst of January, and it is convenient, for the sake of
symmetry, that the same date should apply both for cities
and towns.

Mr. VAIL. The revising officer cannot make it by the
lst of January, for ho cannot get the roll by that time.

Mr. MILLS. This shows the difficulty of fixing a uniform
time. There is the difference of climate and the difference
of local circumstances; and what is suitable for one Pro-
vince is not suitable for another. My hon. friend tells me
that the lst March is as early a period as will suit the
Province of Quebec. The hon. member for Lincoln
seeme to capfound the voters' list and the assessment roll.
The local voters' list is a matter of no consequence to us;
we are not following it; we are not adopting the same
qualification. What is of consequence to us is the assess-
ment roi, from which the qualification of voters is to be
ascertained. As soon as the assessment is carefully revised,
we are prepared, in the Province of Ontario, to make up the
voters' list. It would be easy to ascertain what would be
the most convenient time lu each Province, and to provide
that the voters' list should be made up in the different
Provinces at such times as would be most suitable. I do
not see any object in adopting any particular tirne for all
the Provinces when that time is not convenient. It is not
desirable to make up the list on an assossment roll eight or
ton months old. My observation-and I dare say that
of every other hon. gentleman from Ontario coincides
with it-is that when you compare the voters'
list of one year with that of another year, you find a very
large percentage of names on one list which are net on the
other, owing to the migrations of our people. Some go to
Manitoba and some to the western States, and if the assess-
ment roll is not used until it is eight or ton months old, a
considerable number will b left off the voters' list. I there-
fore think it is desirable that the list should be made up as
soon as possible after the assessment roll is completed.

Mr. RYKERT. The assessment roll is not conclusive.
There are many names on the voters' list that are not on
the assessament roll. The only persons whose names must
be put on the voters' list, because they are on the assessment
roll, are incomo voters.

Mr. MILLS. The voters' list which has been prepared
under the local law is not a matter of the slightest conse-
quence under this Bill. Under the local law the qualifica-
tion is $200; and how is a judge or revising officer to know
whether the party there named is on the assessment roll
for 8200 or $500? fHe cannot tell ; and therefore the voters'
list is no guide to him; but the assosament roll is, because
he sees there the value of the property put there by the
assessor, and ho transfers the name of every person assessed
for the amount required from the assessment roll to the
voters' list. He cannot transfer a single name from the
voters' list of the Province to the list under this Bill,
because you have adopted a different qualification.

Mr. EDGAR. There ais another point to which I would
like to draw the attention of the committee. The hon.
gentleman for Lincoln las spoken of the voters' list being
made up after the closing of the assesment roll on the 1st
of Auguat; but if the object of the Frst Minister, in fixing
the lst of January, is to give the revising officer an oppor-
tunity tO refer, after that date, to the lists in cities and
towns, he as not fixed the right date; because, by the
assessment Act, it is provided that cities and towns sepa-
rated from the county may pass by-laws regulating the
different periods of their asseassment; that the assessment
must be taken between the 1st of July and the 30th of
Septembeber; that the roll must be returned to the clerk
on or before the lst of October, that the time of the closing
of the court of revision shall be the 15th of November, and
that the fmal return to the oounty juge shall be on or
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f before the 31lst of December; so that there is no time

given for making up the voters' list at all.
Mr. AUGER. There is another reason why November

3 should be chosen instead of January. Those who will be
most interested in watching the making up of the liste will
be the representatives of the people, and if the list is to be
made up in January, the members of Parliament will not
be there to look after it. While, if November was chosen,
the list might b made between that time and the time
Parliament meets.

Mr. E DGAR. The hon. First Minister might saywhy it
is that in section 13 it is provided that the revising officer
will not publish his list until the lst of January, 1887,
which is a year after the date at which the qualification is
o exist. It is very difficult to see why a whole year is

allowed to elapse.
Mr. BURPEE. The month of November is the time

selected for making up our local lists in New Brunswick,
and it is considered the most convenient time for that
Province.

On sub-section 2, section 4,
Mr. EDGAR moved in amendment:
That after the word tgnaturalisation " the following words be s.dded:

And, if an Indian or person, with part Indian blood, has been duly
enfranchised, and bas had the same civil capacity conferred upon him
as other persons who are entitled to vote under this Act.

He said: My object in moving this amendment is one of
which the House has heard something before. It embraces
a protest on the part of tbose who support it against giving
a vote to unenfranchisod Indians who are still under the
wardship and tutelage of the Crown. Whatever other
capacities other voters have, it is proposed by this amend-
ment the Indians shall also have, before being entitled to
exorcise the franchise.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I promised to make orne
exceptions with respect to the Indians in some of the
Provinces, and I think the proper place to discuss this
subject is on the clause which declares who shall not have a
vote. This clause declares generally that persons duly
qualified as British subjects shall have a vote, and thon
corne the exceptions.

Mr. EDGAR. I was led to propose this amendment from
the way the right hon. gentleman has framed the Bill. In
the interpretation of the word "person," in the beginning
of the Bil, he has considered it necessary to declare that
it shall include the Indian. Following that, it seems to me
that when we come to this clause, stating the kind of
porsons who, in counties and towns, shall have a vote, it is
the proper place to lay down the rule I propose as regards
the Indians. I think the hon. gentleman was right in intro-
ducing the interpretation clause at an early stage of the
Bill, so as to show its scope, in order that nobody would be
surprised. The Indian is one of the large classes that are
to be affected by the interpretation of the word "person."
You cannot place the Indian in the clause of exceptions,
dealing with returning officers and others exempted from
the right to vote, but must deal with him under the general
clause.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon. gentleman says
that because the Indian comes under the interpretation
clause of the word "person, " this is the proper place to
introduce his amendment. Well, a judge is a person, sois a
returning officer, so is a paid agent, and yet they are pro-
vided for in the next clause. The general principle is that
all persons having this qualification shall vote; then, in the
next clause, we say that certain persons, who are qualified
by the previous clause, shall, for special reasons, be
excluded,
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%Mr. EDGAR. Such as Chinamen. Why did not the
hon. gentleman keep Chinamen for the next clause? They
are put in the interpretation clause along with the Indian.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). It will be remembered that
wé had a long discussion on the Indian question, on the
interpretation clause of the word "person; " and the First
Minister, at the conclusion of that debate, which was some-
what lengthy, stated that we had taken the debate at the
wrong clause. He was partly to blame for that, for he lead
us into it, or, at any rate, warranted us in entering into it
thon, because we settled the exclusion of the Chinese on
that very same interpretation paragraph on which we dis-
cussed the Indian. However, the First Minister has stated
that it is his intention to make some alterations. We do
not know what they will be or in what direction. I think
it would be desirable, before the subject is fully gone into,'
that we should know what the First Minister intends to do.
If ho does not care to disclose his intention until he roaches
the clause whiQh ho thinks is the proper one, I would ask
him whother he will consent, should the alterations he will
propose be not such as will meet the views of this side, to
allow us to move the amendment which my lon. friend
is proposing.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. You may as well discuss
it now as at any other time.

Mr. KILLS. Does the hon, gentleman propose o tell us
what ho is going to do?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I will, when I come to the
clause.

Mr. MILLS. The han. gentleman objected to defining the
Indian as he meaut the word "Indian "to be understood in the
Act, when we were discussing the interpretation clause, but
he discovered that that was the right place teoexclude Chi-
namen. I understand that definitions are introduced in an
interpretation clause for the purpose of explaining and limit-
ing the scope of the technical words that are used in the
Act to which those definitions apply. The hon. gentleman
said that an Indian meant a person,-and that we were making
a great ado because he had inserted in the interpretation
clause the fact that an Indian is a person. That is a fact in
natural history, and it was not of the slightest consequence
to introduce it in this Act, except for the purpose of the Act.
It does seem to me, and I believe that will be the opinion of
every draughtsman, that the proper place to have limited the
use of the word "Indian" was in the interpretation clause itself,
just as the hon. gentleman uses the word "son" in a techni-
cal sense, and states what the meaning of that word is in the
interpretation clause. He does not propose to say whether
it means step-son, son-in-law or grandson, as well as the son
defined in that particular clause. Why does he give those
defnitions, if not for the purpose of explaining the use of
the word "son" in the different clauses of the Bill? Thus,
in the use of the word "Indian " in the Bill, unless he
intends to enfranchise every Indian in the Dominion who
has a certain amount of proporty that might be crodited to
him, although held from the Crown as an occupant, the
proper place to have defined and limited the use of the
word was the interpretation clause. I arm not going to
argue that point further; it is so clear that it requires no
further discussion. It is only necessary to point out that if
he intended the word "Indian " to apply to enfranchised
Indians and no others-those who have the civil capacity
to make civil contracts, who have control over their own
affairs, and in whom the possession of property would be
the evidence of thrift and foresight, as it would be in any
class of the community-the interpretation clause was the
proper place to define those limitations. The lion. gentle-
man objected to that; he said he would not limit and define
tfie use of the word "Indian" there; that that was not the pro-
per place; but he admitted it was the proper place to

Sir Jo0N A. MAoIDoALp.

exclude Chinamen. Now, when we come to this clause,
and my hon. friend (Mr. Edgar) proposes to limit the term
" British subject by birth or naturalisation " by
excepting Indians on their reservations, and who are
the wards of the Government, the hon. gentle-
man says again this is not the proper place. Why
is this not a proper place ? Will it not accomplish the
object which my hon. friend has in view ? If the hon. the
First Minister is prepared to meet the views of those on this
side of the flouse, to meet the views of the country, of the
great majority of those outside of Parliament who have put
him where ho is, and put his supporters where they are, if
ho is prepared to make a statement to that effect to.the
flouse, we on this aide will leave the artistic question as to
the particular part of the Bill in which that declaration is
to be put in to him. But if he is not prepared to meet the
wishes of the country he ought to be prepared to discuss
this question here just as well as at a future stage of the
Bill. I had, to-day, the honor of presenting to the House a
petition signed by 113 electors residing in the 3rd division
of the township of Sombra.

Mr. FERGUSO9 (Leeds). Seventeen cents' wortb.

Mr. MILLS. No; there is not seventeen cents' worth,
nor is there much sense in the observation, or good taste
either. Hon. gentlemen opposite insult those who petition
Parliament. If there is one right which is more sacred than
another to the free mon living under British institutions, it
is the right of petitioning, but hon. gentlemen seem to think
it is a serious invasion of their rights that there should be a
petition at ail. Upon that petition there were the names of
113 out of less than 130 electors in that polling division, and
a majority of those electors voted against me at the last
eleetion. More than three-fourtbs of all the electors, Tory
or Reform, who reside in that polling sub-division, have
signed that petition.

Mr. McCALLUM. No, no.

Mr. MILLS. The hon. gentleman had botter not say no
unless he knows. He does not know-in this case, and I do.
That polling sub-division lies on the banks of the River St.
Clair. falf a mile across the Chenal Écaité is Walpole
Island, where those people reside whom the hon. gentleman
proposes to enfranchise. Thosewho best know them, those who
support the hon. gentleman and who are my political oppo-
nents, or who have been so up to this time, have petitioned
him not to do this violence to the constitution. I am willing
to give the franchise to any Indian who owns his own land,
who is responsible for his own debts, against whom a civil
process may run, who is liable to perform the same civil
duties as a white man. Further, I am willing to give to
every Indian, whether he is qualified or not, who is ready
to take the risk of that, the opportunity of making the
trial, and when he does, and when he as the same qualifi-
cation as is required of a white man, I am willing to accord
to him the same rights. But the same reason which would
prevent the House from giving the franchise to a child ten
years of age will apply to an Indian. Why do you not give
the franchise to every boy between ten and twenty-one years
of age ? You will not allow him to jeopardise the property
he may inherit ; you will not allow him to make a contract
which will waste his estate ; you say he as not the neceossary
judgment. You give him the opportunity for his judgment to
mature; you exorcise control over him in the interest of the
State, and I admit that that is a right and proper control. But
you go further, and say that he is not prepared to accept
the absolute responsibilities of a free man, and therefore he
cannot have the elective franchise. You do exactly the same
thing with the Indian. What does the hon. gentleman pro-
pose? fHere are 810 Indians on Walpole Island, accordin g
to the returns of the Department of the Interior. Not one
of them pays one farthing of municipal taxes, or eau be
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called upon to serve as a juryman, or can be drafted intothe militia, or can be made subject to a civil process, or has
the liberty to make a contract for himself. But the hon.
gentleman says: I will take the value of Walpole Island; I
will have my revising officer estimate how much the island
is worth; and, if that island, divided amongst all those In-
dians resident there, is sufficient to give each one over
twenty-one years of age a vote, ho shall have a vote. It is
rumored that the hon. gentleman proposes sone change;
that he proposes that the Indians shall have soparate hold-
ings. But the Indian may have a separate holding at any
time by his will; he can give to any Indian that ho can
ascertain will support him a separato holding ; there is
nothing in his way; and that Indian is no more a property-
holder, upon any just principle, than is the man who resides
in a foreign country. In most of the reservations they have
allocations. I believe that every portion of the Moravian
town reserve is allotted. Forty acres are allotted to each
family; and, under this Bill, the hon. gentleman would give
them votes. Yet ho knows that, except some two or threo,
there is not one of them qualified to exorcise the eleclive
franchise. Apart from the question of intelligence, there
is wanting that public spirit which is necessary to the
proper exorcise of the elective franchise, which is noces-
sary in order that the franchise may elevate the Indian
instead of the Indian degrading the electoral system.
Under. this provision the hon. gentleman would give to
these Indians 200 votes. I bolieve that about one vote to
four of the Indian population would ho a fair reprosenta-
tion of the number that would be entitled to vote under this
law on the various reservations throughout Ontario. It is
only nocessary to take up the election returns for the lust
three parliamentary elections, and to take the numbor of
Indians in the different electoral distrits of this country, to
see what the effect of that system would be. In 1880 the
hon. gentleman reported that ho had sont out circulars to
all the Indian agents throughout the older Provinces, for the
purpose of ascortaining whether the Indians were prepared
for a simple municipal system. There was a proposition to
establish municipal councils, to which Indians would b
elected, and of which the Indian agent would be chairman.
They had to deal with the boundary, fences, drains, and the
construction of roads through the reservations, questions of
the simplest character. And what report did the hon. gen-
tleman receive from all his agents? IIe was informed that
the Indians were not sufficiently intelligent to enable
them to work ont such a system as that; and yet
the hon. gentleman proposes give to them the right to
exorcise the franchise, the highest priviloge that
belongs to a free people. I say a more monstruous
proposition was never submitted to a Legisla-
ture. The proposition is se much at variance with al[ our
conceptions of freedom, that I cannot for a moment suppose
that the hon. gentleman had simply the elevation of the
Indian in view w hen ho made it. The way to improve the
Indian population is not to begin with the most complex
features of our political organisation, but to begin with the
simplest; not to begin at the top, but at the bottom. Now,
I see before me the Postmaster^General. The Postmaster
General knows that a more unpopular moasure than this
Indian provision, in his section of the country, and in the
very city which ho represents, could not ho put upon the
Statute Book.

Mr. CARLING. I do not know anything of the kind-
Mr. MTLLS. The hon. gentleman will discover it if ho

does not know it. I have seen myself several communica-i
tions from that city, from gentlemen who have hitherto
supported him, and who doclare that this is a monstrous
proposition. I have seen communications from parties who
have never given a vote except to a supporter of the First
Minister, and who declare that if this Bill becomes lav

neither he nor a supporter of his will ever receive a vote
from them again.

An hon. ME[BER. A good thing for you is it not?
Mr. MILLS. Well, Sir, I do not propose to do evil thatgood

may come. The damnation of such parties is just who hold
that view, and the condemnation of hon. gentlemen would
be a most righteous act, thore is no doubt about that. We do
not soek to do wrong in order that we may profit by it; we
leave that to the hon. gentleman. Now, I would say more
in regard to this measure if thore were not Indians in my
own constituency. So far as the constituency of Bothwell
i- concerned, it does not make the slightest difference te me
whother the hon. gentleman enfranchises or disenfranchises
these Indians. I am opposing the propoettion, not because
I expect either to gain or lose by it-that, I think, is a very
secondary consideration. I am not so anxious tosit here that
I am ready to support a wrong proposition, or to oppose
one right in itself, that I may romain in Parliamont. But I
say that I am not the least afraid of being injured by the
proposition which the hon. gentleman has submitted to us.
I am confident that the number of men who will be
turned against the hon. gentleman in the constituency,
on account of this proposition, wilI exceed the num-
ber of Indian voters ho expects to secure by it. I
say that it is a degradation of Parliament to undortake to
introduce into this Assembly representatives of mon who
place no value upon the electoral franchise, who know
nothing about our free institutions, nothing about its history,
nothing about the struggles or difficulties by which its
freedom has boon obtained; and it is bocause the hon. gent.
leman has proposed to inflict a serions injury upon the
country in this particular that I have entered my protest
against this Bill. It is bocause this Bill possesses so many
mischievous features that I have opposed it so long.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. That is not the Indian question.

Mr. MILLS. I am discussing the principles of the Indian
question, and I cannot for one moment admit that you, Sir,
or anyono else, can undertake to carve out for me my lino
of argument upon this question. Tho proposition before us
is so vicious in its principles, so dograding to free institu-
tions, so well calculated to destroy represuntative Govera-
ment, that I feel myself called upon to state the conse-
quonces which are likely to flow from its adoption. I have
stated the reasons why I do so, no matter what may bo the
political effect of this moasure. In the essay which I read
yesterday from Mr. Gladstone, there is a statement to
which I did not refer, but which is pertinent to this point.
That distinguished statesman observes that nothing can be
more disagrecable to a party or to a publie man, in under-
taking to consider the advantages which are to be
gainer by a particular proposition, than to consider its
effect upon the party before he considers whether it is right
or propor in itself. And, Sir, it is not a question of party,
it is not the advantage which this may give to hon. gentle-
men opposite, or the disadvantago which it may infliet upon
this side of the House, that is the chief thing for consider-
ation. Our systom of government is a system which
roquires forbearance on the part of parties, a system under
which the majority are supposed to put restraints on them-
selves by the consideration of what is right and just, and
not by considerations simply of what will be of particular
advantage to the party at the moment. It is not possible
to preserve that moral elevation which is nocessary for the
security of freedom under reprosentative ins'itutions when
measures of this sort are thr ust upon the attention of Par-
liament and supported by a wh"le party. We must remem-
ber that when we have a proposition so atrocious as I con-
sider this to be, subinitted to Parliament for its considera-
tion, and sought to be forced upon Parliament, there is such
a thing as allegiance toparty, and we are bound to consider
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what is to be the effect on the whole party of the adoption
of a course such as this. The principle of allegiance to
party and of devotion to party leaders we may admit. It
springs from qualities in human nature that tend to elevate
rather than degrade it, if it is controlled within proper
bounds and by proper principles. We see the devotion of
hon. gentlemen opposite to the First Minister, their self-
sacrifice, the extent to which they subordinate personal con-
victions to support measures he may propose; but when you
go behind that, instead of a party existing for the purpose
of accomplishing some great end, it exists merely as an end
in itself. When office is held, not for the purpose of accom-
plishing some general progress for the benefit of the State,
but for the purpose of securing particular individuals in
power, then you are degrading party; and when you do
that, ail the people supporting that party throughout the
country are naturally induced, except when the question is
such as to revoit their moral senses, to give in their
adhension. They are called on to seek for grounds on
which to defend what is indefensible; they are asked
to adopt lines of defence which, under other circumstances,
they would immediately reject, and they so bring a whole
party down to the lower level occupied by those who lead it.

Mr. POSTER. Question, question.
Mr. MILLS. If the hon. gentleman has not sufficient

mental capacity-
Mr. CHAIRMAN. Order, order.
Mr. MILLS. I am in order.
Mr. CITAIRMAN. Tho hon. gentleman is not talking

to the question.
Mr. MILLS. I am.
Mr. CHAIRMAN. If the hon. gentleman continues to

address the Chair in that way I shall name him. I give
the hon. gentleman fair warning. le has spoken in a
rough manner to the Chair before, and I allowed it to pass;
but I will not allow it to pass again. The hon. gentleman
is now discussing the subject of allegiance to party and not
the subject before the committee ; and if he continues to
do so I shall call him to order.

Mr. M[LLS. I must be guidel by my own judgment in
these matters.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Chair, chair.
Mr. MILLS. I have respect for the Chair, but I should

like to exhibit it without sacrificing those feeling of self.
respect which I feel due to myself and to those who sent
me here. In the line of argument I bwe taken I have only
said what I believe to be strictly pertiunt. I am pointing
out that this question of the Indian franchise is a most
serions question. The proposal is one which I think is most
vicious in principle ; and I am pointing out that this evil is
not merely confined to its effect upon members of the party
on that side or on this side of the flouse, but the mischievous
effects of this measure are of a kind calculated to degrade the
moral sense of the entire country. You may think, Mr,
Chairman, this is not a matter pertinent to this question,
but I do. It is a matter most pertinent. If this proposal
is such as is calculated to bring about the moral degrada-
tion of the people that is a most serious objection to the
measure propoEed. If I can succeed in pointing that out and in
making this House beheve it as strongly as I feel it, and
make the country ftel it also, I shall accomplish, in a groat
measure, the objects I have in view in addressing this House.
I care very little in itself whether hon. gentlemen carry this
proposition of Indian enfranchisement or not. That is to me
a matter of very secondary consideration; but I say it is a
matter of grave consequence to see that the country to
which I belong, of the people of which I am a humble
representative, should be placed in such a position; for

Mr. MILLS.

since I have had a seat in this Parliament i have never
allowed myself to be biased by any personal or mere party
consideration.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh, oh I
Mr. MILLS. I do not care a straw what the views of

hon. gentlemen opposite are with respect to myself. I
know myself what I do and the motive which governs me
in my action and conduct. If you, Mr. Chairman, say that
the discussion of the effect of this question on the eonduet
of parties is not in order, I am ready to take my seat. I
altogether refuse to admit that that proposition is a sound pro-
position. It is so unsound I would not be a party to
admitting that I have been ont of order in d scussing the
tendency and effect of this proposition upon the people.
The First Minister, when he made this proposition, declared
it was his intention to enfranchise all Indians who had the
qualifications required in this Bill. That would embrace
every Indian in Manitoba who resides on a reservation.
The hon. gentleman knows it. It would embrace, as he
said at the time it was bis intention to embrace, all the
Indians of the North-West, the moment they had represen-
tation on the floor of Parliament. It would embrace all
male Indians over 21 years, who reside within the Province
of Ontario. I do not know how it will be in Quebec or the
Martime Provinces,for their reservations are ofless value; but
so far as Ontario is concerned, there is not a reservation ex-
isting south of the Lakes that has not sufficient intrinsic value
to give a vote to every male Indian over 21 years. I have
entered my protest against this proposition. Hon. gentle-
men opposite, if they choose to persist with this measure,
have a sufdicient majority in Parliament to place it upon the
Statute Book. But the hon. gentleman should remember
that the question of right and wrong is not determined by
a majority; that in the progress of mankind, general moral-
ity, intelligence and independence of the world, there is a
minority who may be right, and it is said by one of the
first writers on representative government, M. Guizot, a
distinguished French statesman, that the acts of a majority
are always open to question, bccause sovereignty does not
rest with numbers, nor with the supreme authority of the
State, but rests with the principle of natural justice, which
lies behind law, upon which law is founded,and by which the
maintenance of law must be defended. You may, Sir, as bas
been observed by another French statesman, defend law by
bayonets, but they are uncomfortable things to ait upon.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Question, question.
Mr. MILLS. I am not going to discuss this proposition

further. I have stated my objection to it. I say that the
Indians who are not enfranchised, the Indiana who are not
qualified to accept the responsibilities of free men, are not
qualified to accept the highest privilege of free men, the
right of the election of members to this House. I say that
the young men of this country, to whom yesterday yon
refused the elective franchise, the school teachers of this
country, the students in the various law offices, the laboring
men and clerks in the stores and shops, the men who are,
by their honest labor, supporting their own families, are
infinitely better qualified tu exorcise the elective franchise
than those who are dependents on the State, and who would
be reduced to destitution if it were not for Government
interference. You have denied to 125,000 of the young
white men of Canada the elective franchise; you refused it
yesterday by a large majority; and while you voted that
they should not have the franchise you now propose to give
it to men who do not know one letter from another, who
have no property under their own control, and who are
in no respect qualified to exercise that high privilege which
you propose to confer upon them.

Mr. DAWSON. I intend, a little later in the evening, to
move an amendment with respect to the Indiana, as sub.
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section 10 to section 4, to make the law in regard to the
Indians as like as possible to the law as it now exists in
Ontario. Hon. gentlemen on that side have spoken very
strongly in favor of the law of Ont ario in every possible
respect. They have spoken in favor of the law in the United
States. -We had long and eloquent speeches last night in
favor of manhood suffrage, and we were pointed to the
United States, where they enfranchised 4,000,000 of no-
groes. Are we to take them as an example and refuse to
enfranchise -

Mr.DAVIES. The negro was a free man when he was
given the franchise.

Mr. DAWSON. And the Indians are froe. They are cer-
tainly British subjects ; they are certainly of independent
disposition, and through the whole history ot' all those Indian
tribes it was never possible to make slaves of them. They
were always a free, independent and high-spirited race.
Take the example furnished by the North-West just now.
We have heard some hon. gentlemen very cloquent and oc-
casionally very facetious about Pie-a-pot, Strike-him-on-the-
back and Poundmaker. It is much to bec regretted that these
Indians are in rebellion, and we must give every credit to our
gallant volunteers who have gone out to that country to sub-
due the rebellion. But what does General Middleton say of
the indians, or, in other words, of the half-breeds, and in this
part of the country, all through Ontario and Quebec, we have
only half-breeds-there is not a full-blooded Indian among
them? He gave them credit for being possessed of great
courage, and he could not do otherwise, when, out of a force
of 450, with all the best implements of modern warfare
against them, in the harids of the best troops, before they
yielded more than one-half of their whole number feli
down dead or bleeding where they stood. People that can do
that must surely be capable, with proper training, of higher
and better things than rebellion. We have had examples
which show that the Indians are quite capable of exercising
the franchise. Take the half-breeds, the same class of people
we have here; the franchise was allowed te them in Manitoba,
and it did thein a great deal of good. It kopt them quiet, and
they sent half-breed representatives to the Local Legislature
o that Province, some of whom occupied the best offices, onc
of them being President of the Council, and they certainly
were not behind the white men. These people who have
been so sweepingly denounced, we must admit, are British
subjects; they have some rights, and the question is how far
we shall extend to them the privilege of the franchise. I
am as much against extending the franchise to those who
are not deeerving of it as any person could bc ; but no one
has proposed, as has been said here, to give the franchise to
the wild Indians of the forests or the plaips. By this Act it
is provided that they must be possessed of property, they
must live like their white neighbors before they can vote
They pay as high taxes, in proportion as any other people
in the community. They pay indirect taxes to the Dominion
Government, and they tax themselves, where it is required,
to make roads through their farms and reservations, and
they perform the duties of good oitizens all over the
country.

Mr. DAVIES. What taxes do they pay ?
Mr. DAWSON. I have seen a very elaborate statement

of the taxes paid by the Indians, made by a member of the
other louse, and it showed very clearly that the average
taxes paid by the Indians at the prescnt time to the
Dominion Treasury is $6 a head.

Mr. DAVIES. Upon what ?
Mr. DAWSON. Upon the goods they use.
Mr. DAVIES. Yes; furnished by the Superintendeni

General.a

Mr. DAWSON. A great deal has been said about the
annuities paid to the Indians, but they are not gratuities,
but simply payments for their lands. We have heard them
spoken of here as if they were living on charity; but that is
by no means the case. The hon. gentleman spoke very
strongly, and he used a string of strong terms, such as
"most monstrous," 'Ioutrageous," "vicious," " unjust,"
"degraded," "atrocious," " mischievous," "calculated to
degrade the people of this country," and so on. All these
terrible terms which have been flung about so eloquently are
very strong, but they prove nothing. Saying that an Act is
monstrous and atrocious does not make it monstrous or
atrocious. I think the speech we have listoned to from the
hon. gentleman (Mr. Mills) would not do discredit to the
darkest period of the dark ages, when the people were kept
in thraldom, and were not aillowed to assert their rights as
men. The old law of Ontario was:

" Al Indians or persons with part Indian blood who have been duly
enfranchised, and ail Indians or persons with part Indian blood who do
not reside among Indians, thouglh they participate in the annuities,
interest-moneys and rents of a tribe, band or body of Indians, subjot
to the sane qualifications in other respec's, and to the saie provisions
and restrictions, as other persons in the electoral district."

That was for a long time the law of Ontario, and it worked
exceedingly well in the district I represent. There were
very few Indians there who had votes or who asked for votes;
but in my district the i igh t to vote was gi ven to them by the
British North America Act, which provided a household
suffrage for the district of Algoma, which certainly applied
to Indians as well as to all other persons in the district.
In 1883, it having boon, I suppose, represonted to the Gov-
ornment of Ontario that the Indians were voting in a
certain direction, they arnended the law as follows:-

" All Inditns or persons with part Indian blood, who have been duly
enfranchised, and ail unenfranchised Indians or persons with part Indian
blood, who do not participate in the annuities, interet-moneys or
rents of tribe, band or body of Indians, and do not reside among the
Indians."

The fact of receiving the annuity from the Government
prevented the Indian from voting under that law ; but
thero was a good deal of discussion about it in different
parts of Ontario, and the Goveriment secms to have been,
in fact, ashamed of it, for in the last Act they repealed that
pro-eision, and wont back in the direction of the former la*
by adopting this provision :

" Where there is a votera' list, ail Indians or persons with part Indian
blood, who bave been duly enfranchised, and ail Indiana or persons with
part Indian blood who do not reside amon gthe Indiana, though they
participate in their annuities, etc., but the Indians or persons with part
Indian blood who are entitled to vote where there is no votera' list,
shal be only the following, namely :-All Indians or persona with part
Indian blood, who have been duly enfranchised, and all unenfranchised
Indians "-

That is one of the things which the hon. gentleman calls
monstrous, enacted by the Government of Ontario.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Read on.
Mr. DAWSON-

"or persons with part Indian blood, who do not participate in the
annuities, interest-moneys or rents of a tribe, band or body of Indiana,
and do not reside among Indians."

Now, the phrase, "do not reside among Indians," is rather
ambiguous; it might be construed to mean a man residing
with his own family; but I presume the meaning was the
Indians of the forest, who are not civilised in any way. But
what I propose now to move is:

That an Indian or a person with part Indian blood, who has ben duly
enfranchised, or is an unentranchised Indian or a person with part
Indian blood, who lives in a fixed habitation and follows sone trade,
calling or occupation, common to civilised life, though he participate in
the annuities, interest-moneys and rents of a tribe, band or body of
Indians, subject to the sanie qualifi iations in other respects, and to the
sane provisions and restrictions, as other persons in the electoral
district shall have a right to vote.

Mr. LISTER. That includes them all.
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Mr. DAWSON. It does not; it includes only Indians

who live like white men.
An hon. MEMRBER. It includes Indians on the reserves
Mr. DAWSON. This question about the reserves just

amounts to this: There are some Indians living on reserves
who are very far advanced in civilisation, and wbo do not
live among other Indians. There is one reserve on the
Island of Manitoulin, which is about forty miles long, and in
some parts of which the Indians are exceedingly 'scattered.
There are not many of them in a position to exercise
the franchise, and I do not believe that this Bill will give
the franchise to a single Indian more than those who now
enjoy it. It will deprive a few of the votes they formerly had
on household suffrage, and a few outside of the reserves who
have not houses of $150 value; but I do not think, on the
whole, that it will make any perceptible difference in the
number of Indians entitled to vote, at least, in my district.
With regard to Walpole Island, which the hon. gentleman
who last spoke has mentioned, there seems to be some
alarm. I do not know the condition of the Indians
on that island. But I should suppose there was no great
risk in giving them the franchise, because I have been told
that some of them are very far advanced in civilisation. We
speak of the moral elevation of the Indians. I think the
moral elevation of the Indians can be best brought about
by showing them that they have a voice in the government
of the country in which they reside, which once belonged to
their ancestors, and which they ceded to the white man;
and I will give you a very good example of that. In the
Province of Manitoba the half-breeds have been conceded
a right to a voice in the governmont, Tboy vote for
members of the Local Logislature, and if you compare them
with the half-breeds of Ontario and Quebec you will find
that they are considerably in advance of them in general
intelligence, because they have been treated as mon having
rights, and I think we ought to pursue a similar course with
regard to the Indians in the older Provinces. I think it
will be something to be proud of and to rejoice over by
this Parliament, that we have enfranchised the Indian
race and given them something to lift them up from
the condition in which they have always been held.
We have but a very small number of Indians, comparatively
speaking, between the Atlantic and Pacifie oceans, and I, for
one, wiil support this measure of enfranchisement. I am in
favor of treating them as other people are treated. This
Bill goes no further than that; it simply says that the
Indian shall be a person. I hope the First Minister will
adopt my amendment, which defines more clearly what
Indians should vote. I think it will be an improvement on
this clause, because the question has been raised as to
whether Indians are not minors, who receive pay from
the Government. The amendment I propose will settle that
question; it will give Indians, who are qualified as white
men, the right to vote; it will enable them to exorcise thet
franchise if they are in a position to deserve the franchise.t

Mr. WATSON. I am surprised to hear the hon. member@
for Algoma .(Mr. Dawson) make the statements he has justt
made. He says that.Indians have the right to vote in thet
election of members for the Kanitoba Legislature and thate
they have seats in that House,t

Mr. DAWSON. Half-breeds.f
Mr. WATSON. Half-breeds are not Indians; they are

not recognised as Indians in any sense of the word; theya
do not receive any annuities, and the Manitoba Act clearly
defines that any Indian or any person with Indian blood,
who receives an annuity from the Crown shall not be con-'
sidered enfranchised and shall not have a vote. I am sur-
prised thatlhe hon. member for Algoma should insit that
the half-breeds in Manitoba are Indians.

Mr. DAWSON. So they are.
Mr. DAWSON.

Mr. WATSON. If the hon. gentleman should go out
thore and call those half-breeds Indians ho would probably
lose his scalp, if scalping knives were around.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. They must be Indians,
thon; white men do not scalp.

Mr. WATSON. If they were Indian they would prob:
ably scalp. The half-breeds in Manitoba are as true
and as good business mon and as intelligent as any
white men in the country. The Indians are not; they
still persist in carrying on the barbarous practices of the
wild Indians of the forest; they have their sun dances, and
torture themselves for the purpose of showing that they
are brave men. The hon. gentleman says they are brave;
they show themselves very brave by torturing themselves.
I do not think that is a class that should ho enfranchised in
this Bill.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon. gentleman says
that by the Manitoba Act no Indian is allowed to vote who
receives an annuity. That is true, because there are no
Indian reserves there, and therefore there can be no annui-
ties; but the Manitoba Act allows the unenfranchised Indians
to vote.

Mr. WATSON. The Indians in Manitoba who receive
annuities from the Crown, who receive annual allowances,
are disenfranchised; but as soon as an Indian becomes edu-
cated in that Province, as soon as an Indian becomes a person,
as the First Minister describes him, as soon as ho is able te
make a living for himsèlf and does not receive an annuity,
he has as good a right to vote as any white man, and I think
that is right. The amendment of the hon. member for Algoma
(Mr. Dawson) is no botter than the Bill itself, bocause it
provides that the Indian who is in reccipt of an annuity
shall have a vote. Those Indians cannot give an independent
vote at the Dominion elections; they are subject to the pow-
crs that be; they receive any favors they get from the pow-
ers that be, and they certainly would be instructed to vote
by their agent for the powers that be. The First Minister
has stated that ho intends to exempt Manitoba and British
Columbia from the action of the Indian franchise. I am
glad to hear that, but I am still sorry to sec that the Indians
in any part of the Dominion who are not enfranchised shall
have a vote in the Dominion elections.

Mr. WHITE (Hastings). This question of giving a vote
to the Indians has been discussed in this louse for a long
time, and a great deal )as been said with regard to the
Indians on reserves. I do not know what position those
Indians hold in other sections of the Dominion of Canada,
because I am not acquainted with their position in other sec.
tions, or with the course they pursue, or with the claims they
have against the Government ; but I know that, so far
as the township of Tyendenaga is concerned, that we
get a large amount of taxes from the white settlers
living on the reserve in that township. To say that
the Indians on that reserve are beggars or beholden to
the Government is not saying what is true. The hon.
gentleman who sits behind you, and who was bora in that
township, and ought to be on this side of the House, knows
that what I state is true, when I say that the British Gov-
ernrment gave to the Mohawks the township of Tyendenaga,
that parts of the township was sold and the money was
invested for the Indians with this Government and the
Ontario Government, and that there is now $100,000 of
money which was paid by the white people, as part of that
agreement, which has not been credited to the Indians, and
which they are claiming and entitled to to-day. The money
they get from the Government is the interest on the money
received for the sale of their lands and invested for them at
4 per cent.; and there is not an hon. member in this House
who, if he got by treaty from the Government the whole town-
ship of Tyendenaga, and occupied .it as a reserve or rented it,
or to whose credit the monoy for which any portion of it
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was gold, if any were sold, was placed in the hands of the
Government, the annual interest to be paid to him as
annuity, who would not consider that he was under no
obligation to the Government for receiving that amount, as
it was only his just due. I hold, therefore, that any man
who says the Indians are beggars or dependents because they
receive this annuity sys what is not true. The hon. gentle-
man says they pay no taxes, but I can tell him that the town.
ship gets annually 8700 from the white tenants on the Indian
reserve. When there is a road made on the reserve or a
bridge built the township council pays part of the expense
and the Indian council pays the other part. Is thereanything
wrong in that? I ask hon. gentlemen opposite why they
sneer before they know the facts. I oontend that is just
what one township always does to another. Take two
adjoining townships: if there is a boundary bridge or road
made between them, does not each pay its share of the
expense ? If, on the reserve in the township which the
Indians own and is now sold to the whites, a bridge or a
road is made, the township council pays its share and
the Iadian councl pays its share also. What is there wrong
in that ? Are the Indians therefore to be called beggars, or
dependent, and be told that they are under a compliment to
the Government of the day? Not at all; and I say that
from the reserve the township gets from the white
settlers the sum of $700 per annum. Let me just
say that, so far as the Indians of the township of Tyen-
denaga are concerned, they own thoir own allotments
of land. They make their agreements with the white men,
the Indian council carries out those agreements, the rents
are collected and paid to them, and they do with their rents
as they please. The Government do not lay out the money
for them, but send a cheque on the Bank of Montreal, and
they take that cheque and do as they please with it. Does
any white man do anything different from that ? Then,
they work their own land, they sell their own grain, they
buy their own cattle and reaping machines and buggies, and
they go to their church, and you will see them just as well
dressed and as well conducted as any gentleman in this
House. I say it is contemptible and mean for any hon.
gentleman to stand up here and tbrow slurs upon them.

hey are just as true, just as loyal, jat as generous, just as
sober and industrious, as many of the men who stand up
here and utter sucb harsh, unkind words against them.
They are just as loyal to the Government and just as true to
one another as hon. gentlemen who stand up and use harsh,
unkind and unbecoming words in their regard.

Mr. CHfAIRMAN. The hon. gentleman bas made use of
the words " contemptible and nean," with reference to
remarks of hon. gentlemen in this Hlouse. These words are
not parliamentary.

Mr. WHITE. Perhaps I have spokon too strorgly, but1
have we not heard strong language on the other side ? I
just heard the member for Algoma read a list of those strongj
adjectives-yes, very strong. Did you call those gentlemen1
to order? If I have used a word that is harsh it is because
I feel that an injustice is done to a race of people who ought
to be assisted, elevated and placed in their proper position.
I do not believe there are ten Conservatives in the whole
county of Hastings who will object to the Mohawks on thec
reserve getting a vote, and there are hundreds and thou-t
sands of Reformers who widl be anxions to have themC
enfranchised. They have said so to me repeatedly;s
they have said that they aie entitled to enfranebisement.d
There are Mohawks in the township of Tyendenaga whot
could sit in this flouse with benefit to the House and the
country, and if this- Bill becomes law I believe some mem-
bers of the Indian bands will be elected to this House, and
they will be a credit to it. I wish to-day, from the inmost
thoughts of my heart, that there was a member of an Indian
band to stand up here and defend his race, for in that case
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there would not be so many slurs thrown or such unbe-
coming language used in regard to the Indians. The time
is coming when they will. You cannot accuse them of
being disloyal to the British Crown. You accuse them of
everything bad you posai bly can, and in a way which I do not
think is becoming to the representatives of the people. I do
not know what other Indians in other parts of the country
may do, or how they are situated, but I say that, in the
township of Tyendenaga, the Indians are entitled to the
franchise and Ihope they will get it. They are not all
Conservatives. A few have votes now, and they are divided.
Who can tell how they will vote ? I think the member for
South Brant will agree with me in that

Mr. PATERSON. We will try to get some of them.

Mr. WHITE. Of course you will; a few Indians have the
vote now, and some vote Conservative and some vote Reform.
We are not battling to get them enfranchised beoause we
believe they are all Conservatives, but because we believe it
is right and just, and I believe the majority of the House
will carry out that right and that justice with scaroely a
dissenting voice, so far as the Conservative members are
concerned. It bas been said that I am very anxious to get
the Indians enfranchised. There are lots of hou. members
in this louse who were not hero when I first had the pri.
vilege of being a member, though they may have been here
occasionally since. I have been here continuously for sixteen
Sessions, and I believe that I can carry East Hastings
whether the Indians are enfranchised or not. I have
worked for many of the electors there for 84 and 85 a
month, thirty-three or thirty-four years ago, and I am repre.
senting what some call a Reform constituency, though every
time, except once, when I was opposed by a Conservative, I
have been opposed by a Reformer. The First Minister and
his Government did all they could to keep me from being a
member of this House-the hon. gentleman who ought to be
the leader of the opposite party, but who was treated as they
treat the Indians, kicked, cuffed, insulted and put out.

Some hon. MEMBERS, Ordor.
Mr. WHITE. Order! Is it an insult to tell a man ho

is not fit to lead a party, that ho is not fit for the position ?
I believe in speaking plainly and truly, and I wish he was
now the leader of the Opposition, as he ought to bo. But he
was in the Ontario Government and ho brought his candidate,
and 1 fought the then leader of that Government and the
then leader of this Government, and I got elected, and
whether the Indians are enfranchised or not I believe I can
be elected. But 1[say that they are entitled to the franchise,
and I am satisded they should get it.

Mr. LISTER. The hon. gentleman has taken occasion to
deliver a very violant tirade against some hon. members on
this side of the fHouse. What ho las spoken about is not
the issue we are now discussing. It is not whether the
Indians have sufficient intelligence to exorcise the franchise
properly and discreetly, but what the Opposition contend
for is, that so long as they are wards of the Government and
under the control of the Indian agent and the Superinten-
dent General, who, I believe, is the right hon. gentleman who
leads this Government, it would be the grossest impropriety
on the part of this Government, or any other Government,
to enfranchise those people. It requires no difficult stretch
of the imagination to see that, under the peculair circum-
stances in which they are situated, influences of every
description would be used against these men, guileless as
they are, in reference to the political institutions of the
country ; and the result would inevitably be that their vote
would be cast on the side of the Government party. I am
delighted to hear from the hon. member for North Hsstings
or South Hastings, I forget which.-

Mr. BOWELL. He is neither.
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Mr. LISTER-that the Indians have in the past few

years i mproved their social and intellectual position to such
an extent that they are fit to exercise the franchise properly ;
but only three years ago, less than five years ago, the hon.
gentleman at the head of the Government reported, in a Blue
Book which he sent to the House as the result of his enqui-
ries throughont the country, that the Indians, and among
them those my hon. friend from East Hastings talks about,
were not in a position to be granted the simplest sort of
municipal government. Will he tell me that, in these five
years, these people have advanced so much in intelligence
and become so well acquainted with the system of govern-
ment that they are now in a prime condition to ho entrusted
with the ballot and to cast their votes intelligently. I fear
the hon. gentleman does not speak in an. entirely disinter-
eted manner on this question. I believe h has a lingering
hope that, if the franchise is granted to the Indians on the
Tyendenega reserve, most of them will be found voting for
him. Why does lie not come out manfully and admit that
these are the motives which actuate him, instead of putting
on the mask and representing that his motives are purely
and simply for the best interests of the Indian race If it is
thought that the Indians are sufficiently advanced in intelli-
gence to exercise the franchise, by all means give it to them.
But when you give them the franchise I think you ought to
sever the bonds that exist between them and the Government
of the day, and cast upon them all the responsibilities and
duties of citizens. Why, Sir, if this class of men were placed
upon the electorate we would have different reserves
throughout this country invaded by such men as invaded
Algoma and Muskoka district during the recent elections.
The indians would be influenced by emissaries of the Govern-
ment. Sir, if these men were not, five short years ago, able
to undertake the simplest form of municipal government,
is it reasonable to suppose that to-day they are in a position
to receive from this Parliament the right to u4dertake the
highest and most complete system of government ? Is it not a
miserable subterfuge to say that this measure will have any
other effect, or is designed to have any other effect, than to
destroy one or two Liberal members of Parliament, and to
make the seats of a few Conservatives more safe ? But is
that any compensation for this grievous evil that will be done
to the country, by throwing amongst the electorate a class
of men totally uneducated and ignorant of the most
fundamental principles of responsible government ? It
is idle to argue anything else, and the men who argue
that the Indian, in the condition of bondage in which
he now is, should be entrusted with the franchise, I claim
are not acting sincerely. I consider that it would be
dangerous to the commonwealth to place that class of mon
among the electorate. The member for Algoma (Mr.
Dawson) remarked that the United States had enfranchised
the Southern negroes. I admit it ; but not until they had
severed and shaken off the shackles of bondage in which
those negroes lived. If you want to enfranchise the Indians
of this country, enfranchise them, but out from their feet
the shackles which now bind them to the Government of
the country. If these mon are sufficiently intelligent
to manage their own affairs, why is it necessary
that the Government should send an Indian agent amongst
them ? Why, Sir, it would be in violation of the law for the
Indians to sell one stick of timber off the reservation with.
out the consent of the agent. They cannot enter into a con-
tract by which they are bound, in the eye of the law, any
more than a minor of 15 years of age. They cannot make a
will but that it is subject to h disallowed by the Superin-
tendent General. In every condition in which you look
upon them they are as helpless, and more helpless, than
the child of 10 years of age in this country. Yet men
have the face to stand up in this Parliament and say
that these men should be granted the franchise. A
more monstrous proposition I never heard from the

Mr. LIsTER.

mouth of any living man-to say that the Government of
the day shall keep these Indians in a state of bondage, that
they shall keep them in a state of tutelage, to say that they
cannot make a will without the sanction of a Government
agent, that they can do nothing. but what a child could do,
that they are to remain under the influence of the agents
on the Indian reservations throughout this country-I
repeat that a more monstrous proposition was never uttered
by the mouth of man, and I say the man who seriously
defends that proposition is not sincere.

Mr. WHITE. I am sincere.
Mr. LISTER. I say if the man is sincere who states that,

he bas some sinister or selfish motive in what he says. Give
the Indian a vote if you like. I have 500 of them in my
county. I care not whether they are enfranchised or not.
They cannot defeat me, if every man voted against me.
Enfranchise them if you like, but, with enfranchisement,
cast upon them all the responsibilities of other electors of
this country. The hon. gentleman from East Hastings
(Mr. White) says that a large majority of the Conservatives
of his county would support the Indian franchise. I do not
know what they would do in that county, but I do know
that in other counties that is not the sentiment of the
people. 1 would take the liberty of' reading an extract
from a letter received only to-day from a prominent and
and life.long supporter of the iigbt bon. gentleman who
leads Bthis House. I say this extract echoes and voices the
feeling of large numbers of Conservatives throughout
western Canada. He says :

"I have been carefully watching the action of the Government in
pushing through Parliament the Franchise Bill, notwithstanding the
opposition offered to it by the Opposition. Although a Conservative all
my life, and having much sympathy with the party In the past, I am
compelled, in justice to myself and to my country, to protest againEt
this most iniquitous measure as it is proposed to pass it."

He says further:
" The extension of the franchise to the Indians, and the revising

barrister clause, must be, to every independent mind, an indication of
weakness."

He goes on further to say:
" And as for myself, this measure alone compels mte to cast off alle-

giance to the Conservative party and ally myselt to the Opposition, who
are contending for right against might.'

If hon. gentlemen think proper to dispute the correctness of
that letter, I say that the man who wrote it is one of the
most prominent men in the section of country in which
he lives, and that is not in my own county. He las been, as
he states, a life-long supporter of the right hon. gentleman.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Name, name; give usthe name.
Mr. LISTER. I will give you the name if you will pro-

mise not to House it. I wili let you see the letter. It is a
private letter to myself, and I would be committing a
breach of privilege to make it public.

Mr. WOODWORTH. When a letter is read to the
House, or a portion of a letter, the House is entitled to have
that letter laid upon the Table.

Mr. LISTER. Perbaps you would like to have a news-
paper article laid upon the Table.

Mr. WOODWORTH. I would like to see the letter.
Mr. LISTER. Well, you are not going to get the letter.

The hon. member for East Hastings (Mr. White) has told
as that the Indians pay taxes. I say the Indians pay taxes
in the same way as the rest of the citizens of this country.
They pay taxes, of course, if the-

Mr. WOODWORTIH. I rise to a q.uestion of order. The
Chairman has not decided the point 1 raised, and before the
member goes on any farther I would like to have that ques-
tion decided. The hon. member for West Lambton (Mr.
Lister) bas read here a letter; he las animadverted on that
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letter, and stated that it was from a life-long Conservative,
a thick-and-thin supporter of the right hon Premier, and
then ho went on quoting the letter, and ho now refuses to

ive the name of the writer and to place this letter on the
T'able. He stated it was private, after giving what portions
of it he liked. That is not according to the rule. Tho rule
says, any momber who chooses to read a letter or portions
of a letter is obliged to place that letter or paper on the
Table, so that members may see it.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Read the rule.
Mr. DAVIES. Before you decide the point, Mr. Chair-

man, I desire to call the attention of the committee to the
fact that only last Session a letter waa read by a Minister
of the Crown-a most important letter, an official letter, a
letter affecting the moneys of the public te the extent cf
8375,00-and that letter, after it was read, was deliber-
ately withheld by the Minister, who refused te place it in
the bands of the committee, and to this day the country has
never been able to get its hands on that letter. The action
of the Minister was endorsed and backed up by the hon.
member who bas raised this point of order to-night.

Mr. MULOCK. The hon. member (Mr. Lister) merely
stated that ho was quoting from a letter. Ie informed the
committee that ho did not propose to lay the letter before
it, because it was a private communication. There can be
no doubt that he stated that all ho proposed to do was to
quote from it. He practically laid it before this liouse
and the committee when ho read those extracts, and all
that could be asked would be that ho should, with his own
hands, copy those extracts and hand thom in. The corn-
mittee could not call an hon. member to violate private
correspondence and te lay such a document before the
House.

Mr. VAIL. I will refer te a particular case. I remem-
ber in 1876-77 a letter was road in this House, and a party
somewhat connected with it asked that it be rond at
the Table, and the Speaker decided that the House could
not call for the letter.

Mr. CHAIRMAN (Mr. Hall). In my opinion, the point
of order is not well taken. The rule cited refers only to
public documents and not to private documents.

Mr. WOODWORTHI. I want to state what the rule is.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. There can be no discussion on the
Chairman's ruling, unless there is an appeal te the House.

Mr. LISTER. No doubt, when this Bill was first intro-
duced it was the intention of the First Minister to enfran-
chise the Indians throughout the length and breadth of the
Dominion. We have the hon. gentleman's own statement,
recorded in Hansard, that such was his intention-that the
Indians in the North-West and British Columbia should be
enfranchised; and we have the satisfaction of knowing that
since then ho bas considerably modified those views; and
now, if we can judge from his expressions and the expres-
sions of the hon. member for Algoma, the intention of the
First Minister is that this Bill siail only apply to the older
Provinces of the Dominion. I admit that upon many of the
reservations there are Indians who are probably well able
te exercise the electoral franchise. But if that is the case,
those Indians, if they want te exercise the franchise, have a
method provided by law, by which they can become enfran-
chised Indians and be entitled to assume the same status as
white men. There bas never been, froin any body of Indians
in this country, any petition asking Parliament to confor on
them the franchise. Further, there has never been a peti-
tion from white people asking this Parliament to confer the
franchise upon indians, The idea of conferring the fran-
chise on Indians was, no doubt, given to the First Minister
by an hon. gentleman in this liouse, probably by the hon.

member for Algoma (Mir. Dawson), who is greatly inter -
ested in their enfranchisement.

Mr. DAWSON. I am not specially interested in Algoma
ih that way. I bave stated already that I do not think this
Bill will increase the Indians enfranchised in Algoma, and
I say so now.

Mr. LISTER. This Bill must inevitably inerease the
eloctors in Algoma. I do not wish to deny the hon. mom-
ber's statement, that he believes this Bill will not increaso the
eloctorate of the district of Algoma, and I am bound to give
the hon. member credit for sincority; but I know something
about the district as well as the hon. gentleman, and in my
opinion the conferring of the right to vote on Indians will
Iargely increase the vote in that district. This is a recent
idea of the First Minister to give Indians the vote. We
have the fazt that for soventeon years the hon. gentleman
bas, Session aftor Session, introduced a Bill to regulato the
franchise througbout the Dominion. The Bill now before
the House is the first time the hon. gentleman has proposed
to give the Indians votes. The First Minister had not such
an idoa in 1880, bocause in that year ho roported to this
House that the Indians were not sufficiently advanced to
exorcise intelligently the simplest form of municipal govern-
ment. I believe that in no other country in the world would
such a proposition bo entertained or ho made by the
Excntive. In the United States they have Indian
reservations, the same as we have. In the State of
New York thero are a number of reservations; in the
Western States theie are reservations as well as in
the Eastern States. The Indians thore- are under
the control of the Government, as are the Indians in Canada.
They recoive gratuities, just as our Indians do ; and in
the State of New York, where a large number of them are
to be found, they are equally intelligent with our Indians.
The facilities for educating thom are fully equal, if not
superior, to those in this country, and in every respect they
are equal, it not superior, to the Canadian Indians. And
who ever heard of the United States-that country of man-
hood suffrage, that country which gives to overy immigrant
that cornes into it the right to exorcise the franchise and
take a part in the affairs of that great nation-who over
heard suggested or whispored an intention on the part of
the Govorunment of that country to confer on the Indians
the right to vote? Why, Sir, the proposition is too mon-
strous to have found a resting place in the minds of any
statesmen on the other side of the line. It remained for
Canada-that country of queer political doings-to invent
the idea of giçing the Indians votes. It is not to bo
wondered at that in Canada this idea should find a
plec and find advocates, when we remember our peculiar
political condition, when we cast our oyes back for a fev
brief years, and remomber what bas taken place in this
country. I say it is not at ait surprising that the First
Minister should be found introducing a Bill such as the one
now under consideration, a Bill which I have characterised
before as a fit companion to the infamous Gorrymander
Bill which was passed in 1882. I say we have no ight,
under any such state of circumstances, to give the Indians
a vote. In the eye of the law the Indian is a minor; he has
not one of the responsibilities of citizonship cast upon him.
Ho is not able to enter into a contract which is binding
upon him ; he is unable to mako disposition of bis goods,
by will or otherwise ; ho is unable to make any disposition
of his land, or what pertains to bis land ; ho is under the
control of the Superintendent General, through his agents
throughout this country. lie bas a right to expect that
advantages might be withhold from him if ho does
not act in accord with the wishes of the Superin-
tendent Genoral and of the Government of which he is
a member. These, Sir, are circumstances which would
influence the Indian, and would influence the white man, if
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he occupied the same position, The Indians are only
human, like ourselves, and with such resistless means of
influencing him, is it unreasonable to suppose he would
cease to be a free man; that his ballot would be cast undet
pressure and his vote would be given in support of the
Government? Is it a worthy act of the Government; does
it redound to their credit; does it show courage on the part
of the Government, that they should attempt to take this
power into their hands? Surely they are strong enough in
the country without doing that. We have heard, over
and over again, the changes rung in this House that the
party in power are as powerful as ever, and if they are,
with two to one in the House, why are they afraid
to go back to the country without this piece of
Jegislation, giving the Indians a right to vote under the
circumstances I have attempted to describe. Sir, the only
reason which the hon. member for Algoma gave for confer.
ring the franchise upon the Indians was that they pay taxes
into the Dominion Treasury. Now, if that was the principle
upon which the franchise was adopted, then we would have
wianhood suffrage in this country, in which case there would
be some logic in the argument of the hon. gentleman; but,
unfortunately for him, that is not a principle which actuates
the First Minister in this legislation. The principle here is
à different principle altogether. The hon. gentleman has
thought proper to quote the law from the statutes of Ontario,
but I believe the statute which lie quoted is a statute
1•elating to the district of Algoma, and not to the other por.
tions of Ontario-a district whicli had exceptional legisla-
lation, where certain people were allowed to vote, and where
people who, perhaps, lived in a tent all night, called them-
selves householders. But, Sir, the legislation of the Province
of Ontario is fair in every respect, because it permits the
Indian to vote if he is enfranchised. If hoeis free from the
influences which the Government can exercise over him,
and if le is not residing amongst the tribal Indians, he las
a vote, provided lie has the same property qualifi-
cation as a white man. In that respect the grounds
on which the vote is given are perfectly clear and
logical, because there can be no possible influence of the
the Government if the Indian is not living on the reserve
and ceases to be under the influence of the agent in charge
under the Government. Thon, I say the measure before
the House, as well as the amendment, should be rejected
by this House, from the statement made by the First Minis-
ter himself in 1880, when he proclaimed that the Indians
were not fit to assume the rights and powers of municipal
government. It should be rejected because the Indians are
infants in the eye of the law, and are in a state of tutelage,
under the control of the Government. Until that influence
is removed I say it would be unjust and disgraceful for any
party to enfranchise these people. If they are intelligent
enough to exercise the franchise, give it to them. But give
thom their money or their property, to do with what they
like. If you say they are not provident enough to take care
of their proporty, that they will waste it, thon you admit all
we contend for; you admit that they should not exorcise the
right to vote. If you say it is the duty of the State to preserve
their property, you admit their want of intelligence, their
want of thrift, and all that we complain of as reasons for
their not receiving the franchise. That being the case, it
would be unwise, unstatesmanlike and disgraceful, on the
part of any political party of this country, to confer the
franchise on these people, under the circumstances I have
stated.

Mr. DAWSON. I wish to offer a word of explanation.
The hon. gentleman who lias just spoken was kind enough
to attribute to me personal motives in the view I take of
the Indian franchise. I do not think that was quite parlia-
mentary; but I can assure the House that I have no per-
sonal motives in the matter. As regards the district I

Mr. LLsTm.

represesent, I think the Bill will leave the franchise much
f the same as it je at present, though eventually, as the Indians

become civilised, the number enfranchised may be increased.
. We have not a large number of settled Indians in Algoma,

although we have a great number of wild Indians in the
a forest; and until they begin to settle down, the Indian

franchise in the district I represent will not be very large.
a Again, ho says the only reason I gave why Indians should

have votes was that they pay taxes. I did not give that as
a reason why they should have votes, but why they should
not be deprived of votes. If all the Indians in Algoma had
votes to-morrow, I have no knowledge that they would vote
for me, for a largo proportion of the few who had votes

f voted against me at the last election.

Mr. SPROULE. The hon. member for Lambton (Mr.
. Lister) displayed a good deal of warmth in dealing with

this question, and used a good many strong words and
phrases in reference to other hon. gentlemen who have
spoken on this subject-I thought, perhaps, more than ho
was justified in using, under the ciroumstances. He imputed
improper motives to the hon. member for East Hastings
(Mr. White) because ho supported the measure, and said
that no hon. gentleman who spoke as that hon. gentleman
did was sincere. He talked as if lie was speaking from
principle; but, after a little, ho inadvertently let out what
was the secret of his warmth on this question. Hoesaid there
were several hundred Indians in his constituency, and
then he went on to say, in a boasting way, that ho did not
care whether they were enfranchised or not. Any one
listening to his argument must reasonably have come to
the conclusion that with him there were personal consider-
ations at stake; and if he can impute improper motives
to the hon. member for East Hastings and the lon. member
for Algoma, we can, with equal propriety, impute improper
motives to him in the argument he advanced. He said it was
the most monstrous proposition ever submitted to this House;
that in no other country in the world would it ho under-
taken, and that we have no right to give the Indian the
privilege of voting; yet his next proposition was that the
legislation of Ontario was fair in every particular. If the
hon. gentleman had been as fair as he professed to be, hoe
would have admitted that the Province of Ontario has given
the Indians the right to vote already, and that they have
voted time and again. Yet hoesays the law which
allows them to vote is fair in every particular, but it is not
fair for this House to pass a law to give them a right to
vote. I know something about how the Indians were dealt
with. In the election before last, in the Muskoka district,
the timber inspector there, who supported Mr. Mowat's
candidate, went out among the Indians, and it was
currently reported, and I believe correctly, that ho
bought up nearly all the Indians in the district,
collected them in one place, and took them to the
polls and got them to vote. After that he took the
Indians away, took their dresses from them and put them
on the squaws, and took them in, and got them to poll their
votes. That was done under the law of Ontario and by the
friends of the Ontario Government. But it was rumored
that Mr. Mowat's timber inspectors did not retain that con-
trol over the Indians that they would wish, and ho
inserted in his Bill that nice little clause, that any unenfran-
chised Indian receiving any money from the Dominion Gov.
ernment should have no right to vote; but as long as ho
could get the votes of the Indians, ho was perfectly willing
to give them the right to vote. There is nothing done by
this Bill but what ias been done before; there is nothing
unreasonable in it; and I believe, if there is one thing more
than another that will tend to the moral elevation of the
Indian to the level of the white man, it is to give him t.he
right to vote, to confer upon him the same privileges, duties
and responsibilities conferred upon white men.
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Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I had supposed, after the because, as 1 said befere, 1 do not think it should b. our
strongly expressed views of the representatives of the Pro- policy to force a measure on the Indiana, but to Rive them
vince of British Columbia, who so firmly support the the privilege and opportunity of becoming enanohised,
Government, that the hon. First Minister would have when they are prepared to avail themselves.of this oppor-
re-considered his Bill and allowed it to apply to the Indians tunity. If honi gentlemen opposite vote down tbis propo.
in all the Provinces and to the North-West Territories alike. sition, they wil vote down a proposition W give a vote te
With reference te this Indian question, if we are te judge every enfranchieed Indian, and they will place themselves
hon. members opposite by some of their observations and in the position that their deire je to give the vote to the
by the articles we see in the press, it is a question that is unemancipated, unenfranchieed Indiana. Lot me point eut
not thoroughly understood by them yet, and it is desirable to you the actual position of hon, gentlemen opposite, as
that there should be sufficient discussion to enable us to shown by reference te the Indian Act. The hon. member
ascertain what the position of the Indian really is, and what for Est Hastings spoke rather warmly, with reference W
benefits we propose to confer upon himby the Act now before some expressions which feu from the hon. member for
us. Hon. gentlemen opposite ±ofems that they are champion- Manitoba (Mr. Watson) and some othore with reference to
ing the cause of the Indian, at they are desirous of lifting some of the Indian bande. Re appeared te rosent them as
him up from the lower scale he occupies to a higher level; warmly as though some of the descriptions were appicable
and they.assume to themselves a ceitain amount of virtue te the particular band of Indians with whieh h. je more
in saying that they desire to do that, and, by necessity, would acquainted. This fact muet b. borne in mmd, that there 18
seek to fasten on members on this side of the louse, who a différence in the progrese which has been made by the
are net in favor of extending the vote te the Indians in the Indians, Dot only in the différent Provinces, but in the dif-
manner proposed in this Bill, the charge that they are feront bands in the Provinces. There le no doubt about
actuated by a desire to keep some human beings, who are that; the Indian law recoenizes that faot, and there.
possessed with souls like other people in the community, fore the proposition te give a vote to, or even te
in a lower sphere than the latter occupy. Do those enfranchise the Indiane, as a body, in any of the
hon. gentlemen not know that not only in this land, Provinces, is a proposition tee general in its seepe,
but in all lands where constitutional government prevails, for there are but few bande, that I know, of which would
it bas been the Liberal party who have maintained the be fittod teercise it. There was a band in the ceunty
rights of the people, who have sought to elevate the masses, of Essex, the Wyandotts, who became wholly enfranchised,
who have ever sought to confer privileges and blessings who assumed the responsibilities of citizenship, and wbo
upon them, who have ever sought to aid those who are have a ve, as they are cntitled te have. Other advanced
stuggling upward in the race for life; and if they have been Indians in different bands who are in a eufficientiy advanced
opposed at all in this good war, they have boon opposed by position and dosire te become enfranchised, have the means
the party represented by hon. gentlemen opposite. The placcd in their bands, in tho machinoy of the enfranchieing
very tradition, the history, the record of the Liberal party, clauses of the Indian Act, te beceme enfranchised; and la
ought itself to be enough to convince hon. gentlemen tint way alone can yen enfranchise the Indiana, in that
opposite, without any statements or arguments on tis side, way alone can yon make tie Indians citizens cf tus country,
that when they interpret the actions of bon. gentlemen on receiving its full rigits aad iberties and assuming its
this side as a desiie to keep down human beings in this funl responsibilities? It is idb te eay that the Billbefere
country and not to give to them liberties and rights, they us enfranchises the Indian, as that word je understood in the
have misapprehended our position and fail to understand Indian Act. It cannot do it; tie First Minister himself
the queston. Who opposes the elevation of the Indians and would tell you, if yen asked him, that it cannet do it. In
the enfranchisement e the Indians? Is it any one on this what position are tie unemancipated and unenfranchieed
side of the House ? l it not the desire of every one on thisIndians? Read the epening clauses of ti.IndianActalone:
side, as I trust it is of hon. gentlemen on that side, that the '"Te expression 1Superintondent Genrai'1'moans the Superintendont
Indian may becorne elevated, raised in the public scale, and General o! Indian Atfaira; the expression 'Deputy Superintendent Ga.
have conferred upon him the rights and privileges to which orl',means the Deputy Superintendent-goueral of Indian Affaira; the

ho e ale e asum th repon epression 1 agent' or 1'Indian agent'1 means and iucludea thoecommis.ho is entitled, as soon as h is able t assume the resp sioner, assistant commisoner serintendnt, agent, or other offr
sibilites of citizenship? But I reiterate what I have stated acting under the instructions ot the Superntoudeut Gencral; the expres-
before, that the Bill in your hands, Sir, the proposition ofsion 'porion'1meana any other tlan au ludian; the expresaion 'baud

ninoemeans any tribe,. band or body of Indiana who are on or are luteretted
the Government in this Bill, is net to elevate the Indian o in, a resrve, or iu India landsiu cemmon, of whi the legal titl la
iota, not to elevate him in the slighest degree in the social ,eoted lu the Crown-"
scale; it is to do nothing for the Indian mentally, physically, Tint is how the lands cf these individuals are held. The
morally, or financially-it is simply a proposition to give a titi. is vested lu the (rown.
vote to the Indian unemancipated, under the management oftgwho share aliko lu the distribution cf any annuities or intereot moules
the Government, and controlled by the Government. Infact, for which tho Goverumout of Canada la respousibl."
it is a proposition to place a certain number of votes at theo we come te the Department of Indian Affair,
control of the Government, for the purpose of strengthening New<wten
themeelves in the position they occupy. This is a question wesodemptetlfthe unemantedunenraif
in which there need be no darkness at all. We havetee the
official documents; we have the laws relating te Indians; we teIndians and hie local agents residing on the reserves.
have the machinery that has been devised by Governments IlThe Minister of the Interior, or the hoadtany other Departmeut
preceding ts Goverment and continued by this Govern-appointed for that purposby thGoernor nounil, sha be the

precdin ibs Goernentand ontnue by hisGovrn-Suporiniteudont General of Indian AffaiM ,and shah, as ouch, have the
ment, by which the Indian may be elevated, may be enfran- coutrol and management of the landaad properties of the Indians lu
chised; and the very resolution, the very amendment tht anada."
is in your hands, Sir, offered by an hon. member on this And it je while the.Indian'e lande and hie liberties, and hie
side, shows you plainly that there isno desire on the part of prepertie. and iii. rlgits, are undor the management and
hon. gentlemen on this side to keep the Indians unenfran- under the control of the Superintendent General, thnt the
chised. The resolution is that the vote shall be given to all hon, gentleman proposes te give hum a vote, te have hie
duly enfranchised Indians. We propose to give it to the lands and the management of is affairs under precisely the
enfranchised Indian; wewant to give it to every enfranchised same control after the vote is given te humsa they were
Indian; we, on ti side, desire that the Indians, as soon as befor..And yet some of those hon, gentlemen wiil venture
they arn ready to avail themeelves of rigit, should have it, Whnay that it i a proposition which it isadvible t adopt:
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" There.hallbe a Dqparment of the GivIl Service of Oanada which

shall be called.the Department of Indian Afairs,and which shall have the
management, charge and direction of Indian affaira. The Governor ln
Counal may appont an officer who, shall be called the Deputy Superin-
tendent oeneral of Indian Affairs, and may also appoint such other o.ffi
cors, clerks and servants as are requisite for the proper conduct of the
busineps of the Department. The Governor in Council may also, from
time to time, appoint officers and agents to carry ont this Act and Orders
In Counell anade under it, which officers and agents shall be paid in snob
a mannor and at snob rates as the Governor j nCouncil directs, ont of
any.fand that in appropriated by law for that purpose."

I have read these sections in order to point out how abso-
lately under the control of the Superintendent General and
his local officers and agents the unemancipated, unenfran-
chised Indians are. They have the sole control and manage-
ment of the Indians' affairs. While retaining them in that
position the hon. gentleman proposes to givo them a vote.

ithout going through the whole Act, which is not noces-
sary, I would point ont where the hollowness, if 1 aay not
the hypocriey, of this Bill is, when thora is an attempt made
to justify it on the ground that it is designed to do the
Indian some good or to raise him in the social scale. There
is a way by which that can be accomplished, but it is only
by the machinery rovided in the enfranchising clauses of
the Indian Act in that way alone can an Indian be
elevated, can he be made a free man, can he occupy the
same plane occupied by the white citizens of this country..
But is there a proposition from the Governmont to amend
the Indian Act in the direction of giving greater facility to
the Indian to become enfranchised, by making these
clauses lese strict, by shortening the term of probation,
by making it easier for the Indian to avail himself of
the Act, to do away with clauses of the Indian Act which
have been revised and are kept in operation with a view of
keeping the Indian as an Indian, of keeping him on the
reserve, of retarding any desire that might be ie him to
burst the bonds and to get greater freedom. Thera are
clauses in the Indian Act designed by the parties who put
them there to prevent the Indian leaving the reserve and
mingling with the white people, and endeavoring to work
his way upward, as the other races in the country work
their way up in the struggle, in the battle, and in the race
of life. The Indian Act, as it will stand after these
unemancipated Indians are given the right to vote, inflicts
fines and penalties on the Indian who will leave bis reserve
and try to make a man of himself. Let me read you a
ecotion:

" Any Indian who, for fire years continuously, has resided in a foreige
country, without the consent, in writag, of the Superintendent Generalt
or bis agent, shall cease to be a member of the band of which he or she
was formerly a member, and shall not again becofme a member of that
band, or any other band unleus the consent of sncb bandtwith the
consent of the Superinteuwent General or his agent, is firet obtained.'
If an Indian would like to leave a reserve whore bis energies1
are crippled, and has public spirit enough to go to the.
Republic to the south of us, as many of our sons go, if he
goes there and engages in some trade, or calling, or occupa-
tion, and works his way up, then the Indian Act imposes a-
penalty on him if he does not come back within five years
and settle on the reserve. Why not give him liberty to go,
and wish him Gad-speed, as you do to your own boy? Why0
impose tho penalty that, if he ventures t:) do that, is sharef
of the land whch he holds in common with the others shall
be forfeited, as to the lases. Either the hou. member for
East Hastings (Mr. White) has been mistaken in the pro.
position he laid down as to the Indians in Tyendenaga leas-
ing their holdings, or th:se Indians who have violated the
Provisions of the Act and are liable, and the mon who have
leased from them are liable. The Indian Act is framed to
prevent an Indian leasing his land to a white man. I thinkr
t would have been a good thing to give the Indian the right,

when ho desired to do it, to lease his holding to a respect-
able white min. In that way, they would have intelligent,
capable white farmers scattered throughout the resrvo,
whose example would. be an inoeetive to theo Indina

gr. PaTasoN (Baut).
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e#gaged in agricultural pursuits to imitate them in their
b#pr mod of farming. But our Indian Act is framed on
te principle: Da not let the whitea get in there at all, or the
Indfins will become so advanced that they will not want to
romain in ta state ini whicli they are; and if they do not
waut to romain in that state, the office, the employment, the
services of the local agent will not be wanted. The tendene
is to keep the Indiam where ho is. It 1e not so very long
ago that our Indian Act was framed in such a manner that
this was the effect of it. It was changed, and I take a little
credit in a humble way for having it changed; but, nder
the Act as it stood, if an Indian woman lived in a Mate of
adultry with a white man and had five or six ohildren, she
and her children would draw their shares of the interest
money of the band; but, if shia turned round, and married
that white man, and lived according to the laws of God and
man, our Indian Act cut her and her children off from
receiving their share of that fend. We got that wiped out,
and now the Indian woman can marry a white man and ge
her share, but her children cannot participate in it. Whether
we went far enough or not I will I ave you to decide, but at
any rate we made a stop in the right direction. There is
the field in which gentlemen opposite, who desire to advance
the cause of the Indian, should work. Help the. men who
desire to see the Indian advanced. By this Bill you do not
do anything in that direction, but you ehould, by amend-
monts to the Indian Act, remove the disabilities under
which you put a progressive Indian, you should make
more simple the machinery by which the Indian seek-
ing enfranchisement may obtain it. Then you mu>
fairly claim to be the friend of the Indian and one
who desires to help him forward in his course.
I might go on, for almost every clause of the Indian Act
shows the complote state of the tutelage and wardship in
which the Indian is held. The first section I read shows
that the control and management of his affaire are in the
hands of the Government, and every section of the clause
dofines whee, where and how the Government may come in
and exercise that control. The clause relating to what I
spoke of last, with reference to Indian an woman marrying a
white man, stands now in the amended form this way in the
Act. (The hon. gentleman read section 11 of the Indian
Act, relating to intermarriages). So, any woman who
marries a white man forfaits her rights to her share in the
land which she has in common with all the other members
of the band. I leave it to the committee to say wheth r
thut is right or not; but permitting ber t- share in the
annuities, as we do here, is a great advance upon what the
law was a few years ago, when, if she married a white man,
that would have entailed upon her the further penalty of
losing the interest of the money to which she is entitled.

Mr. HICKEY. She would have had a good protector
when she married the white man, as much as any other
woman.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Yes; but the hon. gentleman
would hardly say that a white woman, when she marries a
man, should therefore forfeit any property she had in her
own right. The design of the IndianAct is to koop Indians
from intermarrying with the whites, to keep them shut up
on their reserves, and to romain in their present state.

Mr. BERGIN. Then you think it desirable that white
men should marry Indian women.

Mr. PATERSON. I think if a white man and an Inlian
woman desire to b. united in the bonds of matrimony, this
Parliament of Canada ought not to impose any fîmes or
penalties for doing so.

Mr. BERGIN. It doos not.
Mr. PATERSON. Yes, it does; I am pointlng that out.
Mr. BERGIN. You are trying to, but you ar not suo.

eoding.
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Mr. PATERSON. Well, I trust, Mr. Ohairman, I have

convinced you. I heç. pointed ont that the Indian woman,
if she married a man remaining on the reserves, has her
share in common of the lands there, but if she marries a
white man she forfeits her share of the land. And, in addition
to forfeiting her share of the land, she at one time forfeited
ber share oftheinterest money. We have amended the Indian
Act, as concerns the interest money, but the penalty of
forfeiting her share in the lands is still upon the Statute
Book. I have inted this out, showing that the whole
tendency of the I dian Department and the management of
it, is in the direction of keeping the Indians as Indians, of
reprossing them, of keeping them down. There is a clause
which says a man shall frfeit his right in the lands if he
lives fbr five years in the United States, if he as enough
courage, if ho las enougih publie spirit, to go over there
and work his way up, and does not come back inside five
years and go on the reserves. Now, lot us take one or
two other clauses, just to see the position the Indian
occupies. (The hon. gentleman read section 20, where the
Indian may devise certain property by will.) Now, h. may
make his will, but if it is not approved by the Superinten.
dent General that ends the matter.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). The approval follows the
approval .by the band.

Mr. PATERSON. Yes ; and here again you see the lack
of control on the part of the Indian. Even if the Super-
intendent General was not there, they are controlled, in
devising thcir own pro rty, by the band. Does not that
show the absence of self-control on the part of the indivi.
dual ? If ho fails to have donc that, then he is declared to
have died intestate, and the will is of no force at all. The
may make their will, but if it is not approved by the ban,
and also by the Superintendont General, that ends the mat-
ter, and the Indian Act declares ho shall have died intestate.
(The hon. gentleman read section 30, prohibiting the Indians
selling their produce under certain fines and penalties)

Mr. BOWELL. Does this apply to all tribes ?
Mr. PATERSON. It applies to the Indians of the Pro-

vince of Manitoba, the District of Keewatin, and the North-
West Territory.

Mr. BOWELL. It does not apply to the Indians of
Ontario ?

Mr. PATERSON. No. It applies to the Indians to
whom this Bill proposes to give votes. These Indians are
not able to dispose of their produce, except under certain
retrictions. When this Act passes the Manitoba Indians
will be in the position of votera.

Mr. WHITE. No, they will not be in that position. 9
Mr. PATERSON. We have had the member for Eut1

Hastings telling us so.
Mr. WHITE. No; you had the First Minister making

the statement that the Indians of Manitoba and Britisi
Columbia were not to be included in this Bill.

Mr. PATERSON. The ion. Minister has changed bisi
mind, becanse he explicitly answered the ion. member forJ
Bothwell that this Bill would include the Indians of the
North-West Territory and British Columbia. The lion.
gentleman changed his mind after the question had been
debated-about a week afterwards.

Mr. WHITE. On the very same day the conversation
occurred with the hon. member for Bothwell.

Mr. MILLS. By looking at Hansard, the hon, gentleman
will se. it was nearly a week afterwards.

Mr. PATERSON. One of the members for British Col-1
umbia last night assured us he wanted the Indians to vote.1
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So we have reason to believe that the Pirst Minister h
changed his mind sgain.

Mr. WHITE. It would not -apply to them, either.
Mr. PATERSON. It was on 4th Maytbat the Ministoe

made that statement. It was drawn frcom hum by members
of the Opposition; and, reoollecting this faot, it is rather too
much to blame us for the original statement of the Firet
Minister, that he proposed te give the franchise to Indians,
who, under the IndiAn Act, were not at liberty to tell any
of their own produce.

Mr. WHITE. Suppose we admit that the First Minister
changed his mind. You are arguing now as if he had not
changed hie mind. Yet you say he has done so.

Mr. PATERSON. Now theb hon. member for Cardwell
admits--

Mr. WHITE. I admit nothing. I said Assume be ha.
changed his pind,

Mr. HILCKEY. The First Minister asked that the discus-
sion on clause 9 should stand over; but the hon. gentleman
(Mr. Paterson) will not wait for the explanation.

Mr. PATERSON. The First Minister was asked to give
an explanation, but ho said the discususion hd better go un.

Mr. BERGIN. Not a discussion on the Indian Act,
which is not before the Hlouse, but the discussion on the
Franchise Bill

Mr. PATERSON. What I gathered was, that perhaps the
First Minister's mmd was fot fully made up, Nesys ho
consults his colleagues, and it may be that after further dis.
cussion he will go further than the announcement made on
4th May. He, himself, said that the discussion had better go
on; and therefore, at the request of the First Minister, wo
are going on with the discussion, and it does not come with
god grace from hon. gentlemen o posite, after we have
been invited to go on, to say we shoud have taken another
opportunity to do so. They must have forgotten that we
are discussing this matter at the express wish of the Miniter
himself,

Mr. BOWELL. In all fairne., does the hon. gentleman
think it is right to discuss the Indian Act and then to tale.
the provisions of this Bill as applicable to the tribes in the
North-West and in Manitoba, and make the dolaration he
has done, after the deolaration of the First Minister, that ho
did not intend to enfranchise those Indians. I ask whether
that is a fair argument ?

Mr. PATERSON. No; I was not using It in that way.
Hon. gentlemen have interrupted me so often-and I do not
object-that I had not finished the reasons why I entered
upon that line of argument. I was pointing out that the
First Minister had delared, after discussion, that ho would
exempt those Indians; and I have just said that I do not
know whether the First Minister has not again changed hie
mind on that matter, whether ho does not mean to recede
from the position taken on 4th May, and include the Indians
of British Columbia and Manitoba, that idea being forced on
my mind by the line of argument adopted by the members
for British Columbia last nigLht, and their statements that
they desired to have Indians enfranchised.

Mr. BAKER (Victoria). I rise to a point of order. The
hon member for Brant (Mr. Paterson) and theb hon member
for Bothwell (Mr. Mii ls) are repeatedly making the state-
ment that the members for Britieh Columbia have said so-
and-so regarding the Indians. I beg to remind those hon.
gentlemen that because one hon. member-and, as a rule, I
have the greatest regard for what he says. and I pay him
ea legltimate deference to whieh he is enti.lud-still I do
not allow him to speak for me, or for the whole of the mem-
bets of British Coumbia, whether as regar4s the enfran.
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chisement of the Tndiana or any other subject. I also wish
hon. members of the Opposition to understand that I am not
to be coerced into speaking when I do not f eel inclined, no
am I going to be retarded when I do feel inclined.

Mr. PATERSON. I am very sorry if I have done injury
to the hon. member, as I did not mean to do so. I suppos
I used the term "members for British Columbia," instead of
saying 4lthe junior member for Victoria (Mr. Shakespeare)."
The senior member for Victoria .(Mr. Baker) las not yel
expreesed himself publicly on this question.

Mr. BAKER. He may, ere long.
Mr. PATE RSON. I was going to say that perhaps the

First Minister may again change hie mind. Hon. gentle-
men opposite, I should judge from what they say, mean to
exempt Manitoba from the operation of the Bifl, in which
case the. section: I read, prohibiting the Indian irom selling
hie produce, or another person from buying lt, would not
be applioable, and therefore it may be left ct of considera-
tion. But every other provision I read as to the disabilities
of the Indians applies to the most advanced bands of
Indians in the Provinces of Ontario and Quebec, and te the
most advanced Indians in those bande. There are intelli-
gent men, who have made a great deal of progress, so far as
opportunity had been given them, on some of the reserves.
I will give you an instance in point. One of the Indians
from my own reservation came to sec me the other day,
and he had some business with the Department of Indian
Affairs. lIe belonged originally to another reserve, and he
had gone from that reserve to the Six Nation reserve, had
married a Six Nation woman, and had lived on the Six
Nation reserve for some time. HRe is acting as interpreter
there, and is, besides, a kind of lay missionary. His
appearance, hie dress and his mode of conversation
were as creditable and as gentlemanly as that of
many gentlemen in the House at the present time.
Re was one of the most advanced Indians it was
possible to find. I went with him to the Department
cf Indian Affaire. His mission there was to receive com.
pensation for improvements made on bis homestead, on the
reserve where he ad lived before going to the Six Nation
reserve. He told the officer that he came for that purpose,
and he was asked on what pay-roll he was entered. "The
Six Nation," he said. "Then you are not on the other,"
said the officer. "No," he said, "and though I am on the
pay.roll of the Six Nation, I have no land there." "No, I
suppose not," said the officer, "because you have no right,
but your wife has." "<Yes," ho said, " but I have not and
I cannot get any." "No," was the reply, "because when you
married you should have been sent back to your own reserve
with the woman you married." That, Sir, to an educated,
intelligent Indian, who acte as a lay missionary and inter.
preter. The official only did what the law required, but
this will show you how absolutely even these intelligent
Indians are under the control of the Government-just as
absolutely as the most ignorant. Now, allow me to call
your attention to section 38, which will show, either that
the hon. member for East Hastings was mistaken in what
he said, or, if he was correct in stating that the Indians
were leasing their own lede, and drawing their own
money on their own account, they were acting
in violation of the Indian Act. (The hon. gentle-
man here quoted section 38 of the Act in question).
Now, Sr, how shall we advance the Indians. It ias been
stated several times that in 1880 the Superintendent Gen-
eral sent out enquiries te the different agents throughout
the Provinces, but more particularly, I believe, in the Pro-
vince of Ontario, to ascertain what advancement the Indian
tribes lad made, with a view of determining whether they
might not adopt something in the form of municipal gov-
ernment for the management of their own affaira. In hie
report the Superintendent General regrets to say that in

Mr. PATEasON (Brant).

the great majority of cases the answers were not favorable;
t that the Indians, even in the Province of Ontario, had not
r advanced sufficiertly to adopt anything like a simple form

of municipal government for the management of their own
affairs. The matter lay in abeyance, and last year the
Flouse passed what is called the Indian Advancement Act,
an Act which is designed to enable the more advanced
bands of Indians to adopt a simple kind of municipal gov.
ernment, or, in other words, to enable them to substitute
councillors to be elected by themselves to manage their
own affairs, insteal of there being managed by chiefs,
as they have been in times past. That Act provides: (The
hon. gentleman read several clauses of the Act in question).
Last year this House passed this Act, by which the more
advanced bodies of Indians, with the consent of the Super,
intendent General, might try the experiment of managing
their municipal affairsby the election of counoillors, instead
of living them to be managed by their chiefs ; and we had
no more confidence in the ability of even the most advanced
Indians to do that than to provide that, if after trying it, they
had found it not te work satisfactorily, the Government
could at any time, by Order in Cuncil, compel them to
abandon it and return to their former system. And yet it
is proposed to give the right to vote for members of this
liouse to Indians of whose ability to elect councillors to
manage their municipal affairs we had great doubt. That Act
further provides that the local agent of the Superintendent
General shall preside at the meetings of those councillors and
control and regulate all matters of procedure and form. If
the Saperintendent General were in his place, i would like
to ask him whether any of the Indian tribes have taken
advantage of this Advancement Act. I do not know whether
any of his colleagues or any hon. gentlemen opposite can
give me the information ; but I do not myself know of any

and having availed itself of the permission there provided.
The Indians in my own county, I claim, are as advanced
as any other Indians in the Dominion of Canada, and they
met the other day to consider whether they should adopt
it, and they decided that for the present they would not do
so; and yet we propose, in this Bill, to confer upon them the
highost duty of citizenship-to voLe as to who shall make
the laws of the land. The proposition is so indefensible
that I do not wonder that hon. gentle-non opp >.ite are so
disgusted at hearing the absolute control the Department
possesses over these Indians in all their affairs pointed out
by hon. gentlemen on this aide of the House. In that
Advancement Act the Superintendent General retained
pretty summary powers of dealing with the members of the
council. If any member shoald be proved to be a habitual
druokard, to be guilty of taking a bribe, or of dishonesty or
immorality, the Superintendent General could remove him
from that position; and yet hon. gentlemen opposite will
continue to argue that the Indians are entitled to the same
rights and privileges as other citizens of this country while
in their present position. The proposition is so ridiculous
that we have not found hon. gentlemen opposite rise up and
discuss it on its merit. Nor has their press discussed it,
nor can it be maintained, because it is a proposi-
tion not designed to benefit the Indians, but it is
a proposition, the effect of which it is hoped will be that
strength will be added to the Government in some con.
stituencies, by the aid ofthe votes given to those Indians,who
are so much under the Government's own control. But it
has been denied that this provision will give an advantage
to the Government. It has been said that the Indians will
divide in their political views as they do in religions
matters. That is true; I have no doubt that the Indians,
individually, have their different views and sentitnents ;
Indiana differ, as do white people; and it is probable that
very many of these Indians will cset their votes for
those whom the Government would not care to have
them cet their votes for. But there is no disguising
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what is revealed in the laughing, shining face of givirg the vote to unemancipated Indians will not shu
the hon. member for East Hastings (Mr. White). them out; but if it did,othermen will be bore; the Govern
Ie sees safety for himseoif at the next general election in ment of a froe country will go on ; there are as good me

this Indian voting proposition of this Act. There can be no1 out of the House as in it; and therefore we can discuss thi
doubt about that. There has not been a happier man in the matter regardless of how it will affect individual members
House since the Bill was before us, and I venture to say but we cannot speak of it irrespective of the influence it wil
there is no way in which that gentleman's face could bo exercise on the country, and the influence it exercises upom
lengthened more effectually than if the First Minister were those who. charged with deliberating upon public questions
to rise and say that ho had arrived at the conclusion that shall, for the purpose of weakening an opponent or strength
while the Indian was not enfranchised this provision was ening themselves, vote to do that which they would hesitat
premature, and that he would propose it should not come to defend in thoir place in the House, and which they hav
into operation for five or ten years. There is no proposition not defended in their press, but which they must defend an
that would have the effect of elongating the hon. gentleman's must answer for on the 211 hustings before which they wil
countenance so much as that. The hon. gentleman boasted have to appear when the next general election comes round
that, in an election gone bye, he carried his county against Some hon. gentlemen have pointed out that the Indians may
a nominee of the First Minister eand against an hon. gentlo- not be compelled to vote as the Government may direct
man on this side; that ieran independently, as he bas boasted because some of them can read and write, and mark thei
time and again, and defeated both the Governmont and the ballot, ana that therefore this proposition is right. I wil
Opposition; but I will tell him that if he thought now ho read you a statement that the First Minister made, and i
would have the influence of the Government and the Super- struck me as a statoment not very complimentary to the
intendent General against him at the next election, his inte- workingmen and mechanics of this country. He said, on
rest in giving a vote to the Indian would soon die out. 1 page 1630 of the Hansard:
may have misinterpreted the hon. gentleman, but that is my "By the right of the ballot, the Indian Is as fully protected and a
opinion. There is a slightly concealed pleasure exhibited on fully independent as the workingmen of the factory. ne is as indepen
the part of hon. gentlemen opposite; there has been a dent in.every way, and the Indian can not only make his mark, but ho
good deal of quiet chuckling among them at the proba- can write his name, in the older Provinces."
bility that perhaps the hon. gentleman who is now Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). Hear, hear.
addressing you, and two or three others who have not, Mr. PATERSON. Well, the hon. member for Card
unfortunately, commended themselves to the good feeling well endorses that. Let me put him on record foi
of hon. gentlemen opposite, nmay, by the operation endorsing it. The statement is there made by the Firsi
of these votes that are under the control o the Government, Minister and endorsed by the hon. member for Cardwell
be deprived of a seat in this House. Well, they are wel- that the unenfranchised and unemancipated Indian, the sole
come te ail the satisfaction that thought will give them. It control and sole management of whose affaire is vested i
is not a high or a noble sentiment, and they are welcome to the Superintendent General, who cannot make a will that
all the satisfaction they can take out of it; but I say if it is will last after his death, if the Superintendent General does
in the interest of the Indians and the community that they not desire ho should do so, who cannot enter into contracts
should be given the right to vote, while they romain in a who cannot bo sued fer debt, who cannot be called upon tc
state of tutelage and wardship, it matters net what member serve as a juror, who cannot be ordered out for military
of the House may lose bis seat or retain his seat. That is service by the Government of the day, is as independent a
but a minor matter. The great principle of the welfare of man, is in every way as good a man, while in thal
the nation, and the wolfare of those who constitute the position-
nation, must be the paramount interest and the paramount Mr. WHITE. No.idea in ail legislation that is enacted bore; but having
proved, as I think I have, that this proposition is not in the Mr. PATERSON-while in that position of bondage or
interest of the Indian, that it does nothing for the Indian, tutelage, as the workingman in the factory.
that it can donothing for the Indian, the conviction is forced Mr. WHITE. The hon. gentleman has put the case in a
upon the mind, not only of hon. members on this side, but way net warranted by the quotation ho made, and he has
of hon. members opposite, that there is a design in giving done so for the purpose of putting me on record. What
the vote to the unemancipated, unenfranchised Indians, and the First Minister stated, and what I entiroly endorse, is,
that design is that certain members opposite may that while in the act of voting with the ballot-and the
have their positions strengthened thereby, while the whole point of the First Minister's statement is in those
position of certain members on this side may be weak- words " with the ballot "-the Indian is as independent as
ened thereby. The position of a member of Parliament any man, whether a workingman in a factory or not.
is an honorable position, if it be won in an honorable
manner. For my part, I do not wish te occupy a seat in Mr. PATERSON. It needs no limitation or provision at
this House if I cannot obtain that seat in an honorable, al. If the Indian is not as independent as the workingman
manly, straightforward manner. I would scorn to accept in the factory be is not as well fitted to vote,
a seat in Parliament that would not be mine by the free Mr. WHITE. That is not the point.
opinion of the free electors of the county that I represent,
even if I could get it by legislative enactment, cither Mr. PATERSON. The hon. gentleman bas given away
directly or indirectly, passed in this House, to secure it. the case. le admits that the workingman of the factory
There is sometimes too high a price paid for what men is a man who is freer in some respects than the Indian.
esteem. an honor, and if a man is willing to sacrifice prin. He claims that the Indian, having the ballot, may vote
ciples of manliness, of justice, of fair play, of what is right independently, because the Government noed not know
between man and man, in order te weaken or detroy a poli. about it, but if the Governmont did know he would not be
tical opponent or to secure himself in his own position, Jet independent. In what position doces the case stand ? Does
him have the honor, if ho can enjoy it. He bas paid for it the hon. gentleman propose in amendment that only the
a price that every honorable man should revolt against Indian who can read and write can have a vote ? No.
being compelled to pay. No, Sir; we will discuss this ques. The Bl proposes to give a vote to the Indian who can
tion apart from all effect it may have on ourselves. I sup. noisther read nor write, who cannot sign hie name or tell
pose, if the people of the country think it necessary that what man hoeis voting for, unless the ballots be of different
certain members in this House shal have positions, even coloraei and we are told this is right, because, under the
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ballot, those who can read may vote independently. I
deny that; I deny that the man who cannot make a bar-
gain, who is not called upon to serve on the jury, who
cannot manage his own affairs, who is completoly under
the control of the Government, can vote as independently
under the ballot as the workingman. I say he cannot,
and the Indian himself knowâ it, and will acknowledge
'it-the Indian who bas to gel the permission of the Super-
intendent General before he can engage in any of thoso things.
I do not wish to detain the committee further, but, before
this Act is passed members opposite must make up their
minds that this Indian question will be discussed to such an
extent that the country outside will thoroughly know it.
They know it now. Petitions, with hundreds and thousands
of signatures, have already come into the House, stating that
they do not approve of this measure, that ,hey do not
believe it is in the interests of the country or of the Indians
to give them a vote, still leaving them in a state of tutelage.
The only argument which has been attempted in favor of
giving the indian a vote was that which the bon. member
for Algoma (Mr. Dawson) alleged to-night, that he ocontrib-
utes to the revenue and pays taxes.

Ir. DAWSON. One of the reasons.
Mr. PATERSON. I will venture to say that our sons

over eighteen years of age contri bute as much to the reve-
nue in the way of Customs and Excise dutios as the average
Indian does. They are permitted to enter upon the path
of life for themselves; we allow thern to make their own
arrangements; they secure employment or enter into a pro-
fession, and their parents, in the vast majority of cases,
allow them to make their own bargains, to draw their sal-
aries and to spend them, and in buying their clothes
and their food, and other articles which they use,
they are paying the taxes. Just before the
amendment was moved by my hon. friend from West
Ontario (Mr. Edgar), you declared carried by this committee
a provision that a person to vote must ho twenty-oue years
of age, no matter whether he paid takes or not. If the
unemancipated Indian, under the absolute control of the
Government, is to have a vote, why shall not the sons of
Canada, between eighteen and twenty one years of age have
it ? They are serving in your volunteer ranks in the North.
West now, they are shedding their blood--

Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh.
Mr. PATERSON. Gentlemen may jeer at the volunteers,

but I say they are doing a grand work. The gentlemen
who are sneering at them may be commended for it by those
who approve of those sentiments, but I say they are there,
not one or two, but by the score, defending their country
and maintaining its rights, and yet yon have declared that,
though they are over eighteen and in the ranks, they shall
not vote, and you propose now to vote down an amendment
which rays that an unenf ranchised, unemanciped Indian, who
is under the control of the Government far mora than those
young men are under the control of their fathers, shall not
vote. The country will have something to say on it. The
duty of the Goverument would have been to take the voice
of the country upon this, because they are doing that which
they cannot be sure they have the approval of the country
for.

Mr. IHICKEY. That involves expense.

Mr. PATERSON. It does not necessarily involve a great
deal of expense. A general election costs 8iO,000, and if
this Bill passes and the estimate of $500,000 a year for
working it ise correct, you could have four geneial elections
and Save on the amount in one year. The First Minister
.ays the computation has been extravagant, but we do not
know what the cost will be. He says he intends to have a
simple machinery; but giving him credit for a desire to

Mr, PATERaON (Brant).

simplify the machinery, if he gives the work to the judges
and they do it in ton days, as the hon. member for West
Toronto said, the expense will be lessened, but how on earth
are you to have a complote list ? You cannot have it done
cheaply and correctly and justly and honestly; and above all
things we must have it honest. I am sorry the First
Minster was not present to hear the powerful reasons I have
given and the line of argument I have adopted, because it
may be necessary, before the discussion is over, unless he
pays ho is prepared to accept the amendments we are mov-
ing in the interests of the country, for me to take advantage
of lis occasional presence to enforce some of the points
which have a material bearing upon the question and
which ought to be fully considered. I do not wonder
at the hon. gentlema's going out of the House
to-night, seeing that ho was here very steadily during
the afternoon. This is an important question, upon which
I can speak without personat feeling. I have my opinions
as to what is meant and designed, and I have heard from
individuals who seemed rather pleased about it that would
naturally stir up some resentment, but we get accustomed
to that. Individual interests do not matter, but there are
principles concerned; there is the difference between right
and wrong, and there is a responsibility upon the Govern-
ment and upon every member of the committee on this
question. The effect will not be good upon the Indian and
cannot be good upon the country. If the First Minister has
a desire to bonefit the Indian no one knows botter how it
is to be doue. It cannot be done through any Franchise Bill,
but only through amendments to the Indian Act. Let him
introduce those mendments, which will enable the Indian
to reach a higher standard, and he will receive the hearty
support of members on this side of the louse. Our position
cannot, unless purposely, be misunderstood by hon. gentle-
men on that side; they must not repeat and their press may
not repeat, after what has been said, that we are opposed
to the enfranchisement of the Indians, for our amendment
proposes to give the vote to all enfranchised Indians.
We are opposed to the unenfranchised Indian being given a
vote while the Government fasten upon him, and keep
fastened upon him, the shackles, the tutelage and the
wardship in which they have held him, and held him in a
degree that I consider bas not been in the interest of the
Indian nor in the interests of the country. My hon. friend
from East Grey (Mr. Sproule) gave a description of the
Indians voting in Muskoka which the First Minister was not
present to hear. He said the agent bought them up bodily,
I understood him to say, the whole drove.

Mr. SPROULE. I said it was currently rumored that ho
bought them up, and I believed ;t was so.

Mr. PATERSON. I am glad the hon. gentleman has
corrected me. He knows what ho said. But it was
reported, and ho believed, that the agents of the Ontario
Government had bought up all the Indians in the district.

Mr. SPROULE. Not all. 1 did not make use of any
snob expression.

Mr. PATERSON. The expression was that they had
bought them up in vast numbers and got therm all together,
I think ho said, in one place, and run them down on the rail-
way, as I understood, and voted them.

Mr. SPROULE. I said nothing at all about thb railway.
Mr. PATERSON. Well, run them to the polling booth,

and there they voted. I want the First Minister to notice
what lis own supporter said of the Ontario Government
having bought them up, the whole band, and their having
voted for the Ontario Government candidate. They. took
them back, and took the male attire of the Indians who had
just voted and put it upon females, and marched them
down and voted them'also. Is that corret ?

fr. SPROULE. Yes ; that ie correct.
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Mr. PATERSON. These are Indians who have been

exercising the franchise, and apparently under the Ontario
Act.. These Indians are not under the control of the'
Dominion Government. Then ho goes on to explain that
the Dominion Government began to have its power felt a
little, and when they began to make their power folt, the
Ontario Government's power began to weaken, and whon
the Ontario Government folt their power weakening, owing
to the exorcise of power by the Daminion Governmont
bore, then the Ontario Governmont passed an Act disfran-
chising them.

Mr. SPROULE. The hon. gentleman is making an
entirely misloading statement. I saidywhei they began to
find that the Indians were deserting them-I did not say by
what power-then Mr. Mowat introduced a measuro that
would disfranchise them.

Mr. PATERSON. If the Indians were secured by pur.
chasing they could be secured that way again, I suppose.
Therefore, if they doserted, there must have been some cause
for it. There is the picture drawn by the hon. gentleman's
own supporter, bis strong defender, the mouthpiece of the
Government in this debate, the gentleman who bas taken
a more active part in it than any Minister of the Crown,
and ho must therefore be recognised as the exponent of the
views of the Government. There is bis description of the
Indian vote, and how it can be handled. And, Sir, if it be
a true picture, will be, in face of thati support a proposition
to give to the unenfranchised, unemancipated Indians,
wholly under the control of the Dominion Government, the
power to cast their votes and be operated upon by the
Government in this manner ?

because the quotation which he afterwards made, with refer.
ence to the independence of the Indians with the ballot,
shows that the speech was before him-I think it was rather
unfair of him to fall into that lino of argument. I find that
on the 4th of May, during the general debate upon the sub.
ect of the word "Indian," and before any vote had been
taken upon it, the First Minister used these words:

" When the word •'Indian' was put Into the Act by myself I must &ay
that I had reference, in ny own mind, to the Indiana of the olâ Provinces,
where they are educated and have been under a olviliuing process for
years and years, where they have schools, where they can read and write
-the greater portion of them. I take is that the Indians l the Province
of Ontario, as a rule, can read as well as the white men. The majority
of thern were so tar advanced in civilisation that the. hon. member for
Brant himmeif. inhie speech in 1880, wanted to have them enfranhised
immediately."

And in another portion of the same s eech, the Firet Minister
said :

"I said. however, that w-en putting in the word 'Indian,' Ihad
reference altogether to the Indians whom I believed hd shown themselves
qualified to act as electors and be elected ; and when we come to the
proper portion of the Bill, ai the hon. gentleman called it, I had intended
and do intend to move an amendment by which it shall he applied only
to the older Provinces."

Again, at the conclusion of the speech, the First Minister
said :

"In the newer Provinces, lu the North-West and In Manitoba, per.
haps in British Columbia, they are not yet ready for the fratichise ; and
it is my intention, when we come to the right place, to move an amend-
ment in that direction. But as regards the Indian, the educated Indian
of t he old Provinces, our brethren living in the same Province with us,
under the same laws, and carrying out the same laws as efficienfly asu
we do-they do not fill our prisons in as large a proportion to tbeir
number as the whites do. In fact, we seldom hear, comparatively speak-
ing, of Indian crime. You find them steady, respectable, law.abidng
and God-tearing people, and I do not see why they should not have

Mr. SPROULE. Are the Indians the only parties that the vote."
can be bought up? Lt doos seem to me, with that speech, from whioh I have

Mr. PATERSON. If the hon. gentleman wishes to inti- quoted passages, lying open beforo the bon. gentleman
mate that other parties have been bought in the same way, when ho addressed you, Mr. Chairman, and this eommittee,
1 leave it to him to make the statement. If such is the it was not fair, te say tho loast of it, te argue as if it wore
case with the enfranchised Indians, what will it be with the intended that votes would bs givon to the Indians of tho
unemancipated, unenfranchised Indians? Sir, we need net Nort-West, Manitoba and Keewatin.
any further discuss this question as to the advisability of Mr. PATERSON. Did I do that?
giving a voto to Indians who arc unemancipated and under Mr. WIITE. Yos, you did.
the control of the Government, who would no.t bo, notwiîth-
standing the utterance of the First Minister-certainly, not Mr. PATERSON. The hon. gentleman doos not wish to
ail of them-at liberty to cast their vote as they wisbed. do me an injustice.
My position is: Elevate the Indian, give him every oppor- Mr. WHITE. Certainly fot,
tunity, force it not upon him, but you cen only give it to
him tbrough the maehinery of the enfranchising clauses of Mr. PATERSON. Whon the Minister ofCu4oms called
the Indian Act, aided and assisted by the Government ; but my attention te the point, did I net expressiy Bay se? But
this Bill proposes no relief for the Indian at ail, leaves him1Iwent on te argue that iL was a change of mmd on the part
just where ho was, giving the vote to the unenfran.cf the First Minister, and that I did net know but that the
chised Indian, who will romain unemancipated and under mombers for British Columbia might change bis mmd back
the control uf the Goverument ater ho bas lad the vote again.
givnt im; and the sensofon. gentlemen opposite Mr TE t ats r i he
wiIl teil them whether it is ikeiy that persenq in that First e id asTe, E tlyin o en biter t hlo tonema
position eau give that freo, independont vote, that ought over Meniteadres omItn, i oitman, ond th c emaee,
te hoecut in a free country, for the election cforeo ita tasmnt tae toisa ther l fit, tbo a gud te ave ifaiwe

i coe te the proper portion of the Bi, as the hondgentleman
Mr. WIIITE (Cardweli). I wis ti teal attention te the callMd it, I had intended and do intnd te move an amend.

unfairnes of the lino cf argument pursued by the hon. gen- ment, by which it sha ho applied nly te the eider Pro-
tleman during a portion cf the l'Our speeches which ho bas vinces ;" showing distinctly there was ne question of change
just addrossed te us-because we have had four pererations cf mimd. But if thero bad beca a change of mmnd, the
from him, at any rate. Thehon, gentleman has reMd the change cf m.Nd, ut ail event, bad occurred. Even if thero
Indian Act with a view of showing what was the condition bs been a change of md, assurning it had ben se, is 
of the Indians in the North-Wostrerritory, Manimoba and right te continue, in th, preence sf that annoynnement,
Keewatin, but when 1 ventui od te suggest te him that we t debate tho question a if that announement ha t nver
already had the announcement frein the First oMinister that beon made. One would imagine from the wathtn. g hne-
those Indiansdwero net te be included in this Bil ho inti- men have deaEt with thl meanure ail tsrough,a nd with this
mated there was ne positive evidenc that suowas the clause particuarly, it was an unheard-9f thing that whe n a
uae.i t seems rather strange that U he. gentle-1Billbas beon introduced by the Government, pssed through
man with the speech of the First Minister before him- i the second roading and rfrrod te the ooamitteeo, that
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amendments should be made in it. What do we refer it to
the committee for, but for a frank and free consideration and
interchange of opinion in regard to the clauses of it. And
that a Government should be charged with having changed
its mind or been coerced into making changes, because
changes have taken place in some of the clauses of a Bill of
'this importance and size, seems to be an unprecedented line
of argument. But, as I was saying, it is rather remarkable
how hon. gentlemen can find very different classes of argu-
ments under different conditions. We find, in the organ of
hon, gentlemen opposite, and I think I may fairly say the
Globe is the organ of hon. gentlemen opposite, perhaps not
of the hon. member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills), but certainly
of most of the hon. gentlemen opposite, certainly of the
hon. member for West Ontario (Mr. Edgar), who, I believe,
bas some little interest in it, as a director of the company
-I find there a remarkable statement, made only last week,
with respect to the condition of the Indians of the North-
West, those very Indians who are denounced here. The
Globe says :

" Those who know any thing at ail of Indian character know that
Indians are, as a rule. extremely sensitive. They do not like to be
scolded or ridieuled. The average pagan Indian, though he can neither
read nor write, hae more refinement of feeling, more intelligence, and is
governed by an incomparably higher moral standard, than is the aver-
age North-West official appointed by Mr. Dewdney."

I do not suppose hon. gentlemen opposite propose, for a
single moment, to disfranchise the officials appointed by
Mr. Dewdney. As a matter of fact, I am inclined to think
that very few of the Indian agents of the North-West have
been appointed by Mr. Dewdney. If I mistake not, the
Indian agents in the North-West were, to a large extent, at
all events, appointed by hon. gentlemen opposite, and the
same Indian agents are there to-day.

Mr. MILLS. No.
Mr. WHITE. Does the hon, gentleman say none of

them ?
Mr. MILLS. I did not say, none of them.
Mr. WHITE. Most of them ?
Mr. MILLS. Most of them are not.
Mr. WHITE. I am inclined to think that if there were

an analysis made it would be found that most of those
agents were appointed by hon. gentlemen opposite, and
not one has been appointed by Mr. Dewdney. Even if they
had been, hon. gentlemen opposite do not propose to disfran-
chise those agents-to provide that all persons who may be
agents, even though appointed by Mr. Dowdney are to be
disqualified. But beyond that : The hon. member speaks
of the Indians of the older Provinces as if they were more
serfs and slaves of the Government, willing to do anything
the Government asks them to do. Take an illustration.
Chief Jacques, of Caughnawaga, is a tribal Indian and
belongs to the tribe to-day; he receives his share of the
annuities, money which belongs to him just as much as the
interest of Dominion bonds belong to the bondholders.

Mr. MILLS. If he is so thoroughly competent to man-
age his own affairs, why is not his money put under his
own control and at his own disposal ?

.Mr. WHITE. Will the hon. gentleman allow meto finish
my argument? That chief is said to be worth from $60,000
to $80,000; he is doing a large business for a place like
Caughnawaga. He eau transact business just as freely as
any hon. member in this louse, or outside of it. But
because he chooses to retain his tribal relations, to be called
one of bis own people, because ho prefers to remain with
those among whom he has always lived, and among whom
bis ancestors lived, and upon whom lie may exercise-and
in that respect it may be a great advantage to the country-
important influence, by his greater intelligence, ho is to be
treated, forsooth, as if he were a serf, a slave, a person

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell).

incapable of and not permitted to manage his own affairs.
As I understand it, and I may frankly say I have not given
the Indian Act that careful study and attention which
some hon, gentlemen opposite have given to it, and if I had
closely followed the debate of three days, during which
the Indian Act was read over about a dozon times by each
speaker, I might have known more about it; but, as a
matter of fact, let me point out this, that the only thing an
Indian cannot trade with is in relation to the land of the
reservation. He cannot dispose of that. If he holds property
outside, ho can carry on business as much as any one can, and
it is only as regards property in the reservation which ho
cannot deal with, that property being practically held in
common. Although it may be sub-divided, still he holds in
common, as practically a trust, the property in connection
with his tribe, but he carries on his business outside of it, just
as much as anybody cise. In the older Provinces he can farm
and he can sell his grain. I arn sure my hon. friend from
Brant knows that in his own particular constituency there
are well-to-do farners among the Indians, who raise and
soll their own grain, transact brsiness like anybody else,
but who, nevertheless, retain their connection with the
tribe. Is it to the advantage of the tribe or of the countrv
that the influence of those more intelligont Indians should
be retained in connection with it ? Hon. gentlemen oppo-
site say that they would not objeet to giving votes to the
Indians, if they only becorne enftanchised, in the sense in
which they use that word. Well, Sir, nobody thanks them
for that, for if the Indian withdraw froi their tribe and
cease to be Indians under the law, they require no considera-
tion from hou. gentlemen to give them the franchise. The
franchise comes to them as to every one who is a British
subject, and when hon. gentlemen say that they are willing
that they should have the privilege of voting under
those circumstances, they simply say that they would
give the Indian that which would belong to bim
by right, if he has the ordinary qualifications under
the law. It seems to me that our true plan, in con-
nection with this discussion, is to wait until we get to the
clause which deals with the qualification of Indians, and if
those qualifications are not such as to meet the views of hon.
gentlemen opposite, if they do not think they are a suffici-
ent guarantee that the Indians exercising the franchise bave
such an interest in the property on which they become
qualified as fairly to entitle them to vote, then we will have
an opportunity of discussing that point. But, after the
the state ment of the First Minister, which I have quoed, to
go on discussing the question, as if the intention was to give
the Indian, as an Indian-the Indians of the North-West,
Manitoba, and Keewatin-the franchise, is simply to do
with this Bill what I venture to say hon. gentlemen opposite
have done with no other Bill that has been introduced to
Parliament. Let us discuss the several clauses on their
morits, and in that case I think we will corne to a much
more reasonabla conclusion, and a conclusion which
those who have been watching the proceedings of Parlia-
ment, and the independent press-which lion. gentlemen
have been disposed to regard so much in the past, in
connection with this matter-will consider as comporting
more with the dignity of Parliament and the duties of an
Opposition in Parliament than the course they are-now
pursuing.

Mr. MILLS. We deal with the Bill as we have it, and
as the First Minister construed it.

Mr. SCRIVER. I think the hon. gentleman was.hardly
candid in the way in which ho put some of the views which
ho expressed with regard to this matter. He speaks of the
po'ssibility of some of the Indians becoming enfranchised,
and ho refers to some particular Indians, and to one in
particular, a member of the tribe of Caughnawaga, as being
in every way worthy of being enfranchised. Nobody
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knows better than the hon. gentleman that the difficulties
which have existed, and which still exist, unleus this Bill
becomes law, in the way of the Indians becoming enfran-
chised, were placed there by the leader of the Go'vernment
himself. I remember very well the discussion wlich took
place on the measures which were introduced by the Gov.
ernment, one last year and one several years ago, in
which certain provisions were made for enfranchising the
Indians; and the hon. gentleman knows very well
how great the difficulties were which were phiced
in the way of enfranchising the Indians. I remem-
ber very well some of the appeals which were made by the,
gentleman alongside of me (Mr. Paterson) to the leader of
the Government, in favor of relaxing somewhat the strin-
gency of those measures, and I remember, also, some of the
remarks whichI were made by the hon. gentleman in reply
to thoso appeals. 'I remember he spoke thon, as ho does not
Epeak now, of the intelligence of the Indians, even of the
older Provinces. He thought it only prudent and proper
that we should be very careful in relaxing the difficulties
which lay in the way of enfranchising the Indians. The
hon. member for Cardwell chose to single out a certain
individual.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). There are many of them.
Mr. SCRIVER. The man to whom he refers is not the

oily one in that tribe who is perhaps worthy of enjoying
the franchi-e. But no ne knows botter than ho does, nor
than I do, that the great majority of the Indians of that
tribo are not worthy to erjiy the frarchise. And what may
ho said of the tribe of Caughnawaga can be said with equail
truth of a tribe of which I know more, a tribe in the county
I represent. I have seen more or less of those Indinns for
many years past, and I have necessarily been brought into
contact with them. I think I know their qualifications for
exercising the franchise as well as any man could possibly
know them. They have, no doubt, their good qualities, as
the leader of the Government has said with reference to the
Indians of the older Provinces generally. They are in some
respects quiet and law-abiding citizens; but if I am any
judge whatever, they are not such a class of perople as I
would think it sate, or proper, or prudent, or rg hf,
to confer such a trust upon as, if I undirstand the rerark
of the leader of the Government rigbtly, it is proposed to
confer upon these men. They number, men, women and
children, some ten or eleven hundred. I suppose if this Bill
becomes law, and unless some changes which wo do not
know anything about now are introduced in the Bill, there
will be between two and three hundred of them who will be
voters in that constitueney. Well, that is a pretty large
number to add to a constituency in which thereare 1,600 or
1,800 voters, and whatever may be said of the intelligence
of those Indians, I appeal to the common sense of any mem-
ber of this House if it is not reasonable to suppose that these
men will vote as the Government wishes them to vote. We
all know what the general feeling of those people is with
regard to the Government, that the Government roprosents,
to them, the Queen, and the Queen -is the Great Mother.
Anybody having their confidence and going to them and
saying: Now is the time to vote for your Great Mother,
they would go with, and go almost as one man. I have no
kind of doubt with regard to that matter. For those and
many other reasons I feol that this measure, at all ovents in
the form in which it is presented now, is an exceedingly
objectionable one, and for my part I am especially opposed
to this clause with regard to the Indians.

Mr. LANDERK[N. B3eore this amendment carries, I
desire-

An hon. MEMBER. Too late.
Mr. LANDERKIN. Well, if it is too late, adjourn-I

have no objection.
Sir JOHN A. MACDOSALD. No; go on,

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). It is time to adjourn; it is
after one o'clock.

Sir JO IN A. MACDONALD. I do not care If it is after
five.

Mr. LANDERKIN. I cannot understand how it is pro-
posed to give the Indiana a vote when, the other day, it was
denied to many classes of white people in this comrnmunity.
The hon. member for Northumberland proposed that every
porson in Canada who paid taxes-which virtual ly means
rmanhood suffrage-should have a vote, and that proposi-
tion was voted down. Because a white man chances to
be poor, because ho lives by his own resources, because
it is not bis right to live on a resorve, is that any just
reason why the Government should dony him a vote, if
ho is not assessed for $150 worth of property as an owner,
or is not an occupant or a tenant ? The hon. member
for Cardwell (3&r. White) thinks this is not the proper
time to discuss this matter; hoesaya we ought to
wait till we get further into tho details of the Bill; he tells
us that the Indians are a very sensitive class; yet ho sup-
ported the Government when they brought on the discus.
sion of the woman franchise on the interpretation chaie.
As the clause relates to " A British subject by birth or
naturalisation," I think this clause brings bofore us evory
person proposed teho enfranchrýed. and I think this is the
proper time to discuss this question. Thero is no roason
why the Indians, if they are enfranchised, if they posses
civil rights, if they are free mon in every sense of the term,
should not vote; but to propose to enfranchise the wild
Indians, who live in tribes, who bave n: civil rights, who
are wards of the Government, depending on it in every con.
ceivable way, and to object to enfranchise the white settlers
of this country wbo have not a property qualification of
$150, is something I cannot understand. isit because it
has been found, in the district of Algoma, that the Indians
wore susceptible to the influences of liquor and could be
bought? I admire the spirit of the Hon. Oliver Mowat,who,
when ho discovered that fact, struck thom off thd li5t. If
you give the Indians the franchise, you give them power to
changô tho , t) bring an inflaence over Parliament
whici would be dangerous; you ûet liquor before thom free;
they might exorcise such power over their representatives,
or might become representatives themselves, as to have
this barrier removed. You would thon have the spectacle of
mon taking Indians to the polls to vote, and taking the
clothes off the Indians and putting them on the squaws, and
bringing them up to vote as was stated by the hon. mem-
ber for East Grey. I appreciate very highly the logis-
lation of the Hon. Oliver Mowat, in depriving that
class of people of the right to vote and giving it only to
persons who are enfrancbised and are citizens in every sense
of the term. Now, I believe that measures which are
introduced without a due regard to aill interests in the coun-
try are bad. Measures introduced for the purpose of socur-
ing party objects should b beneath the contempt of all
parties in the country. It was very different with tho men-
sure promoted by Mr. Gladstone ; ho had commi-sioners
appointed, of all shades of politics, to consider and perfect
bis measure. Now, we shall find in the Indian Act very
many things which go to show why this Act is pro-
posed. (The hon. gentleman quoted a number of the
sections of the Indian Act). Now, suppose the Super-
intendent General were to present him'elf for election
in a constituency wh1;ere thero is a large tribe of
Indians, and ho roads thii clause to the Indians, and
tells them they will be dispossessed of their lands, and that
all their rights will be takon away unless they support him,
will they not feel compelled .to yicld to 1 bidding. No
Government should put it in the power of their supporters
to use coercion of this kind. In section 18 you widl find
that the Superintendent General has the power to issue
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documents granting locations to the Indians. Is it right
that the Government should, by giving votes to these
Indiana, enable the Superintendent General to use this large
mes iure of authority for a partisan purpose ? Such logis.
lation is not creditable to any Government or to any party.
Again, in clause 23, no Indian can settle, nor reside or hunt
upon certain lots, unless ha bas the license of the Superin-
tendent General. flere, again, we have certain privileges
which, in the event of an election contest, the Government,
through its agent, can withhold or grant to the Indians,
according as the latter are propared to obey the behos:s of
the Administration. The Governmont will be enabled to
use this influence in elections by the provision of this Bill,
which gives the Indians the right to vote, which gives that
right toA class of people who have no other of the rights and
duties of citizens. The hon. member for Algoma, in sup-
porting this provision, spoke of the courage of the hall-
breeds and the Indians of the North-West shooting down
our volunteers. la that a good and sufficient reason for
giving them a vote ?

Mr. DAWSON. I cannot allow myself to be misrepre-
sented in what I said in this House. I called attention to
the fact that General Middleton had acknowledged, while
giving every credit to the volunteers, the courage of the
foe they had conquered.

Mr. LANDERKIN. I understand quite well what the
hon. gentleman said. Ho spoke of the courage of the half-
breeds. Does ho deny that ?

Mr. DAWSON. I spoke of the courage of the volunteers
also. I shall not bo misrepresented in this House by any
hon, gentleman.

Mr. LANDERKIN. I accept the statement of the hon.
gentleman, and will let hini reconcile that with Hanaard.
But ifthe courage of those who fought with the volunteers
was shown, how could it be shown otherwise than by shoot-
ing them, by resisting them, by resisting law and order. I
will just leave that question now. In sub-section 2, of section
27, the Indian Act provides that nothing in the Act shall
be construed to prevent the Superintendent General from
issuing a license to any person to cut and remove trees,
timber, and so forth.

Mr. BOWELL. What section of the Dominion does that
apply to?

Mr. LANDERKIN. Sub-section 2, of clause 27 ?
Mr. BOWELL. It applies to the North-West and Mani-

toba ?
Mr. LANDERKIN. Yes.
Mr. BOWELL. What has that to do with this, when you

know the Indians there are net to b enfranchised.
Mr. LA.NDERKIN. Where does the Bill say so?
An hon. ME XBEER. State the facts.

Mr. LANDERKIN. I ara stating the facto. The First
Minister said it applied to the North-West and to the Indians
in the North-West, that it applied to Poundmaker, Pie.a-pot,
and Strike-him-on-the-back. He bas not changed his Bil1,
su far as I am aware, though, of course, it will not apply to
them until representation is given the Territories; but as
soon as it is, it will apply.

Mr. BOWELL. It does not, unless they have the quali-
fications of white men.

Mr. LANDERKIN. If you can show me any clause
where it is stated they are to have all the qualifications of
white mon, I will sit down and be content. Where are the
other responsibilities given them that whites have ?
Where is the right to make those tribal Indians pay their
debts ?

Mr, L&aNZRan.

Mr. BOWELL There is nothing in this Bill to make a
white man pay his debts. I wish there was.

Mr. LAND1ERKIN. There is a Bill to compel a white
man to pay his debt. I know that; a white man can be
sued ; I have been sued myself; everybody knows that.

Mr. BOWIELL. I did not know it before.
Mr. L&ANDERKIN. You do not propose to put them on

the same footing as white men ? The Indian Act is not
understood, I do not think the Minister ofOCustoms under-
stands it.

Mr. BOWELL. I am sure I will not go to you for
information.

Mr. LANDE tRK[N. If you would study the státute,
perhaps you would get the information.

Mr. CR AIRMAN. Order.
Mr. LANDERKIN. Well, if an hon. gentleman breaks

in on my remarks with his interruptions, i bave a right to
reply to him.

Mr. CIIAIRMAN. It is out of order to address an hon.
gentleman across the floor. •

Mr. LANDERKIN. I say that, if an hon. gentlemen
chooses, he can get his information from the statute. 1s
that out of order ?

Mr. CHAIRMAN. No; but that is not what you said,

Mr. LANDERKIN. Clause 76 of the Bill says the
Indiana shall be exempt from taxation, and yet they are to
be given the franchise for the purpose of increasing the
taxes of the people of this country. These Indians are not
allowed to buy and sell in the same way as white people,
and yet they are to have the vote. There would be a cer-
tain amount of fairness in it if they proposed to compel
them to pay taxes it they exercised the franchise. The
Indian vote would be a very dangerous vote. We have had
a sample of it in Algoma, and have discovered that they
can be bribod and are susceptible to the influences of liquor.
Tho report of the First Minister indicates on every page
that they are not qualified to vote. This is no-t the way to
elevate the Indian. The rule should bo, in this Parliament,
justice to all and favors to none. Give tho Indian justice by
giving him a vote on the same terms you give it to the white
man, and we will not object to it; but you refuse to give
manhood suffrage to the white people and then give it to
the Indians. The Aet shows that the Indians have ceded
their lands by treaty for certain considerations, and you are
going to give them the franchise and reject the poor
unfortunate whites, who, from poverty, are unable
to qualify. If the Indians squander their property
will they not squander their votes ? This Bill will
take away a great safeguard from the Indians them.
selves, because they will obtain concessions which will
be to their disadvantage and against their future welfare.
I protest against this measure, because I consider it unjust
and unfair, and because I think it would be a dangerous
thing to give a vote to the Indians until they conform to
the terms proposed in the amendment. I was very much
impressed with what the hon. member for Huntingdon (Mr.
Scriver) stated just now. He has been brought into con-
tact with the Indians, he knows their habite and modes of life,
and he states, from personal knowledge, that it would be a
dangerous thing to confer upon them the franchise before
they had sufficient intelligence to appreciate it. I think
this House should pause before adopting so dangerous j
principle as is proposed in this measure.

Mr. EDGAR. I think, on an occasion of this kind, when
the First Minister bas shown some disposition to make
reasonable concessions, this clause, in particular, is one on
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which the Government might make a concession which, I
am sure, would meet with the general approval of the
country. The country has gone on for a great many years
without this Indian vote, and I do not see why we cannot
continue to do without it. I hope that the First Minister,
before the Bill is passed, will abandon hie Indian clause, and
thereby meet the views of a large body of electors, who have
already expressed their opinion by the numerous potitions
that have been presented here, and by a large number of
public meetings; and, I will also venture te say, by the
private views of Conservative electors, which have been
communicated to hon. members on the other side of this
House, bocause I am perfectly certain, from information I
have received, that a large number of electors, supporters of
hon. gentlemen opposite, have communicated to them their
dissatisfaction with this extraordinary and novel feature of
the Bill. I therefore hope that the hon. Minister will see
hie way possible to meet the views of this side of the House;
otherwise, we will have to record our dissent of the
measure now, and as long as an opportunity is offered to
us, at future stages of this Bill.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONAL D. The hon. gentleman is
good enough to say that ho sees in me a disposition to meet
the wishes of the House, so far as I can. I thmnk I have
shown that, but I do not exactly think that I have been
met in a similar spirit by hon. gentlemen opposite.
That I must leave to them. But I really do think, that for
the sake of the country, for the sake of the crelit of this
louse, and on account of expense, there can ho no noces-

sity in the world for going over the same thing again and
again. There bas not been a single argument used to-day
that has not boen repeated ad nauseum already on the dis-
cussion about the word "Indian," aud therefore it scems to
be a criminal waste of time. Hon. gentlemen had plenty
of time for discussing this matter on concurrence and on
the third reading. Hon. gentlemen muet remember that
I stated I was going to move in this matter, as I thought
at the right time, when we came to the qualifica-
tion, to say who should not vote, and I would have
moved at that time an amendment, adding a paragraph
declaring that Indians ought not to vote. I threw
that out early, stating that such was my intention;
but my suggestion was not accepted. I still, lowever, will
not ho prevented from doing as I said I would do. When
we come to the right place 1 shall move with respect to
what Indians should net have the vote, and if hon. gentle-
men opposite think that is not as much restricted as it should
be, they will have time to move that still further classes of
Indians should not be permitted to have the electoral fran-
chise. That is what I propose to do, but my proposal was
not accepted, and I have rather a right to complain on that
ground. However, all I can say is,'that we have listened
with a good deal of attention--some of us, for we cannot all
stay bore forever, but by dividing up we endeavor to gather
all the ideas-to what has been said by hon. gentlemen. In
the meantime, I hope we will take a division, and when we
come to the other clause we can diseuse it again fully.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I think the First Minister
was hardly fair in one remark ho made to hon. gentlemen
on this side of the flouse. So far as I am concerned, I went
on with the discussion at the request of the First Minister.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. At my request?
Mr. PATERSON. I understood the First Minister to say,

lot the discussion go on.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No.
Mr. PATERSON. I certainly understand so, and I pro-

ceeded. I asked the First Minister if ho was prepared to
state what change he would propose. le alluded te British
Columbia, and 1 understood him to say : No, lot the dis-
oussion go on. And I went on with it.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The debate had gone on
for some time. The hon. membors for Bothwell and West
Toronto had spoken, and the resolution was not withdrawn
and the debate went on. There was no object in stopping
the hon. members when other hon. members had spoken at
lengtb, and the discussion went on.

Mr. PATERSON. It was before we firet got into dis.
cussion. I spoke briefiy before I entered upon my speech.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I asked the hon. gentle.
man to withdraw the motion.

Mr. BOWELL. The Firet Minister is correct, and the
hon. member for Brant is correct, to a certain extent. That
hon. member evidently intended to stop the disoussion, but
the hon. members for Bothwell and Queen's at once said to
the hon. gentleman: No, no; we will have it now; and
they repeated the phrase three of four times. Then the
hon. gentleman still continued to desire to act on the sug-
gestion of the First inister, but the hon. member for Both-
well made a long speech, and the right hon. gentleman
said: If you must discuss it, go on. I think the hon. mem-
ber for Brant acted in good faith, and intended not to go on
with the discussion to-night, but it was forced un him by
the hon. member for Bothwell and the hon. member for
Queen's.

Mr. PATERSON. As it comes to my mind now, I asked,
after the hon. membor for West Ontario had concluded, if
the First Minister did not feel at liberty to make the state-
ment now ho should consent to the amendment being
moved at a future time. Then I understood the First
Minister to say they would take the discussion now.

Amendment (Mr. Egar), p. 2003, negatived.
Sir JOIIN A. MACDONALD. Periaps the next clause

will be allowed to pass, which fixes the qualification for
real property in cities at $150.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I do not desire to
detain the committee unnecessarily, but I know an hon.
member desires to move an amendment to that clause.

Sir JO HN A. MACDONALD. I will say, in regard to
clause 4, that I have changed it, because I ascertaiad that
as drawn it did not quite meet the case, because a man may
be employed as a tarin laborer and not pay any rent. I
have inserted in the clause: An annual rent of $20, or
that value in kind or in money's worth.

Mr. MULOCK. With respect to the qualification in
rural districts, I chall move to reduce the amount from
8150 to $100. Perhaps the hon. gentleman wili consider
the matter between now and the next sitting of the com.
mittee.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I am afraid not.
Committee rose and reported progress.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved the adjournment

of the House.
Motion agreed to, and the flouse adjournel at 2.10 am.,

Thursday.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.
TnUasDAY, 21@t May, 1885.

The SI'IArza took the Chair at half-past One o'clock.

PRAYErs.

FRANCHISE BILL PETITIONS.

On the order, reading and receiving petitions,
Mr. WOODWORTH. Before these petitions are received,

I wish to cal the attention of the House to tie fat that
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these petitions have been presented here by hon. members
without apparently their having read them or without their
understanding that these signatures in most cases are the
signatures of one man or two men in most of the petitions.

Some hon. MEMBERS. IL is false. It is not so.
Mr. WOODWORT H. The rule is most clear ; and hon.

members who have presented them-some of them leading
members of Parliament and old parliamentarians-cannot
help having recognised it. The rule is laid down in May,
page 610 •,

" The signatures must be written upon the petition itself, and not
pasted upon or otherwise transferred to it. It must have original signa-
tures or marks, not copies from the original."

Again, on page 611:
"Any forgery or fraud in the preparation of petition, or in the sig-

natures attached, or the being privy to, or cognisant of, such forgery or
fraud, will be punished as a breach of privilege. By a risolation of the
Bouse of Commons, 2nd June, 1774, it was declared, 'that it is highly
unwarrantable, and a breach of the privilege of this Bouse, for any
person to set the name of any other person to be presented to this

Again, on page 616:
" In both Houses it is the duty of members to read petitions which are

sent to them, before they are presented, lest any violation of the rules of
the Bouse should be apparent on the face of them; in which case it is
their duty not to offer them to the House."

We have had bundles after bundles of these petitions pre-
sented. The right of petitioning is a sacred right, Her
Majesty's subjects have a right 1 o come here in a certain
form and a certain way. All of these petitions bave been
headed in the same way. The same words are uscd, written
by the same persons, conceocted by the same friends,
executed by the same hands; and apparently, when they
came to be signed, in numbers of casas tho signatures were
written by two or three individuals in each municipality.

Some hon. MEMBERS. No, no.
Mr. WOODWORTH. I say yes. Lot a committee be

formed, and you will see whether I am right or whether the
hon. member for Middlesex (Mr. Cameron), who takes up
so little of the time of tue flouse, is right. Here is a peti-
tion from the municipality of Bentinck, presented by the
hon. member for South Grey (Mr. Landerkin). There are
the signatures of William Hunter, Archy Hunter and John
Ilunter, in the same handwriting. That is plain on the
face of the petition. I have taken some little trouble with
these petitions, with regard to the signatures, and had the
hon. member for South Grey taken the same trouble, ho
would not have presented the petitions he laid before the
louse. Then there are the names of Jocklin, Marshall

Jocklin and Michael Finnerty, written by the same hand;
one person has evidently written them all, and yet this
petition is asked to be received.

Mr. MILLS. Hear, hear.
Mr. WOODWORTH. The hon. member for Bothwell

(Mr. Mills) thinks that is all right. There are the signa-
tures of James Publ, Frederick Puhl, and John Purvis, and
Edward Purvis, and Nicholas Schlezhauer, and W. T. Mar-
vick, and James Marshall, written, both signatures in each
case, by the one hand.

An hon. MEMBER. How do you know?
Mr. WOODWORTH. Because I have looked over them,

and have had an expert examine them, and the best
authority that can be received in a co urt of justice
in this matter, the authority of a competent expert,
can be received before a committee of this House to show
that these petitions were signed by the same persons, and
that the signatures are in the same handwriting. There is
also petition number 2, from Bentinck, South Grey, aliso
presented by the hon. member for South Grey (bir. Lan-
derkin). Nine signatures on it, Nose. 1, 2, 3, 4,113, 26,

Mr. WQODWOBTH.

36 and 37, are illegible, and clearly the work of one
man. Petition No. 4, from the municipality of Salli-
van, in the County of Grey, containing thirty signa.
tures, presented by the hon. member for North Grey (4fr.
Allan) yesterday, and asked to b received to day,
has also a large number of signatures in the same band-
writing. John Mannerow, August Mannerow, Fred.
Schlumske, August Bluhm and Charles Bluhm; Geo.
Smith and Geo. A. Smith; Thomas Duff and James Duff;
Samuel Palmer and John Palmer; John Reid and Ernest
Pike-are in each case in the same handwriting, and there
are besides six names illegible. Then there is the municipal-
ity of St. Vincent, County of Grey, from which the hon.
member for North Grey (Mr. MeMullen) presented a
petition. On that petition we find the names of James
Oliver and J. N. Oliver; Thos. Harris and Alb. T. Harris;
A. Thompson and William A. Ellis; James Sparling and
Chas. Collier; J. M. Smythe and Chas. Parkin; Amero
Tait and Alex. Sauter-all evidently written by the same band
in each case. No. 7 petition, from the municipality ofThames-
ville, County of Kent, presented by Mr. Miller, shows the
came unvarying monotony in the handwriting of the signa-
tures. S. B. Ripley and S. A. Tye; R. M. Logan and
Robert Amola; James Rolinson and Sam Singer; Ban
Higgins and J. Polewski-show the same writing lu each
ease, and there are several signatures completely illegible.
Not only that, but a soft pencil has been used ia most of these
cases, so that one eau hardly decipher any name in a great
numberofeases. I have only referred to the signatures which
it would be patent and clear to a boy ten years of ago, are
in the same handwriting. In most of the soft pencil signa-
tures, the same man has put down signature after signature,
and you cannot tell what the signatures are and wnat the
names are. Not only the petitions I have drawn attention
to, but nearly all the petitions against the franchise pro-
sented to this House, have the sarne indelible mark. When
the proper time comes, I intend to call the attention of the
House to the gross breach of privilege on the part of hon.
members in asking that these petitions be received and read
when they ought to have known, had they taken the trouble
that parliamentary practice requires them to take, that the
signatures to these petitions were in many cases in the same
handwriting, urd that therefore, the petitions should not
have been laid on the Table of the House.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order, order.
Mr. WOODWORTH. What is the point of order ? If I

am out of order I shall retract as quickly as possible; but
I have yet to learn that I am out of order, whea I say that
hon. members of this House have dared to ask the clerk of the
House to receive petitions which have been concocted here
and sent all over the country and are signed by the same hand.

Mr. MACKENZIE. I presented eighteen petitions and
looked over them carefully, and am quite certain there is
no irregularity in any of them. The hon. gentleman's lynx
eyes may disuover some irregularity but I failed to discover
any. I am sure they are as well signed as any petitions
ever received bore.

Mr. TROW. No wonder hon. gentlemen opposite feel'
somewhat restless in their seats, in the face of thousands of
signatures against this Bill, probably one-third of them
being those of their own supporters. The petitions I pre.
sented here I have examined very carefully, and I question
very much whether any two signatures on them were
written by the same hand. They are genuine signatures,
and the hon. gentleman had no right to accuse hon. mem-
bers on this side of misrepresentation.

Mr. MILLS. I think that the hon. gentleman made,
under the circumstances, a highly improper speech. He
referred to a rule, but as regards the statements ho made,
that rule bas no bearing; it dees not sustain them in any
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particular. He has selected names from the petition I pre-
sented yesterday or the day before, from the village of
Thamesville, and stated they were not genuine. Those
signatures are genuine. They are the signatures of the
parties themselves. The hou. gentleman may undertake to
make a speech of that kind with a view of addressing the
country, but the hon. gentlemen who presented those peti-
tions are ready to take the responsibility of them. I know,
so far as the signatures to the petitions from my own con.
stituency are concerned, that they are genuine. I do not
believe there is a single name put there unless by the party
himself, or at his request.

Some hon. MEIBERS. Oh, oh.
Mr. MILLS. The hon. gentlemen say "loh, oh," but I say

1 bat any party who wishes to petition this louse bas a right
to ask another party to put bis name to the petition, just as
good a right to do that as ho bas to do any other act. We
assume the responsibility of those petitions. Lot the hon.
gentleman name some party whose name is recorded on any
one of those petitions, who says ho did not sign it or autho-
rise bis name to be put thore. Then there will be something
to put before the House, but there is nothing now. The
hon. gentleman has nothing except an attempt to cast reflec-
tiens upon the good faith of those on this side who prosented
those petitions. I presented a petition to-day signed by
475 persons from the city of London. I cannot say that
I know every one of those signatures, but I know the party
from whom I received the petition. It was not sent at my
instigation, and the hon. member who reipresents that city
will no doubt be able to identify many of those signatures.
It is an extraordinary thing that the hon. member should
attack the hon. gentleman who prosented those petitions,
when no complaint bas come from any one whose naine
appears there.

Mr. LANDERKIN. I caused a message to be sent to
the hon. member for King's (Mr. Woodworth) asking him
to send me the petitions, and ho sent a message back by the
page that ho did not wish to send me bis private papers;
so ho bas been read ing from his priva te papers, and I do not
therefore wonder at the irregularity.

Mr. WOODWORTII. A page came to me and asked me
for the petitions. I said I had not the petitions, that they
were on the Table of the iIouse, but that if Mr. Landerkin
wanted to see my private papers, he should send me word.
That is jast like the ordinary misrepresentation.

Mr. LAN)DERK[N. I have not got the petitions yet;
the hon. gentleman has not sent them. The names of the
people ho bas mentioned are those of very respectable
people, and I do not want him to sneer at them. le tries
to sneer at the (German people who live in my riding, who
are very respectable people, and I think it il] becomes him
to sneer at a very respectable ciass of people who have
signed thoir names to these petitions. It ii not to be won-
dered at that the signatures of people in the samo family
should resemble one another very mucb. The hon. gon-
tleman says that a boy 10 yeais of ago could discover the
similarity. That is no doubt an evidence of the ability of
the hon. gentleman, but these are the names of very respect-
able people.

Mr. WOODWORTfl. No doubt of it.
Mr. LANDERK IN. If the hon. gentleman had the cour-

age, or the manliness, or the courtesy--
Mr. WOOWORTIH. Is that in order, Mr. Speaker, to

accuse me of waut of manliness ?
Mr. LANDERKIN. If ho had either of these attributes,

ho would have sent me the petition, so that I could have
examined the names.

Mr. WOODWORTI. I ask if that is in order.
254

Mr. SPEAKER. It is not in order to make any personal
allusions. Try to keep in order.

Mr. MACKENZIE. But the hon. gentleman used words
which implied dishonorable conduct on the part of the hon,
member. He accused him of forgery.

Mr. SPEAKER. I did not hear any such statement
from the hon. member for King's, charging any hon. mem-
bor with forgery.

Mr. MACKENZIE. He said he had seen petitions that
those presenting them must have known were forgeries.

Mr. SPEAKER. I did not so understand him.

Mr. E DGAR. I understand that the speech made by the
hon. member is the result of groping through all these
petitions with two assistants, and with the aid of a very
powerful microscope. These are the only results of his
efforts. I do not know whother ho know, but ho ought to
know, that if a person authorises another man to put
bis name down, that is exactly the same as if ho did it him-
self.

An hon. MEHBER. Oh, is it?
Mr. EDGAR. By the law of England, and by the law of

Ontario, if you authorise another man to put your name to
your will, it is as good as if you did it yourself.

Mr. WOODWORTH. No.

Mr. EDGAIR. The hon, gentleman is a lawyer, and ho
knows it.

Mr. BOWELL. I do not propose to accuse any member
of this House of presenting petitions knowing that they
were signed by one band, but, in regard to two or three
potitions presented from the township of Tyendenaga, in
the constituency of my hon. friend from East Has.
tings, I asked to look at them, and I called the atten.
tion of an hon. gentleman of the Opposition, who
was passing at the time, to them. I said: Look at
these potitions; yon will sec that they are largely
sig ned by the same hand. This is an is1Ftance of thoway in
which petitions are signed. Out of fifty.ne signatures, I
countod about thirty which were writen by the anme
pencil, and were ail apparently in the same band. I know
most of those gentlemon, and I know that the naines that
they reprosent are respectablo porsons, but that is not the
question raised by the hon. momabor for King's (dr. Woo'.
worth). It was not that these persons do not exist, but th .t
tboirnameshad been signed by tho same hand; and that, in
my opinion, is the fact in the case to which I rofer. My
hon. friend from fast IIastings (Ur. White) and au hon.
gentleman of the Opposition aul myself went through those
petitions, and tbe hon. member from the other sido, when I
called his attention to them, said : "They appear to be all
writteri by one band." The tbree petitions were much in
the same position. What the ptiition presented just now
by tbe hon. momber for West Ontario (Mlr. Edgar) is, I do
not know, for I have not had the pleasure of soeing it yet,
when I do I think I shall know who the signers are,
whother the hon. gentlemen who presented thoso petitions
knew it or not-and I do not say they did, I do not fancy
they did-more than half of the signatures on one petition
were signed with one pencil, of the same color, and in the
saine band.

Mir. EDGAR. With reference to what the hon. gentle-
man bas said-

Some hon. MEMBE113. Order; spoke.

Mr. SPEAKER. Is it a personal explanation ?

Mr. E DGAR. IL is a personal explanation. With refer-
once to the petition which I preeated from North Hast-
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ings, I can only Ray that I received it from a gentleman,
with a letter from him, whose name heads that list.

Mr. BOWELL. Very likely. I said nothing at all in
reference to that petition, because I had not seen it.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONAL D. I am not going to enter
into the discussion of the particular series of petitions
which have bcen brought down just now, because there is a
good deal of feeling about it, and it is better to avoid feeling
when we can, but I must deny the particular line laid down
by the hon. member for West Ontario (hir. Edgar), when
he gives us a legal disquisition on quod fecit per alium fecit
,per se, when he states that one man can authorise another
to sign any document, and that is the act of the prin-
cipal. That may be the general rule, but, I think,
that on looking back to the precedents, we find
that there has always been a close scrutiny into
petitions to see that no such unwholesome practice is allowed
in regard to them. It destroys the real value of the peti-
tions if anybody lifts up a petition and finds that the names
were written in one hand. There is no security to the
louse, there is no security to the member who presents it.
lie may be bound to present it if he receives it from a
respectable source, as the hon. member for West Ontario
(Mr. Edgar) says. He may be blamed if he does not pre-
sent it, although it may have a suspicious appearance; but
It must destroy the value of a petition if a series of names,
from one to fifty, are written in the same hand. I have
seen, on several occasions in my life, three or four hundred
names all written by one hand, and they were afterwards
found to have been fraudulent. It is quite evident to the
House who receives a petition that twenty or thirty men
cannot write the same hand, and it is therefore quite clear
that those twenty or thirty individuals did not sign their
names. Then there is no evidence whatever that those
names were authorised by the owners of the names to be
placed on the petition. If a man cannot write, he makes his
mark, and the witness is supposed to certify that the man
could not write, but if a, man.can write his name, he is utterly
inexcusable in authorising another man to write it for him. I
think it is quite clear that the practice ought to be discounten-
anced. I know it bas been discountenanced; I am satisfied,
from nmy general recollection, that it has been greatly di,-
countenanced in England, as being destructive of the value
of petitions; because Parliament cannot examine every
name and ascertain whether it is a genuine signature, and
they have no evidence, if it is not a genuine signature, tbat it
was put on with his assent. It utterly destroys the whole
value of parliamentary petitions, and, 1 think, that must
clearly be understood by both sides of the flouse. I am
speaking for the purpose of fencing around and protecting
petitions in the future-certainly not with any desire to
restrict the right of petition. I regret to hear the lon.
member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills) say: We hold ourselves
responsible for all these petitions. Be can only hold him-
self responsible, as a member of Parliament, for the petition
he presents himself. But it leads one to suppose that in the
hon. gentleman's mind, at ail events, it was a party move,
and therefore he is bound to take the responsibility. But
he cannot know whether the petitions are honest petitions
or dishonest-he has no means of knowing that. Yet he
says: We assume-speaking for himself and the whole
party-we assume the whole responsibility. I am quite
sure his leader in this House would not assume any respon-
sibility; I should be very sorry to take any responsibility
except for a petition presented by myself, and which I
endorsed.

]I r. BL&AKE. I did not understand my hon. friend from1
Bothwell (Mr. Mills) to say that each member of Parlia-q
ment on this side of the House assumed responsibility for,
all the petitions. He was speaking, of course, of thec
distributive responsibility of eaci hon. member who has(

Mr. EDGA.

presented a petition and holds himself responsible in the
sense in which a member of Parliament is responsible with
respect to that petition. Now, the right of petition is a
sacred right, and it is extremely important that that right,
as the hon, gentleman has said, should be fenced in from
abuse; but it is extremely important, also, that it should
not be unduly restricted; and it would be a very dangerous
thing to mark such limits of responsibility as the hon.
member for Queen's, Nova Scotia (Mr. Woodworth) has
attempted to mark out for hon. gentlemen who present
petitions. If a petition comes to an hon. member from a
respectable quarter, and apparently fair upon the face of it
-I do not mean as to the substance, but in the surround-
ings-he ought to present that petition to the House. He
may not sympathise with it altogether, but heought to give
the petitioner an opportunity of laying his case before the
House. Ie does not endorse it by doing so. I remember
a famous case of tbat kind, a case in which a Mr. Wasson
sent a petition against, I think it was, Lord Chelmsford,
with a charge of grossly improper conduct, many yoars ago,
when no less a constitutionalist, no less a venerable states-
man than Earl Russell, presented that petition, deeming it
his bounden duty to present it, though ho could not himself
find thatthere was anything in the charge nor sympathise
with it; yet he presented it to the House of Lords, making
that statement.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That is a different thing.

Mr. BLAKE. I am pointing out how eminent constitu-
tionalists have felt that it was necessary to guard the iight
of petition by throwing no obstruction in the way of any
man approaching this Ilouse who desires to do so. There-
fore, I say, it would be a very extraordinary petition,
within the rules of Parliament-of course every member
must consider whether it is in the rules of Parliament-
which I should feel myself free to refuse to present, though
it might have but little of my sympathy. Now, with refer-
ence to this question of signatures. The hon. gentleman
has made an observation with which I, to some extent,
agree; he said petitions would be more valuable if they
were ail signed in different hands; but he has said that they
utterly lose their value when they are not so signed. I
differ with him entirely there. Now, I have seen a good many
petitions in the course of my parliamontary experience.
I have seen very large numbers of signatures on petitions,
the authenticity of which, and the respectability of which,
were never questioned, although many of the signatures
were, to my mind-I could not swear to it-in the same
hand. The hon. gentleman himself says he knew a case
in which there were three or four hundred signatures in the
sane hand, and it happened to be proved in that case that
there was a fraud. Of course there may be a fraud in such
a case, and there may be fraud when the signatures are
different; because if you present a petition on which each
signature differs from the other as chalk from cheese, that
would not prove the genuineness of any one of the
signatures. Now, we should understand what the rule of
Parliament is. Is it the rule of Parliament-I do not say
whether the practice is commendable or not-that the peti-
tion must be signed in every instance by the proper hand
of the person whose name is there affixed ? I say it has not
been the practice, so far as I know, in this Parliament.
There were a vast number of petitions presented in the early
part of this Session by persons interested in the cause of
temperance, and it bas been stated that more than 100,000
signatures were appended to those petitions. Now, I would
like to know whether all those signatures were by different
hands; I would like to know whether there were not scores
of persons who signed through the medium of the person
who was handing the petition around. I believe that is the
case; I believe that it has not been understood through the
country at large, or understood by hon. members here, that
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it was an impr3per thing that a petition should be signed in
some cases by other than the proper hand of the party. I
believe it has been fairly assumed that if a petition came
from respectable quarters, and bore other marks of genu-
ineness, such signatures as might seem to be in the
same hand, were duly authorised signatures. I do
not know any reason why the right of petition
should be more restricted than is the right of
performing any other more solomn act. He can
perform very solemn acts through another. He can
authorise a man to do many things in his naine, and to sign
his name to many instruments which will have most impor.
tant effects. Nor does he need the written name of a party
to powers of attorney or powers under seal. When a man
gives his consent on the spot and sees his name signed, it is
signed by his hand though it is not written in his proper
hand. If we are to lay down this doctrine which is projected
that the proper signatures of the party himself must, in all
cases, be affixed, then let it be laid down afiter consideration
and established as the general rule and practice of Parlia-
ment. But I maintain to cast discredit upon the lino of
petitions presented during the last few days, because some
of the signatures are alleged to be or appear to be in the
same handwriting, is an attempt which would react in the
way of casting discredit upon the great mass of petitions
upon various subjects which have been presented to Parlia-
ment during the last few years. I believe it has been a
common custom, and there hardly exists a case of a member
who has presented, I do not say petitions with few signa-
tures, or petitions for a private Bill, but petitions on some
large topic of public importanc, to which many signatures
were attached-I doubt if there would be a single case found
in which an hon. gentleman who had presented such peti-
tions would not have rendered himself open to the censure of
the hon. member for King's (Mr. Woodworth), if these cen-
sures are well founded.

Mr. LANDERKIN. I desire to say-
Mr. SPEAKER. I am afraid the hon. gentleman has lost

his right to speak, except to make a personal explanation.
Mr. LANDERKIN. I was speaking when the hon. gen-

tleman raised the point of order. I then sat down and have
not had an opportunity of speaking since, and I have not
finished my speech. Is it fair that I should have been
assailed in this iouse, and the petitions I have presented
been assailed, and cannot put mysolf right ?

Mr. SPEAKER, I do not think the hon, gentleman has
been assailed or any reflections cast on the hon. gentlemeni
who have presented petitions to this House mercly because

rome of the names are signed by one person. That is no
reflection on hon, gentlemen. It is the duty of the hon.
members to present petitions they receive from respect-
able sources, if there is a suficient number of signatures to
the petition to justify its presentation. According to the
English practice, i is improper for one peison to sign
the names of other persons except in case of their
incapacity from sickness. In England the practice is
to refer all petitions to a committee, and the
committee reports, whenever it appears that several
names are signed by the same person, and recommends
that those names be struck from the number of the peti-
tioners. That appears to be the only penalty which exists.
I suppose that rule exists here; if several names are signedÎ
by the sams person the number ofsuch names i struck off1
from the number of the patitioners. It has not been the f
practice, I admit, of this House to scrutinise the man-.
ner in which names have been signed. The Clerk and1
his ofieials have Leen charged with the duty which per-1
tains to a committea in England, and, if that prac-
tice is to be adopted, it will be the duty of the Clerk
and hie officials to call my attention to ases where more
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than one signature is in the saine handwriting, and thon it
will be my duty to call the attention of the louse to the
subject, and the House can order that such names be struck
off the number of petitioners. In England, apparently,
there is no evidence required.

Mr. BLAKE. That would be a new practice here ?
Mr. SPEAKER. Yes.
Mr. CASEY. When a point of order is taken during a

speech, and the point is finally decided, doos that interrup-
tion prevent the hon. member resuming his speech ?

Mr. SPEAKE R. I decided the point of order, and the hon.
gentleman (Mr. Landerkin) did not continue his speech; but
the hon. member for West Ontario, the lon. member for
Hastings, the hon. member for West Durham, all continued
the debate on the subject, not on the point of order.

Mr. LANDERKIN. I have not finished my speech.
Some hon. MEMBERS. Order, order.
Mr. LANDERKIN. I can get at it in some way. I move

the adjournment of the House.
Mr. SPEAKER. Of course the hon. member who desires

to speak cannot move the motion to adjourn. That must be
moved by some other member.

Mr. LISTER. I move the adjournment of the House.
Mr. SPEAKER. If the hon. member has only a few

words of personal explanation to offer, i am sure the House
will hear him.

Mr. LANDERKIN. I have only a fow words to say. t
asked theb hon. member for King's to sond over the petitions,
but he did not return them to me. I found ho was not read.
ing from the petitions at all. I find the names of Nicholas
Schlozhauer and T. Nicholas Schlozhauer, which the hon.
gentleman said were in the same handwriting. They are not
in the same handwriting, Also the names of James
MeMahon and Michael Finnerty, which are said to be in the
same handwriting. They are not in the same handwriting.
To show in what good laith 1 acted in this matter, I wish to
read two of the letters accompanying those petitions. The
first is from John Proctor, as follows:-

I HANOVaR, 13th May, 1885.
SDEAR DoCTon,-Yours of 6th to hand. Thants for copy of Franchise

Bill You ask what doI think of it. It is simply outrageous. It would
appear that Sir John would like to drive the Opposition and their sup-
porters to some overt Act. Oh, for a Viromwell I think some of hie
friends are gotting ashamed, and almost :wish ho would withdraw the
Bill. We must just hope and work so that good may resuit out of the
intended evil."

The next letter is from Dr. MeLean, of Ayton, as follows:-

" Dr. LÀANDERKiN. "I YToN, May 13th, 1885.

" DEAR Sit,-I have jusi forwarded to Mr. James Trow a petition which
lias been signed during the last two days. If more time had been
allowed the signatures would have been much larger, as everybody
signed, both Grit and Tory, with the.exception of two lonely Tories,
who considered that anything is fair in politics. If you examine yod
will find that the majority of the names are those of rank Oonservatives,
but, I must say men who do not want a new Franchise Bill, or any other
unfair advantage."

Mr. WHITE (ilastinge). I did not find fault with the
member for Perth (.Mir. Trow) presenting a petition from
East H1astings. An hon. member who receives a petition
has a right to present it. I know, although I am very much
in favor of the Franchise Bill, that if anyone·sent me a peti-
tion from my own county, or any other county, I would pre-
pent it. But the hon. gentleman said when he presented it
that thirty of the signatures were of Conservatives. I do
rot find fault with his sa3ying so. When home, I accidentally
met soveral of them ; and I may here say that I believe
nineteen-twentieths of the names to the petition were those
of persons who act with the Reform party. I met s eral
-and I know every man on the liet-I said to one:
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' Well, you have signed the petition against the Franchise
Bill. Have you read the Bill ? " "lIn truth," he said, "I
have noither seen the Bill nor the petition; if a man signed
it in my name, ho had no right to do so, and it was a for-
gery." I know many signatures -have been signed in the
post office, and liberties have been taken with signatures.
I will give the hon. gentleman who presented the petition
the name of the party who said to me that he had neither
seen the petition nor the Bill. I rose ouly to say that I
believe the rule should be applied, and that no petition
should be presented to the House unless signed by the parties
themselves, or by the mark of a party who cannot sign his
name. That would save a great deal of trouble, and we
would have less petitions and less inconvenience. So far as
my own section is concerned, I may say that there is very
little excitement with regard to this Franchise Bill.

The petitions were then received.
Mr. SPEAKER. I think it would be well if it were

understood by hon. gentlemen, as well as in the country,
that it is irregular for any person to sign the name of
other people to petitions.

Mr. HESSON. I have a petition here presented by the
hon. member for South Perth (Mr. Trow), and while I do
not deny that oach name represents a settler, and each
signature is a Grit signature, I venture to say that if you
look at the petition yourself, Mr. Speaker, you will find
that not more than two or three parties have written all
the names. I find at least twenty names written in the
one handwriting.

Mr. BLAKE. With reference, Sir, to the announcement
which you have just made, I think if we are to change
what has been our invariable practice for seventeen or
eighteen years it would be well that the change were made
by a more solemn act than simply an announcement from
the Chair. I think a rule should be adopted, and that the
people ought to know that it is the determination of the
House that the signatures ought to be signed by those
whose names purport to appear on the petition.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. When a petition is pre.
sented. I think it is presumed that it is signed by the
parties, and unless individuals particularly interested in
looking at the petition &scertained to the contrary, it is
supposed that the parties sigu their own names, and when-
ever objection has been taken I think the rule bas been
adhered to. I know that before Confederation in the old
Parliament of Canada, the moment it was ascertained that
that rule was not complied with, in several cases the
petitions were visited with condign punishment. I par.
ticularly rofer to petitions which were presented when
there was great political excitement, and -when, therefore,
they wore carefully scrutinised, and when it was shown
that they were false signatures, the rule was acted upon, as
I have said. The rule is a common sense one, and it is
very strictly observed in England. I hold in my hand a
report made to the House of Commons, in 46 Victoria, by
a select committee on public petitions, wherein it is stated :

" Your committee have feit it their duty to bring to the noti je of the
House,a petition in favor of the repeal of the contagious diseases Acts -

Which was a matter which created great excitement in
England.-
"l which was presented by Mr. Cavendish Bentinek from Whitehaven
on the 12th of March lat, and which they find to contain serious irregu-
larities.

" Your committee have obserred that the petition, though purporting
to be signed by 414 persons, is, ia fact, signed by 293 only, the remain-
ing 121 signatures being in the same handwriting. Your committee
therefore, having regard to the Orders of the House, have abstained
from reckoning such names among the signatures."

I think it is a wholesome rule, and one which should be
followed out. I would just say to the House as a whole,
that the fact that doubt has been thrown by this debate on

Mr. WRm (Hastings).

the genuineness of those petitions destroys, in a great
measure, the effect which the petitioners want to have
impressed on the House. It has that effect, and it would
have the still greater effect of destroying the value of the
petitions for or against any particular measure.

Mr. BLAKE. I did not discuss the question of the older
practice, but I simply stated that as we had a settled prae-
tice of eighteen years, I thought it should not be altered by
a simple announcement from the Chair, but should be altered
by means of a rule of the House.

Sir R[CIIAR D CART WRIGHT. I am much disposed to
agree with you, Sir, and also with the First Minister, that
after due notice given it would be botter to provide that all
signatures to a petition should be made in people's own hand-
writing. I;agree with the First Minister that it is a security
against doubt boing thrown upon petitions. But what I call
attention to is this, that not only do I believe you will find that
this question has not been raised since Confederation, and
that the practice has been, as my hon. friend beside me
statod, that these petitions were received without this par-
ticular objection being taken, but I think, though I am not
quite sure, that the First Minister was concerned in a debate
which took place prior to Confederation, in which this
course was taken on one or two occasions. I think it
was with reference to some petitions presented from the
Province of Quebec against Confederation, and that notice
was taken of the practice by an hon. merm ber. The late Mr.
Holton then called attention to what be said he knew, and
what I myself know to be the case, that more particularly
in the country districts it is a common practice for the
parties who are asked to sign petitions to request the parties
who bring them around to sign for them. I speak
simply as to their custom, a custom which I have observed
in one or two cases myself. Now, this practice having
prevailed for such a length of time, if a change is to be
made I think it should be made part of our orders. The
First Minister and everybody else must see that it would
be unfair and unreasonable to throw discredit now on a
particular batch of petitions, which have be3n signed in a
particular way which has grown into a custom. I do not
say that the custom is right, or rather, that it is expedient,
but I do say that the custom, within my own knowledge,
has extensively prevailed in the past, and this is the first
time within my recollection, except on the particular occa-
sion I allude to, which took place before Confederation,
that objection has been taken to it.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I did not refer particu-
larly to these particular petitions, but I simply called
attention to the advisability of having a strict rule, in order
that petitions may have the weight which they ought to
have.

Mr. MACKENZIE.
Order of the flouse.

In England there is a distinct

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. There may or may not
be, but it is the continual practice.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. So far as I can recollect, the
practice which has been followed for a very long perio:,
and especially with regard to petitions coming from the
Province of Quebec, is this: A large number of people are
unable to sign their names to those petitions, nevertheless,
after a certain number of names have been signed regularly,
other names are written, accompanied by a cross; and
when ten or twenty or 100 names are so written, the par-
ties signing the names for the others will then certify
that the parties whose names appear on the petition have-
authorised them to sign their names, and this gives authen-
ticity to the signatures. It would be a very hard thing if
persons, because they are unable to sign their names, ould
not be in a position to petition -Parliament and lay their
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grievances before it. Therefore, if the rule is to be changed,
or if we are to have a new rule, I think it should be pro-
vided that although a person may not be able to sigu his
name, another may be authorised to do so for him; but in
that case a certificate ought to be put on the petition.

Mr. SPEAKER. I hope the House will not think I am
suggestng any change in the rule. I am simply pointing
out that, according to the practice which bas prevailed, this
is irregular, and ought not to ob pursued if possible; and if
hon. members would inform petitioners throughout their
constituencies that they ought not to sign for other people,
I think that would be desirable. I am not objecting to the
reception of these petitions, but the practice is irregular.

CANADIAN PACIFIC RAIL WAY-CORRESPOND-
ENCE WITH GOVERNMENT.

Mr. BLAKE asked, Was there any correspondence
between the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company and the
Government, subsequent to the 18th March, 1885, on the
subject of the proposal for a change in the arrangements
between the company and the Government ? Was there
any report from the chief engineer in connection with the
matter ? Was there any report from the Minister on the
matter ? Was there an Order in Council on the matter ?
Was any report from any officer of the company laid before
the Government? fHas the Government the balance shoots
prepared by Mr. Miall, but not appended to his letter ?

Mr. POPE. I do not think there bas been any cor-
respondence since the date mentioned. There was no
report from the Minister; there was no Order in Council;
there was no report from an officer of the Company, except
that of Mr. Ogden, which has been brought down. Mr.
Miall's balance sheet was laid on the Table.

Mr. BLAKE. Mr. Miall's report states that ho las pre-
pared two balance shoots, from which he bas formed a con.
densed balance sheet which has been laid on the Table.
Those balance shoots are what I want.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I did not understand that.

BRANDON POSTMASTER.

Mr. LISTER asked, What are the allowances made to
the Postmaster at Brandon (1) for rent, (2) for salaries
of assistants ?

Mr. CARLING. The allowance for rent is 8600 per
annum. The postmaster's salary includes an allowance of
$720 per annum for assistance, granted under exceptional
circumstances, as a provisional allowance, and it will be dis-
continued on the lst of October, 1885.

NORTI-WEST SURVEYS.

Mr. MILLS asked, Whether the Government propose to
survey and set out for settlement any lands in the North.
West Territory during the present summer? Whether any
surveyors have yet been sent to make surveys? Whether
the geological staff are yet in the field to carry forward
their explorations for the current year ? If not, why not ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The answer sent to me
is this: The Government does not propose to survey and
get out any very large quantity of land in the North-West
during the present summer, because, as will be seen by the
map herewith, this is not necessary. Several surveyors
either are or are about teobe sent into the field, to make
surveys of trails, and detached settlement surveys. One
party of the Geological Survey is already in the field; the
others are making preparations, and wil leave shortly.
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INTERCOLONIAL RAILWAY-EARNfNGS AND

WORKING EXPENSES.

Mr. BLAKE asked, What were the earnings and the
working expenses of the Intercolonial Railway for the
months of March and April respectively ?

Mr. POPE. For March the earnings were $179,869,
and the working exponses 8175,544. For April the
earnings were $8.40,295. .1 have not yet the working
expenses for April.

LAVIS'S PATENT TENT POLE.

Mr. LANGELIER asked, Whether it is the intention of
the Government to adapt to the tents used by the militia
Lavis's patent pole ?

Mr. CARON. The patent referred to bas been submitted
to the military branch of the Department for a report.
Until that report bas been laid before me I cannot say
whether the patent will be adapted to the tenta usod by the
militia force or not.

THE DISTURBANCE IN THE NORTH-WEST.

Mr. BLAKE asked, Whether the Government hias
arranged, and if not, whothor the Government will arrange,
for the froe transport of the bodios of the volunteers who
have fallen in the North-West to the homes they loft ?

Mr. CARON. Up tD the prosent time the applications
made to the Department merely asked us to facilitate the
transport of the bodies of volunteors who full in battle,
friends seoeming to prufer to look after the matter themr.
selves. If any applications be made hereafter for the froe
transport of the bodies of' any volunteers who have fallen,
The Government will take measures to arrange for the free
transport of the bodies.

Mr. BLAKE asked, Whether the Government intends to
submit to Parliament a proposal for a mark of recognition
in the shape of a land grant, land scrip, or otherwise, to the
volunteers on active service in the North-West?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That question bas
already been asked, and I answer in the same way as I did
before, that this question engages the serious attention of
the Governmont.

DOMINION LANDS-GABRIEL DUMONTS' LOT.

Mr. BLAKE asked, When did Gabriel Dumont's occupa-
tion of the lot on the cast bank of the Saskatchewan, near
Gabriel's Crossing and St. Laurent, begin, according to the
Departmental papers ? When was ho admitted to home.
stead entry for that lot? Whon did ho become entitled to
his patent? When was his patent issued ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. There is nothing on the
papers or records of the Department to show when Gabriel
Damont's occupation of the lands on the east sido of the
Saskatchewan River, for which ho obtained entry as a home-
stead and pre-emption, began. He obtained homestead
entry for the south-west quarter of section 20, township 42,
range 1, west of the third principle meridian, on the lst
March, 1883, and pre emption entry for the south-east
quarter of the same section. There is nothing in the
declaration made by Dumont, when ho appeared before the
land agent to make his entry, to indicate that ho occupied,
the land previous to that day; and ho would not therefore,
be entitled to apply for his patent under the homestead
provisions of the Dominion Lands Act until three years
after the date of perfecting his entry. The patent for this
land has not yet issued, nor has any application been
received at thi Department for its issue.
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CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY-GOVERNMENT Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. In order that we may
ROUNDHOUSE. know the regularity or the irregularity of the hon. gentie.

Mr. BLAKE asked, Whether the land on which a Govern- whichehe 1 mut speat
ment roundhouse is erected, or ary property on which
Government buildings, occupied by Government or by the Mr. BLAKE, I d not know that the hon, gentleman is
Canadian Pacifie Railway, has been found to be covered by entitlod to have the motion placed in your hands, Sir, but 1
a patent irregularly issued to a private individual ? have no objection to state my motion. 1 am about to move

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The Government in 1875 that th.e fouse adjourn. It is the only motion I can movo
appears to have laid out a town site at Selkirk, which was that will enable me to make this statemonÉ. It is the only
then expected to be ho point where the Canadian Pacific regular motion, and that being s0 I thought that the hon.
Railway would cross the Red River, and to have appropri- gentleman would have known it. If, as I was saying, the
ated, for this purpose, lands occupied at the time of the public peace has been broken, if the public order bas bean
transfer, and patent for which the occupant was entitled to disturbed, if the authority of the Government bas been
obtain under the Manitoba Act. The Government appears violated, if insurrection hasraised its head in Canada, I holJ
to have been unaware of this occupation, or if aware, it to be the duty of the Government te give, and the duty of
ignored it. The survey was made under instructions from this buse to demand, and its right te obtain, ail the
the Surveyor General, and the plan is on record in the partioulara, so that we may ascertain how these thing3
Department of the Interior, but there is nothing on record have happened, so that we may deal with the whole sub-
in the Department to show where the Canadian Pacifie jet, as it includes both the Government of te country, and
Railway roundhouse is situated, or indeed to indicate that thoso they rule, so that we may fix the responsibility upon
there is such a building. It has, however, recently com the right shoulders, or share it, if it ho a mixed responsi-
to the knowledge of the officers of the Department, that the bility, among the right shoulders; and 1 hold it to ho tho
roundhouse is upon a lot respecting which the proof of duty of the Government, and our right, that we should ho
occupation at the time of the transfer required under the placed in a position to forrn tbat jadgment at
Manitoba Act was furnished several years ago and patent the earliest possible moment. More than eight weeks
issued. have now elapsed since the insurrection broke out,

and from that time out I have been constantly
SATURDAY SITTING AND QUEEN'S BIRTHDAY pressing for those pieces 0f information which might ena-

ADJOURNMENT. ble us to reach conclusions upon this subje3t. We ait fet
Sir JOHN A. MAC DONALD. I nove that, when the it to ho our duty heartily to agree, heartily to as&st in

Ilouse adjourns on Friday next, it will stand adjournod tillmeasures to restore the public authority, and we feit that
Saturday following at 1.30 P.M,, and Government that was a duty emergent and doubly incurbrnt upn us
measures will have precedence after routine business, and in the particur condition of the North-West country.
also that, when the House adjourns on Saturday, it will We did se; whatever the Governnent proposed to us, they
stand adjourned until Tuesday the 26th inst. at 1.30 P.M. received without an instants delay, and thev received as

Motion agreed to. welt the moral support and c9untenance of every member
of Parliament and of the people at large in taking the

THE DISTURBANCE IN THE NORTH-WEST. earliest, the Most active, the most energetie, the most corn-plete steps that they ceuld devise in order to the restora-
Mr. BLAKE. Before you proceed, Sir, to the other tien of publie authority. But while we have been deing

business of the House, I think it my duty to avail myself of that wa must not 103e sight of this very.important duty of
my parliamentary right to mako a substantive motion in ours, nor must we lose sight of this very im
order to raise an important question, as I consider it to be, obligation of thecGoverument. I say the obligation
a question bath of gravity and of urgency, which the state of the Governrent to brin- down to Parliament tho
of the public business, the order of the louse and the proce- materials upon which Parliament may pronounce a
dure which bas been pursued, preclude my raising in any judgment, is elear and plain. They have full power to
other way. I refer to the duties of the Government and the govern, and it is difficuit to presune that without some
rights and the obligations of this House with referoce to neglect, or delay, or wrong, such results as have taken
information as to past events in the North-West leading up place, could have taken place. But 1 quite admit it te hbctrue
to the troubles which have recently taken place. I have that they may have taken place without negleet, withoul
niot, since I entered this House, used, for any purpose, the delay, without mistake, without misgovernment. That is
motion which 1 am now about to use, always believing as Iindeed îossibe; but if there is te ho a presumption, the pro-
did and do believe, that the use of i t should be a sparing uwe, sumption must, at the moment, be against those in authorit>.
that it should be reserved for questions and situations, suuh as The Government of the day may rebat that presumption, but
the present situation and the present question. I bel;eve that thcy are obliged to undertake the task, and the condition
there subsists either a misconception or a misinterpretation upon which alone they eau accomplish such a robuttal, is fuît
of what the duties and obligations and rights cf the information and fuîl materials on which ajudgment can be
Government and the House are with reference to this impor-reached. We have the right of juigment, and we have th
tant question, and it is necessary that that su[joect should b3 duty of judgrent; we are to pass between our fellow
cleared up, and that we should come to an understanling, citizans lately in arms and their ruiers on the politicat
il possible, as to what our relative position is in the matter. qutstien, and we are to pass on the questions between the
The most limited conception of the fundamental function of Indians and their rulers. Bosides having that right, wa hava
Government is the maintenance of security to the citizen a great responsibility, as the last court of appeal, in this
against attack from abroad, and against internal discord, and matter. We are the peoples representatives, the-grea
this includes his right to the full erjoyment of justice in the inquest of the country, upon whom it devolves tenquire
land. Our own constitution acknowledges and rather mag- thoreughly into such large questions as these.
nifies that limited conception of the functions of Govern- I say the duty of the Government is obvions on general
ment, by declaring, as it expressly does, that this Parliament principles. It fiows from their position and ours. It las
is authorised to make laws for the peace, order and good bean froquently admitted and acted upon in England. îtgovernment of our country; and if it be that peace has been has been admitted and actod upon here. It was acted upon
broken, that public order- here by te hou, gentlemen thçmselves on the oooaion
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2030



COMMONS DEBATES,

of the former disturbance in 18 )9-70. We had at that time
a disturbance, a serious disturbance, though much less serious
than the present one, in connection with our acquisition of
the North-West. When we met Parliament or-'he 15th
February, 1870, Luis Riel was in possession of the lod River
settlement, as the president of the Government which ho
had assumed to form in that country ; negotiations were
going on with the people of the country; an armed force
was being organised, or was contemplated at any rate, for
progiess there in the spring. In that condition of things
the Parliament met on the 15th Februar-y, 1870. On the
24th day of that month, the Government brought down by
Message, not upon solicitation, not upon instance, not upon
pressure, but voluntarily by Message from His Excellency,
the documents connected with and throwing light upon
the causes of that outbreak up to the litest date, and
comprising a mass of papers which, when printed exceeded
150 pages of print. The Government dfd not think that
they were justified in picking and choosing for themselves;
they felt that the situation was one which entitled both
sides of the House to know ail that had transpired, and they
therefore brought down ail the papers. They proposed, on
the day on which they brought them down, the formation of
a select committee, struck from both sides of the House, on
which were the late lamented Mr. Holhon, my hon. friend
the present member for East York (Mr. Mackenzie) and
myself, from the Opposition side of the House, to go over
the papers which were brought down in the Message, in
order that they might report to the louse what papers it
would be expedient to publish at that lime. They felt that,
in that pecu!iar condition, it was for the House to decide,
through the medium of a committee struck by the louse,
and in which both sides had confidence, what papers should
be withbeld; and they, therefore, brought down all, and left
to that committee the duty of deciding what, in the public
interest at the moment, ought not to see the light. In a very
few days-as I have said, this transaction took place on the
24th, nine days after the opening of the Session-within a
very few days thereafter, that select committee reported,
and recommended the publication of all the papers
brought down, with the exception of one single despatch
from the provisional Lieutenant-Goveîinor, the ion. Mr.i
Macdougall, and the names of two or three persons
occurring in two or three places in some of the
correspoudence, which names were replaced by asteri-ks.
Almost immediately upon the opening of the Session, myi
hon. friend from East York moved for other papers-not
knowing, of course, what the Government would bring
down-other papers connected with some details as to the
surveys and other points. That motion was granted, and1
those papers were brought down within a very brief period.,
What were these papers ? What was the general character1
of these papers and of this information which the Govern.
ment, upon the occasion to which I refer, with reference to
the outbreak that had taken place in the North-West, to
prevent our entry into and assumption of the government of
that country, with reference to a condition of things in
which there was a de facto government assumed to be estab-
lished there, and which was assuming to actf; while
negotiation was going on for settlement; while anc
armed expedition was arranged to proceed in the spring
-what was the general character of the papers thent
brought down? T1hey professed to be everything that
throw light on the cause of the trouble, that threw light
on the conduct of the Government, that threw light on the
conduct of the Hudson's Bay Company, that threw light on
the conduct of the population, that throw light on the
conduct of the offlcers of the Government; all thet
instructions, all the despatches, ail the correspon-i
derce, ail the papers from which this louse andt
this country could form its judgment as to howi
that trouble had arisen, as to what it was due toe, i

as to who were responsible for it, and as to what course
should be taken in regard to it, were voluntarily brought
down by the Government of the day in diseharge of
what they felt to be their public duty, their bounden duty,
their obvions obligation to the country and to Parliament.
I shall trouble the House with a few references to the
papers so brought down, in order that I may show by those
references the kind of papers that were thought lit to be
brought down, and at the same time incidentally throw some
light upon the present situation. That situation differed
very much from the present. We had bargained for
the transfer of the territory, but we were not in control
of it, and, as I have always thought, due precautions had
not been taken either by the Government of this country or
by the Hudson's Bay Ccmpany in that respect. I believe
that propor preliminary communications with the Hudson
Bay Company's authorities and with the people at large,
did not take place before those steps were taken, which
resulted so unfortunately, the steps with reference to surveys,
the steps with reference to the entry of the Governor. I
believe that due information with reference to the inten-
tions of the Government as to the constitution to be pro-
posed, and the plan of government of the new Territo'y, as
to the righs of the people in their lands, was not commu-
nicatod at the proper time. I believe that the surveys, the
making of the surveys, the attempt to make the surveys
without the extinguishment Cf the Indian title, and in the
condition offuelingamongst certain classes of the population,
was a very great mistake, as was the making of them, with-
out full and authoritative and authentic communication to
the settlers as to the intentions and object of the surveys,
although such information was, to somo extent, communi-
cated by Colonel Dennis. As I have said, I believe the
Hudson Bay Company's authorities were also to blame.
They were to blame for not communicating to the Govern.
ment of Canada, and, if necessary, to the Imporial Govern.
ment, the facts which they knew, or ought to have
known, as to the condition of feeling among the people,
and for not advising the course it would have been
proper to take under the circumstances. Now, Sir,
these papers, amongst others, contain proofs which
seem to me to indicate, as I have said, two things.
Firmt, the kind of information which the Government leltit
its duty to bring down in order that the flouse might judge
whether it had been right or wrong in its procedare; and,
secondly, some things which would help us to a judgment
when the time arrivesfor judgment on the present difficulty,
They comprise, amongst others, a letter from Col. Dennis,
who had been charged with some duties in connection with
the surveys, to Mr. Macdougali, in his capacity as Minister
of Public Works at Ottawa, on 1ho 21st August, 1869, a
letter written from the Red River settlement, in which he
says:

''I find that a considerable degree of irritation existe among the native
population in view of surveys and settlements being made without the
Indian title having first been extinguishel. You will, no doubt, have
become aware that the half-breeds lately, in a publicmeeting, called the
company here to account in the matter of the money paid for the transfer
to Canada.

" Whatever may have been the views of the Governtnent as to the
character of the title to be conveyed by the deed of tranefer, whether
the expense may or may not be fairly chargeable t the company, I
am satisfied that the Gverament will, in the first place, have to under-
take the extinction of the Indian titie.

" This question must be regarded as of the very greatest importance.
In connection therewith [ would reiterate to you my conviction, as
expres-ed wkile at Ottawa that nothing should be lost. The necessity
for prom pt action i n ir a:,parent to me now than it seemed even then.
Suppo*ing the tranEfer fæ t he company to have been complete, it is
possible that the object may be carried ont yet, this fali. There can be
no question as to the prejudicial effects in retarding the settlement of
the country, should the half-breeds and Indians assume a position of
hostili-y to any extent whttever towards the incoming settlers, or
towards the Government.

" The difficulties of the position may be much enhanced by giving the
discontented parties the wint"r to brood over and to concert measures
in opposition to the views or the Government. In the meantime, the
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French half-breedi wbo constitute about 1 or J (say 3,000 souls), of the
settlement, are likely to prove a turbulent element. This class have
gone so far as to threaten violence should surveye be attempted to be
made."

Thon, on the 20th of August following, the same gentleman
writes to the same Minister a letter, from which I also
read a brief extract :

" In the first place I had proposed, unt7l fully advised as to the
system of farm surveys which might be adopted by the Government, to
employ the time in surveying the belt of 1,nds granted by the company
which embraces a strip of two miles in widIh on each side and extend-
ing up the Red River for the distance of say, 40 miles from the mouth,
and also along the Assiniboine in the same way for many m les. This I
have hesitated to go on with at the present time, in consequence of
much of the land being under crop ; going through which would
involve more or less injury to individual settlers, a measure which, in
the present temper of the half-breeds, is to be deprecated,"

Again he says :
" I have again to remark an uneasy feeling which existe in the hblf-

breeds and Indian element, with regard ta what they conceive to be the
premature action taken by the Government in proceeding to effect a
survey of the lands without having firet extinguibhed the Indian title,
and I beg permission to reiterate the conviction expressed on a former
occasion, ihat this must be the first question of importance ta be dealt
with by the Governmeut. I hava, of course, tak en every opportunity
to assure this element as to the intention of the Government to deal
bonorably and fairly in the matter in question, ani shall go on quietly
with my work. Should, however, this feeling be likely to resuit in
any opposition of a character likely to preju lice a settlement fraught
with importance to the immeliate future ot this country, I bhall at once
cease operation and await your future orers."

On the 22nd of the September following, Mr. Macdougall as
Minister of Public Works, sent a memorandum to theCoun-
cil stating :

" Mr. Dennis, after consulting with the Crown Lands Departments,
both in Canada and the Unitei States, in accordance with the above
instructions, bas forwarded certain papers embracing a proposed system
of surveys and sub-divisions of public lands in that phrt of the Dom.
inion."

On the 1lth October, 1869, Colonel Dennissende a memoran-
dum giving the circumstances connected with the active
opposition of the French half-breeds in this settlement, to
the prosecution of the Government surveys:

"This day, about 2 p. m., R messenger arrived, a former chainbearer
of Mr. Webb's party, emiployed in surveying the baje line or pirallel of
l'titude between townships 5, 6 and 7, bringing the unwelcome informa.
tion from Mr. Webb tht bis Iurther progress with the survey had been
stopped by a band of some 18 French half-breeds, headeti by a man
named Louis Riel."

I read thon another extract:
" He was ordered by the leader of the party at once to desist from

further running the line, and lu fact notified that he must leave the
country on the south eide of the Assiniboine, which cou2ftry the party
claimed as the property of the French half-breels, an which they
would not allow to be surveyed by the Canadian Government."

Well, Mr. Dennis goes on to say that ho applied to Mr.
Cowan, who was a magistrate, for magisterial assistance,
and ho adds :

" I remarked to Mr. Cowan at the same time, that I questioned
whether, owing to the unsettled state of the land tenure as regards the
balf-breeds and Indians, and the peculiar irritation or sensitiveness
ihat existed on the part cf the French half-breeds in view of the trans-
fer of the territory, and the assumption of the Government by Canada,
it would be politic to take harsh measures towards the offenders in this
case."

On the 12th October, 1869, Governor Macdougall wrote a
letter to Mr. Smith, Secretary of the Hudson's Bay Com-
pany, from which this is an extract :

"I am also sorry to inform you that some of the people here have
stopped One of0 olonel Dennis surveying parties, and as usual, of course,
the colonel came to us for redress. The men who have thus interfered
Bay they know the survey could proceed without any injury to anyone ;but stopping it je always a beginning, and tbey are desirous to let the
Canadian.Government know that it le not wanted Ly them ; that theyconsider, if the Canadians wish to come here, the terms on which theywere to enter should bave been arranged with the Local Governmenthere, as it le acknowledged by the people in the country."

Mr. Cowan, on the 15th October, 1869, replied to Colonel
Dennis:

Mr. BLAKE.

" I very much regret ta say that we have failed entirely ln our
endeavors to get over the opposition of the French Manitoba settlers to
the survey."

On the 12th Fobruary, 1870, Colonel Dennis made a long
report upon the wbole subject to the Minister of Publio
Works at Ottawa, from which I read a short extract :

" I should here state that I had proviouslyexplained the object of
such survey te the people, that the survey was notto disturb boundaries
or porsession, but to ascertain each man's actual occupation, and make
a plan thereof, so that the Government would be in a position at the
earliest possible date, to carry out their intention te confIrm Govern-
ment deeds, and all bonâfide occupants of land.

" The Engli-h speaking people appeared tounderstand and appreciate
the necessity f>r the measure, and the boon it would be ta have thpie
titles perfected, and showed every facility to the surveyors employed at
the work.

"I gave, strict orders, however, not to survey in that portion of the
settlen-ent occupied by the French half-breeds and although I had, as
early as the day after my arrival from Canada, on the 21st August,
called on the dignitaries of the Roman Catholic Church, at the palace of
St. Bàniface, on which occasion I saw Père Tissot, Père Allard, and the
other priests, and explained the same thing to them, and those gentlemen
had aise expressed tbemselves most favorably toward the measure, and
promised that they would explain the same te their people, and recom-
mend them not to throw any difficulties in the way of these necessary
surveys being effected; still, as the outbreak occurred a few weeksafter,
and 1 had every detire te avoid any furtber possible cause of offence
to Ihat party, I gave tLe orders above, and te my knowledge they were
nut departed f om by either of the gentlemen employed."

'1 hat finishes the extracts which I think it material to read,
showing the degree of information supplied, and the condi,
tion of things upon the question of surveys, from August,
1869, onwards. On the 27th October, 1869, Mr. Dennis
communicated to Mr. Maciougall, when outside the Terri-
tory, I think in the neighborhood of Pembina, a statement
in which ho declares:

" The attitude of the Englieh speaking portion of the colony may, I
think, be fairly stated as follows:-

" They say, we feEl a disposition te extend a sincere welcome te the
Hon. Mr. Macdougall, as the gentleman who has been selected for our
future Governor.

" We regret sincerely that the good name of the colony should be
prejudiced by any such action as we are told is contemplated by a por.
tion of the French half-breeds."

Then another extract:
C We feel this way-we feel confilence in he future administration of

the Government*ôf this country under Canadian rule- at the same
time, we have not been consulted in any way as a people, in entering
into the Domirlon.

"The character of the new governmeat ias been settlel in Canada
without our being consulted. We are prepared te accept it respeet-
fully, te obey the laws, and to become goo- subjects ; tut when you
present te us the issue of a confiet with hie French party, with whom
we have hitherto lived in friendship, backed up, as they would be, by
the Roman Cathilic Church, which appears probable by the course at
present being taken by the priests, in which confLct it is almost certain
the aid et the Indians would be invoked, and perhaps obtained, by that
party, we feel disinclined to enter upon it, and think that the Dominion
should assume the responeibility of establishing amongst us what it,
and it alone, has determired upon,"

Next, Mr. Macdougall wrote to Mr. McTavish, who was the
local head of the Hudson's Bay Company at Fort Garry, a
letter in the month of November, in whioh ho pointed out
that ho thought the duty of the Government was to pro.
claim the fact that Canada was now the proprietor and the
Government of the country. Governor McTavish, on 9th
November, 1869, answered fr. Macdougall, in a letter, from
which I will read two extracts:

" The &ct in question referred te the prospective trans'er of the Terri-
tory, but up te this moment we have no official intimation from England
or the Dominion of Canada, of the fact of the transfer, or of its condi-
tions, or of the date at which they were te take practical effect upon the
Government of this country. In such a state of matters, we think it le
evident that any such act on the part of the Red River authorities as
that to which we point, would necessarily have been marked by a great
deeree of vagueness and uncertainty; it was felt that it might affect
injuriously the future, as well as the present Government; and we
therefore deemed it advisable te await the receipt of official intelligence
of the actual transfer of the country, and of all the details which it con-
cerned us te know.

Again :
"It is unquestionable that the preservation of the public peace is the

paramount duty of every Government; but while in ordimary circum-
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stance it might be reasonable enough to cast upon us the exclu-
sive responsibility of preserving the public peace, it may perhaps at the
same time admit of doubt whether some degree of responsibility did not
also rest upon others in a case of so exceptional a character as this,-
a case in which not merely a whole country is transferred, but also, in
a certain sense, a whole people, or where at least the political condition
of the people undergo such a great change; and it may moreover be a
question whether, on the part of the Government the preliminary
arrangements for introducing that change have proceeded upon snch a
just and accurate appreciation of the condition of the country snd the
peculiar feelings and habits of its people, as on sncb an occasion was
desirable, if not absolutely essential; and whether the complications
by which we are now surrounded may not, to a great extent be owing
to that circumstance."

Negotiations were then entered into by the Government at
Ottawa with a view to sending out commissioners to deal
with the people of the country, and amongst those was
Very Reverend Grand Vicar Thibault,to whom, as a part of
his instructions, on December 4th, 1869, the late Secretary
of State addressed a letter, from which I will read some
extracts:

" That the disturbances which have taken place at and around Win-
nipeg and Fort Garry have grown out of vague apprebensions of danger,
incident te the transition state of things which the action of the Imper-
ial Government and Parliament rendered inevitable, there is na reason
to doubt; but it is quite apparent that, underlying what is natural and
pardonable in this movement, there have been agencies at work which
loyal subjects cannot countenance, and that arttul attempts have been
made to mislead the people by the most flagrant and absurd misrepre-
sentations. Had the Queen's Government or the Government of the
Dominion imitated the rash and reckless conduct of some of those who
have taken part in this disturbance, there would ere this have been
bloodshed and civil war in Rupert's land with the prospect of the flame
spreading along the frontier as the fire spreads over the prairie. For-
tunately calmer counsels have prevailed both in England and at
Ottawa. The proclamation of the Queen's representative, with copies
of which you will be furnished in French and English, will convey to
her people the solemn words of their Sovereign, who, possessed of ample
power to enforce ber authority, yet confides in their loyalty and affec-
tionate attachment ta her throne."

Another extract :
I All the Pravinces of the British Empire which now enjoy represen-

tative institutions and responsible government have passed through a
probationary period, till the growth of population and some political
training prepared them for self government. In the United States the
territories are ruled irom Washington till the time arrives when they
cau prove their fitness to be ineluded in the family of state and, in the
halls of congress, challenge the full measure of power and free
development which American citizenship includes. It is fair to assume
that some such training as hunan society requires in all free countries
may be useful, if not indispensible, at Red River ; but of this you may
be assured, that the GovernorGeneral and his council will gladly
welcome the period when the Queen can confer, with their entire appro-
bation, the largest measure of self government on ber subjects in that
region, compatible with the preservation7 of British interests on this
continent and the integrity of the Empire."

A proclamation dated December 6th, 1869, referred to in the
dispatch from which I have read some extracte, contains
these words:

" Her Majesty commands me to state to you that she will be always
realy through me as her represeatative to redress all well founded
gïl. vances, and that she bas instrncted me to hear and consider.any
complainte that may be made, or desires that may be expressed te mne as
Governor General. At the same time she bas charged me to exercise
all the powers and authority with which she has entrusted me in the
support of order and the suppression of unlawful disturbances."

Then again:z
" And I do lastly inform you, that in case of your immediate and

peaceable obedience and dispersion, I shall order that no legal proceed-
ings be taken against any parties implicated in these unfortunate
breaches of the law.''

On the day following, namely, Decomber
Secretary of State wrote to Mr. Macdougall
which I take two extracts:

7th, 1869, the
a letter, from

" fou will now be in a position in your communications with the
residents of the North-West to assure them (1) that ail their civil and
religious liberties and privileges will be sacredly respdeted; (2) That
all their properties, rights and equities of every kind, as enjoyed under
the government cf the Hudsou's Bay Company, wil be continued to
them ; (i) That in granting titles to land now occupiel by the set-
tiers, the most liberal policy will be pursued."

Again:
" (8) That the present Government is to be considered as merely

provisional and temporary, and that the Goverument of Oanada will be
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prepared to submit a measure to Parliament, granting a liberal consti-
tution as soon as you, as Governor, sud your Qouncil have had an
opportunity of reporting fully on the wants and requirements of the
territory."

A question arose at this time as to whether the Imperial
Govern ment should pay over to the Hudson's Bay Company
the purchase money which had been placed at their dis-
position to be paid over upon the transfer by the Canadian
Parliament, the sum of £300,000 sterling; and in consider-
ing that question and in response to the letter of the home
authorities upon the subject, and a committee of the Privy
Council on December 16th, 1869, made a report which was
approved and transmitted to the Colonial Secretary, and
which is signed by the right hon, gentleman (Sir, John A.
Macdonald). From it I will read some extracts :

" That there would be au armed resistance by the inhabitants to the
transfer was, it is to be presumed, unexpected by ail parties; it cer-
tainly was so by the Dominion Government. In this regard the con-
pany cannot be acquitted of ail blame. They had an old and fully
organised goverument in the country, to which the people appeared to
render ready obedience. Their Governor was advised by the Oeuncil,
in which some of the leading residents had seats. They had every
means of information as to the state of feeling existing in the country.
They knew, or ought to have known, the light in which the proposod
negotiations were viewed by the people under their rule. If they were
aware of the feeling of discontent, they ought frankly to have stated it
to the Imperial and Canadiau Goveraments. If they were ignorant of
the discontent, the responsibility of such wilful blindness on the part
of their officers must rest upon them. For more than a year these
negotiations have been actively proceeded with, and it was the duty of
the company to have prepared the peotle under its rule for the change
-to have explained the precautions taken to protect the interest of the
inhabitants, and thus have removed any misapprebensions that may
have existed amongst them. It appears that no steps of any kind in
that direction were taken. The people have been led to suppose that
they have been sold to Canada with an utter disregard of their rights
sud position. When Governor McTavish visited Canada in June last
he was in communication with the Canadian Government, and ho
never intimated that he had even a suspicion of discontent existing,
nor did he make any suggestions as to the beat mode of effecting the
proposed change with the assent of the inhabitants."

Again :
" Any hasty attempt by the Canadian Government to force their rule

upon the insurgents would probably result in armed resistance and
bloodshed. Every other course should be tried before resort is had t.
force. If life were once lost in au encounter between a Canadian force
and the inhabitants, the seeds of hostility to Canada and Canadian rie
would be sown, and might create an ineradicable hatred to the union
of the countries, and thus mar the future prosperity of British America.
If anything like hostility should commence, the temptation to the wild
Indian tribes and to the restless adventurers who abound in the United
States (many of them with military experience gained in the late civil
war) to join the insurgents would be almost irresistible. Already it is
said that the Penian organisations look upon this rising as another
means of exhibiting their hatred to England. No one eau foresee the
end of the complications that might thus be occasioned, not only as
between Canada and the North-West, but between the United States
and England. From a sincere conviction of the gravity of the situation
and not from any desire to repudiate or postpone the performance of
sny of their engagements, the Canadian Goverament have urged a
temporary delay of the transfer. This is not a question of money-it
may be one of civil war. It is one in which the present and future
prosperity of the British possessions in North America is involved,
which prosperity hasty action might permanently prejudice."

Again:

" The Committee would also request your Excellency to assure Lord
Granville that the Government have taken and are taking active mes-
sures to bring about a happier state of affairs.

" They have sent on a mission of peace to the French half-breedi
now in arms, the Very Reverend Mr. Thibault, Vicar General (who
has labored among them as a clergyman for thirty-niné years), accom-
panied by Colonel De Salaberry, a gentleman weil acquainted with the
country and with the manners and feeling of the inhabitants. These
gentlemen are fully informed of the beneficent intentions of the Oanadian
Government, and can disabuse the minds of the people of the misrepre-
sentations made by designing foreigners."

"(Signed) JOHY A. MACDONALD."

On the 17th of December the Government at Ottawa issued
a commission to the lon. Donald A. Smith, who was well
known to and familiar with the country and its people, in his
capacity as a resident of many years, and as occupying a
responsible position in the Hudson's Bay Company. In that
commission it was said :
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"And whereas it is expedient that enquiry should be ;had into the
causes and extent of such obstruction, opposition and discontentment
aforesaid, * * * and also to enquire into the causes and discontent
and dissatisfaction alle ged to exiet in respect to the proposed union of
the said North-Woet Térritories with the Dominion of Canada; and
further to explain to the inhabitants of the said country the principle
on which the Government of Canada intends to administer the govern-
ment of the country, according to such instructions as may be given to
you by our Governor in Council in this behalf; and to take steps to
remove any misapprehension which may exist in respect to the mode of
governiment of the saine, and to report to our Governor General the
result of such enquiries, and on the est mode of quieting and removing
such discontent and dissatisfaction ; and also to report on the most pro-
per and fitting mode for effecting the speedy transfer of the government
and the country from the authority of the Hudson's Bay Company to the
Government of Canada, with the assent of the inhabitants."

We passed the Manitoba Act during that Session, and that
.Act declaresin its 31st clause :

l And whereas it is expedient towards the extinguishment of the
Indian titles to the land in the Province, to appropriate a portion of
sncb ungranted lands to the extent of 1,400,000 acres thereof, for the
benefit of tho families of the half-breed residents, it is hereby enacted
that, under regulations te be from time to timemade by the Governor
General in Council, the Lieutenant Governor shall select such lots or
tracts in such parts of the Province as he may deem expedient, to the
extent aforesaid, and divide the same among t e children of the half-
breed heads of families residing in the Province at the time of the said
transfer to Canada, and the saine shall be granted to the said children
respectively, in such mode and on such conditions as to settlement and
otherwise as the Governor General in Council may from time to time
détermine."

The 32nd section dealt with the settlers' titles. The Hudson
Bay freehold grants were turned into freehold grants from
the Crown ; the Hudson Bay grants, less than freehold, were
turned into freehold grants from the Crown ; titles by occu-
pancy with license of Hudson's Bay Company, when the
Indian titles were extinguished, were turned into freehold
grants from the Crown; those who were in peaceable posses-
sion of lands, in which the Indian title was not extingaished,
were declared to have a preemptive right, at a price to be
fixed by the Governor in Council1; and the hay and common
rights were to be recognised, and it was declared that they
should be commuted by grants in fee simple. With the view
of carrying out the arrangements of the Manitoba Act as
to half-breed grants, on the 29th of July, 1870, the late Sir
George E. Carier recommended to Council the appointment
of Lieutenant Governor Archibald as administrator of Mani-
toba Crown lands:

"And that he be required to report when called upon, on the regula-
lations to be made under the Manitoba Act for the selection and divi-
sion of the grant among the children of the half-breed heads of families
residing in Manitoba at the time of the transfer to Canada, together
with the mode and conditions as to settlement and otherwise which he
may consider desirable to embody in such regulations."

There was an Order in Council made on the 2nd of August,
1870, based on that recommendation, and on the 4th of
August the Secretary of State, pursuant to that order, wrote
to Lieutenant Governor Archibald, communicating the
Order and saying :
" I have to request that you will have the goodness at your earliest

convenience to report the regulations, etc., etc., in terme of the above
Order in Council. '
Details were required, in order to the Lieutenant Governor's
carrying out this provision, and on the 4th of August, 1870,
a letter from the Secretary of State was sent to Lieutenant
Governor Archibald, conveying him his instructions, also
the 9th paragraph being as follows:-

"In order to enable you to select, under the provisions of the 31st
section of the Act, and under the regulations to be, from time to time,
made by the Governor General in Council, such lots or tracts from
among the ungranted lands in such parts of the Province of Manitoba
as you may deem expedient, to the extent mentioned in the said section,and divide the same among the children of the half-breed heade of fami.
lles residing in the Province at the time of the transfer of the same to
Oanada-you will cause an enumeration to be made cf the half-breedheads oftfamilies residing in the said Province at the time of sncb trans-
fer, and of their children respectively."

On the lst of October, 1870, the Lieutenant Governor,pursuant to those instructions, divided the Province for
Mr, BLI.

enumeration purposes, and appointed the enumerators; and
in the same month issued the instructions and forms to the
enumerators. Those instructions included the direction to
count anyone whose dwelling.houme or plae of residence
was within the Province at the time of the transfer, though,
at the time he might have been, or may now be temporarily
absent, and the enumeration so far was proceeded with at a
comparatively early date, although, of course, it turned ont
afterwards to be defective, by reason of certain persons not
having been in the Province at the time, and evidence not
having been brought forward by them at the time of
the general enumeration. In the following Session there
was brought down also a letter from Hon. Donald A. Smith,
in the capacity of chief officer, Ipresume, of the Hudson's
Bay Company, addressed to the Lieutenant Governor, as to
the District of Saskatchewan. The letter was written at
Fort Garry, and dated 9th September, 1870. In that letter
he says:

"For several years past outrages have been of frequent occurrence
there, with which the authorities have been powerless effectually to
deal; and such are at present the latent elements eof disorder that it is
impossible to predict how long a general outburst may be delayed, similar
possibly in many respects to that of recent occurrence in this place."

And he cites a number of instances. First, a marder on
Christmas, 1866; second, liquor riots and orgies; third,
encounters between Assiniboines, Crees and Blackfeet,
annually becoming more perplexing to the Hudson's Bay
Company's people ; fourth, the existence of a settlement of
French half-breeds at a place named St. Albert, a collision
between the inhabitants of which and the Indians had
already occurred, while a repetition of such events was much
to be dreaded ; fifth, the Hudson's Bay Company's people
were not likely to be able to live long at peace with
the Indians, and he mentions that in 1867, Fort Pitt was
forcibly entered by 200 Blackfeet, who pillaged the fort and
afterwards the trains of supplies of the fort hunters ; sixth,
shortly after a Blackfoot severely wounded a clerk at
Carlton by a gun shot; seventh, in the spring of 1870 an
encounter took place between the Blackfeet and the Crees
involving serious danger to the Company's Factor Christie at
Edmonton; eighth, in the spring of 1870 W. B. Traill, a clerk
.at Fort Pitt was savagely assaulted by a half-breed servant,
and hit on the head with a hatchet; ninth, advances are a
necessary oflife to the half-breeds,whose improvidence obliges
them to live during the winter on the prospective summer's
profits; and the refusal to make these advances would expose
the company's stores to certain pillage; tenth, a generally
mutinous conduct throughout the settlement. Ho adds:

"The minera, the missionaries aud others who have founded isolated
settfements on the tsaskatchewan live in the midet of personal dangers
far more serions than tho3e which menace the lives of the ompany's
servants at their posts."
And he requets a force of fifty men at once at Edmonton
and a like force next spring at Garlton te meet the press-
ing difficultiès of the case. Now, Sir, these papers, as I
have said, sufficiently indicate the character of the infor-
mation which the Government thought it its duty to bring
down, and which was supplied to Parliament at that time;
and thus, as I have indicated rather than related, in the end,
after the spilling of some blood, though a drop only in com-
parison with that which bas been lately shed; after the
expenditure of much treasure, though a trifle only in com.
parison with that of which we have now to face the expen.
diture; after the running of great risks; after the creation
of much ill-feling; a s mail Province-because we must
remember what was then done was to croate only the original
Province of Manitoba-was hastily formed, and a solution
of the pressing difficulties was found, though the conse-
quences of the errors thon committed have extended far
beyond the time of that solution. We bought, Sir, a very
dear experience, and with that experience we began our
course of governing the great territory of the North-West
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Since that time 15 years have elapsed, and we must ask
ourselves, how we have used the experience that was
acquired, how we have fulfilled our mission, how we have
exercised our power; and those questions are to be answered
soon. I state them only to-day ; I do not propose to attempt
to answer them to-day, because my contention is that it is
the Government's duty to furnish us authentic means for
answering. I state them to-day; but even their statement
requres some exposition. As I have said, the actual terms
of settlement embraced only the area of a small Province;
but beyond that small Province there were vast regions,
dotted over here and there with Indian tribes, and here and
there, though in very few quarters, with small settlements,
if one can call them so, of half-breeds or whites, with
a mission, or a Hudson Bay post. As the great settlement
of the North-West Territories in the east was on the Red
and the Assiniboine rivers, so the great settlement, if you
may oall it so, in the western part of those Territories was
on the mighty Saskatchewan river, and for the same cause.
At several points on the Saskatchewan there were very
early settlements. The land was very fertile, the river
was the great artery of the internal trade of the country,
limited though that trade was; and it was also for the peo-
ple, during a large portion of the year, a chief means of com-
munication. Many years before 1870 the churches had
occupied the feld. The Church of England, the Roman
Catholic church, and other churches, had established missions,
some in the very neighborhood of the focus of the present
disturbance, and there had been pioneers-some of mixed
blood, but very few-there for many years. The settlement
was then composed-besides Hudson Bay officials,where they
had posts, besides the missionaries-of half-breeds-French,
Scotch and English, whom you might call settlers, but who
were largely freighters and hunters, and some of
whom also farmed a little-and of some old Hudson
Bay employés, and other pioneers from Ontario, Que-
bec and elsewhere. To that settlement had nat-
urally extended under its circumstances the same
system of ocupying the river fronts which had obtained in
the Province of Manitoba. It had not originated there ;
for Canadian purposes, at any rate, we may say, it had
originated in the Province of Quebec, where that system
obtained from the very early settlement of the country, and
probably for obvious reasons-for the reason that protec-
tion from Indian attacks, society and good neighborhood,
the facility of communication by the great river which was
the chief means of communication, the facility of obtaining
what they wanted and going where they wanted, were
largely served, by the people living tolerably close
together on the edge of the stream ; and so you found
a system of narrow frontages on the river, and the
farms extending a long way back. Both from habit and
custom, as well as from reason, those plans of action were
adopted in the North-West; and there may be found another
reason, for this system gave the advantage of river flats,
with meadow lands belonging to them, and a variety to the
furm which would be important to the comfort and prosper-
ity of the settlers. Now, the solution which was
reached for the Province of Manitoba itself, on any
points in which the condition of things was
similar in substance would, in equity and in the natural
eLetations of the ple, apply to the territories beyond.
If there were just te same 01ass of persons similarly cir-
ciumstanced as to race, as to claim, as to situation, and as to
occupancy, dutside of the bounds of Manitoba, as those
within that Provinoe, it was not unnatural to say that they
should expect similar treatment; and it was not unnatural
to suppose that what was just fbr the one would be just for
the other. Under these circumstances, with reference to
the extinguishment of the Indian title of the half-breeds,
with reference to the rights of occupancy and settlement,
with r0ference to the river front question, and with refer-

ence to the question of surveys-upon the jealousy and sus-
picion attending which I have already indicated the strong
view of that class of the population in the carly days-on
all these questions, I say, we had had experience which should
have been profitable tous, and we had establisbed precedents
which were calculated at once to raise expectations and to
furnish a method of settling difficulties. Of this vast terri-
tory to which I have referred, we have for 15 years now
had the control; there is no Hudson Bay Company gov-
ernment to blame now; we must bear our own burden, and
the control we have had has been that of a paternal
or autocratic Government working from Ottawa,
and no doubt with large, I may almost say with
unlimited powers ; for whatevor powers it felt in want of,
it asked from this Parliament, and whatever powers it
asked from this Parliament, this Parliament unflinchingly,
and at once, granted to it. This being so, Sir, having so
entered into possession and control, and having for 15 years
so ruled that country, how stands the case to-day ? What has
been and what is the condition of affairs ? We know how the
case has stood since the middle of the month of March. We
know that the condition which I suggested hypothetically
awhile ago has been the actual state of things ; we know
that the public peace has been broken, that the public order
has been violated, that the public authority has been
defied, and that insurrection has raised its head in that
country. We know that 5,000 Canadians have been put in
battle array by the Government, with the willing support of
the Parliament and the people of the country; we know
that bloody engagements have been fought; we know
that the lives of some of the best and bravest of
our sons have been lost; we know that many
of those best and bravest have been wounded ;
we know that some have died, and that many more, in the
natural course of events, will suffer permanently from the
hardships incidental to war, those hardships which are its
chief scourge, which furnish the chief loss in war, a loss
far greater than that which is to be traced on the field of
battle. We know that those hardships and those difficulties
and those infirmities, so produced, have been borne uncom-
plainingly; and we must remember that though they
do not give the honor of a wound, they strike as severely
and as hard as any wound can strike. We know
that the families and the friends of these volunteers have
suffered, not only in feeling but in comfort; we know
that the pittance they are paid in many cases does not
support them, and that the public of varions localities
has been obliged to come forward in order to keep the wolf
of hunger from the door of the wives and children of those
who are fighting our battles in the North-West. Now, Sir,
in the course of these transactions, our troops have done
nobly. It is not, perhaps, now the time, we have not
now the opportunity, the information, to enable us, if
we were capable of doing so, to criticise the military
conduct of the campaign; but we have quite sufficient infor-
mation, from the unvarying testimony which reaches as from
even quarter, to say so much. We know that in endurance,
in the character and rapidity of their marches, in pluck, in
dash, in steady courage, in military aptitude, those whom we
have sent into the field have surpassed even our glowing
expectations, and as they are the flower, from a military
point of view, of the Canadian people, they are a flower of
which, though it be tinged with a bloody hue we may not
like, we have a right to be proud. And let us be just to
their foes. They, too, wrong, deeply wrong, in what they
did, misled, misguided, unhappy men-they, too, fought
with skill, with bravery, and with determination. It
would be doing less than justice to our own forces to say
less than that, because the character of their deeds depends
largely upon the determination, and the force, and the skill,
and the power of those with whom they had to contend.
They fought desperately, and they, too, have bled and
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died in numbers. This is not all. Besides horrid war,
there -has been more horrid murder. The savage Indian
has donned his war paint and opened up his career of
slaughter, of rape and pillage; and age, nor sex, nor sacred
office, nor faithful friendship lias availed to prevent the
outrages which ho calls war. Horrors have occurred
which make the blood run cold, and which the tongue
almost refuses to portray; and against these, too, our people,
both those who were called by their avocation to resist and
those who stood forward ut the moment as volunteers, have
doue nobly. The casualties in these combats, considering
the number engaged, have been very great. The deaths,
from wounds in battle or from assassination, seem,
by the accourits I have seen in the papers, to be on the side
of the loyal forces and the peopie, 66 or more, and the
wounded on the same side number 119; and the deaths on
the sido cf the insurgonts, ut and near Batouche, are said to
be 68 or more, and the wounded to be 191, and other deaths
there were on that side carlier. Besides this, it is stated
that 105 Indians graves were counted after the attack upon
the camp of Poundmaker. We have no information as to
the numbers wounded on that side upon that occasion.
Assuming that a proportion much less than the usual pro-
portion of deaths to wounds occurred there, it seems the
lamentable probability that there have on the whole been
about 250 deaths and 400 wounded, representing, so far, this
plise of the transactions in the North-West during the last
two months. I have said that the casualties on the part of
the loyal forces are extraordinary in proportion to the
numbers. They exceed those recorded of some great historic
combats. Instances will occur to every one, but one case
came under my notice within a day or two with which I
htd noc been before familiar; I refer to the great battle of
lsly 'whieh was fought in Algiers, about forty years ago by
Marshal Bugeaud, against the forces of the Moors, against the
Empire of Morocco. The French troops in that fight, num-
bered 6,500 foot and 1,500 horse, while the Moors mustered
about 50,000 horse and a small body of foot. An obstinate
combat took place which lasted several hours. Repeated
attacks were made upon the small bodies, sometimes more
or less detached, of the French forces. The French forces
ultimately obtained a decisive victory, remaining on the
encmy's ground with a loss in all of 27 killed and 96 wounded,
losses which compare most favorably with those which
have occurred on the side of the troops of the people of
Canada, who bave been fighting the battie of Canada in the
North-West. I have said that we rejoice over our soldiers'
valor ; it is perhaps the one fruit and gain from all this loss
and woe. -But still while we rejoice, we rejoice, I, at any
rate, rejoice with chastened and sober feelings, when I
refIcet that these are conflicts fought on Canadian soil,
that they are conflicts fought between Canadian citizens
and subjects, in part with our fellow citizens, in part with
our Indian wards, and that the blood shed on both sides is
the blood of the commonwealth of Canada. Surely, in the
state of circumstances I have depicted, there can b no
question more urgent, no question more important than that
which I have suggested as the duty of the Government to
stato and the duty of this House to consider and resolve,
how can these things be in Canada? low can these things
be in free, self-governing, peaceful, law-abiding Canada?
But great as were the perils and toils of the soldier, and
deep as is the sympathy of the people which flows out to
;m, and to thosedear to him; yet his fate is in the line he
bas chosen, in the path allotted and undertaken duty. But
the perils and the hardships have not been confined
to the soldier; far from it. The perils and the hardships
have extended far beyond; they have extended to the
peaceful settler who has gone forth with wife and chil-
dren to make a home in the wilderness, to the pioneer
who undertook long and wearisome journeys, who en-
countered isolation and privation, but who looked
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for safety and security in every corner of our country.
le too and those near to him have suffered; he, too, and
those near to him, so far as our information goes, have
done well in the great emergencies to which they were ex-
posed. The lives of some have been lost, and, generally,
over a wide area, terror, desolation, destruction, privation
have prevailed, and of course, over a very much wider area
still, anxiety and suspense. Smiling homes have been
destroyed, and the labor of years has been swept away in a
week, and over a vast district, all the vaster because of the
vagueness of information in that country, the ominous
cloud of an Indian war has spread. Now let me read you
from a local paper, the Battleford Berald of the 23rd of
April, the account which it gives of the condition of things
in its immediate locality :

" One short month ago, the fairest field in Canada was the Saskatche-
wan country; to-day if is the most desolate. And brightest and most
prosperous in all her settiements was the Battle River Valley, whose
sons hailed the opening of spring with joy and thankfulness, rejoicing
in the prospects of the coming year, impatient to begin the labors that
were to bring them their reward. But in one brief day their hopes were
blasted; instead of being the masters of peaceful and happy homes,
they were at one blow bereft of everything but manhood; reduced from
a condition of plenty to one of absolute penury, bouseless, homeless and
penniless. Blood stains the soil, and the air is thick with the smoke of
desolation. Nearly a score of our citizens have been slain without a
moment's warning, by ingrates whose interests they guarded as carefully
as they did their own, and whose hands were daily open in charity to
the men they looked upon as unfortunate and to be pitied. In the town
itself, or that part of it lying south of Battle River, there is only enough
left to remind the sufferers of their once comfortable homes, and to recall
the fact that many things of peculiar value are irretrievably lost and
can never be replaced. Their crime was that they were whites ; the
penalty imposed was deat. Of all the fair farms that covered the land,
but few remain. Some of these lie under the guns of the fort, while
others are held by ien in alliance with the Indians; for on no other
ground can their owners hope for exemption from the universal
ruin. With the exception of these, there is not a home that has not been
raided, scarcely a house that bas not been burned. It bas always been
the boast of this district that, taking their numbers all through, their
horses and cattle were better bred than in any other district on the
Saskatchewan; the people were rem11y well-off, and made improved
stock a specialty in their systen or tairming; Lut to-day they are not
owners of a hoof. They are afoot and the marauders mounted; their
dairies are bare, while their herds are being ruthlossly slaughtered by
the thieves. The work o extermination bas begun, evidently without a
thought for the morrow."

Nor, while that is the condition of things with reference to
the settler in the disturbed districts, or those districts which
have been the centres of disturbance in three or four points
in the North-West, are we to suppose that those who have
risen against their countrymen had not, many of them too,
a stake to lose, or sufferings for wife and children, hearth
and home, to endure. Let us be just again. Let me
read you the correspondence of the Mail newspaper of last
month in regard to a scouting party after the battle of
Fish Creek. The correspondent says:

" General Middleton, with Lord Melgund, Boulton's cavalry and
Captain French's scouts, left at 9 o'clock sharp to-day, on a recon-
noitering expedition down the river. The force was about 80 strong, all
mounted There are two trails down the east bank of the Saskatchewan,
one a mile or so distant from the river, which runs through a
succession of bluffs and openings ; the other nearer the River bank,
which, until Gabriel's Crossing is reached, is almost entirely through
open plains. We went down the first mentioned trail, returning by the
other. The land is of excellent quality, dotted here and there with well
built log bouses of Metis, near which, in every instance, is land broken
and almost ready for the seed it will not receive this spring, averaging
from two to twenty or thirty of forty acres. These homes, however,
were lonely and deserted, and with what haste their occupants fied, the
disordered state of the contents only too plainly told. In nearly all,
only such household goods as could not be easily carried off were left.
One house almost represented all. A stove, table, chairs, in some even
these latter were taken, a bedstead, a mattress, but no blankets. In
some, those nearer the scene of that fatal Friday's fight, only a few
articles were mrissing. In one place, the table utensils were neatly
left in the cupboard. l another, seed wheat half filled the one room,
which usually is the sleeping, dining and parlor of the household. A
cat, mewing plaintively, had been left behind in another when the family
fied in their haste. At several, hens and their broods of chickens were
found, some of the bouses were locked, others left with their doors wide
open, some people tarried to board up the windows, others to crossbar them
as a gaol-window la barred. A few had neatly packed in boxes what
they could not take with them, but nearly ail showed evidence of a
very hurried removal. From each house came the trails of the carte or
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waggons in which the hegira had been made. Al was still, lonely, in that ountry fit for cultivation and 80 fir removed from
deserted, but on every hand were to be seen signs of thrift and industry,
and even of prosperity. There was an air of comfort and solidity about
these places which compared more than favorably with the homes of that they can ha affected-I Say with these abroad to whom
their compatriots, or even ofthe average white settler, of Manitoba. we May be loeking for settiement, and who find it difficuit, in
Each place was mnugly, warmly built; each fam ad its byre, each s view of the smaller ranges of distance by whih their vision
storehouse, 'while some hiad separate, mud-covered, tent-shaped ovens.
Two or three had been enlarging the size Cf their houses, others had
not wasted the winter, as the huge piles of fence-rails and sharpened
picketstestified. To su'n up their condition, I need only use the invog
uutary expression of one of the cavalry as we ride along : ' What fools
these people must be to leave suchi homes.' 0f course, there was ne or oiieal ie n euieut on xet
elegant ease, but there was better: a good plain living without extraor-orse ou plantfor scu reapid developeof
dinary exertion. We had not gone many miles when a lot of feathers,thNotWe.TeNohWe ashsbenhrw
the contents of a home-made bed, were found; and near at hand the
interior of a moss-bag, that useful contrivauce in which the rising gen- be tatm etciia o htouty o h
eration of the Northi-West spends its earlier days. Both had been tor nada aii Riwy o aaaa ag.Mlin
te pieces to make bandages for those wounded n the Fise reek affair.o
At noon, we reached Gabriel Dumont's Crossing, although lhe does nlot
run it now, ha ring sold out to a native Manitoban named Vandal, but
it still retains hie name. About a mile this side of the place, the scouts Mlin oe ntentr ficesdana
reported that five hialf-breeds had hastily left a house and, mounted on cagaet edmne o h ot.et
their fleet ponies, galloped away Batoche-ward. B3y the time the scat-d tefreirain patoea aireabl th
tered little column was collected, the fleeing Metis were disappearing
from view. They apparently liad seen our slow approachi before wedageoe.Ad hsattevrmmnthe
noticed their hasty departure. The vacated house was visited, and we
found that we had been ungentlemanly enough to diturb their mid-day
meal. x fire was burning briskly in the stove, on which the kettle
steamed. Some meat, which was at first though t to be horse-fesh, wasfandincrae cha deret asexthat
being cooked ; and on the table was a newly baked bannock. Outside bothWest.The olbaceshethwill at th am
the door were discarded strips of eld lnen clotted with blood, bandages
teo wrap the wounds of-those engaged ln the recent fight."gee na memote natins, ha offfree e
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when it is the case that free institutions exist all around-in
the neighboring Province, in the country which governs,
in the neighboring States, in the continent at large-
in this continent, which, indeed, seems hardly to tolerate
any other form of rule. Still more, Sir, is that responsi-
bility increased when you are attempting so to govern men
who, besides finding the air of freedom blowing all around
them with the vast sweep and force of the wide continent
itself, have been accustomed, in their earlier lives, in the
Provinces from which they came themselves, to drink full
draughts of that vital air. And if you turn even to the
pioneer and to the balf- breed, the need for care and the
consequent responsibility of the Government is not relaxed,
because they, too, had lived under an easy rein, they had
the power, if not the form, of freedom, they had order
almost without law, and but little sense of governmental
interference. They were a little like the hunter of the border
Western States who came one day to his cabin and said to his
wife: "Mary, we must move out; we are getting crowded."
" Why," said she, "how is that ? " "Yes, we are getting
crowded; lheard the crack of a rifle to-day." And such is the
intolerance of the crowded haunts of men and of nations, of
what are deemed happiness and comfort in what we call
civilised society, that those men living as they did on the vast
plains had a peculiar freedom which we cannot well appre-
ciate. Still furtiher do we see the need for care in this special
case when we remember that, disquieted by the events of
1869.70, and not ail recognising the new order of things,
many of these men receded before the eastern wave of civil-
isation and immigration, and departed to the plains to enjoy
still the rude freedom to which they had been accustomed.
But there was yot another element which added still further
to the responsibility of the Administration-the Indian ques-
tion. The question of the Indian, the aboriginal inhabitant,
the untamed savage, resentful of his lost sovereignty, of hise
appropriated laLds, of his vanished subsistence, of his
shackled liberties, of the constraints imposea upon him, of
the dependence to which h.eis reduced-whose loyalty in the
nature of things must be largely due to policy or fear; whose
war is murder, whose tender mercies are cruel ; the Indian
unaccustomed to labor and not yet resigned to starve-to
manage him demands care and vigilance, indeed, and adds to
the responsibility of those who undertake the task. When to
ail this you add a policy of settlement widely extended,sparse, isolated, defenceless, bringing the Indian and the
settiar at once into close contact at many points, of course,1
the responsibility is still further increased. There is yeti
another element which added to the responsibilities of
Ministers, and it was that the work of government was to
be performed from a very great distance. It was to b. per-j
formed from this point, by letters, by agents, by officers,1
and by clerks. And they had therefore, knowing what is
likely to happen under such circumstances, to take precan-i
tions against, and by their own vigilance and energy to over-1
come, the evils of officialism, of red tape, of carelessness, of
procrastination, of favoritism and of fraud, which ail are apt1
to encrust a departmental and routine system. I say, then,1
that these conditions required, aye imperatively demanded,1
from the Government a high degree of energy, of vigilance,
of tact, of promptuess in arriving at decisions and reachingi
conclusions, and seeing that these were acted upon with1
respect to the North-West Terrines. Ilowever, the Govern-
ment had some advantages, and considerable advantages.
They had, as I have said, the dearly bought experience of
1869. They had learned from that something of fhe feelings
of the people, something of the jealousies existing among
them, something of their suspicions, something of theirj
customs. They had the advantage of the settiement made1
in 1870 for tho Province of Manitoba and its application to
the -North-West Territories. They had ail the money theyi
chose te a k, ard all the officers they chose to name, andj
they o f time, years upon years of time, beforei
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the ne a, even after they were raised, assumed .the
irm'of extreme urgency. They had also the advantage
of utilising the link between the white men and the
Indians-the half-breed. I know that in some cases there
has been some jealousy between the half-breeda and the
Indians, but those most experienced in the relations, the
more recent relations of the half-breeds and the Indians in
the North-West, have, from their places in this louse, not
infrequently stated that such is not the rule. I recollect
the hon. member for Provencher (Mr. Royal), more than
once stating in the strongest manner that there was an
assistance which was of the utmosteonsequence, and of which
he deeply regretted the Government did not sufficiently
avail themselves, namely, the half-breeds in relation to
the Government and in relation to the Indians through the
Government; and I recollect his being answered by the
First Minister assentingly; and of late years the course
bas been to some extent adopted by the Government of
appointing half-breeds to such positions. I say they had that
advantage. They had also the advantage of the missionaries
with both; and I believe if there was one thing more than
another which bas helped us to keep the peace with
the Indians and the half-breeds for so long a time, it is the
good effeet of the missions throughout the North-West from
very early years. Those were great advantages they had.
As I have said, they bad time also; for at Prince
Albert, the neighborhood of which was the focus of these
disturbances, settlement increased at first but slowly. The
incoming tide rose but gradually for some years after the
transfer, and nothing was done early with the old settlers.
However, in 1878, if I remember rightly, a special survey
of a portion of the Prince Albert settlement was made. Mean-
time many of the half-breeds had moved from Manitoba
to various points in the North-West Territory, and some to
the neighborhood of Prince Albert. Meantime, also there
had been the survey and location of the Canadian Pacifie
Railway by the Yellow Head Pase, and that had stimulated
for a season the immigrationto the banks of the Saskat-
chewan. Many people came in hoping to be along the line
of the projected railway, and the tide of immigration rose
for a season. Ail that was changed in later years, and the
change, of course, caused disappointment and difficulty.
But a large number in the meantime had come in, bad
come many hundreds of miles in waggons, had come
in to be the first, and as they hoped, to live in the
mest progressive part of the country in consequence
of the great fertility of the lands and the great advantage
it had in many ways if it was to be considered a§ a railway
centre as well. Difficulties, as I have said, arose dur-
ing those years. Many questions were raised which one
after another, and many of them together, came for vard
for solution, and those are the questions upon whic'iait
seems to me the Government is bound, as I have repeatedly
stated this Session, to givo to, and the House a bound te
insist on receiving the fallest information as to what was
represented, what was said, what was done during those
years in regard to those questions, so that we may jaIdge
how it is, to whom it is due that those unhappy reïults
which I have depicted have at length arisen. There came
many questions. The claims of the half-breeds of the terri-
tories to scrip for lands, and thus to be placed in the sane
position as those of Manitoba in regard to the Indian title.
The claims of the Manitoba half-breeds, who were omitted
from the old enumeration and not provided for eut of the
1,400,000 acres granted, of whom many moved to the
North-West Territories and have been residing there off
and on, some of them altogether and some temporarily
since. The half-breed question of surveya on river fronts. I
admit that is not exclusively a half-breed question; but it is
largely a half-breed question, at ail events, in so far as the
actual difficulties have arisen, because the first settlement
involved, in the view of the Government of that day, a
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recognition of the same rale as had been applied in the Red
River and the non-user of the general rectangular settle-
ment and the special settlement survey along the
river front. Then there are the half-breed settlements
generally and the surveys of those settlements, and
the adjustment of the claims of the half-breeds to
the land by virtue of occupation and settlement.
And thore are the white settlers' claims of the same char-
auter. Thon there are the claims with reference to coloni-
sation companies. The hon. Minister, when, a while ago, I
mentioned the question of colonisation companies, objected
to my doing so. He said that showed the spirit in which I
was speaking, and he asked what had that to do with the
question of the Metis. I am sorry to say that what it showed
was not the spirit in which I treated the question, in the
sense of the hon. gentleman, but how little the hon. gentle-
man knew of what the essentials of the question were;
because if ho had. regarded the memorials and repre-
sentations which had been made on that subject ho would
have seen-I am not now judging of any of those claims-
but ho would have seen, as to the colonisation companies,
that the claim was made years ago by the people of this
very district, that there were grievances and injustice con-
nected with them; and ho would have known that, so far
from its having nothing to do with the Metis, it was inti-
mately connected, as it is intimately connected, with the diffi-
culties of the half-breeds as well as the white settlers. Thon,
Sir, there was the question of the great, the enormous block
of railway reserves made early at the instance of the
Canadian Pacific Railway Company, involving-I cannot
remember the exact number of acres-but I think some
16,000,000 or 17,000,000 acres of odd sections in that
northern district, which were reserved for them at an early
day, in order;that they might get a land grant out of it. Thon,
Sir, there were claims for assistance-for mail accommoda-
tion, claims for local improvements, claims for river
improvements. Thon there was the Indian question, com-
plicated by the questions I have alluded to, complicated by
settlement, complicated by the reservations, complicated by
starvation; and as to which there is a memorial sent in
November indicating the feeling of the people upon it. Thon
there were questions uf police protection, of the home guard,
and there was also the question of the militia and volunteer
corps-all points necessarily engaging the attention of the
Government, upon which they have taken action at different
times, action which as I have pointed ont more than once
requires explanation, and in respect of which reports have
been received, as we are informed by the departmontal
reports and otherwise. Thon after all that, with reference
to all these questions, an event occurred in the month of
June last, which in a sonse accentuated the whole situation,
and added enormously to the responsibility of the Govern-
ment fron that time forth. I allude to the coming of Louis
Riel into the settlement, and his remaining there from that
time forth. It is not necossary, Sir, for me to use languago
of my own upon that subject, because we do fot forget
the statement of the First Minister of the feelings of
those people towards Louis Riel, the influence ho had over
them, and the things ho was doing in the North- West dur-
ing the summer and fall and winter of the year. I will not
now trouble the House by repeating what is tobe found in
the reports of the Debates, by repeating the various pieces
of information which I have suggested as certain, as prob-
able, as due; the reports from officers, the orders to the
Government officers, the reports from the North-West
Council, the petitions and memorials of the people, the
declarations and representations of impoitant personages,
oMcial and unofficial-I say I will not now weary the
House-though I have here a list of these papers, by
repeating that list in respect of which I desire to refer
to the Debates to the efforts we have made to elicit
this information from time to time. But I do say that

the statement of faots which I have given indicates in my
humble opinion, as a clear and inevitable conclusion, that
there is much to explain, much to discuss, much which can
be explained and discussed only on the production of the
documents and papers which are, or oucht to be, in the
hands of the Government of the day. Thore was, Sir, an
enormous responsibility upon them, and also upon their
officers in that country, and it is duo to those officers, as
between themselves and the Government of the day, it
is due to those impirtant porsonages in the country, who
hold unofficial positions, that we should 'Lave their reports
and statements aind communications, which would throw
light on the condition of things amongit the people,
on thoir state of feeling, and show the action recoin-
mended to the Government from time to time. I say
it is due to these persons that we should see what they did
say, in order that we may judge whether they did their
duty or not. It is due also from the Government to us, in
order that we may see whether those demands were made by
the Government for information which the notorions facts
rendered it their duty to obtain. Now, îor these papers
I have been pressing almost continuousty for the last eight
w3eks. The hon. gentleman has brought down a few of
the less material papers, but the bulk of those papers ho has
not brought down, and from day to day ho has said that they
are being copied, that they are being prepared, that they
will be ready soon, that ho will bring down those which
are not confidential, and so forth and so forth. But 1 can-
not compliment him on his having given me or the House
a satisfactory answer, with reference to the papers ho will
bring down and the time when they would be brought
down. The Session advances, and it is necessary that those
papers should be in our hands in order that we
may have the case of the Government, the case of their
officers, the case of the people in that country,
studied and examined wi th a view to pronouncing judg-
ment in the great cause which comes before us as the grand
inquest of the nation. I have said that the questions to
which I have referred demanded care, demanded vigilance,
demanded enorgy, tact, and liberality, from the Govern-
ment. They demanded promptness too. In these great
concerns of state we must not fbrget the rules which regu-
late ordinary affairs. Each man's individual concern is
dealt with and looked at by him with reference to those
rules, and it is proverbial that there should not be delay.
He that giveth quickly giveth twice ; justice delayed is
justice denied ; an ounce of prevention is worth a pound of
cure ; a stitch in time saves nine, are four homely proverbs;
they excite the laughter of the hon. gentleman, but they
are the language of the people. They express the way the
people look at their concerns, and the way in which they
expect to be dealt with, whother by the Government or by
their own neighbor or friend or opponent. Now, the white
settlers as pioneers, and as disappointed pioneers by
reason of the change of the route of railway, were entitled te
consideration. The half-breeds as early colonisers and
as disappolnted mon, remembering the evonts of 1870, and
remembering also that link of connection to which I have re-
ferred, which was so potent for good or evil, the
link between them and the Indian-they were also
entitled to be dealt with on the principles to which
I have referred. And, therefore, while I am not
saying-whatever I may think, whatever informa-
tion I have been able to accumulate from outside,
whatever conclusion that information loads me to, while 1
am not to-day expressing it, while 1 am not saying to-day
that the Government has not done its duty, I do say that
their duty was such as I have described, and that we have a
right to the facts in order that we may judge how they have
done their duty. Since the Government took power, 1878,
1879, 1880, 181, 1882, 1883 and 1884 have passad, and what
has been done-âithat is the question? lu the last of these
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years, as I have said, a very striking event-the invitation to my discretion, those papers were brought down, because I
Louis Riel and his appearance,-took place, and what has thought it was expedient to bring them down, so in the
been done since that time ? Surely that sounded a warning exercise of the same discretion we have withheld much of the
note. Surely ithbecame then, even if it had not been before, the information that the hon.ýgentleman asked for. The hon.
most pressing and paramount duty of the Government with- gentleman bas askel for much that he cannot get; he has
out delay, if there had been delay, to redress grievances if asked for mueh that he will get; but Sir, the House knows
grievances there were, to remove misconceptions if miscon- and the country knows that if there has been some delay,
ceptions existed, to attend to precautionary measures. Once the continued, the senseless-if I may use the expression
again, what are the faets ? What was said; what was without offence--at all events the useless encumbrance of
done? What was done in the way of rodress, in the way of every Department with motions for papers has much to
removing misconceptions, in the way of security ? The Gov- do with the delay in those papers that the Government
erament have, as I have said, hosts of officers in that should bring down ; and there are a great many of those
country; what did they say or do from the Lieutenant papers that the Government refused to bring down upon
Governor down ? It bas a council there, what did it the ground that it would not be in the interest of the
say or do ? It has unofficial but important helps, the country to do so. 'The hon. gentleman says: Oh, here are
ministers of religion, the officials of the Hudson Bay the discontented half-breeds; the Government have not
Company, all deeply interested in seeing that a sound policy kept up the link-he does not say so, but he insinuates it-
was pursued, and whose lives and property and dearest betwen the Indian and the white mai; he says the half-breed
interests were concerned in the keeping of the peace. What is the civilising influence between the Indian and the white
did they say ? What did they do ? I have said I do not man; the half-breed is the link to connect the two. Then
attempt to answer these questions from my own informa- he goes on to speak of the colonisation companies. He
tion; I have some information, which, perhaps, I may sub. does not assert that they have done anything wrong, but
mit to the House on another day, upon some other motion; that it is alleged that they have done something wrong; and
but just now I have been trying to show the House, as I he gives us a number of instances. He does not say that
hope I have succeeded, that there is a duty on the part of the mode of survey is wrong; he does not say that the half-
the Government to inform us, and to inform us fully and breeds or the Indians have been ill-used; but from the
very soon, so that we may judge between the people and long detail that he gives, he leads, and he desires to lead
tie Government, between the Government and its officers, this House-not so much to lead this House, because it will
and decide the momentous questions which these issues not be deceived; it knows his style-but in order to beguile
involve. I beg, Sir, to move the adjournment of the House. the country to believe that the Government have been

laggard in their duty, and have not performed their duty.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. This, then, is the result Let the hon. gentleman bring forward his specifie charges;

of the hon. gentleman's protracted incubation; this is the let him bring harge after charge-J care not whether they
cause of his absence from this House-that he as prepared are for want of judgment or for delay, we are ready to
a carefully written essay, and has moved that this House meet him. Do you think Mr. Gladstone would have sprung
adjourn. it is true lie as clothed this very impot- a motion on the other side in the manner in which the hon.
tant question with a number of images; poetiy, gentleman has sprung lis motion this morning ? I heard
although spoken in prose, bas been invoked; the this morning that a gentleman who fetches and carries for
tragie las been exhibited; and, on the motion to him-if that be not an offensive expression-went to the
adjourn, he appeals to the sympathies of this House, press and said: "IPrepare; there is going to be a great
and of the country through the press, by an elaborate speech delivered by the leader of the Opposition, and you
essay on the borrors of war. Mr. Speaker, the hon. gentle- must report whatever he is going to say." They did not
man has taken a course which is an ignoble course. The want that we should know what was going to be said by
Government are aware of their responsibilities; they are, him, what course was to be taken. I ask if an hon.
of course, aware of the position in which they stand; they gentleman on that side did not go to the press
know that during their administration of the affairs of the and make the statement I now say he did ? The
North-West and of the rest of the country there has been a hon. gentleman claims that we ought to have brought down
rebellious outbreak; they know that that must b a matter the reports of the missionaries and the agents and of all the
of discussion in Parliament, and they challenge enquiry, varioas officers scattered over that country, and lay those
and are ready for enquiry. But that the hon. gentleman reports before the House. Well, Riel has only been taken
should, from his rifle pit, suddenly to-day fire this gun-it the other day. At this moment the hero of that rebellion,
is an ignoble warfare; it is an Indian warfare; but it Gabriel Dumont, is free; Gabriel Dumont may have a large
won't kill the Government. If I understand the motion of force behind him; at this moment there may be the lives
the hon. gentleman, it is that he may maire this speech. of white men, women and children, at the mercy of the half-
ie says that whatever he may think, he does not now breeds, who may not yet be subdued, although their coward

mean to make any charges against the Government; he leader has surrendered; the lives of white people may be
says he will by and bye, on some other motion, do so. We yet at the mercy of Dumont and his half-breeds, and we are
will abide that motion; we will wait for the hon. gentle- asked to bring down to this House ait the statements of the
man's speech, and we will answer it. But while the hon. clergy-we will bring them down by and bye-and the
gentleman hangs his words and the conclusion of his statements of the officers, whose lives might be the forfeit
speech, merely on a desire to get information, I appeat to of the publication of these statements. The missionaries
the common sense and te the judgment of this House there have no families, but they have their lives, and the
if his whole speech was not meant to insinuate what he did wives and the children of all the others there in authority,
not dare to assert-that the Government are to blame. He all the others there who have been reporting to the Gov-
went back to the events of 1869 and 1870, and gave us ernment, are at the mercy of these yet unsubdued bands
a historical detail of what happened then; and he said the and the hon. gentleman says that although the half-breed
Government gave full information at that time. Sir, I was rebellion may be considered to have been put down, there
at the head of the Government at that time, and on my is a long Indian war before us. I hope that is not
responsibility as the head of the Government, I thought true. Suppose we wilt have no more trouble with
it right then to communicate to the House and the coun- the half-breeds in arms, still those men are there,
try that information. I thought it was safe for that infor- and we know they have incited the Indians to rebel,
Mnation to be given; and juast now as then, in the exercise of We know that the half-breeds have roused up the IndiansMùr. Bau
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to wage war. The Indians had no cause of complaint,' no
cause of warfare, they had no reason, no grievance in the
world to make them rise in arms, but they were roused
and induced to revolt by these half-breeds; and do you
think that these men, crushed down, their leaders killed,
some of them wounded, suffering now, and perhaps by and
bye, from the hardships of a suppressed rebellion, do you
think that they will not continue to be behind the Indians,
to incite them to war, te arouse them, calling upon them to
revenge the wrongs of those who are almost of thé same
blood ? And until that Indian war is over, until that coun-
try is kept quiet, it would be madness, it would be cruelty,
it would be folly for any Government to put intelligence
into the hands of these men by publishing prematurely
papers of the kind asked for. If I could believe that the
hon. gentleman was acting with a sincere and honest desire
to remedy the evils of administration, if I thought he was
anxious to impress upon the country the necessity of a new
system, I would say he was quite right. But I know, and the
country knows, that is not the case; and all the motions that
ho has made, from the first day the flouse met, every return
he has asked for in respect to the North-West troubles,
bore evidence on their face that they were for the purpose
of trying to obtain a miserable party triumph over the
Government which he hopes to supplant. But if ever there
was a man mistaken in that idea it is the hon. gentleman.
If he had kept quiet, if he had allowed matters to go on as
they have gone on, the country always looking, the people
always looking to find some one to punish in the case of a
great reverse, he might have a botter prospect; but if we
had been wrong, if we had been negligent, at all events, we
tried to do our duty, we were loyal, we tried to suppress
the outbreak-a causeless outbreak-we loyally attempted
to put it down, and the hon. gentleman attempted to take
advantage at a time when he ought to have rallied around
the Government of the day, no matter by whom adminis-
tered, of our position ; and every motion, every question he
put, was put with the idea, not of protecting the mon,
women and children, not of preventing the flow of blood
about whic'h he speaks so pathetically, but of bringing dis-
credit upon those whom he hopes to supplant. I tell him
the country knows that. As an old parliamentarian, as a
man of great experience, and

My experience doth attain
To something like prophetic etrain,"

I tell him, never in the world did his prospects in the
future stand so dark as they do now, when it is
obvious to man, woman and child, when ho who ru;s
may read, that the aim, the end, the objeut of every
motion he has made, or every speech he has delivered,
of every question he has asked, is the one thing, to
attain a party triumph. I tell him he is mistaken. Great
has been the sin the hon. gentleman has committed and
great will be the retribution. It has happened that there
has been placed in my hands, as a chattel mortgage was
placed in the hands of the hon. gentleman some time ago,
while the hon. gentleman was reading the first part of the
Saskatchewan Kferald, a copy of the same paper. He read
a pathetic account, cut out carefully, of all the miseries the
people suffered in the valley of the Saskatchewan, after
premising that the Government ought to be strong and
active and that their responsibility was great. He saw fit
to so quote that paper as to infer, because he said he did not
state-oh, no, whatever he might think he would not state
-that we were wrong ; but after working up the House to
the idea that it might be possible we were all wrong-
though ho did not say so, he thought we were wrong, for
we could draw no other inference from his language - he
read a certain portion of the editorial of the Saskatchewan
Berald, not knowing, perhaps, that I had the paper in my
handl Let me read what he loft out. The part he did read
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was an account of the miseries and sufferings of the Saskat-
chewan people, but he left this out :

I And yet in the face of these awful facts-in spite of the ruin wrought
L upon an industrious people-mon are to be found, and some of them inl

high positions, who characterise these crimes as 'mistakes,' and sug-
gest that their perpetrators come in and acknowledge it, make new
promises as to the future, and resume their old position as petted and
pampered wards of the Crown. It le too late for any auch suggestions.
The Government and people have been deceived as to the civilisation
of these wild tribes. They have shown themselves incapable of grati-
tude; their apparent tractability was cunning; their civilisation but a
cloak to hide tbeir hellish plans. They have thrown down the gaunt-
let, and now that it has been taken up, the issue must be presbed until
the fullest justice has been done. But while punishment muet be meted
out to the Indians, what shall we say to those white min and nominally
civilised hali-breeds who have instigated this rising ? On them rests a
fearful responsibility, and on them the penalty must lie. Those who,
knowing botter, incited to these murders and devastations, put them-
selves.on a level with the savagea in ail savo thàeir animal courage, and,
as ther c eme was greater, so muet their punishrent be exerplary.
The work will not be done in a day, buit it muet be done thoroughly, and
we have confidence that the people of Canada, who have so long
ungrudgingly given the vaet sum of money spent in feoding the Indians,
while apparently settliug down tc a new mode of Ille, will, now that
the feeding scheme has proved a failure, cheerfully give whatever men
and money may be required to fight them, and re-establish peace and
order on such foundations as shall not again be shaken."

Why did not the hon. gentleman read that part ?
Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon. gentlemen

laugh, but they laugh with their hearts iu their boots. I
charge it as being a matter of disingenuousness on the part
of the hon. gentleman to read se much of the article as to
show the miseries of the people, and thon try to lead up to
a series of carefully prepared insinuations that the Govern-
ment were responsible for all that, when the same paper
says the Government were not responsible, that the Indians
were primarily responsible and the half-breeds were more
so. It is in the samo spirit that the hon. gentleman, during
the whole of this Session, has dealt with and treated this
subject. Let me go a little further. The hon. gentleman
spoke about the poor Indian, discontented, driven by hunger,
and so on; and the half-breeds, also driven by hunger; and
at the same time he reads an elaborate account of the
luxurious furniture and household appurtenances of the
great rebel, Gabriel Dumont.

Mr. .McCALLUM. That was from the Mail.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALQA True, that was from the

Mail. As te the charge that the Indians have been ill-
treated, let me read what the samo paper says:

" The petted Indians are the bad ones. The Stonies have been treated
as being of a superior race, and are the first to shed the blood of their
benefactors. Poundmaker has been petted and pampered, and stands in
the front rank as a raider. Little Pine, bribed to come north and kept
in comtort, hastens to the carnage. Big Bear, who has for years enjoyed
the privilege of eating of the bread ot idleness, shows his gratitude by
killing hie priestsuand his best friends in cold blood. Little Poplar, a
non-treaty Indian, has been liberally supplied with provisions and other
necessaries, and thus enabled to spend all his time in travelling up and
down the land, plotting mischief and preparing for this sesson's car-
nival of ruin. The petted Indians have proved the bad ones, and this
gives weight to the old adage, that the only good Indians are the dead
ones."

Now, I say again that the hon. gentleman, in hanging on
this motion of adjournement, in stating that ho wished to
press upon the Government the responsibility that they
should bring down the papers, las taken an unworthy
advantage. fHe as given no notice. He as not gone into
the discussion. He says he as got the information. Well,
let him produce his information. We will send down the
papers, all that can be sent down with safety to the lives
and property of the people of the North-West.

Some hon. MEKBERS. Hear, hear.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. There is a sort of sner
over there.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.
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Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. They say "hear, hear"

to that. The hon. gentleman would like to get the papers.
What cares he whether peoplo are dead or alive in the
North-West. What cares he whether the production of
papers might affect that matter.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Shame.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. What cares lie.
Mr. CASEY. Shame.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I hear the hon. gentleman

say "shame." It is a sham-e on those who cry it. The
shame will rest upon them in the country, and I tell the
hon. gentleman that, in the eyes of every dispassionate
man, whether of our party or oftheir party, the speech of
this day and the course of hon. gentlemen this day, will dis-
gust the country, will disgust the people.

Mr. KIRK. We will aee al about that.
Mr. HICKEY. We have seen two or three times before
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Ail I can say now, is to

repeat that any charge, or any number of charges, or any
specified instances in which the Government are blameable,
or are censurable, either for wilful or ignorant want of per.
formance of their duty, we are ready and willing to answer.
I court the enquiry. I believe that sufficient papers can be
laid before the House to enable the hon. gentleman to form
an accurate idea of what the true position of that country
has been, of what the Government have done, and of what
the Government has not done, the reasons why they have
acted, and the reasons why they have omitted to act. I
stand here, on the part of myseif and my colleagues, on
behalf of the Ministry of which I am, for the present, the
leader. We court enquiry. We challenge enquiry. We
believe, with all the consciousness of being right, that the
judgment of the country will be that we have acted well,
that we have acted to the best of our abilities, and that, in~
this case, our abilities have not been wrongly directed.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I think that, if there
be one feeling common to both sides of this House on this
occasion, it muet be a feeling of profound disappointment,
that a man who occupies the position of First Minister of
Canada can find no botter terms, no better answer to give
the reasonable demande pnferred by my hon. friend than
is contained in the reply to which we have been listening
for the past half hour. That lon. gentleman denounced my
hon. friend, and for what ? For, as he alîleges, taking him
by surprise. Why, it is known, it is notorious, and to nonef
better than to the First Minister, that my hon. friend has
again and again intimated to him that at the earliest
moment that ho believed consistent with his sense of public
duty he would call attention to the shortcomings and to the
mnlsdoings of the First Minister and his colleagues.

Some hon. MEMBERS. No, no.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Yes.

Some hon. MEMBERS. No, no.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Yes, I say again andf
again. It las been a matter of notoriety. It has been1
alluded to by the hon. gentleman's press. It las beeni
alluded to in the -course of the late debate by scores of theà
hon. gentleman's supporters, on the occasions when they1
took the floor. What does my hon. friend demand ? Again1
and again, for the last two months, he as asked for informa-
tion which ought long ago to have been placed before ust
-long, long ago-which, as the First Minister well knows,i
he, on an equally critical occasion, whenhoe, Iwill not say1
understood botter, but when he practised far better than he
has doue of late years, the rules and usages of constitutionalj
government, saw fit to give to the louse. I was presentt

Sir JoHN A. MACDONALD,

on that occasion, along with my hon. friend beside me, and
I recollect well that, at a time when a rebellion, which
threatened to be quite as formidable as the present, was
raging in the North-West, the First Minister, of his own
proper motion, as my hon. friend stated, brought
down a very voluminous correspondence, containing
information far more minute and explicit than any
which my hon. friend up to this time has asked for. That
was the course of the First Minister then. But well the
Firat Minister knows why it was that the hon. member for
West Durham was not able to call the attention of the
louse to this business before. Why, Sir, what is the

reason that we have been kept here, in season and out of sea-
son,for the last five or six weeks ? The First Minister delibera-
tely precipitated a measure on this louse which he knew
would meet with the most intense opposition, which he
knew involved an almost interminable discussion, and he
did that mainly for the reason that he desired, by the
introduction of that measure, to deprive my hon. friends
and the other gentlemen of this side, of the opportunity of
calling him and his friends to account for that misgovern-
ment which las set this country in a flame. Those are the
ciroumstances under which my hon. friend has delayed
making any allusion to this matter for eight or nine long
weeks; those are the circumstances under which my bon,
friend has waited from day to day. Sir, it is in the know-
ledge of this House with what gross discourtesy the First
Minister, again and again, has replied to the most reason-
able questions of my hon. friend. ln all my parliamentary
experience-not as long as the First Minister's, but
longer than that of most lon. mombers of this louse-I
have never heard the leader of a Governmont act so discour-
teously in refusing information on questions which this
louse and the country had a right to know. Now, Sir,

the hon. gentleman tells us that the course of the lon.
member for West Durham is unpatriotic. Well, we know
what unpatriotic means in the mouth of the Firat Minister;
translate that accusuation into plain English, and when you
hear him accuse an lon. member on this side of the flouse
of want of patriotism, it means that the course he has
taken is likely to be very inconvenient to the interests of
the hon. gentleman. Did ho not tell us just now that
ho would give us what information he, in his sovereign
pleasure, chose to give? And that he would withhold what,
in his sovereign!pleasure, ho chose to withhold ? Is that the
way in which the Minister of a nominally free country, of a
nominally free Parliament, should respond to the requests
for information on matters of the greatest public impor-
tance? Sir, Dr. Johnson was in the habit of saying, long
ago, that patriotism was the last refuge of a scoundrel. I
may supplement that remark of bis, and say that the last
shift and excuse, for the purpose of refusing just informa-
tion, to which the First Minister has invariably resorted,
is the accusation that it is unpatriotic to ask"for it; unpatrio-
tic for the representatives of the people of Canada to inquire,
in their places in Parliament, why it is that blood
has been wasted, why it is that treasure has been
wasted, why it is that the whole future of this country has
been seriously imperilled. But it would be more convenient
for the First Minister to wait until-when ? Until this
House has got so exhausted and tired that discussion is
impossible; it would be convenient for him to wait, not for
a few days or a few weeks, but until a' year or more had
passed away; it would be convenient for him to wait until
public attention had been diverted to other subjects ; it
would be convenient for him to wait until the memory of
these things had faded out of men's mindse; it would be
most Of ali convenient to wait until time and opportunity
had been given to get rid of disagreeable witnesses, to cook
and garble important pieces of evidence, which there has
not been time, probably, to cook and garble to his satisfac-
tion.
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Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That is not quite in

order.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. A good deal that the
First Minister said was not in order, but we did not call him
to order; and he must take the consequence of the example
which he as set.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I always speak in order*
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I think that is a large

order for us to believe. Now, Sir, I say that the leader-of
the Opposition, on this occasion, was most perfectly in his
right; I say more, that lie was most perfectly in the line of
his duty. What does the hon. gentleman expect ? Does
he suppose that we, the members of the Opposition, are
here to register his decrees ? Does he suppose that we are
here to express our perfect trust in the Government of this
country, which has given, of late, such extraordinary
proofs of how well they deserve our confidence, and the
confidence of the people of the country ? I ask again, has
the hon, gentleman volunteered any information to us ?
Has not every fragment, every scrap, every atom of evi-
dence, every paper that bas been brought down here, been
wrung from him by repeated protests, by repeated demands,
by repeated requirements for this information ? What
information, I say, has the Government vouchsafed to us ?
Had they shown any desire to take us into their confidence;
had they shown that they were willing, as far as the pub-
lie interest permitted, to bring down this information, then
they might have pleaded, with some degree of justice, that
we were unreasonably impatient now. But the House
knows perfectly well that it is the present desire of that
hon. gentleman to do nothing except by the mode I have
indicated, to choke off all discussion until the greater
number of the members of this House have ceased their
attendance on the floors of Parliament. I say we have
abstained for a long period. I say that we are now, proba-
bly, in a short time, about to separate. We find that answers
to the questions put by us, to the demands for information
made by us, are refused and evaded in every possible way.
What is the reason given, in this crisis, of dealing with these
important matters in this way ? The First Minister says he
is not able to secure the services of two or three competent
copying clerks. That is the excusegiven. So great were the
demands upon the resources of the copying staff of the Govern-
ment that, in a matter of first-rate importance, the gravest
matter with which we have had to deat for many a year,
the First Minister of Canada was not able to secure the
services of copying olerks for a few hours. Why, Sir, I
believe that all the vital parts of the information which my
hon. friend demanded could have been secured by the ser-
vices of two men, at most, for two or three days out of the
sixty days that have elapsed since these requests were
made. But then, as my hon. friend truly said, this is not
au unusual case. Unhappily for us, under the Govern-
ment of the First Minister, as lie must admit, we have
had a rebellion before, and then the necessary papers
were brought down. Now, I desire to ask, if we have
retrograded so much in the administration of our public
affairs since 1870, that those concessions which were freely
made to the Opposition-not, I think, numerically, much
stronger than the Opposition to-day, perhaps not so strong
-that those which were freely made fifteen years ago are
refused now ? What is the reason ? I do not doubt that
there is a reason, and a very strong reason, for all this delay.
Were these papers which my hon. friend calls for, papers
which were likely to give a fair, honest and satisfactory
explanation of these most unhappy events, does any gentle-
man doubt that these papers would have been laid on the Table
of this House, and that they would have been printed and cir-
culated from one end of the country to the other long ago ? If
there be delay, if there be suppression, if there be hesitation,

about bringing these documents down and placing them on
the Table of the House, all men who are aware of the past
record of the Government, and more particularly of the First
Minister, will say that I have the strongest possible
presumptive evidence for believing that these papers are not
brought down because the evidence which they would dis-
close would be excessively damaging, and would produce in
the minds of the people of this country a very strong con-
viction that had common energy, common vigilance, common
prudence, common honesty, ruled the councils of the Govern-
ment of this country, no rebellion in the North-West, no
distruction of human lives, no injury to property, no
damage to the prospects of the people of this
country, would have occurred, or need have occurred.
The First Minister knew it right well; and when the
hon. gentleman sat on this side of the House, no one
was more urgent in pointing out to the people that if any
disaster occurred, if any misfortune, if any unforeseen
calamity occurred to this country, the Government of the
day were to be held responsible for it. That was the
doctrine preached by the hon. gentleman and preached by
his colleages, and it was by false representations to the
people that the Government which preceded him were
responsible for results which arose from causes over which
the Government had no control, that the First Minister
succeeded in obtaining his present place. And, if that be
true in ordinary cases, how much more true in a case like
this ? How much more true is it in a case where men,
in the enjoyment of the advantages which my hon.
friend depicted, find themselves so much the victims
of misgovernment, that, however dangerous it might be
for them to start the fiame of war in that country, they
yet found themselves compelled to take up arms? I am
not going to justify those men at present or to excuse
them, inasmuch as we have not the information before us
to judge how far they were criminal, or how far they were
really the agents of greater criminals, who may, perhaps, be
beyond the power of justice for the present. Does
the hon. gentleman not know that if a disaster happens to
any officer in Her Majesty's service; if, for instance
a naval captain loses his ship, although it is clear it was by
overwhelming stress of weather, although he may have dis-
played, and everybody may know he las displayed the
utmost energy and heroism in endeavoring to prevent the
calamity, still such an officer must of necessity submit to a
court martial. I say that the case of the Government of
this country is precisely similar. The Government have
proved themselves unable to discharge the most fundamental
part of their duties; they have proved themselves unable to
maintain peace and order in the country which was specially
committed to their care, and specially committed to the
care of the First Minister, in his capacity as Superintendent
General of Indian Affairs, and, prior to that time, specially
entrusted to him in his capacity as Minister of the Interior.
Surely, under such circumstances, we have a right to
enquire how these things came about. Surely the leader of
the Opposition would be wanting in his manifest and plain
duty if he allowed this House to separate without doing all
that lay in lis power to acquire information on which the
country will be asked to form an opinion shortly. Hon.
gentlemen opposite are condemned by their own acts. If
there was no just cause, if there was no misgovernment, if
there was no abuse of their power, why did the Government
of Canada, while the rebels were still actually in the field,
issue a commission for the purpose of investigating the
grievances of the half-breeds. I say they stand selt-con-
demned. If there were no grievances, hon. gentlemen
would not have issued. that commission. If they admit
there were grievances, then they stand condemned, because
they did not take action before. lon. gentlemen will
remember the innnmerable warnings given to the Govern-
mont from this side of the Chamber and by the public prints,
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that there was great dissatisfaction prevailing ail over the
the North-West for a period, not of a few months, but for a
period which must be calculated by years. My hon. friend
truly said that we could have no botter testimony as to the
wilful blindness of the Government than the fact that while
two or three members of the Government visited the North-
West within the past few months, they ail came back pro-
claiming peace where there was no peace; they ail came
back to tell us that they had not found any grievances, that
they were welcomed with loyal addreesses throughout the
length and breadth of the North-West; and one Minister,
I think the Minister of Public Works, declared publicly
ho could not find a whisper of discontent with this
best of ail possible Governments. The hon. Firet
Minister tells us he appeals to the House and his appeal
will not fail. I suppose, technically speaking, he is right,
that the majority of the House would sustain him though
one rose from the dead to testify against him. The hon.
gentleman is sorry for the persons exposed to inconveience.
He tells us that the Indians are primarily responsible and that
the half-breeds are indirectly responsible ; and I may add that
the members of the Government are most of all responsible
for the results which have occurred. The hon, gentleman
called attention to a fact which ought, above ail other facts,
to have caused the Government not to have acted in the
way they have done. He called attention to the fact-and the
House would hardly fail to comprehend its bearing--that long
before the first uprising, which took place at Red River, the
Government had obtained full and special warnings from
persons in a position to give them useful information as to
the result of their policy; and I think my hon. friend would
have been perfectly jastified in drawing the inference, if ho
had chosen to draw it, that, after that experience, the Gov-
ernment were bonnd not to disregard warnings given in the
press and repoated on the floor of Parliament-all pointing,
unhappily, to just such a result as has taken place-unless
the grievances to which those warnings referred were
promptly redressed.

An hon. MEMBER. What were the grievances ?

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The grievances were
that that country, which ought to have been administered
for the welfare of the whole people, was used by hon. gentle-
men opposite for the purpose of a vast bribery fund,
though colonisation companies, leases of coal lands, timber
lands, and by every possible mode in which that great herit-
age could be abused for the advantage of a few needy and
unscrupulous partisans. The First Minister, as I have said,has not one word to say in explanation or in defence of him.
self. He knows, as well as I know, and as well as everyone
who has paid any attention to the state of that country
knows, how wide is the dissatisfaction, how widespread is
the ruin, not merely to the people of the country, which is
being ravaged by the half-breeds and Indians, but also to
ail those, and their numbers are tens of thousands outside
of Manitoba, who have invested almost their ail in
attempting to develop and promote the welfare of that
county. He knows how seriously the future of that
country is imperilled ; yet ail we find him stating, in
answer to my hon. friend, is simply to impute a few ignoble
motives to him. The defence ho makes, ail ho rests upon,
is this : Prove what you please, urge what you please; I
have got a majority at my back, bound to support me, once
when I am right and twice when I am wrong. I cll
attention to thise: The hon, gentleman had the insolence
-there is no other parliamentary word to describe it-to
charge members of the Opposition with desiring, for the
sake.of bringing themselves and their party back to power,
to injure the future of this country ; that they desirod,
beMiise the hon. gentleman's words implied that, to foment
thâtrebellion ; that they desire to aid, assist and abet those
men now defyimg our authority there. I should like to know

Sir RicA n CARTWRIGHT.

by whose hands that rebellion was put down. Are there not
as many members of the Reform party arrayed in arme for
the defence of the Government of Canada, to-day, as there
are of those who support hon. gentlemen ? Have we no
relatives or friends, whose lives have been freely perilled in
defence of our country ? Are there no friends of ours who
have been, during the last few weeks, showing themselves
good and true soldiers in the field, for the sake of the de-
fence of Canada. The hon. gentlemen dare not say there are
not, and if he did dare say so, there is scarcely a man whom
I see here who could not point to some relative or near
friend who is now engaged in defending our country in the
North-West. Sir, the hon. gentleman, the other day, made
use of an extraordinary expression, coming from hie lips.
The hon. gentleman declared, from hie place in this louse,
that if we did not take care representative government in
this country would be found to be on its trial.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Order.
Mr. SPEAKER. The hon. gentleman is referring to a

previous debate.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Well, I will say I

have heard that statement has been made, and I will not
say it was made in a previous debate. Something like it
was repeated to-day; but whether that was stated or not, I
will say this: That in my judgment, to-day, in Canada,
representative government is very likely indeed to be on
its trial, if we find that legitimate demands for information,
preferred by members of this House, who have a perfect right
to demand it, are ignored and refused, are made the ground for
imputing to us want of patriotism, are made, when circum-
stances so amply warrant them, a justification for such
language as the First Minister has not scrupled to indulge
in towards my hon. friend the leader of the Opposition. Sir,
this is not the way in which free government can be main-
tained in this country. It may be that, in the progrese of
events, if certain measures which are now being pressed in
this flouse should become law, in the shape they were
intended to pass by the First Minister, that the functions of
an Opposition, and, for that matter, the true functions of
Parliament, will cease to be of any use or value in this
country. But until that takes place, so long as we are
allowed by the grace of the First Minister to retain our seats
in this House; so long as we ean say, with some degree of
truth, that Parliament is composed of the representatives
of a free people-so long as that continues, we have a right
to insist, and we will insist, on the right, when such
circumstances as my hon. friend depicted have occurred,
we will demand the right, whether the Government of this
country like it or not, whether it be convenient for them
that this demand should be granted or not, we will assert
our right, in the interest of the people, whose representa-
tives we are, on all fit and proper occasion, to ask for
information respecting the affaire of this country; and we
will not submit to be put down by charges of want of
patriotism or because it is not pleasant for gentlemen now
controlling this Parliament that we should ask for informa-
tion about matters which they would rather conceal. We
will continue to repeat those demande, and if the hon. gen.
tleman, in the exercise of his discretion, chooses to refuse
the information, we muet appeal from the tribunal of the
majority in this House to the tribunal of the people at large,
and if that people are worthy of free intitutions, as I hope
and believe they are, if that people understand what the
duties of their representatives in Parliament are, it is the
First Minister, and not the leader of the Opposition, who
will find-and that before many days-that the people of
Canada will insist on hie recognieing himself for what he is
-their servant and not their master-and will insist upon
hie obeying their behests, and giving us some aceoant of the
stewardship which, I fear, ho will be foumd to have most
grieviously abused,
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Mr. WOODWORTH. The bon. gentleman who has just

sat down was asked the question: What are the grievances
in the North-West ? and though he has gone on for three.
quarters of an hour, he never specified a single grievance.
Ho stopped for an answer, and at last he said that the
granting of timber limits-

An hon. MEMBER. And gravel pits.
Mr. WOODWORTH. Yes; and the hon. member for

West Elgin was kind enough to suggest to him the expres.
sion ho las just used-gravel pits. The hon. member for
West Huron gave a speech in the Opera House at Winni-
peg last fall, when the Reform party of that city gave an
ovation to the hon. member for East York, and presented
hiim with an address, in which these so-called grievances of
the North.West were alluded to. The hon. member for
West Huron took up a large portion of lis speech in deal-
iDg with those grievances, and I have here his speech as
reported in the Free Press, the Reform paper of Winnipeg,
from which I find that though he went over the same old
and stale stories about the National Policy, the want of
branch lines, the necessity for representation of the North-
West Territories, yet he never touched one of the matters
which have been referred to in this House to-day. He
reiterated the same old questions which have been repeated
ad nauseam in this Parliament-questions which have b3en
decided by the people and docided in this flouse; but ho did
not venture to give utterance to a single statement which ho
has made in this Parliament to-day. Ho thought proper to
throw an insult across the floor to me, but I tell that hon.
gentleman that I have met his friends in court before now,
and every time I have met them there, upon the slanders
they have uttered against me, I have obtained verdicts
against them. I never allowed one of their slianders to go
unrebuked, that they had the courage to utter or write over
their own names, in a form in which it might be brought
into court. They have referred to this gravel pit in the
louse, and they insinuate that I received a gratuity from

this Government. The fact is, that I was one of three who
owned a piece of land in the North-West that the Govern
ment entered upon; I asked for an arbitration, which they
gave me, but the award was not satisfactory. I appealed to
the Exchequer Court, and every dollar I got was got on a
judgment of the Exchequer Court of this country. These
hon. gentlemen know this perfectly well, and still thoy are
willing to utter these slanders, either without knowing that
they are foundationless, or if they do know it, they are guilty
of reckless statements to that extent. What excube has the
hon. gentleman, when, in discussing in this House a grave
matter like this, affecting the whole people of Canada, a
matter which the civilised world are all talking about- the
grievances in the North-West-

Some hon. MEMBERS. lear, hear.

Mr. WOODWORTH-the rebellion in the North-West,
and when the hon. gentleman is asked to state what the
grievances in that country are which caused the rebellion,
ho stands on bis feet, and in a voice as loud as passion can
make it, he utters a vile slander against me, a slander which
ho dare not put over his own signature, or repeat in any
way in which ho could be made to stand an action at court
for that lander. We ask him to state what are the griev-
ances in the North-West, and I say they repeat a slander
which they dare not state outside, in a way which the courts
can take hold of, and that is the style of warfare which
they adopt in this House, in discussing the question of
whether the rebellion was caused by substantial grievances,
or whether it has not been incited by Grit farmers unionists,
or the recklesa statements of Grit newspapers. The hon.
member for West Durham tried to draw fire from the
veteran Premier of the country; ho laid bis trap, but
he did not fal into it; and the hon. gentleman from West

Durham went round and round the question like a wolverine
circling round the bait, but he does not dare touch it. Hesat
down in his seat, making no charge or daring to make one.
But his lioutenant came to his aid, and with a larger voice and
a greater spread, he contented himself with going round and
round in the same manner as he did in the Opera House
in Winnipeg, and sat down without saying anything. I got
up to say this only because, a year aga, the hon. member
for West Elgin (Mr. Casey) put a notice on the Paper, and
when it came up hi dropped it; and yet he rises in his
place to say what ho dare not say outside of the House,
where it would get into the courts.

Mr. CASEY. I rise simply to answer the bitter and
unjastifiable attack which has been made upon myself. As
to the cry of gravel pits, I do not say anything, because it
cornes to everybody's recollection. As to the statement
that I put a notice on the Paper, and shirked that notice
when it came up, I say it is simply untrue.

Mr. SPEAKER. I think that is not parliamentary.

Mr. CASEY. I say the statement is untrue; I do not say
the hon. gentleman knows that it is untrue; I leave him to
qualify that as ho chouses. If ho did not know it was untrue,
he may have been laboring under a mistake, but the state-
ment is perfeutly untrue. I did not move the motion; it was
moved by somebody else.

Mr. WOODWORTH. You were out of the House.

Mr. CASEY. I was out of the louse, and a friend moved
the motion for me in my absence. It is not a matter of much
importance; the hon. gcntleman need not think his private
affairs are of so much consequence; it was one of the most
trifling little things that ever occurred. We asked for infor-
mation, .and the -nformation was brought down, and it
appeared that there had been an investigation into the mat-
ter. As to the statement that I gave the notice and thon
shirkcd it, it is untrue, and 1 hope the hon. gentleman will
retract it. I rose mercly to make this personal explanation.

Mr. WOODWORTH. The hon. gentleman gave a notice,
and when the notico came up ho was not here. He put it
on the Paper a second day, and he was not here when it was
reached, and he got a friend to inove it for him.

Mr. CASEY. I did not get a friend to do it. I was not
here, and one of my hon. friends moved the motion for me.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). I do not think my hon. friend
from South Huron had anything to complain of in the speech
made by the hon. First Minister; it did not take us by aur-
prise at aill; there was nothing extraordinary about it ; it was
in the usual linos which the First Minister adopts whenever
there is any discussion in Parliament upon any great question
propoed by the Opposition and in which ho is interosted.
You will have observed, Sir, from your kuowledge of his
career in Parliament for the laat ton or fifteen years, that
when he cannot answer successfully any statement made in
the liouse, the lon. gentleman somehow or other works him-
self up into a great state of excitement; he assumes a pas-
sion which, I have no doubt, ho does not feel; ho becomes
abusive and insolent. And so, on this occasion, ho could not
answer my hon. friend from West Durham. Thore was no
answer to be given ; therefore, the First Minister assumed
his usual role of becoming insolent and impertinent.

Mir. SPEAKER. I do not think the word insolent is par-
liamentary.

Mr. CAMERON. I have heard that word used several
times.

Mr. CASEY. The First Minister himselfnused it.

Mr. SPEAK.RR, Well, I think ho was wrong.
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Mr. CAMERON. I have noticed that in the debate in
the English Parliament on the Afghan question, Lord Ran-
dolph Churchill used much stronger language than that,
which was allowed to go unchallenged.

Mr. SPEAKER. Well, I think it is unparliamentary.
The hon. member for West Darham called my attention to
the fact that the word impudent was used.

Mr. MACKENZIE. I would suggest that you add the
word ignoble to your vocabulary.

Mr. SPEAKER. I think there are a great many words
used that ought not to be used, and I appeal to the leaders
on both sides to set an example to hon. members by not
using this language.

Mr. CAMERON. The First Minister used the word
ignoble unchallenged by you or by any hon. member in the
House.

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

After Recess.

Mr. CAMERON. I was pointing out, when you left the
Chair, that the First Minister, when ho had no satisfactory
answer to a proposition submitted on this side of the House,
resorted to his invariable style of working himself into a
passion and abusing and denouncing hon. members on this
side. He resorted to the old cry of disloyalty and want of
patriotism. That form of argument has aided the hon.
gentleman on many occasions ; the hon. gentleman may
adopt again that line of argument, but it will not go down
wi h the peoplo. It is not a saLisfactory lino; it doos not
answer the statemonts of the hon. member for West
Darham (Mr. Blake). Now, the hon. gentleman says
that he assumes all the responsibility of the condition
of affaire in the North-West. Well, that is his duty;
ho and hie Government are responsible. We do not
say how far they are responsible, for we have not the evi-
dance, but they are responsible for the condition of things,
as the Administration of the day. The hon. gentleman
says: We assume the responsibilhty, and I challenge hon.
gentlemen opposite. These are very bold words from the
First Ministet. Ho challenges u,, and at the same time he
retains carefully, ho conceals in pigeon-holes, ail the evi-
dence, ail the documents, ail the papers that have the
slightest bearing on the whole difficulty which bas arisen in
the North-West. He told us that in 1869 ho submitted to
Parliament ail the information he considered expedient,
and ho tells us that ho submitts to Parliament ail the
information now ho considers expedient. We ail know
that in 1869 every particle of testimony, every document,
every paper, every proceeding taken by the Government or
by the officials of the Government, every communication
between the officials of the Government and the Government
were all submitted to Parliament, and underwent investiga-
tion at the bands ofParlament. But now the hon, gentleman
declines to submit the documents bearing on this question to
Parliament. Why ? If it was the right and proper thing to
do in 1869 it is equally the right and proper thing to do in
1885. The people and Parliament of this country are
entitled to have ail these papers and documents, whatever
they are, of whatever nature they are, submitted to Parlia-
ment, in order that Parliament may be in a position to
pronounoe upon the responsibility for the events that have
taken place in the North-West Territories. Some person is
responsible, somebody must be responsible, for a rebellion
does not take place without some cause, and Parliament is
entitled to have the facts, in order to ascertain who is
responsible. The hon. gentleman tells us ho bas given
some information on this question; ho telle us ho will
give us some more information, but ho candidly tells
us there if some information ho will not give. Why

Mr. CAmON (Huron).

will ho not give it? It is his duty, as Piret
Minister, to submit to Parliament the papers and
the documents relating to any complaint or grievance, if
complainte and grievances have been presented to the Gov-
ernment. It is his duty to submit these papers to Parlia-
ment; and to tell Parliament that ho will submit some, and
that some ho will not, is simply doing what the First
Minister of any country has no right to do. ln 1869 ho
submitted all the documents. True, in some of the com-
munications some of the names were left out, not by the
First Minister, but by the committee to whom the papers
were submitted. Why were they left out? I suppose
because the committee considered that the names of parties
living in the country and concerned more or less in this
correspondence should not be published to the world. Could
ho not do the same thing in this case ? Could ho not let
those papers be brought down ? And if there were any
names which it would not be wise and jadicions should be
made known in the North-West, it would be a simple
matter to omit them. Parliament does not care so much
about the names; what it desires to know is the facts. It is
not so anxioas to know what names were submitted to the
Government before the outbreak, with relation to the diffi-
culties, if difficulties there were, that existed in the North-
West Territories, as to ascertain the facte. The hon.
gentleman challenges my hon. friend from West Durham
(Mr. Blake) to say that the surveys made there caused
these outbreaks and that the Indians or half-breeds were
wronged. We do not say so; we want to get the evidence,
the papers; we want to see, if there is responsibility rest.
ing on the shoulders of anybody, where the responsibility
rests. It present we are in the dark. The First Minister
conceals those papers; they are in the pigeon-holes, and ho
says : Some 1 will bring down, some I will not. That is
the way ho treats Parliament ani the country. He says it
is not proper to bring them down. Why ? It is true, ho
says, Riel has been caught, but Gabriel Dumont has not
been caught; ho is at large; ho is still a rebel; ho is still
upon the plains,surrounded, possibly, by half-breeds and pos-
sibly by Indians, and the result of the publication of the
documents might be the cause of serious injury to the mis-
sionaries and other residents. There is nothing in that state-
ment. Why should they, how should they be prejudiced? I
suppose, if any of these complaints mentioned the names of
Riel or Dutnont, there is no necessity for publishing that;
but the communications themselves should be published.
The First Minister should have considered that matter six
months ago. He thon knew well that, laboring among
the half-breeds and Indians, were some Missionaries of the
Cross, spending their lives among these people, with a
view to christianising them and civilising thom. HRe
knew that the Indians and the half-breeds had the most
implicit and unbounded faith in the missionaries. He knew,
further, that the missionaries relied, to a large extent, on the
assurances of the Government as to complainte made by
the half-breeds, and that the half-breeds received those
assurances from the missionaries; yet, during 9ll these years,
while these complainte have been existing, nothing has
been done, so far as we know, so far as the documenta sub-
rmitted to Parliament, at all events, point out. The result je,
these unfortunate missionaries have been slaughtered by the
Indians; severalreverend Fathers wholabored among them
for years have lost their lives; the result is, blood has been
spilt. He now tells us these documents should not come
down because life may be sacrificed. There is no necessity
for life being sacrificed. I am sure the publication of these
documents, published in a jadicious and careful manner, as
the documents of 1869 were published, would furnish no
occasion for lie being risked or lost. The hon. gentleman
telle us the Indians have not and never had grievances; that
they never made any complainte. I am not concerned at
this moment to discuse the question howfar the Indiane had

2046
É



1885. GOMMONS DEBATES. 2047

grievance and made complaints. I refer the First Minister this question, and upon every question bearing
to his own publish d reports for the last two years; there upon the action of the Government and the action
ho will find something which will not tally exactly with of the officials of the Government, from the Lieu.
that statement. If I were concerned to established that tenant-Governor downwards. But, when we ask for
complaints were made or that grievances existed, I need only this information, how are we answered ? I have given you
take up the hon. gentleman's own report and the reports of some papers; I will give you some more papers, and some
his own officials, to show you that for the last five years more I will not give you. We are not living in an auto.
these Indians-I do not say rightly or on justifiable cratic country; we are not living in a country where there
grounds-have- been urging on the Government of this is a one-man power; at least, I hope we are not. I sup-
country that they were being systematically swindled and posed that we were living in a free country, and that Par-
wronged out of the money voted by Parliament for their liament could insist upon the Government giving full and
support. It is nonsense for the First Minister to tell us, fair information; but *e are told that we shall have such
who have read his reports and the reports of his officials, papers as it suits his high mightiness to give us and at the
and who know something about them, that there were no time it pleases him to give the papers, and not until then.
grievances or complaints. People do not go into rebellion That is not a satisfactory answer. It is not an answer that
without grievances or complaint. I do not however, intend the people will be satisfied with. The First Minister admits
here to pronounce on that subject, except from what that Parliament must be called upon very shortly to pro-
appears in the hon. gentleman's own report; I am not deal- nounce some opinion upon the whole question. How are
ing with that now. What the country is entitled to get are we to pronounce an opinion ? Are wu to arrive at it bynot
the documents on which the First Minister based bis report getting the papers, or by getting only such as the First
to Parliament, in order that we may form our opinion as to Minister in bis wisdom sees fit to submit to Parliament? I
whether or not the half-breeds and the Indians have any real say no. Wo will not be in a position to give an unbiased
ground of complaint. The hon. gentleman read from a and independent judgment until we havA all the papers in
newspaper as to the conduct of the Indians up there. If my connection with the North-West submitted to Parliament.
memory serves me right, the newspaper did not give them The policy of the Government may be challenged; their
a good character, but treated them as vindictive, harsh, policy in their dealings with the whole of the North-West,
treacherous, dangerous; yet these are the very men the the conduct of the Administration and the conduct
First Minister proposes to enfranchise. The First Minister of the officials of the Administration, may be called
challenges my hon. friend, and, in regard to every motion in question; the complaints and grievances of the people in
and every question he las submitted to Parliament this that Territory may be all discussed; and it is impossible to
Session with respect to the North-West, ho intimates that discuss those things intelligently ualeps we have tho papers.
those motions were made and those questions were put for We have the right to ask the First Minister to bring themn
purely petty party purposes. I would challenge the First down, to submit them to Parliament. There are questions
Minister, if ho were in his place; I challenge the Uovern- involved in this matter of the first possible consequence to
ment to lay their finger upon any motion or question of my this whole country, to the progress and to the prosperity of
hon. friend which was not put with the purest patriotic the NorthWest, to the future of that great country upon
motives. which the Dominion of Canada resta with such confident

Mr. RYKERT. What rot. hopes; and yet we are to be told, when we ask for the
necessary information to enable us to form an opinion on

Mr. CAMERON. The hon. member for Lincoln says this question, that we are to get the papers when the First
"what rot." That is the kind of argument I should expeoct Minister sees fit to bring them down; and, so far, ho las
from him ; it is the kind of argument bis intellect is brought nothing down that substantially bars upon the
capable of grasping; but I defy any member of the Gov- question which Parliament will be asked to discuss. The
ernment, I defy the hon. member with lis scrap book, to history of this matter goes back some years. I do not pro.
lay his finger on any motion my hon. friend has made which pose to enter into a discussion of the hon. gentleman's doal-
was not in the interest-of the country and in regard to which ings with the North-West for the last fifteen or twenty
Parliament was not entitled to get the fullest and fairest years. What we demand is, that Parliament shall be put
information. The hon, gentleman tells us he was loyal, and in possession of the documents which are necessary in order
as a loyalist undertook to suppress the rebellion. The that we may understand how far hon. gentlemen opposite
loyalty should have been shown before ; loyalty to the coun- are responsible for the unfortunate outbreak which has
try, loyalty to the people of Canada, loyalty to those who taken place, and which lias culminated in the loss of life
have gone there to make their homes, some of whom were and the spilling of much blood. I desire to call attention
born there-that is the loyalty which would be more desira- for a moment or two to the course which the Opposition has
ble than the lip-loyalty which we hear so much of in ibis taken on this matter, to the persistent eftorts of the Oppo-
louse. We are entitled to get this information. We are not sition, and notably of the hon. member for West Durham,

concerned at this moment to discuss the whole question of to obtain from the Government any satisfaction as to what
the responsibility of hon. gentlemen opposite or the responsi. has taken place. You were Speaker in Parliament in
bility of any person in the Dominion as to the unfortunate 1883, and you are aware, Sir, that in that Session the hon.
outbreak in the North-West Territories; we want to get the member for West Durham called for papers in respect to the
evidence, we want to get the information ; and now this grievances in the Prince Albert and Edmonton districts; you
Session has arrived at a period, and these difficulties have are aware that, on that occasion, the matter was fully dis-
arrived at a condition that the people of this country and cussed ; that it was discussed by the First Minister, by the
the Parliament of this country are fairly entitled to call hon. member for Provencher (Mr. Royal), and by the hon.
upon the Government to submit to Parliament every member for West Durham; and you are aware that the
document, every paper, every resolution passed in the House ordered the First Minister to bring those papers down.
North-West, every petition sent from ithe North-West, Did he bring them down ? Did he put Parliament in pos-
every complaint made from the North-West, and every session of the complaints and grievances of the half-breeds
grievance set forth from the North-West, if any such there and the white settlers of the North West Territorios-set-
are, that have been sent to this Government within the last tiers in the very spot that has been lately the scene of devas-
seven years, respecting the condition of affairs in the North- tation and death ? No, he did not. He did not, up to this Ses-
West Territories. The people of this country are entitled sion. For two years, although the First Minister had these
now to the fullest and fairest information upon papers in his pigeon-holes all that time, ho wilfully diaro.
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garded the resolution of Parliament and refused to submit
them. It was only this Session, after persistent efforts, after
insisting upon the Order of the House being obeyed by the
First Mitor, that ho submitted to Parliament some of the
papers. They did not cover even the Order of the House.
The First Minister in this regard wilfully, porsistently, dis-
obeyed the Order of Parliamont. He brought down a
few of the papers, most of them of a date subsequent to the
Order of the House. Noue of them, J think, bore date
before the Order of the House. But the few he brought
down did not afford any information to the members of this
louse or to the people of the country. On the 26th March

the hon. member for West Durham again pressed upon the
First Minister to submit these papers to Parliament. What
was the answer then: I have given you aome paperl, I will
give you some more, and some I will not give you? No, that
was not the answer at that time; it was an assurance from
the First Minister that these papers would be brought
down shortly. There was no question then as to the inter-
ests of the people in the North-West being affected hy the
production of those papers; there was no question of its
being improper and injudicious to submit those papers. He
said: I will bring them down. Were they brought down ?
No, they were not. On the 27th March the member for
West Durham again asked for them; on the 7th April ho
again asked for thom; on the 16th April he again asked for
the papers; on the 17th April ho again asked for those
papers; on the 20th April be again asked for them ; on the
29th April again, and on the 6th May he again asked for
them. it was not until recontly that the First Minister took
the ground that theso papers should not be submitted
to Parliament. Ie hbas prornised over and over again to
submit them, but whenever the question is pressed the First
Minister doclines to submit them to Parliament. On the 26th
March the member for West Durham impressed upon the
First Minister the necessity of having these papers, and
moved a resolution, and in a powerful argument on the sub-
ject, pressed upon the attention of the Government the whole
question. Again the Government did not refuse to bring
those papers down, but they did not bring them down.
What did the First Minister say, in reply to the speech of
the hon. member for West Durham on the 26th Mai-ch ?
111e said that:

lu I the meantixue, net oue of these half-brceds liag been disturbed;
more than that, they have been personally assred thattheir possession
was juet as good as if they had t he deeds in their pockets; but, mind
you, these men are quarrelline among themselves, just as white specu-
lators do, wheu they try to jump each other's claims, and it is to settle
the residuum of these daims this committee has been appointed."

There the Firat Minister admits that complaints were made,
that the documents were in his possession, that these com-
plaints were dealt with and their claims adjusted. We
want to see these papers. We want to know what action
the Firat Minister took with reference to them. We want
to know upon what he based his judgment. Yet ho tellst
Us coolly that wO are only to have such papers as he seest
fit. le tells us they were notified. How were they noti-
fLed ? He has not brought down any papers that show these
half-breeds were notified, that their claims were recognised.
lie goes further, and says they were personally notified.
I do not know whether what the First Minister states isn
correct or not, and I want to know. I want to got these
papers submitted to Parliament, in order that Parliament
may be thoroughly conversant with this whole question.
The First Minister has said that some of those complainte
were years ago submitted to the Government. What dis-
position did the Government make of them? We do not
know, and we want to know. The First Minister plumedt
himlf, as ho always does, upon the wonderfuil succoes of
his Administration in preserving peace and order in the
North-West Territories-the marvellous success that has
attended evory movoment of this wonderfully paternai

Mîr. C*.x.oi~ (Huron).

administration. He told us that the claims of the half-
breeds and aborigines were settled peacefully and quietly,and
ho challenged the hon. member for West Durham to deny
that these half-breeds in Manitoba were properly treated.
We want to know what they complained of. If they sent com-
plaints to the Administration I want to know what dis-
position was made of those complaints. Yet the hon. gentle-
man coolly tells us that ho will give just such information
upon the subject as ho sees fit. I say that is not the way to
treat Parliament, bocause Parliament is entitled to the ful.
lest information on all these questions. The hon. gentleman
said the condition of the half-breeds of the Territories and
the claims which have been preferred on their behalf were
somewhat similar to those of the half-breeds of the Red
River district, and had been receiving'careful consideration,
with a view to treating them fairly. Now, we want to know
how these complaints were considered by the Government,
and when they were considered. The First Minister says:

" In the Edmonton district the surveys of land@ settled on have been
completed, and when the report of the surveyor, to whom the duty was
entrusted, has been examined and approved in the usual way, the
claims of the actual settiers at that point will be considered and dis-
posed of."

Now, this was some time ago. Is it a fact that complaints
were made ? Is is a fact that they were disposed of ? If
they were made and have been settled, I say Parliament is
entitled to have the fullest information on these points.
The hon. gentleman tells us that the claims of the half-
breeds in Manitoba were all peaceably and quietly adjusted.
Is it not a fact, J ask hon. gentlemen opposite, that when
the First Minister maie this statement there were 500
claims undisposed of; and is it not a fact that, since the hon.
gentleman made that statement, namely, on the 25th April
nearly 500 of these Manitoba half-breed claims were
then, for the first time, disposed of? Isit not the fact that
these Manitoba half breeds were therefore making common
cause with their brethren in the North-West Territories,
resisting what they considered to be the unjust dealings of
this Government ? If there are facts of this kind we ought
to know them; we ought to have the complaints of these
Manitoba half-breeds before us, and we ought to know what
disposition the Government has made of them. Yet we
are answered by the First Minster, who arrogantly tells us
that we will get just such information as ho sees fit.
Upon the 30th of March, the hon. member for West
Durham again drew the attention of the First Minister to
these papers, and I believe the assurance was thon given
that the papers would be brought down. But the First
Minister himself, on that day, made use of the following
language : -

" In accordance with the principle of the surveyors, the surveyors
had commenced and had decided to carry out that principle of laying
out all the lines under the normal practice of surveying that has been
laid down in the Dominion Land Act; but while that was being done,
it was not for the purpose of depriving any man, woman or child of land
they had a title to, by possession or otherwise; it was not that they had
the remotest idea of taking possession of it. Only, the regular piece of
land would be so much in one quarter, so much in another, and so much
in another. That was the original arrangement made by the Sarveyor-
General, and it naturally raised suspicion, as you can quite understand,
among the half-breeds, that they were going' to be forced out of their
irregular tracts, of which they were in possession, and would be com-
pelled to take square blocke. The moment that was brought to the
notice of the Department it was altered; and the half-breeds were in-
formed they would keep and get their lands accordiug to their custom.
They have got their lands."

From his statement it is manifest these half-breeds had been
complaining of the system of surveys which had been
adopted by this Government; it is manifest that at that
very moment ho was in possession of complaints made by
the half-breeds of Prince Albert and Edmonton districts, and
from what ho said one would infer that these complaints
had been disposed of satisfactorily to the half-breeds. Is it
a fact that this was done ? If the complaints were settled
by the Department, this Parliament ought to know it, and
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we ought to have the documents befbre us. The hon. gentle-
man knew how sensitive the half-breeds• wore upon this
question of survey, ever since the rebellion of 1869 ; ho knew
that the evidence was overwhelming, that one of the great
grievances of the half-breeds in 1869 was the unwise and
injudicious system of survey adopted by the Government.
The hon. gentleman has only to tarn for proof to the evi-
dence given by Lieutenant-Governor McTavish, in 1874,
who says:

" Some of the surveys which were made at that time were displeasing
to the half-breeds, on whose lands the said surveys were made. The dis-
content of the half-breeds arose further from the fact that their land
was being measured by the suirveyors, without explanation being made
as to the object, the lands being then cultivated by the half-breeds."

This evidence shows the grievances the half-breeds of Mani-
toba had in 186J. The hon. gentleman knows also that the
Venerable Archbishop Taché, of St. Boniface, gave his testi-
mony before the committee appointed to investigate the
matter, when he stated the following :-

" The more remote cause was followed by me, which was more direct,
and this may be said to have commenced with the arrival of the sur-
veyors who came into the colony of Assiniboine."

You have the testimony of the Governor of the Hudson
Bay Company, and also the testimony of the Archbishop,
taken in 1874, both pointing out that the cause of complaint
was the system of survey adopted by the Dominion Gov-
ernment. You will find, further, that the Minister of Pub-
lic Works, who was a witness on that occasion, gave his
testimony. Let us see what ho stated on that occasion,
with respect to the surveys, and how far they caused the
difficulty that culminated in the rebellion of 1869. The
hon. gentleman knows that the Minister of Public Works,
his colleague, doclared on oath that :

'' Another cause, I believe, is the want of tact-and, in certain cases,
the fanaticism of certain Goverument employés who, instead of showing
the half-breeds that they were sent, not to disturb them in the posses-
sion of their land, went to work as if their idea had been to deprive
those people of their possessions."
Here you have concurrent testimony, one of the witnesses
being the Minister of Public Works, who is a Minister to-day,
declaring that one cause of the complaints of the half-breeds
of Manitoba was the system of surveys, and they complained
that the Government sent fanatical officials to assist in the
government of that territory. Like causes produce like
effects. The same causes, in 1869, culminated in an out-
break. Like causes existed in 1884. I will not say they
culminated in an outbreak, for I will leave that for the
House to decide when the papers are brought down. It is
quite clear that documents of an important character are
in the possession of the Government, and that Parliament
should be seized of them. The First Minister went on to
say:

" To-day, if there is anything Canada ought to be more proud of than
another, it is the peace, the quiet and the order that have existed in the
North-West ever since the successful result of the Red River expedition,
under Lord Woiseley."

That is what the First Minister said on the 26th of March
last. Was the hon. gentleman so utterly ignorant of the
real condition of affairs in the North-West as to venture,
upon his responsibility as First Minister of the Dominion, to
state that, if there was one thing more than another that
the Government should be proud of, it was ·the fact that
peace and prosperity and contentment existed in the North-
West Territories. At that very moment the hon. gentle-
man must have known, or ought to have known, that the
half-breeds had got behind their Winchesters in opposition
to the Government Qf Canada. The hon. gentleman must
have known, I will not say ho did know, that that statement
was wholly contrary to the facte. He ought to have known
either of his own knowledge or from his oflicials, if they
were not of such a fanatical character as was described by
the Minister of Public Works, and unless they were utterly
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regardless of the best interests of the country, that at that
very moment discontent existed in every portion of the North-
West. fe must have known, if he had examined into his own
pigeon-holes at his Department, that complaints, petitions and
resolutions, pasEed in the North-West, protesting against the
Goverument's policy were in those pigeon-holes. He should
have known that those claims were brought before the Ad-
ministration, that charges of a most serions character were
made, whether rightly or wrongly I do not now say ; but
that they were made is beyond a shadow of doubt. He did
know that two years before a delegation of half-breeds came
all the way down from the valley of the Saakatchewan, at
their own expense, to interview the First Minister and insist
on the recognition of existing claims throughout the North.
West, not only with respect to the half-breeds but with res-
pect to white settlers. The hon. gentleman must have
known the condition of the North-West from the speech
made by the hon. member for West Durham, and the
speech made by tho member for Provencher (Mr. Royal),
describing the grievances under which the half-
breeds were suffering ; yet the hon. gentleman told us
that if there is one thing more than another of
which the Government have reason to be proud, it was that
peace, progress and prosperity continued to exist in the
North-West. There was no peace. The hon. gentleman
was crying peace when there was no peace and no content.
ment; and the First Minister was derelict in his duty to
the people if he was ignorant of the fact that discontent.
ment prevailed, and ho was derelict to Parliament if he was
at that time aware of the condition of affaira, and yet etated
that peace, prosperity and contentment reigned in the whole
North-West Territory. The hon. gentleman must have
known something of the movements of the half-breeds subse-
quent to the interview he had with the half-breed delegates
from the valley of the Saskatchewan. He must have seen,
because I suppose ho roads the public press, the address
printed by those delegates, and the letter sent by them to
Montana, calling on Louis Rial, their old leader, to return
from his American home and once more settle among them
in the North-West. The hon. gentleman must have seen,
unless he were blind, wilfully blind, the reply made by
Louis Riel to the delegation, on 4th June, 1884, which was
couched in the following language: -

'' To Messrs. James Isbister, Gabriel Dumont, Moise Ouillette and
Michel Damas:-

''GNTnEMEN,-You have travelled more than 700 miles, from the
Saskatchewan country across the international line, to make me a visit.
The communities in the midst of which yon live have lent you as their
delegates to ask my advice on varions difficulties which have rendered
the British North-West unhappy under the administration of the Ottawa
Government. Moreover, you invite me to go and stay amongat you,
your hope being that I, for one, could help to better, in some respects,
your condition, and cordial and pressing is your invitation;
you want me and my family to accompany you; I am at liberty to excuse
myself and say no; yet you are waiting tor me; so that I have only to
get ready, and your letters ot delegation assure me that a friendly
welcome awaits me in the midst of those who sent yon.

'' Gentlemen, your personal visit does me honor and causes great
pleasure; but on account of its representative character, your coming to
me his the appearance of a remarkable circumstance which I record as
one of the gratifications of my life-an event which my family will
remember, and I pray to God that my assistance will prove so successful
to you as to render tihis event a blessing amongst the many blessingi of
this my fortieth year. To be frank is the shortest. I doubt whethermy
adv ce given to you on this sou concerning affaire in Canadian territories
could cross the border and retain any influence. But here is another
view of the matter. I am entitled, according to the Blst and 32nd clauses
of the Manitoba treaty, to land, of which the Canadian Government have,
directly or indirectly, deprived me, and my claim to which is valid, not-
withstanding the fact that I have become an Amorican citizen. Consi-
dering then, that my interests are identical with yours, I accept your
very kind invitation, and wili go and spend some months amongst you,
in the hope that by petitioning the Government we wili obtain the
redress of ail oar grievances.

" Montana has a population of which the native half-breed element
constitutes a considerable proportion; and if we include those white men
who, through being connected by marriage 1 or in other ways have a per-
sonal interest in their welfare, I believe it is safe te asert that this
element is a pretty strong oe. I am just getting acquaintd with them,
and I am one of those who would like to unite sud direct Its vote for the
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furtherance of their best interests; moreover, I have made friends and
acquaintances amongst whom I like to live. I go with you, but I come
back linSeptember. I have the honor to be, gentlemen delegates, jour
bumble servantlLosRU.

" Louis RrEL."
Will the Governhent deny that they had this communica-
tion ? Will the Government deny that they received peti-
tions from the half-breeds; that resolutions passed by the
half-breeds were received hero before October, 1884. The
evidence is clear. Another letter, bearing date 22nd July,
1884, signed by a half.breed named J. Isbister, has an impor-
tant bearing on the notification given teo the Government.
That letter is as follows:-

"PRINcE ALBERT SETTLEMENT
"ST. OATHARINE's kÀRIsH,

To the Editor of the Sun; '' July 22, 1884.

" SIa,-A treaty was made in 1875 with the poor Indians out here. The
romises were good, but they have never been tulfilled. When the half
reede, both French and English, went to speak to Governor Morris, they

were asked not to interfere with the Indian, that there would be no delay,
sud that the half-breeds would be atterded to immediately. Ever since,
and up ta the present moment, petition upon petition has been drawn up
wiîh the the people's grievance, and sent down to the Ottawa Govern-
ment, but with no resuit How many are there in this settlement who
can produce a free patent with regard to land taken before 1870, or even
as to the lands taken before 1862? I ws the firet settler in this settlement.
I lived alone with my wife and two small children in the wild times of
the Indian tribes, and when leaving my home on a hunting excursion
atter buffalo, with my little family, I found on my return that the house
had been buret open, the boxes broken, and clothing and provisions
taken. Afterwards, I had to dig large cellars in through the fir wood,
between this and Carleton, and cache my stuff, until I made a sufficient
hunt for the winter. Then I carted all to the house, where I wintered,
sud went ou with my improvements. To tell how I had to live in
bringing the wild Indian to live in peace with the white man would take
a great many sheets of paper. But to this day I am not afraid to say
that I am respected by the Indians and b> others besides. Yet, where is
the free patent for my little portion of land, or who should hold the first
patent? How lias the screw been turned on the poor settlers of the
North-West, that they have nothing to show their right to the land
occupied? Yet the officials of the anadian Government here insist on
farmers pa ing timber dues for the fence required to build around a few
acres of land, and a little dry wood required to boil a teakettle. Yet I
believe a man, the first year settled, can get from this same Government
about sixty loge free, which is supposed ta do for both himself and stock.
Therefore, it is necessary that we should secure the sane rights as the
people of Manitoba; and we should get, not blame, but sympathy, from
those who see how the people of the North-West are dealt with. Hav-
lug no one In whom we could place confidence to act in our interest, and
seeing that our members are satisfied with promises only, we still waited
atiently until the timber dues were cut to a fine point, the best surveyed
ands were given to colonisation companies, and we were told by a

Government official that no provision had been made for the half-breeds
of the North-West, and oni> for those of Manitoba. The people, both
English and French haIf-areeds, appointed a delegation to be sent ta Mr.
Riel, who could soon give proper satisfaction as to whether the North.
West was included in the Manitoba treaty or not. This, to satisfy the
people, he has already explained.

"1J. IssIsTIa.'
Sir, does this man tell an untruth? He says that petition
after petition, remonstrance after remonstrance, protest
after protest, was sent to the Government at Ottawa, but
they paid no attention. Complaints made to their officials
and to themselves practically passed unheeded ; they fell on
deaf ears; no attention was paid to them, and still we
wonder why rebellion sprung up in the North-West. I do
not now discus the responsibility for that rebellion ; it is
no part of my argument; but these documents prove beyond
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colonisation companies getting possession of these lands
which have been settled on for years by those half-breeds
and white settlers. They know perfectly well that protesta
have been presented against the irritating results which
were likely to follow his policy of procrastination and delay.
He knows perfectly well that not only did ho get remon-
strances from public meetings, but from private individuals
-from his own friends. We know that these documents
are in the possession of the Government, but still the hon.
gentleman tells us they will be brought down or not, as -ho
thinks fit. lere is what the hon. gentleman himself stated
in 1883, with respect to the grievances of the settlers in that
country. He said :

" The settlers are scattered along the North Saskatchewan fora great
distance. Some of them have complained that they should have long
narrow strips of land, running back three or four miles into the country,
such as we were obliged to grant to the settlers along the Red River
and Assiniboine River, for the purpose of settling all the disputes that
existed in that country."

On that occaison the hon. member for Provencher (Mr.
Royal) said :

" I suppose you are aware that delegates have been sent here by a
certain portion of the population of the North-West Territories, respect-
ing the subject which is just now engaging the attention of this Bouse,
and is more especially under the notice of the Government. These
delegates have laid their grievances-if grievances they are--before some
of the hon. Ministers. Their object is ta have the title to the lands
occupied, owned and improved by some of these people for over twenty
years, recognised and confirmed by the Government. Their claims are
nothing but j ast. These lands belong mostly to half-breed people, and
pioneers from Ontario, who went west from the Province of Manitoba
some five ten, or fifteen years ago. There is a very important group at
Duck Lae, at Prince Albert; another at Edmonton ; another at St.
Albert, and so on. Last year surveyors went out to carry on the surveys
of the Dominion in that part of the country. These surveyors had no
instructions to stop whenever they would meet any of the old settle-
ments; and their continuing the ine aroused, of course, the suspicion
of the old settlers, who held a meeting, and represented to the Govern-
ment the justice of respecting their property in farms and improve-
ments."

You see by the arguments which were advanced by the hon.
member for Provencher that they had meetings there; that
they had sent down complaints to the Government here ;
that they had even sent a delegation here; and yet a single
word of those remonstrances or representations, or of what
the Government did with Lhem, is neot submitted te Parlia-
ment; they refuse to submit them, and the hon. gentleman
autocratically tells us that ho will give tbem or retain them,
as he thinks fit. The hon. gentleman says the Indians are
satisfied and contended, but if he will turn to his own
reports he will find that the Indians for years have been
complaining of the misconduct, the mismanagement and the
robbery committed on them by the officials. I do not say
that these complaints are true; I do net know whether they
are or not; I am not concerned in that; but I say that these
complaints and remonstrances ought teobe submitted to
Parliament, in order that we may be able to judge as to
whether these things are true or net. The Firet Minister
says that all this fuss we are making about the claims of
the half-breeds is a bagatelle; that it is not to be consider-
ed; that it is not a matter of the slightest importance to the
people of this country. He says :

dloubt that the Administration have in their possessionpe, aUCUO tua tee.&amnestatonhavein toir Possession "Now, Mr. Speaker, I sa>' that the complaitofteeppeapapers of vital importance in discussing this question, published sudase lluded ta b> the hou. gentleman, has ver>
papers which the First Minister arrogantly tells us ho wiîî litte reference ta this laud question. This land question ls a

subit e iarlemet o ne, a li thnkebes. Te Fretbagatelle campared with their other complainte. There are s ver>'sbmit to Parliament or not, as h thinks best. The Firstew thin usettled, d they will besil etted. Thre areMinister knows well that the settlers at Calgary, Prince points which are not yet eettled, but these men will not bo
Albert, Moose Jaw, Edmonton, and every other centre of dissssud. When the boundaries are Pettlud sud ail their quarrels

popuatin intha oeutry fo thepas thre o fou yerswith their neiglibors are arraugud, tac>' will get their patents f ully,population in that Country, for the pat three or four year that tey have right t. But the h. gntleman went over theirhave been sending petitions and remonstrances against the 'grievances;' he rolled that word under he tonge as a sweut morsl-
conduct of the hon. gentleman himself, against the the 'grievauces'OftheeePeople; their1'juet daims'1deuied. But I Bay

irriatig ad ureeonale dlay, aeint teirthere have been no juat claime deuied. Ever>' juat daim hie beenirritating and unreasonable delays, against theiracknwledged. The ostf those jut cis have been settd, dwhole conduct from beginning to end, not only of those that are not suttled will beettled as soon as it can be soertaiued
the Administration but of the officials of the Administration. beyond that fraud le ual beiug practised upon the people.»
The hon. gentleman knows perfectly well that the halfH- that true or false? Whether true or &Is, it à uit.
breeds and the white settlers have oomplained of these clear that the hon. gentlemu admité that thore docu-Mr. C"etmiNe(Netfrot).
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mente in the possession of the Government in relation to
these claims that ho has not eubmitted to Parliament, that
Parliament has called for, and that ho ought to submit.
Whether it is true or faise, I am not concerned in establish-
ing just now; only it is somewhat singular that over 200 of
these claims have been recognised by the commission since
it went up there two months ago. The hon. gentleman
says that every claim is settled. If that is the case, let us
have the documents, the complainte of the half-breeds, the
grounds on which they make their claims, and the adjudi-
cation of the Government. The hon. gentleman sent Mr.
Pearce up last summer to settle these claims. I know Mr.
Pearce ; he is a respectable man; but the hon. gentleman
tells us he is not capable of investigating these claims,
because the half-breeds talk only Cree or French, and Mr.
Pearce could not talk a word of either Cree or French-
Was it not absurd for the Government to send a man up to
settle those grievances who could only speak Bnglish ?
This report was dated the 24th of October of last year, and
I suppose that on the 24th of October the hon. gentle-
man knew the difficulties existing in the North-West,
and yet ho does not see fit to inform Parliament
what was done with regard to them. I am not
concerned to consider whether these grievances were
founded on a proper basis or not. But T have shown beyond
all doubt that there are documents in the possession of the
Government which they ought to submit to Parliament, and
which they have not submitted to Parliament. 1 say Par-
liament ought to ho seized of these documents; Parliament
ought to be informed of every matter in connection with
the whole transaction, from beginning to end. The hon.
gentleman treats Parliament and the people of this country
with supreme contempt; he does more than that; he treats
hie own followers with contempt. He tells us that no mat.
ter what the policy of the Government is, it will ho sup-
ported by a majority of the representatives of the people in
Parliament. The hon. gentleman is trespassing very
greatly upon the forbearance and good nature of hon. gen-
tlemen opposite. I presume that they will not decide ques-
tions of this kind without having the evidence before them,
and that they will insist on the production of all the docu.
ments bearing on this question. The hon. First Minister
tells us that ho will submit to Parliament such documents
as ho sees fit. The proper course for him, as for
any Government, to pursue, is to take Parliament
into his confidence, and to submit all those documents
to the consideration of Parliamont. Thon we shall
know whether these half-breeds, Indians, and white
settlers in the Territories have any just ground of complaint;
but it is treating Parliament with supreme contempt to tell
us that we are not to have any documents, except such as ho
sees fit to submit; and instead of replying to my hon friend
calmly and deliberately, to fall back on the old old story of
want of patriotism and disloyalty. But the hon. gentle-
man' misconduct and criminality in all the transactions
connected with the whole North-West will be remembered by
the people of this country long after hon. gentlemen's boues
are as rotten as their loyalty.

Mr. BLAKE. Before my motion is put I desire to say
just one or two words with reference to the reply made by
the First Minister. The hon. gentleman, not for the first, or
second, or third time this Session, bas addressed to us lan-
guage which is wholly unparliamentary, and which wouId be
beneath the dignity of his position, even if ho were the
humblest member of this House, and which is still more
beneath the dignity of his position as the leader of.this House.
I have not hitherto either commented- upon or retorted
upon the hon. gentleman when ho has adopted this style of
argument; but I think the time has arrived, or nearly arrived,
when forbearance ceases to ho a virtue; and when an hon.
gentleman, in his position, chooses persistently and continu-

ously to addrese such offensive language to an hon. member
opposed to him, it is time that an understanding should be
reached as to whether that method of conducting the busi-
ness of Parliament is to be continued. The hon. gentleman
said to-day: What care I whether there are people dead or
alive in the North-West; and in several other parts of hie
addrees le imputed to me the basest, meanest and most
unworthy motives for my course in this House. I shall
only say to-niglht, as to my views of the hon. gentleman's
oonduct, that I believe the hon. gentleman, intoxicated by
vanity and by the adulation of his followers, is forgetful of
his own dignity, and of the decencies of debate; and I warn
him that ho will not be suffered unscathed to pursue an
unparliamentary course. With reference to the hon. gentle-
man's statement as to the reasons why ho had delayed to
produce a portion of these papers, and the resons why ho
was not about to produce another portion of them, I have
just one or two observations to make. Hoesays, of the delay
in the production of the papers which he says will be
brought down, that delay is excused in this matter, the
most important which ias come before the Parliament this
Session, which lias perhaps ever come before the Parlia-
ment of the country, on the ground that there is
a deficiency in the copying powers of the Department.
It is not necessary to do more than state that excuse to
demonstrate its utter absurdity and flimsiness. Are we to
be told by the First Minister, eight weeks after the demand
is made, that it is because ho cannot find men enough to
copy the papers that we have not got them? As to the
other class of papers, which ho las not brought down and
says ho will not bring down, because ho says they are
papers, the production of which may imperil the lives and
interests of persons in the N orth-West, r have two observa.
tions to make. The first is this; that no papers which
should show that the writers of them believed that the
half-breeds had grievances or in which they advised the
Government to remedy those grievances-no papers whieh
gave a fair and plain statement of the circumstances eof the
case-could by any possibility, if published, injure or impair
the standing of those people in the community in which
they live. It is perfectly clear that those papers could but
strengthen them in the confidence of the people among
whom they live, instead of impa'ring it. The second
observation is this: that we foind precisely the same diffi.
culty in the year 1869-70, and the way in which the Govern.
ment got over that difficulty on that occasion was not by
taking upon itself not to produce these papers, but by
bringing them down and striking a select committee,
composed of members on both sides of the Hlouse, who
should decide how much of those papera it would be in
the interest of the public and of individuals to publish.
At that moment Louis Riel, as I said, was the president of
the defacto Government of the country; ho was exercising
a certain authority there, and we know how it was exercised,
and under those circumstances the Government brought the
papers down ; but, they said, we will appoint a select com-
mittee, which shaîl go over the papers, and shahl expunge
such as, for. the moment, cannot be published without
detriment to the interest of indiiduals there; and thore was
an expurgation of certain names and an omission of a cer-
tain document which might, if produced, have had that
result. That is the precedent of the hon. gentleman himseif,
set by himself, to deal with the very case ho now says he
is going to meet without bringing down the documents.
lu the thixd place, and it is the last observation Iwili make,
the hon. gentleman, in order to make out any case at all for
this argument of his, which I have proved to be no argu-
ment, affirmed that the half-breeds were-still in insurrection,
and that there was still danger, and that they were
still and would be still inciting the Indian population
to warfare. That muet strike us all with a painful
surprise, because we have observed, with feelingaof gratific4-
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tion, I am sure, that the General in command had freed
a large number of persons who came in, and told them to
return to their homes. If it be the case, as the hon. gentle-
man bas stated, that the half-breeds are still organising, I
do not think that was a very prudent thing to do; but I do
not think it is the case. I adhere to the statement with
which I opened my remarks; I believe General Middleton
pursued a prudent course; I believe there was no danger,
and in that, as in other respects, the hon. gentleman's
argument is wholly without foundation.

Motion negatived on a division.

THE FRANCHISE BILL.

House again resolved itself into Committee on Bill
(No, 103) respecing the Electoral Franchise.

(In the Committee.)
On sub-section 3, section 4,
Mr. MoMULLEN. I move in amendment:
That after the word "is," in the 42nd line, page 5, the following

vords be added:-rated on the revised asaessment roll.

Re said: I think this is necessary in order to prevent the
manufacturing of votes. If a man is not rated at all, but
simply tells the revising barriscer that lie is the owner of
property in any municipality, a revising barrister may put
him on the list, and there will be no means of ascertaining
that he has been improperly put on, unless by taking the
trouble to refer to the registry office. There will be no
difficulty in the case of a man who is rated on the assessors'
list, because it is not likely he would desire to be taxed
unless he had some vested interest.

Mr. CASEY. I think this is a very important amendment.
It will secure, at all events, that which we have been con-
tending should be the rule in making the voters'list, namely,
that the primary valuations should be made by the municipal
authorities. A great deal bas been said about the alleged
unfairnese of Grit assessors, and something might be said
about the alleged unfairnese of Tory assessors; but as
between the revising officer and the assessor, whether Grit
or Tory, the latter would be less likely to be mistaken or be
guilty of wrong-doing, since his term of office is only
for one year, and he is immediately amenable to the people
and resides among them. The valuation by assessors is
more likely to be, on the average, fair and non-partisan than
the assesment by the revising officer, because every rural
electoral division contains several municipalities, and the
chances are equal that the number of Grit assessors
will be balanced by the number of Tory assessors, or
vice verad. It is true that politics is someti mes intro-
duced into municipal affairs, but 'it is only spasmodi-
cally, and generally municipal councillors are elected
for their services to the municipality, or in the hope that
they will render good service to the municipality. In
my own township, which is a strong Reform township, we
have for years, at a time, elected a Conservative reeve,
and sometimes we have had a majority of Conservatives in
the council, and the same thing has happened in other town-
ships, where the majority bas been been even more strongly
Reform. The chances are as great that the assessor will
be of one party as of the other. In any case, you cannot
expect to get a man free from political leanings, because
every inteligent man bas tbem, and our friends opposite do1
not propose to have the valuation made by a perfectly1
impartial person, but to place it in the hands of one who1
wl beinvariably a Conservative.

Some hon. MEMRES. Hear, hear.
Mr. CASEY. ion. gentlemen ap'plaud that idea, and1

look leased at it, but I do not think they can ask this House1
ZBLàx& .

or the country te consider the position which they have
taken logical or fair. They objeet to allowing assessors to
value property because they may be partisans, and they
propose to leave the valuation in every case in the hands of
one who is sure te be a partisan. Another objection raised
te the valuation by municipal assessors is that they are in the
habit of valuing too low, and that in this way the franuhise
will be restricted ; but, in regard to properties of small
value, the assessors generally estimate them more nearly
at their actual value than they do properties of larger value.
Even if the assessor fails te do his duty in this respect, the
judges, when they are appealed te, will always adopt
the basis laid down in the law, and are in the habit of
taking evidence as to the actual value, and so correcting
any mistake which the assessors may have made. I
contend, therefore, that there is much lesa liability te
partiality on the part of the assessor than on the part of
the revising officer, and that there is much less liability
te actual error on the part of the former, because he is
an actual resident and knows the land personally, and
knows what land is worth in the particular neigh.
borhood better than a revising officer could possibly do. In
the third place, I contend it will be just as easy, in fact
easier, to rectify any errors of judgment the assessor might
make, or any breaches of trust of which he might be guilty,
than it would be te correct the errors of the revising officer.
In the case of the assessor, his mistakes, intentional or
otherwise, would probably affect both sides equally in the
constituency, and both sides would have to bear the cost of
correction ; but the mistakes of the revising offleor, inten-
tional or other otherwise, would probably be to the detri-
ment of the Opposition party only, and the cost of correct.-
ing his blunders or wrong-doing would fall exclusivoly upon
that party.

Mr. MoMULLEN. My object in making this amendment
was te guard against the manufacture of faggot votes. In
England a law has been passed providing that a man must
show that ho has paid taxes in the year previous te the time
when he requires to be put upon the list, that ho has been
put upon the assessment roll and pays taxes. I wish to
provide some similar safeguard. For instance, supposing a
man desires te be placed upon the list, ho may got some per.
son to convey to him, for the time being, a piece of property.
It is net necessary that the deed shall be registered, and ho
produces ;t before the revising officer and claims to be put
upon the uist. The revisiug officer is net supposed te visit
the registration office te see if the deed is bond fide or net.
Ie accepts the document as primd facie evidence that the
man owns the property. I have pointed out a loop whereby
deeds might be manufactured and give parties a chance to
get put upon the list wben they had no right to it.

Mr. BAIN. I suppose it would be hardly fair te ask the
First Minister te amend this clause, se as te make assess-
ment rolls absolute with reference te the value of property;
but I do think it might be fairly taken as the basis upon
which these rolls are made up. I think it would not be
equitable te, make them final. There might be cases in
which it would be only fair, if an appeal remained in the
hands of a revising oefior, or of the county judge. But I do
think, speaking for my own Province, the assessment rolls in
the varions municipalities should be the basis of the voters'
list. I presume there are cases in which the asseseors are par-
tisan, and might, perhaps, do scant justice to those opposed te
them in politics. But it is to be remembered that they are
under the control of the municipal council, and parties
aggrieved with thoir assesement have an opportunity of
appealing from him to the council. I think that, when the roll
finally comes from the court of revision, it might be accepted
as a fair and equitable valuation of property in the municipal-
ides. With respect te the properties which are placed at the
low assessment of 8150, or 8200, my own municipal experi-
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ence leads me to the view that, as a rule, those properties
are oftener valued to their full amount than any other
properties that go upon the roll. There is a tendency on
the part of parties who possess properties that are worth
just about enough to qualify them to vote to feel aggrieved
if they are placed a little below that amount.

Mr. MILLS. If the hon. gentleman proposes to take the
assessment roll as the guide, in the first instance, I do not
see that he could have any objections to the amendment of
my hon. friend. If he desires to make it more clearly the
guide which the revising officer will have to follow, it will
be of great advantage to adopt this rule. It wili entitle par-
ties whose names are upon the assessment roll to go upon
the list as a matter of right, in the first instance, and then,
if it is found, upon investigation, that there bas been a
change of proprietor before the roll is finally made up, it
will be the daty of the party in whose hands the property
remains to establish that right, but it will give to the party
whose name is upon the assessment roll a primd facie right
to go upon the voters' list, and to remain there.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I do not think we can alter
this clause, because it would interfere with the other form
of expression which we have already passed, with regard to
cities and municipalities. The hon. gentleman will remem-
ber that in the registration clause it is provided that the
assessment roll shall be primd facie evidence of the value of
such property.

Mr. BAIN. When the rolls are made up, will the revis-
ing officer's clerk place all those tenants on the voters'
list which appear from the assessment roll to occupy pro.
perty of sufficient value to qualify'them to vote if they had
been owneJs?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I think, very likely; but
I do not want to prejudice the matter.

Mr. CASEY. The fact that a different form has been
adopted with respect te the preceding clause is no argu-
ment that the present proposition should not be discussed
on its merits, and, if necessary, the preceding clause could
be changed.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The effect of the adoption
of this motion would be te make the assessment roll abso-
lute evidence of the right te vote, and no name could be
struck off and no name added.

Mr. EDGAR. That is net se. According te the language
of this amendment the assessment roll is primd facie evidence
of value, but it is necessary that the voter's name shall
appear on the assessment roll before it can be placed on the
voters' list. But it does not give every man on the assess-
ment roll the right te vote, because it is declared that the
actual necessary value shall exist. If the qualification is
$200, a man may be on the asessment roll for $250; but
still it is always open before the judge revising the list te
show that the property is only worth $150, and although
the man's name is on the assessment roll it can be struck
off the voters' list. In like manner, a name may be on the
assesement roll for $150 and the qualification be $200 ; evi-
dence can be brought te show that the property is worth
$200 and the name be inserted on the voters' list.

Mr. MILLS. Suppose a party comes before a revising
officer and says: I have obtained a transfer of property. It
was assessed on lst June, and on lst July I purchased it.
Does the hon. gentleman intend that the party who has
become the proprietor of the property shall be entitled te
have his name substituted for that of the owner at the time
the assessment was made ? Does he intend that the original
proprietor shall stand on the list as the owner when the
new proprietor's name appeam on the next assessment
roll ?

8ir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No.

Mr. MILLS. Then one of two things muet happen.
Either both parties muet be on the liet for the same period,
or lie muet authorise the revising offleer to substitute the
new for the old proprietor. Does he propose to do that at
the time the list is made up, or muet the party appear at
the revision and establish his right?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes.
Mr. MILLS. I do not object to that, but it should be

made absolutely certain that it is the duty of the officer to
put the owner's name on as a matter of right.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I think we have done
that.

Mr. CASEY. Even under the hon. gentleman's under.
standing, I do not think that the amendment would do any
injustice, because the assessment roll itself, before reaching
the stage at which it becomes the basis of the voter@' list, is
subject to a process of revision and appeal, so that the
voter would have every opportunity of having himself
assessed at the right figure before the roll was finished.

Mr. MULOCK. I believe the First Minister is correct in
his view of the effect of this amendment, but if it were
inserted a little lower down I think it would meet the case,
It would then read : "lIs the owner of real property within
any such electoral district, of the value of and rated on
the assesment roll, etc."

Mr. BOWELL. Supposing it is not rated on the assess
ment roll ?

Mr. MULOCK. The point of the amendment is, that
if a man is not so assessed we assume he is not worth the
amount.

Mr. BOWELL. That is making the law woree than the
present law in our Province.

Mr. MULOCK. No; because there is an appeal.

Mr. BOWELL. The hon. gentleman must see that if you
put those words in yon make it absolutely necessary for the
person to be assessed on the roll before he can go on the
list.

Mr. MULOCK. He can have the assessment corrected.

Mr. MILLS. By the interpretation clause, the hon. gen.
tleman will see that the roll is only primd facie evidence of
value, and not of ownership, so it does not touch the point
raised by the amendment.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The time to eonsider
that, will be when we come to the clause with regard to
the revising officers.

Mr. MILLS. The hon. gentleman admits that it shall be
the duty of the officer to accept the value on the assessment
roll as primd facie evidence, and the name is primdafacie evi.
dence of ownership.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I do not think there is
any objection to that.

Mr. HACKETT. As we have no compulsory assessment
rolls in Prince Edward Island, the effect of the amendment
would be to disfranchise the whole of the people of some
cour, ties.

Mr. DAVIES. The bon. gentleman muet know that
special provision mut afterwards be made for cases in
which there is no assessment roll.

Mr. BOWELL. Mot at ail.

Mr. HACKETT. Leave the Bill as it il at present, and
t covers the whole case.

Ameidnment;negatived.
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Mr. MULOCK moved that the words "and fIfty " be
struck out of the third paragraph of section 4. The effect
of that would be to make the qualification in rural districts
8100.

Mr. BURPEE. I hope that wili be carried; otherwise,
this clause will disfranchise more people in New Brunswick
than anyother clause in the Bill. In th'it Province $100 real
estate has been the qualification for many years. The hon.
member for Queen's (Mr. King) the other night made a state-
ment as to the effect of the clause in bis county. He said
there were 2,000 voters in Queen's, of whom some 427 were
qualified on propcrty between 8100 and $150 in value, and
*he personal qualification in this Bill will disfranchise
some 90 more, making a difference in the electorate of
some 20 per cent. I do not say that aIl of those will
be disfranchised, because a few few of them may
be enfranchised under other clauses of the Bill. But the
larger portion will be left off the list altogether. The
county of Sunbury adjoins Queen's, on the west, and I
think the circumstances there would be about the same'
I have written for a list to the secretary-treasurer of the
county, and I believe the hon. member for Charlotte (Mr.
Gillmor) has also written to the socretary-treasurer of bis
county; but we have not yet received replies, which I
regret, because I believe we shallh be ab!e to show that a
very large number of people would be disfrancbised in those
counties. When we are taking real estate as the basis of
the franchise, I think we should make the qualification as
low as itis in the Province having the lowest franchise. In
Ontario and New Brunswick I bolieve the franchise is $100,
and other Provinces have manhood suffrage; so that I think
It would only be fair to roduce this to $100, and I hope the
Prime Minister will consent to the amendment. The local
member for the county of York, which adjoins my county,
writes to m'e that he has had the official list examined, and
that of 3,000 or 3,500 electors outside of the city of Frederic-
ton, this provision will diEfranchise 804, who are qualified
either on $400 personal property or on between $100
and $150 of real estate. The numbers in the different
parishes who will be disqualified. be gives as follows:-
St. Mary's, 104; Stanley, 96; Southampton, 76; Queensbury,
32; Kingsclear, 54; Manvers Sutton, 34; New Maryland,
19; Nolrth Lake, 57; Prince William, 50; Douglass, 30;
Dumfries, 38; Canterbury, 153; and Bright, 59 ; and he
adds, "few if any of the above will come in under other
clauses of the Bill." As Sunbury is between the counties I
have mentioned, I presume a great many electors would be
disfranchised there, as well as in many other counties in
the Province. In the district where I live you might
scarcely find a man for miles around who would be disfran-
chised; but six or seven miles to the north, in the back diE-
trict, you would find them by the score. They live on very
smail farms, which are assessed for$ 100. There is another
class, who have smail farms near coal mines, but who spend
a large portion of the year in the mines. I think this Bill
ought to take all these classes into consideration.

Mr. TEMPLE. I would prefer to see the qualification
at $100; I do not want to see any man disfranchised, but
there is one thing to be taken into consideration, and that
il the taxable value. Every man in the country can put
his property down in order to have it assessed low and
taxed low, but when you come to the real value, which is
the value to be taken in this Bill, I do not believe that the
difference in qualification wili amount to anytbing. I think
that every man who has a vote now will have a vote then
on that qualification. I do not think there will be any
trouble about it, and I am not afraid tp meet my constitu
ents on that ground. I would rather have seen it at $100,
but if the majority is in favor of $150, I do not see that the
difference will really have any effect, and am therefore pre-
pared to accept the higher rate. As regards the statement

Mr. Mirth.

the hon. member for Queen's N.B., (Mr. King) made the
other night, I have not a word to say about itb; his state-
ment may be correct, but if so, his coanty is a great deal
poorer than I understood it was, since this qualification will
disfranchise 427 of bis constituents out of a possible 2,000
votes. That seems to me a very poor representation for the
hon. gentleman to make of hie county. To make hie case
stronger, the hon. member for Queen's, P.E.I. (Mr.
Davies) and the hon. member for Huron (Mr.
Cameron) also got up, although they knew nothing about
the county, not half as much as I do. My view is that where
there is so much protesting, the truth is generally lo3t. As
regards the county of York, N.B., the hon. gentleman says
there are about 4,500 votes in it; it just happons there is
within a trifle of 5,000 yotes ; and taking the same ratio of
disfranchisement as the hon. member for Queen's says this
Bill will operate in his county, 1,000 votes would be the
disfranchisement in my county. I do not believe that, even
admitting the ability of the Attorney-General of New
Brunswick. 1 know him of old ; he is a firm Grit, and so 1
do not place much faith in him. Of course, he takes the
assessment 1oll, which is based on taxable property; but
ta ke the Bill as it is, based on real property, and the real
value will be just about the same as it is now, As regards
the increased vote which the Bill will give, I think it is
going to enfranchise at least 1,000 in my county, judging
from what I have seen of the measure and the arguments I
have heard on both sides. But admitting the other view,
that taken by hon. gentlemen opposite, that the Bill will
disfranchise 1,000 people in my constituency, the people
would never stand it. They would not send me back here
next time. Every Conservative in the Province would be
wiped out, and hon. gentlemen opposite would have a free
course. With reference to the extension of the franchise, I
bolieve the Bill is right. That bas been my view from t'he
firat, and I am ready to meet my constituents on that
ground.

Mr. DAVIES. The hon. gentleman was a little incorrect
in saying that hon. members on this side had tried to put
an extreme value on the statement made by the hou. mem-
ber for Queen's, N.B. (Mr. King).

Mr. TEMPLE. I did not say extreme; I only said you
were trying to help him.

Mr. DAVIES. I do not think the hon. gentleman
required any help, for all that was necessary was what ho
gave, a bare statement of the facto, and these facts ho
obtained from the secretary-treasurer of his county. There
was no party feeling, no attempt to exaggerate or to throw
dust in peoples' eyes, and if the statements were incorrect
the hon. member for York, N.B. (Mr. Temple), could have
sent a communication to Queen's county and found out
whether the eecretary had over stated the case or not. Un.
less the hou. gentleman is prepared to controvert the state-
ment of the hon. member for Queen's (Mr. King), by some
evidence, hoeshould not be so ready to contradiot it. With
respect to his own county, certain statements have been
read, coming from the Attorney General, of facts taken
from the liste. The hon. gentleman says ho never looked
at the list and never had communication with anybody, but
that he does not place confidence in the statement of
the Attorney General. Surely, when we are fixing
the clauses of a Bill it is not a question as to
which side of politis a man belongs, and when
the Attorney General has stated that the Bill will dis-
franchise 800 or 900 of the hon. gentleman's constituents,
the hon. gentleman, if he is sincere in his desire not to dis-
franchise anybody, ia derelict in his duty in allowing the Bill
to go through without taking the means to ascertain whether
the statement was correct, and if it be correct, without using
hie influence to prevent such diafranehisement. It is no
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answer to a written statement to say that you do not believe
it. Until it is controverted by some tangible testimony, I
assume that the members of the committee, on both sides,
will act upon the statement of the Attorney-General of the
Province. The hon. gentleman opposite says he is in favor
of reducing the amount of qualification from $150 to $100,
but that, after all, as the assessed value is lower than the
real value, it will not make much difference. The assess-
ment roll, eontaining the assessed value, is the primd facie
evidence- for the revising barrister, and if a property is
assessed at $100 the duty will be thrown on every one of
these 800 men to bring evidence to show that the assessed
value is not the real value. Does the hon. gentleman wish
that that should be the result? Why does he not use his
influence with the Government to induce them to adopt the
amendment ?

Mr. TEMPLE. I would rather see the amount $100 than
$150, but I abide by the decision of the majority of the
committee. I am only one here. I am not like the hon.
gentleman there, who seems to econtrol the whole House.

Mr. DAVIES. I do not think I have attempted to con-
trol the whole Hiouse. I think I am just as modest in the
expression of my views as the lon. gentleman is. I wish
he would use his influence, or is lie only throwing dust in
the eyes of his constituents, and pretending that he is in
favor of this, when he really is not?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Order.
Mr. DAVIES. There is no imputation in that. If there

is to be a choice made between the two alternatives, 1 would
not assume that the one which disparages the hon. gentle-
man is the correct one.

Mr. FOSTER. lt is refreshing to see how eagerly, and at
the same time good-naturedly, my hon. friend from Queen's,
P.E.I. (Mr. Davies) always rushes into the breach atter a mem-
ber on that side from New Brunswick has spoken, as if le
thought sufficient force had not been given to the proposi-
tions advanced. I am sure that the members from New
Brunswick will appreciate his kind services. It looks as if
he expected to lead that branch of the House from the
Maritime Provinces, and I do not doubt that he is well
fitted to do it. •Ie will see that a mere statement taken
from the assement roll, as it now exists in one of our
counties, is not a sufficient proof that under this Bill the
number named will be disfranchised. When the hon.
member for Queen's, N.B. (Mr. King), stated that
427 would be diafranchised on that basis, the hon. member
for Queen's P.E.I. (Mr. Davies), made the mistake of tak-
ing that as absolute proof, but it is not.

Mr. DAVIES. It is primd facie, at all events.

Mr. FOS'ER. No; ie is not even prima facie evidence.
In my own county there is always a difference between
the assessed and the actual value. The reason is plain. If
a man can have his property assessed at a sufficient valua-
tion to give him a vote he would rather not be assessed at
a higher amount, because he wishes to save the taxes. In
the back settlements of our counties, because the settlers
are deprixed of privileges of market and communication
which the front settiers possess, there is a disposition, in
order to make them some sort of compensation, to assess
their property relatively lower than property of equal value
in the front settiements. When the Attorney General of New
Brunswick stated that 1,000 or to would be disqualified in
York county alone, he did not know what would be the pro-
visions of this Bill, because they have been considerably
modified in the way of lowering the franchise since we went
into committee, and he does not know what other modifica-
tions may be made until the committee passes upon them.
lie stated also that he had not made a critical examination

of the list, in order to see how many of these men would be
enfranchised under the other clauses of the Bill.

Mr. GILLMOR. I am always glad when a reference is
made to New Brunswick, because it is like pouring oil upon
the waters; the House is always quiet upon such an occa-
sion. I was surprised at the sLatement of the hon. member
for Queen's, N.B. (Mr. King), but no one can doubt that,
according to the list he has given, these people would be
disfranchised, unless another valuation was put upon the
property. When a statement came from the hon. member
for Sunbury (Mr. Burpee) substantiating the statement of
the hon. member for Queen's, it looked very alarming, as if it
were going to disfranchise a great many electors. I have
written to Charlotte, and I do not know whether an equal
number would not be disqualified in that county. If so, it
is a very serious consideration, and I am sure that if the
First Minister believed he was going to disfranchise one-
fourth of that number he would remedy the matter, if hé
possibly could. With regard to this valuation for taxes, I
am aware that it may not be, perhaps, the actual value, but
it does not make any difference whether it is the actual
value or a value put on for assessment; because, as long as
the valuation of on man's property is relative to another,
then it is equal. If you have a certain amount of money
to raise, you have only to raise the percentage if it is
lower, or to lessen it if it is higher. Therefore, you might
make a new valuation, and raise a man's property which is
valued at $100 up to $150. I am myself not aware of any
properties, with a house and buildings upon them, that could
possibly beovalued ut $100, but we find when we go to the
list that there are a good many such. Now, I would like to
ask the leader of the Governrment why ho could not put it
at $100. If hé feels it is going to disfranchiso some who
ought to vote hé might make the change. Now, we have
voted on real estate for half a century, and a man who had
any interest at all in real estate has always been allowed to
vote. Really this clause alarms me, for there are a good
many owning real estate that cannot come up to $150, and
will be disqualified under this Bill. I do not think rmy hon.
friends opposite want to do that, and if they have any
influence with the First Minister they should induce him
to reduce the qualification on real estate. I agree that it
will not disqualify all this number, but I am afraid it will
disqualify a very considerable number. Take it ail in all,
however, 1 do not hesitate to say that I do not think the
number of voters will be reduced. In my own county,
even if some wbo vote now upon a property qualification of
8100 were thrown off, I cannot resist the impression, in fact,
I am satisfied, that the increase in the number of those who
will come in under the tenant vote will considerably add
to the list. But that does not help the case, with regard to
those who have voted upon personal property. Real property
qualification for all is not the best qualification, but it has
always been considered so, and my hon. friends do not want
to reduce that. 1 hope the leader of the Government will
yield to my arguments. But whether he is disposed to or
not, I am disposed to try and get him to do se, without pro-
voking him to refuse it. When I want to get anything, I
want to deal generously, and I expect a generous response.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Oil is better than vinegar.

Mr. GILLMOR. I always use it until vinegar is neces-
sary, and when vinegar is necessary I can use it as well as
any other man.

Mr. BURPEE. Two hon. gentlemen from New Bruns-
wick have spoken as if property in New B.uuswick was
valued much below the actual value. Now, I think I know
as much about making up the lists as either of them. In
New Brunswick we have three valuators, who are appointed
by the county council. They go through the county every
few years and value 4he whole county, to the bot of their
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judgment. After that, every year the assessor makes up a
list and revises it annually after the valuator, and I do not
think the valuation will be much increased, even under a
revising barrister. Now, I would like to cal] the attention
of the First Minister to the fact that this clause will dis-
franchise a large number of people who live on the farm, who
are the bone and sinew of the country, and whom we want
to retain in the country, though I admit it will o«franchise a
good many others. I refer to tenants. Tenants in louses
who pay 82 a month will be enfranchised. But these are,
comparatively speaking, a floating population, and do not
live in the same house more than a year or two. Now, why
enfranchise them while you disfranchise the honest yeoman
of the country, who works the land and bas buildings of his
own ? You may enfranchise a few Indians in New Bruns.
wick-perhaps 40 or 50 in the county of York. In the
county of Sun bury I do not know whether there will be half
a dozen. It will enfranchise some householders, but I do not
know of any other class, in the country districts.

Mr. FOSTER. In my own county I have in my mind's
eye now those who live on real property, those who have
farms so little that they can hardly call them farms, and
which may not possibly be worth $100. It may be true that
their farm and bouse are not worth more than $100, but it is
equally true that no man can live and keep his family on a
farm which, combined with the bouse, is not worth more
than $100. I know there are persons of that description.
They have a small bouse, in which their family lives, but
they get their living from earnings in quite a different
direction, and if their earnings do not come up to sufficient
to meet the qualification required by this Bill, when finally
passed, I shall be very much mistaken.

Mr. TROW. The system of valuation in New Brunswick
seems to be preferable to that in Ontario-it being a system
under which valuators go round and value property every
three years. The assertion that hundreds of persons wil
be disfranchised under this clause is well worthy of the con-
sideration of the Government. The qualification under the
local Act of New Brunswick is $100, the same as in Ontario.
I favor the reduction to $100.

Mr. MOFFAT. The hon. gentleman is in error in stating
that valuators go round every three years. New Brunswick
had legislation with respect to municipal corporations some
nine years ago, and the law provides that a valuation should
be made evory five years, for the purpose of equalising the
amount paid by each parish.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). The changes made in this
Bill have been secured through the Opposition standing up
for the people and demanding their rights, and the fact that
hon. gentlemen opposite have realised the fact that they
will have to answer for this Bill before their constituents,
the qualification has been reduced from $400 to $300 in
regard to income. I pointed out that, under the Bill as
drawn, it would disfranchise hundreds in my own town. A
great many of these will be enabled to vote on account of
the change, but some will still be shut out. The people will
recognise that they are indebted to the Opposition for hav-
ing secured to them rights of which the Government and
their supporters sought to deprive them. [ do not know
that the $150 -qualification will apply with such force to
Ontario as to some other Provinces; but this House bas
been informed that unless the amendment is adopted a
large number of persons in New Brunswick will be dis-
franchised. The Opposition maintain that the Government
have no right to take away the right to vote from anyone.
I support the amendment.e

Mr. MILLS. Oil and vinegar policy would do very well ifi
we were approaching some absolute monarch and asking
favors. But we are sitting bore as representatives of the
people, seeking to preserve their rightesand liberties, The

Mr, BUimsu.

hon. member for Sunbury(Mr. Burpee) las called attention to
the fact that ho has obtained information from the local
member that 804 persons at present qualified to vote will be
disfranchised under this provision of the Bill. An hon.
gentleman says he does not think that is the case. But no
reason has been stated, and it is not asserted that ho has
taken the trouble to make enquiries as to the assessment
between $100 and $150. And how many are entitled to
vote on personal property who will be wholly disfranchised
by this Bill ? Has ho taken the trouble to find whether the
fact is really as represented by his colleague in the Local
Legislature, that 804 free mon, who are now entitled to
exorcise the electoral franchise, will be deprived of that
privilege. Now, it is not a matter which we can regard
with complacency. A man, if his house is on fire, does not
sit down in the burning building to ascertain how the fire
originated, or say that he doos not know how it began,
and lie will not trouble himself about the matter. We owe
a duty to our constituents. A serious responsibility rests
upon us; we are put here as the guardians of the liberties
of those who sent us here, and unless a man has committed
an offence against the election law, or made himself liable
to the penalties of the law, we have no right to disfranchise
him without his consent: -But here is a proposition to take
from the people of the hon. gentleman's own county, and in
all probability the people of other counties in his own Pro-
vince, and in a large proportion over the entire Dominion,
the right to vote, and the hon. gentleman proposes to treat
the matter with perfect indifference. He says: I would like
to see the franchise fired at $100, but I am going to abide
by the voice of the majority; I will stand by $150, which I
do not like, because the majority are going to vote that way.
The hon. gentleman's complacency reminds me of a story
told in the annals of Pennsylvania, about a farmer's son
who was lost in the winter time. The farmer was asked
why he did not make an effort to find his son, and lie replied
that if his son found his way back to a neighbor's
house he was all right; but if not, that the weather was
so cold ho was frozon to death, and he would not trouble
himself about it. The hon. gentleman has taken the disfran.
chisement of this large number of the electors of his county
with as much coolness as the Pennsylvania farmer did in that
case. Then we had the hon. member for King's (Mr. Foster)
appearing on the stage in a new character. The hon. gen.
tleman comes forward and ho says to the hon. member for
Queen's, P.E.I.: What business have you interfering in this
domestic affair? This is a matter which concerns the Pro-
vince of New Brunswick. In an early part of the discus-
sion that hon. gentleman forgot that there were provincial
lines at all; he wished them obliterated; this Dominion
was a sort of political mosaic, the lines of which were too
distinctly visible, and lie wanted them erased, and this
country made one grand unit. Now, he says: What busi-
ness have you to interfere here in a provincial matter?
We are not sitting here representing Canada as a unit,
but we are here representing the different Provinces.
I am bore from the Province of New Brunswick, and why
do you interfere with the affairs of that Province?
The hon. gentleman's practice to-night, and his precept on
a former evening, do not agree; his magniloquent views put
forward a few evenings ago are altogether dissipated. He
bas made a new departure, or rather he as resiled back
to the position ho occupied when this Bill was introduced
for discussion. One hon. gentleman said that he believed
1,000 names would be added to the roll in his county under
this Bill. Great is the hon. gentleman's faithi It would,
perhaps, be enough to save him at another election, if it
were well founded. But what evidence has he given to
show that it is well founded ? Why, Sir, it is the duty of
hon. gentlemen on that side, if the law of compensation, so
miscalled, applied in this case-it would be the duty of
those gentlemen who come here and ask us to adopt pro.
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visions of this sort, to establish beyond controversy that
that is the case. It was the duty of the First Min.
ister, when he introduced this Bill, to have explained
its precise effects, in the way of enfranchisement or
disfranchisement in -every Province. Has the commit.
tee any evidence of that sort? What evidence is there
that the liberties of free men, of Englismen under an English
system of parliamentary government, shall not be taken
from them, when they have committed no offence, when they
have exhibited public spirit, by exercising the franchise,
and their ability likely to discharge their duty-I say upon
what principle of law or morals are those people to bc dis.
franchised ? Sir, these gentlemen ought not to come here
with vague generalities in addressing the committee. They
ought to be prepared with facts, as the hon. member for
Sunbury has shown himself to be prepared with facts.
What evidence have these gentlemen presented to show
that the effects of this provision will not be what was
stated by the hon. member for Sunbury. And if it is so, and
hon. gentlemen could show that the effect of the law would
be to put on a number equal to that taken off, so long as
they could not show that it pute on precisely the samo mon
they answer nothing. There may be good reasons for put-
ting on some who are not on now, but what are the roasons
for taking off those men who now have the franchise ? We
do not send our neighbors to the penitentiary who
commit no crime ; we do not deprive a man of hie
property without compensation, when it is needed for the
purpose of the State, and upon what theory, thon, do we,
who are the servants of the people, to whom a great trust
has been committed by those to whom the law has commit-
ted the question of deciding who shall represent the people
of the whole country in Parliament-upon what ground do
we exorcise the right of taking from them a great privilege
which they have not misused, an important trust which
they have not violated ? I say it is of the utmost conse.
quence that these hon. gentlemen should begin to under-
stand that the right of voting is a most important right,
something which ought to be valued, and that if we, repre'
senting the people of this country, do not show by our con.
duct that we place a high estimation on an elective franchise,
how can we expect the people to do so? How can we sup.
pose that they will loyally guard those free institutions
which have been committed to us by the mother country ?
This is a serious matter; it is a matter we ought carefully
to consider. It is not a question which involves the fate of
the Opposition or the fate of the Government, merely; it is
a question which involves the maintenance, on a broad and
permanent basis, of representative governmont in the
country; and that being so, every ion. gentleman should
throw aside his party inclinations for the time being, and
should regard this as a matter of such consequence that he
would no more think of taking from a man, who has not
violated the law, the franchise ho possesses, than he would of
breaking into a neighbor's bouse and taking his property at
miduight. Until we approach the question in this spirit we
shall not be able properly to discharge our duty. The hon.
First Minis ter, before he proposes to increase the qualification
and disfranchise any class of the community, ought to show
a sufficient cause, which he has not done. In Prince Edward
Island and British Columbia there is no property qualifica-
tion at al, and even with 8100 he will disfranchise some; but
in the Provinces of Ontario, Manitoba and New Brunswick,
embracing 2,500,000 people, more than half the population of
the whole Dominion, the qualification is now $100, and if
ho fixes it at 8100, ho will fix it as high as it is already for
2,500,030 people. Thon, why disfranchise a considerable
number ot people ? If the hon. gentleman looks at the
voters' liste in the Provinue of Ontario, ho will find
that a considerable number of persons who ara entitled to
vote at municipal elections are not entitled to vote for
inembers of the HLouse of Commons, showing that there are
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a large class of people who hold property valied at les&
than 8150. Now, the burden of proof is on hon, gentlemen
opposite, to show that these people are unfit to exercise the
electoral franchise, or have abused it, before this right shall
be taken away from them. The only justification for such a
course is the paramount safety of the State-that the State
itseolf is injured by the existing condition of affairs, whioh
has not heretofore been shown.

Mr. FOSTER. I did not find fault with the hon. member
for Queen's, P.E.I., for coming to the front, I congratulated
him on doing so; but I was naturally jealous of the talent and
ability of my hon. friends from New Brunswick. I hope
my hon. friend will long live to represent his people and his
party in the House, and if a time should come when ho
should not be able to get a seat in Prince Edward Island, I
hope ho will come to New Brunswick, and we shall do the
best we can to get him a seat. The hon. member for Both.
well is nothing if he is not certain. There is, in fact, no
vague generality about him; everything is always per.
fectly obvions and logically certain; ho is not a man who
would ever allow any subject to pass ths LHouse without
giving lis opinion upon it, and after he as given an opinion
upon it, that is the last. But would my hon. friend, just for
a moment, turn his eyes backward, and ask his friend behind
him whether there was perfect certainty in the statement
he made. The statement was that in the county of Queen's,
N.B., 427 persons are on the present assessment roll for $100
or over, and less than $150. Will any hon. gentleman on that
side rise and say that that is altogether out of the region of
generality. and that it is an indisputable fact that that num.
ber will be disfranchised under this Bill? The Attorney.
General of New Brunswick sent up-what statement?, Did
he send up the statement that 1,000 persons in the county
of York would be disfranchised under this Bill, and will ho
stand sponsor for that ?

Mr. BURPEE. 804 is the numI or I stated.
Mr. FOSTER. I do not want any vague generalities, so

I take the exact number, 804. Now, I say there is a vague
generality on his own side of the House, when the hon. mem.
ber for Charlotte, the hon. member for Saubury and the bon.
member for Queen's get up and make a statement as to how
many would be disfranchised undor this clause. I could spend
more time in talking about my friend from Bothwell, but it is
not worth while. He is the kind of a man, according t) his
ow'n statement, that if his house was on fire he would n>t ait
down and try to settle how it took fire. He as proved
himself to be such a man as that, and, with such mon, how
can one argue ?

Mr, LANDRY (Kant). When the country comes to con.
eider whether hon. gentlemen opposite have been dealing
with vinegar or molasses, I think they will decide that it is
molasses, or they would not have stuck to the subject so
long. I have no doubt that the statement made by the hon
member for Queen's, N.B., was sent to him, and made by him
in good faith; yet, when you look at the figures, and at the
county of Queen's, as it is, it appears to me to be perfectly
irreconcilable with the facts. I am not prepared to deny
absolutely the statement he las made, because I have not
seen the list; but in that county there is an acreage of
625,517 of granted lands, which are owned by somebody.
They cannot be owned by the female portion, and must be
held by the male portion of that community. Now, we find
by the consus of 1882 that there were 2,373 bouses,
263 warehouses and 3,516 barns and stables in that county,
making 6,152 buildings for 2,009 voters, of whom ho said
about 500 would be disfranchised. Now lot us take those
figures to be correct: 2,000 electors in the»county of Queen's,
and an acreage of 625,000 acres in that county. We know
that in Queen's there is no large city, where one man may
own a number of buildings, which he lets out; we know there
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in not even a town in the county, but that it is purely a
country place, a farming community entirely. How, then,
can that 625,000 acres held by farmers be divided among
that number of electors without giving each holding a
greater value than 8150 ? And mind you, they must be all
electom; because, unlike the law in Ontario, the law
there allows non-residents to vote, so that they are on
the electors' liât. low is it possible that these farmers
can have such small holdings, taking these figures
as correct ; that so many of the holdings would be
worth only between $100 and $150. That is entirely
incomprehensible. According to the census returns of
1882 there are 2,294 owners, and the hon. member for
Sunbury (Mr. Burpee), the neighboring county, will agree
with me that the holdings are pretty well divided. No
doubt some will hold more largely than others, but not to
that great extent that he will find 400 odd proprietors out
Of 2,000 who will hold such small pieces of land that there
holdings will be only worth $100. If it be true that there
are 400 and some odd people on the assement roll or
voters' lists, assessed at between 8100 and 8150, 1 can arrive
at no other conclusion than that they are there illegally, that
the electoral law of New Brunswick does not authorise them
to be there, and that they are put there simply for the pur-
pose of having votes, against the law. That may be a wrong
conclusion, but I cannot conceive that there are actually bond
fide owners of real estate in that;county tothat extent, whose
properties are now worth but that low amount.

Mr. DAVIES. Do you draw the same conclusion about
York ?

Mr. LANDRY. York is over twice as large, and I
would draw the same conclusion there. I would draw
the conclusion that in any county where there is such a
large proportion of electors rated upon property valued
between 8100 and $150, they are not properly on the list.
If they are not this Bill will do them no injury. I cannot
deny the statement that has been made, because I have not
seen the lists; but I mention these facts to show how highly
incredible it is that 6,152 buildings, divided between 2,000
electors, an average of three buildings each taken in connec-
tion with the acreage, should in so many cases be so very
small as not to be worth more than 8150. In a large city,
where one holder might have a large number of buildings,
this possibly might apply ; but in a farming community,
where property is pretty evenly divided, this statement is
altogether incredible.

Mr. BURPE E. The hon. gentleman has referred to me
as knowing something about Queen's county. I do. I did
business there for several years; I hold property myself in
that county, farms to the amount of $8,000 or 810,000, and
know as much about it, almost, as I do about the county of
Sunbury, and 1 believe every word of the statement. I
think it is reflecting unfairly on some of the officers in
Queen's county to come to the conclusion the hon. gentle-
man has come to, in his generality of reasoning, I know
the county treasurer very well, Mr. Davitt; h. has repre-
sented that county in the Local Legislature; h.eis a gen-
tleman who is perfectly reliable; he knows about as much
of Queen's county as any man in it, and he has made the
statement in good faith, and I believe it. From what know.
ledge I have of Queen's, I have no reason to dispute it.

Mr. TEMPLE. In answer to a question of the hon.
member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills), as to how I came to the
conclusion that these men could not enjoy the franchise, I
would say that there is not a farmer in the county of York
whom I do not know, and I believe, if their property is put
down at $100, it is rated at below its value. 1 have been
eberiff for the county for nineteen years, and know something
about the assesment roll. I have held a great many elcc-
tions while I was aherif, and the rolls all went through my

Mr. LANDBY (Kent).

hands; and if the hon. member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills)
knew as much about Ontario as I do about York, he
would not talk so much in the House.

Mr. RYKERT. We can only speak of our counties, and
I will give the House to understand exactly how this Bill
affects the county I have the honor to represent. In Merri-
ton village there are no persons assessed under $200 ; in the
town of Niagara there are none under 8200; in the village
of Beamsville there are none under $200; in Port Dal-
housie there are noue under $200 ; in Niagara township
there are only eight under $200 ; in Louth there are seven
under $200; in Clenhie there are ten under $200; or,
altogether, there are fifty in the county of Lincoln who are
assessed under $200 ; and those, if assessed at the actual
value, would be properly assessed at 8200. All those per-
sons live in houses, and it must bc a God-forsaken bouse
indeed, that is not worth 8200, with the - lot it is built on.
This Bill, instead of doing injury to Ontario, will do a great
deal of good, because it will enable persons already assessed
for $100 on property to appear before the revising barrister
and have their property assessed at $150. The best test te
take is one's own county, and in the whole county ot Lin.
colo, in which there are 7,000 voters, only fifty will be dis-
franchised.

Mr. DAVIES. The hon. member for Kent (Kr. Landry)
made the mistake of confusing certain conclusions he drew
from facts he found in the census returns with the actual
facts as they exist, and finding they differred, he says: So
much the worse for the facts. The question may not be of
importance to the hon. member for Lincoln, taking his
figures as correct, but I would suggest this to the First
Minister: The impression is sought to be conveyed by a
number of hon. gentlemen on that side that there is no
actual wish to disfranchise any portion of the community.
If that is true, and if, as a matter of fact, this does dis.
franchise a certain portion of the voters in the Maritime
Provinces, and as the question whether the qualification be
$100 or $150 is purely arbitrary and does not involve any
principle, why refuse to put it down to $100? It has
been shown that possibly harm may be donc by keeping
the qualification at $150. But it is clear that no one will
be disfranchised by reducing it to $100.

Mr. WATSON. I hope this will be changed to $100, for
several reasons. One of the principal reasons is, that 8100
is the qualification of an elector in Manitoba. If it is neces-
sary to have a different franchise for the election of members
to this House, still it should be made, as near as possible,
the same as the local franchises, as otherwise it will
create confusion in making out voters' lists. I have not
heard any hon. gentleman opeosite give any reason why
the qualification should b. raised to $150. The hon. mem.
ber for King's, N.B., estated that the assessors in back
districts valued the properties lower because they were
removed from a market. I do not think that property
which is situated ten or fifteen miles from a market is of
equal value with that which is close to a market. In Mani-
toba, valuators go around every five years to equalise the
assessments for judicial purposes, and I do not think any
injustice would -be done or any interference with the fran-
chise would take place if it were left in their hands. As
my hon. friend from Bothwell (Mr. Mils) has said, in most
of the Provinces people have a vote on property worth $100
now, and no reason has been given for raising it to $150.
In Manitoba it may disfranchise many electors, particularly
in small villages. If the First Minister would reduce this
to $100, I have no doubt his followers will be as willing to
accept that as to accept $150. I do not think any hop.
member should have such views as were expressed by the
hon. member for York (Mr. Temple), who stated that,
though he thought $100 was right, if the First Minister said
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$150, h. would agree to it. I think this change ought to be
made,.

Mr. MoMULLEN. I think the arguments which have
adduced are strongly in favor of the proposed reduction.
The hon. member for King's, N.B. (Mr. Foster), showed that
he expected that the voters who, it was said, would be dis-
franchised, would be looked after by the revising barrister.
That is the very thing we want to avoid. In England every
householder bas a vote, and the man who owns property
worth 40 shillings a year is also entitled to vote. Though
some hon. gentlemen may object to adopting the provincial
franchises, I think it would be well to come as near to them
as possible in some Provinces. In Ontario, the largest
Province in the Dominion, $100 is the qualification, and no
harm would result from adopting the same amount liere.
A number of people will have the vote as tenants, who, if
they were owners of the same property, would not have
it. It is a grievance, that any man who is sent iere, partly
by the votes of these people, should support a proposition
to disfranchise them. When once a man has been given the
right to vote it is imprudent to deprive him of that right.
Now, the hon. member for Lincoln (.r. Rykert) said this
Act would positively disfranchise fifty persons in his con-
stitency now having votes, and h. stated the other night
that under the Mowat Act some 267 persons would be
deprived of votes. I claim that under the Mowat Act no one
will be deprived of the franchise who now has it, although
some may be prevented from duplicating their votes. But
the hon. member for Lincoîln frankly admits that there are
fifty in his constituency who will be absolutely disfran-
chised by this Act, as being assessed below $200.

Mr. HESSON. My hon. friend from York has been cen-
sured by almost every speaker on the other side of the House
to-night, because ie chooses to follow bis own views, and not
be dictated toby lon. gentlemen opposite. He is responsible
to his constituency, and not to hon. gentlemen opposite. One
lon. gentleman opposite, while speaking to-night, referred
eight or fine times to the Province of Ontario. Now, that
lon. gentleman represents only one constituency in the
Province of Ontario, and I think it is quite sufficient for
him to speak for his own constituents, and not for the whole
Province. Hon. gentlemen on this side have quietly lis-
tened to the remarks of Opposition speakers, to see if there
was anything in their arguments to induce us to ask the
Firat »inister to change that clause, but we have not seen
any such arguments. The hon. gentleman who has just
taken his seat has challenged us to appear before the voters
that we are disfranchising by our Act here. Tbe gentle-
men who have sent us to this House will pass upon our
conduct in disfranchising any of the actual voters. Now,
speaking for my own constituency, I have hived for forty-two
years or upwards in the city situated in the county which I
have the honor to represent, and I do not know a single
individual-and I profess to know them all-who will be
disfranchised by this Bill-not one. I speak of what I know,
and I say, with the utmost confidence, that we will have a
largely increased number of voters who have never voted
before.

Mr. MILLS. Hear, hear.
Mr. HESSON. The hon. gentleman says, "hear, hear." He

himself had to admit that in the Province of Ontario he did
not feel it was going to affect the representation to a very
large extent, whether the qualification remained at $200 or
-$150.

Mr. MILLS. I never said so.
Mr. IHESSON. I think my hon. friend is straightforward

enough to admit, in his coler moments, at all events, that
he cannot, from memory, point to a single constituent of
is own, on a houe :or lot worth $200, and wbich a family

could posaibly live in, who will be disfranohised. I know

that in my constituency these small holdings Mn from 8200
and $275 upwards, $200 being the lowest vale. Themfore, I
think my hon. friend has no right to speak for the whole
Province in the way ho has done. I consider the BiHlis a
liberal one. The hon. member for Brant (Mr. Paterson)
said that they would take the credit of having induced, or
having compelled, the Government-not by pourin oil on
the troubled waters, not by talking in a molasses r e.but
compel the Government to make these changea inobedience
to their arguments. Now, I think hon, gentlemen in
this House hoard from the leader of the Government long
ago that he proposed, when ho reached certain clause, espe-
cially those where the qualification was at issue-he would
be prepared to make certain changes,

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). When did h. say that?
Mr. HESSON. Several days ago, before we reached this

clause; the hon. gentleman knew it, but he wili go to the
country and claim Lhis party are entitled to all the credit
for having forced the Government to change their views
upon this Bill.

Mr. PATERSON. I may be mistaken; I cannot
speak positively ; but I do not recollect that the First Min.
ister, at any time during this debate, stated that he
intended, when he reached this clause, to make a reduction
in the figures. I think we never had any intimation of it.
If the lon. member for North Perth (Mr. Hesson) thinks I
am wrong, let him produce the statement from the Bansard.

Mr. MULOCK. I find that in most cases the qualifica-
tion required throughout the whole Dominion is as follows:
in two Provinces manhood suffrage prevails. Therefore, in
two Provinces the qualification for this class of votera is
less than $100. In two other Provinces the qualification
required is over $100; and in three Provinces the qualifi-
cation is $100. Therefore, by adopting the8 100 proposi-
tion, we adopt a fair mean between existing qualifications.
I think it may be assumed that the average public
opinion of the whole Dominion is in favor of
adopting $100 as the qualification for this class of votera.
The hon. member for York (Mr. Temple) says ho is In
favor of the motion, and yet he is going to oppose it. The
hon. gentleman declares in effect that bis opinion is his
own, but his vote belongs to someone else. The hon. mem-
ber for King's (Mr. Foster) objected to the style of criticism
indulged in by the hon. member for Bothwell (Mr. Milli),
stating that he was indulging in vague generalities. I should
like to know if there is any hon. gentleman whose
style of debate is more open to that criticism than that of
the hon. member for King's. The hon. member for North
Perth cut in and stated the case of his own county; and
that hon. gentleman took the narrow line, that no member
las a right to speak of any section of the Dominion except
that which he specially represents.

Mr. HESSON. The hon. gentleman is misrepresenting
me. I did not make that statement. I said no hon. member
had a right to speak for the whole Province of Ontario,
though an hon. member might fairly speak of lis own
county.

Mr. MULOCK. I am glad to have such a witness, and I
will add nothing to his remarks. It is gratifying to find
there are members who take a more liberal view of the
question than do those members representing special inter-
ests. The on. member for Prince has taken the same
narrow view as his friend from York, and he aiso declares
he is in favor of the motion, and yet will vote against it.
He favors it because he knows is constituents would be in
favor of it. Every member who represents a Province in
which manhood suffrage prevails is boand to carry oùt the
declared will of his constituents, as evidenced by the statute
on the subject of the franchise. If any suoh member votes

1885. 2659



COMMONS DEBATES. MAY 21,
against this motion he votes against his own Province. No
valid arguments have been presented against the motion,
and there is, therefore, no reason why it should not be
adopted, as it is a proper motion and one to lower the fran-
chise. The hon. member for King's criticised the action of
the hon, member for Queen's, whom he said he would be
glad to welcome to public life in New Brunswick. I would
advise the hon. member for Kiiig's to first consult his own
constituents. The hon. gentleman must know that the
effect of adopting the clause, as originally drawn, would be
to disfranchise some of those voters who sent him here, and
I give it as my opinion that we have no authority to vote
away the franchise from any one. The hon. gentleman took
the ground that because under this Bill the franchise would
be given to some we had the right to take it away from
others. But we have no right to rob Peter to pay Paul.
It would be a most extraordinary thing if a majority should
be found to support this clause, as drawn, without a single
argument having been advanced in favor of it.

Amendment (Mr. Mulock) negatived.
Mr. BURPEE moved the following amendment
After the word "dollar," in the third line of the third sub-section,

insert : Or personal property of the actual value of $400, or personal
and real property, together, of the actual value of $400.
He said : I have taken the wording from the New Bruns-
wick Act. If such an amendment is not adopted the Bill
will disfranchise a large class of persons, principally
unmarried men owning personal property. Some of them
are the sons of small farmers, who sometimes work in the
woods, sometimes in vessels, but nrany of them have
personal property of one kind or other, amounting to $400.

Mr. GILLMOR. We have had a personal property
qualification for many years in New Brunswick, and if
this clause passes in its present shape it will disqualify
many worthy citizens-energetic young men, who have
invested in vessel property, or lumbering operations, who
are now voting on a personal property qualification.

Mr. MILLS. The hon. gentleman has adopted a personal
property qualification with regard to the fishermen, and I
cannot see why the holder of personal property should not
have a vote. The income franchise clause would only allow
a vote for an income of $300,which, at 6 per cent., would repre-
Fent $5,000 worth of personal property; whereas, you give a
vote to the proprietor of real property amounting to $150, or a
tenant at $2 a mon th. If personal property is to be taken
as the evidence of thrift or intelligence, it seems to me that
the ownership of a certain amount of personal property
would be as good a test as any for the franchise. There are
many men earning moderate wages, but who are not
earning sufficient to entitle them to vote as wage-earners,
but if they have saved sufficient from their earnings to have
a deposit in the bank, or in their own possession, amount-
ing to $400, they should have a vote. Young unmarried men
of this class would not come in as householders, and you
would be encouraging, in practice, the habit of economy by
adopting this principle to a certain extent, which you do
not do in any other way. Both in Nova Scotia and in New
Brunswick persons vote on this basis, and a large number
who are now entitled to vote would be disfranchised if the
hon. gentleman insista on excluding personal property. I
hope h. will see his way to the adoption of the amendment.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. As I said yesterday,
with every desire to meet the wishes of the House, I have
ascertained beyond a doubt that even if I were in favor of
it I could not carry tihis resolution in this House.

Amendment (Mr. Burpee) negatived.
On sub-section 4, section 4,
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The language of this

paragraph is nearly identical with that of the similar para.
Mr. MULoCI,

graph respecting tenants in cities and towns. After having
heard the debate on the other resolution, I asked it to be
postponed, that it might be considered. On full reflection,
I find that I cannot materially alter it. I have altered it,
however, in one respect, in order to allow wages to be
included as rental, by inserting the words "'or in money's
worth." It bas been pressed upon me, and I think it is a
reasonable argument, that if a person is under a rental, say
of $20 for a year, he onght to pay the whole of his rent to
be qualified; otherwise, he would be merely under a promise
to pay, which would leave room for all kinds of fraud. But,
for instance, it has been said to me : A person leases a mill
for $1,000 a year, and if he happens to be unable, in a bad
year, to pay the whole of his rent, he would have no vote.
So I provide, in this clause, that he must have at least paid
$20 of his last year's rent, so as to put him on the same
footing as a person whose whole rent is $20.

Mr. MILLS. The hon. gentleman will perhaps tell us
how he expects to meet the inconvenience that would arise
from the fact that the revising officer will find the assess-
ment roll no longer a guide for a very large percentage of
the votes in each constituency. In almost every town and
village a large proportion of those entitled to have their
names on the voters' list are tenants. The assesment roll
las always furnished an easy means of ascertaining who
these people are, because the valuation of the property
enables those making up the voters' list to transfer the
names from the assessment roll to the voters' list. But
under this clause it will be nocessary to get the names from
some other source. Therefore, I think it would be only
fair to the committee, before we proceed further, that the
hon. gentleman should explain in what way he intends to
meet that inconvenience, because otherwise every 'tenant
would be obliged to appear before the revising officer in
order to have his name put on the list. It could not be,
under this provision, on the voters' list, in the first instance,
because the hon. gentleman's intention is that the revising
officer shall make up the list from the assessment roll.
Now, as the assoesment rolls offers no information, so far as
the tenants are concerned, and the tenants would nece-
sarily b. left off the voters' list in the first instance, it would
be when the list was revised that the tenant would vote
on it.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The assement roll, of
course, will be the primd facie evidence, so far as it goes. If
there are any parties who, under this Bill, have any claim
as tenants and are not on the assessment roll, tbey will
make application in the ordinary way, by letter, to the
revising officer, to be put on the roll. In the Ontario assees-
ment roll there are certain parties marked as tenants, who
are assessed as tenants to a certain amount, and the revising
officer will at once see that the value of the property gives
them a right to be put on the list.

Mr. MILLS. The assessment roll cannot furnish primd
facie evidence in the case of a tenant. Supposing a man is
assessed for a house and lot valued at $300, how is the
revising officer to know the amount of rent that is paid ?
There may be littie or no rent charged.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The value of the pro-
perty will show it.

Mr. MILLS. No; because if there is such relation
between the rental of property and value, the lon. gentle-
man's argument in favor of taking the rental is gone alto-
gether. He argued, yesterday, there was no such relation.

Mr. WILSON. There is a great deal of force in what
the hon. member for Bothwell has said. In fact, the First
Minister will find a great deal of difficulty getting this class
of votera placed on the voters' list. He says the value of
the property will enable the revising barrister to ascertain
what the rent will be. What are thefacts? Yesterday the
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First Minister said that $2 a month rental was the proper
rental on a valuation of $300, or about 8 per cent. ; but in
this clause we find the hon. gentleman has reduced the pro-
perty valuation in the country to $150, or one half, and yet
he keeps the rental the same as in the city.. How can he
claim, then, that the rentaI will be easily ascertaine:l by the
valuation ? The First Minister will find he is disfranchising
a large number of peuple. Why should he keep the tenancy
clause at $2 a month or $20 a year in a township, when
he reduces the property qualification one half. Is it not
reasonable that he should equally reduce the rental qualifi-
cation. He further provides that in the country the
rental may be paid either in money or in kind,
but in the villages he will not allow that option.
Everyone knows that in mnny villages there are large
gardeners, who rent certain quantities of land and return a
certain portion of the produce to the owner as rent. Why
should he not allow them to have a vote? Why should
they be debarred because they pay rent in kind ? The hon.
gentleman thought yesterday it was an outrageous thing
that a man should obtain 15 or 20 per cent. of the value of
his holding as rent; yet here, according to his own arrange-
ment, tenants in townships will be paying nearly 14 per
cent., because while the value of the property qualification
is reduced to $150 that of the rental is kept up to $2 a
month. I would advise him to reconsider this clause
thoroughly. I know of a large number who are occupying
small houses for which they are paying 81.50 per month,
which would be $18 a year. They will be deprived of the
vote. If you carry the principle to the rural sections, and
the value is only half what it is in towns, they should have
the vote if they pay 81 a month, or $12 a year.

Mr. TAYLOR. So far as I know of the assessment law
of Ontario, the tenant has to be placed on the assesment
roll with the owner. The assessment roll is to be taken as
the basis, and it is the duty of the assessor to couple the
tenant's name with that of the owner. The name must,
therefore, go on the assessment roll, and that is taken as the
primd facte evidence. The revising officer sees at once the
value of the property the tenant occupies. If it amounts Lo
$150 he is placed on the roll; if not, he is not placed on the
roll unless e shows to the returning officer that he is paying
$2 a month.

Mr. CASEY. This clause does not say that a tenant
shall have a vote where the property is worth $150, but
that he shall vote if he pays a rental of $2 a month.

Mr. TAYLOR. It says that shallbe primd facie evidence.

Mr. CASEY. There are cases in which it cannot be
primá facie evidence, and that is one in which it will not be
primá facie or secunda facie. We might find land asessed
for $200 or $300 let out simply for the taxes or for keeping
up the fonces. I support the contention of the hon. mem-
ber for East Elgin (Mr. Wilson), that if there is to be some
well-understood ratio between the value of the property and
the rental required to qualify, the ratio should be uniform,
in the country as well as in the cities and towns. My hon.
friend who spoke last has pointed out that property worth
less than $150 might be rented for enough to qualify the
tenant. Thus the tenant would have the vote while the
freeholder would be depiived of it.

Mr. CAMERON (Middlesex). We were told that the
qualification was to rest primarily on the assessment roll,
but the rental is not shown on that roll. The hon, gentle-
man admitted the possibility of tenants being placed on the
voters' list when the owner was not. Another part to which
there is a strong objection is that allowing non-resident
tenants the right to vote.

Mr. MULOCK. No; it says "posession."

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Ie it the intention of the
First Minister that a tenant who leaves the electoral
district shall have the vote?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. He must be a tenant for
at least one year and pay a certain rental. He can change
within the muncipality, so that the occupation is continuous.

Mr. PATERSON. Io it the intention of the First
Minister that the non-resident tenant should vote?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. He can vote now if he is
assessed. A man may be in possession of half a dozen
places in the same town, working them all, and yet not in
occupation of more than one.

Mr. MILLS. The assessment is not made every year.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The principle is the

same. It is not necessaay to be an actual occupant at all.
Mr. MILLS. Under this, the tenant who, after the

expiration of his tenancy, went to another municipality,
would have the right to vote.

Mr. CAMERON (Middlesex). I think there is a wider
view to be taken of this clause than has been shown yet. I
sec no other means than those provided in the requirement
to have the rent paid, to prevent any amount of fraud being
practised under this clause. It is possible for a man who is
living adjacent to a number of constituencies to have him-
self fraudulently assessed in each one of them. It is quite
truc this clause requires that he shall have paid his rent;
but if that is all the protection we have, it is possible for
him to get a receipt which may be fraudulent.

Mr. BOWELL. It is not likely the fraud to which the
hon. gentleman alludes will bo perpetrated to the extent ho
anticipates, because the man must have paid a year's rent,
at least, or a sum equal to $20 a year.

Mr. CAMERON. I am contemplating the possibility of
collusion botween himself and his landlord, in order to get
his receipt; and we are really admitting, in the widest way,
the possibility of a number of faggot votes being placed on
the list.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The simple remedy is,
that the party can be sworn whether he is paying rent or
not.

Mr. CAMERON. That ought not to be our only resource.
We know it is disagreeable for men to be sworn, and dis-
agreeable for scrutineers to ask others to be sworn. I have
no doubt the First Minister intends that the man in occu-
pancy must be so in good faith, in order to have a rigiht to
vote, and if that be so, let it be so stated in the Act. Now, I
have a preference for the absolute value of property as being
that on which the right to vote as a tenant should be
obtained. i beg to mo-e, in amendment to the amendment,
that the following be substituted for sub-section 4 of
section 4:

Every male person entered as a tenant on the last revised assess-
ment roll in any electoral district in Canada, other than cities and towns
in which he tenders his vote, and who is residing at the time he tenders
his vote within the municipality, and who is rated for real property on
the last revised assessmet roll of said municipality, of the actual value
of not less than $100, and has resided there continuously for at least
twelve months next preceding the election at which ho votes.

I believe this is a much simpler qualification than that which
is required in the Bill, and this amendment will simplify the
matter very much. The hon. member for Lincoln has stated
that in his constituency there were only fifty names appear-
ing on the roll as being assessed for less than $200, and over
$100. I have been looking through the voters' list in the
rural munieipalities of the constituency I have the honor to
represent, and I find there are seventy exactly, in five muni.
cipalities.

Mr. RYKERT. That i c the assessed value, not the actual
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Mr. CAMERON. Of course it is the assessed value, and

we have made the assessed value primd facie evidenoo. It
lies with the man who takes exception to that assessed
value to appeal to the revising officer; consequently, the
revising officer, unless there are other facts placed before
him, has to accept that and treat it as the basis. Now, I
recollect where a property is assessed for $100 only, yet I
know the individual to be very well qualified to vote. He
is a storekeeper, and keeps a post office at a cross road,
and does a fair little business, but nothing pretentious.
Now, I think that man certainly eititled to vote on the
score of intelligence, but lut year ho was only assessed at
$100. In another instance I found on the list the name of
a gentleman of intelligence, and a strong supporter of the
First Minister, who was assessed for $100, and ho occupied
almost a similar position, being in business ut the cross
roads.

Mr. FLEMING. 1 desire to offer a practical suggestion.
I suggest that this sub-section be amended so that a person
holding a property of the value of $150 or a lease of the
necessary rentai shall be on the list. The object is that any
person who is on the assessment roll as a tenant of a pro-
perty worth $150 shall be placed on the voters' list, or if he
la paying the necessary amount of rental. In that way the
revising officer would lie enabled to obtain from the assess-
ment roll the name of the owner and the name of the ten-
ant, bracketed, and the value of the property fixed ut $150
or exceeding that amount. Ho would thus obtain such infor-
mation as would enable him at once to know ail tenants
assessed for property of that value, and it would reduce very
considerably the number of those who would have to make
application. It is not desirable that persons coming under
this class of voters should ho put to the trouble and annoy-
ance of going before the revising barristers. It is not right
that a man's right to the franchise should be dependent
upon the vigilance of the party organisers in the different

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I hope it will not be con.
sidered that I am showing disrespect to the hon. gentleman
in not answering ut length his arguments, because the
matter was discusssd at great length yesterday, and the
arguments, wbich were pressed with ability, were not suffi-
cient to induce me to alter tho clause in the direction sug-
gested. I do not think there will be any trouble about the
matter; names will be entered on the assosement roll, and
the practical result will be that the revising officer will put
on the list every man who is a tenant, and thon it will be for
the parties to object. One hon. gentleman to-night spoke
against faggot voting, and the hon. member for Bothwell

poke against it lut night. Well, it is a new thing for a
Liberal party to object to faggotwoting, for Bright and Cob.
den worked for years to establish faggot voting-that is,
that one area of property should be sub-divided into smallerj
portions, so that theroby the people might fight the landed
aristocracy. If the hon. gentleman will read "Morley's Life
of Cobden" ho ill find that he labored earnestly ail his life
for that purpose, and now both parties ut this moment arei
forming associations for the purpose of making faggot votes
and breaking up properties into emall portions, to give
votes to the working classes. That is what they call faggot
votes.

Mr. CASEY. What the hon. gentleman says shows dis-
tinctly the evils of this principle. Faggot votes are, to ail
intenta and purposes, bogus votes.

Sir JOERN A. MACDONALD. No. Sometimes they
sell these properties for a certain value, and they reduce
the properties to such a size that the purchase money will
cover a certain number of votes ut a certain figure.

Mr. CASEY. Those are bond fide votes, which in not
what wejenerally understand by faggot votes. What I

Mr. CAnnUN (Middlese).

object to in this Bill is, that it offers facilities for creating
suppositious tenancies, merely for the purpose of creating
votes. If people buy land bond fide for the purpose of giving
votes, that is all right, but to give the appearance of
tenancy whe-e there is none is a very different thing,
and it should not ho allowed on the grounds of pub-
lic policy. The proposal which is now made is to make the
tenancy of property worth $150 primd facie evidence of the
rental, which is not provided in the B1i. Unless some such
change is made the revising officer will not be justified in
placing any tenant on the voters' list until ho has outside
evidence of the amount of the rent, as he has no right to
place the people on the roll and thon trust to appeals being
made to put matters right, as neither the assessment roll
nor the voters' list give tbem any information as to rental.
If he chooses to go against tho ltter and spirit of the law,
and put every tenant on the roll, ho throws on outsiders
his own duty of ascortaining and proving the matter,
thereby causing expense, trouble and loss of time to those
outsiders. All we ask js that the rolls should be someprimá
fiacie evidence of the tenancy. The possessor of a lot of
waste land may sub-divide it inte very small lots, qualify a
number of people at a rental of $20 a year, give them a
receipt, and the whole affair would b regulated withont
costing him a cent; and unless the attention of the opposite
pai ty has been called to the matter, the fraud will be put
through without anybody being put to the proof. A man
might qualify 200 votera on an acre of land in this way.
It would bo unparliamentary to say that the Bill. was
intended for such a purpose, but if that were the intention
it could not be botter arranged.

Mr. BAIN (Wentworth). I would like to draw the atten-
tion of the First Minister to the position uin which this clause
would place tenante in some cases. I refer to the voters'list of
the only village in my riding, a village in which there are
about 200 votera. I find that out of these 200 thero are 20
non-residents, 18 of whom are owners and 2 tenants. The
balance are in the proportion of about two proprietors to
one tenant, being 59 tenants to 130 proprietors, including
the non-residents. The hon. First Minister says ho assumes
that the revising officer, in making up his list, will
place all tenants on the voters' list who are on the
assossment roll for the requisite qualification; but that is
leaving a wide range of option to the revising offlcer. Ho
may take a strict view of the working of the law, which
will have the effect of excluding tenants altogether, because
in villages a great many occupy houses the valuation of
which will not be much above the qualification, if fixed by
the assessed value, and I would suggest to the First Minister
that ho should consider whether it would not be deeirable
to make it an instruction to the revising officer to place on
the first list all the tenants who are on the assessment
roll for the requisite qualification as respects value. In
my experience, unless there is the excitement of an election
on hand, people are ordinarily careles in seeing that their
names are on the votera' list; and if the large proportion of
tenants have to trust to the revising officer to put them on,
or see that they are put on, by giving previous notice, the
practical result will be that unless the leading political
friends of both sides pay attention to this matter a great
many will be loft off. I think it is undesirable to put diffical-
ties in the way of a man having the right to vote,
getting his name placed on the list without hie having to exert
himself to do so, simply because hie je not a proprietor
of property. I have not much sympathy with the statements
made against the assessors' values, and the slight which hue
been cast upon their oaths. When you come to prove the
right of people to be placed on the voters' list, in a great
many cases I think you will have to take the oathe of mon
without any botter social standing than the assemsors, and
with quite as muoh inducement to bias. I Speak frely,.with.
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ont regard to party, when I say that some of us who have
gone through a lengthened municipal experience can ,Call
to mind, especially in times when there has been strong
political feeling abroad, on the eve of an election, a good
many enthusiastie supporters of both sides who were
inclined to put a pretty high value on the property of their
friend#. I merely rose to state that in this one village in
my own riding, by the.present votera' list, actually one-third
of all the voters are tenants; and I think it is worthy of the
hon. gentleman's consideration, if he declines to accept the
alternative proposition of the hon, member for Peel (Mr.
Fleming), to provide that all those tenants shall go on the
first making up of the voters' list who can show, by the
assessment roll, that they occupy property which would
qualify them if they were proprietors.

Mr. MTLLS. The hon. member for East Lambton (Mr.
Fairbank) yesterday stated that 20 per cent. of his con-
stituents are actually tenants. Of course, in towns and
cities the tenant class would be very much larger. The hon.
gentleman proposes to confer the elective franchise on
those who have an income of a certain sum, who have not
hitherto had their names on the assessment roll, and who
will not, so far as I know, have their names on the assess-
ment roll hereafter, except, perhaps, in the Province of
Ontario. If you put the number of tenants as at one-fifth
of the whole population, which I think would be a very
low percentage, taking the town and city population along
with the rural population, of the tenants whose names
would be on the assessment roll as tenant8, with reference
to the value on the property, the revising officer would be
unable to put nearly one-third or one-fourth of the popula-
tion on the list, without some evidence in addition to what
ho would be able to obtain from the assessment roll. I think
the proposition made by the hon. member for Peel (Mr.
Fleming) is better than that of the hon. gentleman. But I
think the proposition of the hon. member for West Middle-
se (Mr. Oameron) is botter than either. There is no
doubt that if the hon. gentleman adheres to the rule of
rental he would get rid of the difficulty of proving all the
tenants, by adopting the rule suggested by tho hon.
member for Peel, because the assessment roll would
furnish a guide for putting on all those assessed above 8150,
leaving only the very small clss who would be assessed
under that amount. But it seems to me that it would have
been more satiefaetory, generally, to have adopted the rule
of $100 assessed value, so as to make the assesment roll,
as far as possible, conclusive in the preparation of the voters'
list. No doubt the hon. gentleman bas had far more
experience than any of us with regard to parliamentary
management, but I fancy that his attention to the prepara-
tion of voters' lista bas not been as extensive as that of
some bon. gentlemen on both sides of the House, and I am
satisfied that if he knew the difficulties that will grow out
of the proposition ho bas submitted, ho would hardly be dis-
posed to persistently adhere to it. One of the great diffi-
culties we have is to induce voters to interest themselves
sufficiently to see that their names are put on the list,
unless when an election is at hand. In my owr- constitu-
ency,where an assessor had improperly put 40 or 50 names on
the list and left out 50 or 60, there was no difficulty in getting
struck off those who were irproperly put on; but there
was much difficulty in getting those who had been left out
to appear before the judge and have thoir names inserted.
If the revising officer bas to take the assessment roll for the
rental, ho will say: fHore is a property worth $1,000 that
certainly will pay more than $20 a year. But there is no
legal evidence to justify bis putting the name of the tenant
of such property on the voters' list. If the value of the
property were made a test for the tenant there would be
no difficulty. If we look at the intrinuic merits of the ques-
tion? to which the hon. gentleman referred, that the rental

should be taken instead of the value of the property, we will
find it difficult to understand wby the rental should be taken
in the case of a tenant when the equivalent for rentai, the
amount for use and profit, is not taken in the cas. of an
occupant.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. When we come to the
clause as to the instructions to be given to the revising
officer, we will see if we cannot make it so as to meet, to
some extent the views of the hon. gentleman.

Mr. CAMEIRON (Middlesex). This clause, if peraisted
in, will eventually bring about the same corrupt practices
that created such a scandal in the Midlothian elections, in
which the Buccleugh estates were made of service by creat-
ing any number of faggot votes in the constituency. Now
is the time to anticipate such tendency and avoid it. Years
ago we had a qualification for electors similar to the present,
but it was abolished in 1868, as the hon. member for Lincoln
knows.

Mr. ABBOTT. I understood my hon. friend from Both.
well (Mr. Mills) to say that Ontario was the only Province
in which the assessment roll made mention of the tenant.

Mr. MILLS. No; I did not say that. I referred to the
wage-earners.

Mr. ABBOTT. Because, in the Province of Quebec there
would be no necessity whatever for the revising officer to
make any valuation in regard to the tenant, inasmuch as the
tenants and the amount of rental they pay are mentioned in
the valuation rolls.

Mr. MOMULLEN. I desire to call the attention of the
First Minister again to a matter of which I spoke when we
were on the interpretation clause. In my constituency
five men voted who lived in another riding. At the election
three of them were sworn, and took the oaths and voted, and
two were not sworn. It was known that they were made
tenants only to give them a vote.

Mr. RYKERT. Why did you net get them struck off ?
Mr. McMULLEN. We did not notice anything until

just before the election, but the next year we got them
struck off. There will be a great deal of fraud of that kind,
and bogus votes, if the clause is left as it is now. The father
may rent ton acres from the son, and the son may rent ton
acres from the father, and each of them will be able to vote
on the other's property. The First Minister aiso stated
that ho was going to provide that if a man whose rental
was $,000, had paid $20 of the amount, ho should be
entitled to vote. The landlord, however, might, for political
reasons, refuse to receive anything less than the full rent,
and in that case the tenant would be deprived of his vote.
I would suggest that a tender of the amount should be
sufficient. In regard to the bogus votes to which I have
referred, some provision should be made. I feel sincerely
honest in this matter, and hope something will be done.

Sir JO HN A. MACDONALD. That kind of fraud will
be practised under any system. The bon. gentleman says
that some improper names were put on the assessmont roll,
and the next year ho got thern strck off. That was not
under this Bill. No one can provide against the infnity of
ingenious modes of getting votes by improper means, but
this clause does not offer any greater facility than the
present law in Ontario.

Mr. McMULL EN. If a tenant were obliged to be an
actual resident on the property it would prevent all that.
A tenant may go to the revising officer and produce his
lease and claim the right to be put on the list, and no doubt
the revising officer will put him on.

Mr. CASEY. The Ontario law provides a remedy against
such frauds, but that remedy dos not exist in this measure.
In Onitario, when a lase i produced as evidence of a
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tenancy, the tenant and the lessor must be prepared
to swear that it is a bond fide lease, and not One simply
for the purpose of getting the lessee put on the voters'
list. That bas prevented many cases of fraud.
I notice that in the next clause the hon. gentleman has
Introduoed the words "is a bond fide occupant." I propose,
when these amendments are disposed of, to move that the
sane words ehall be inserted in this clause, to provide that
the person shall be a bondfide tenant. I think the require-
ment of occupancy would be a very fair one, too, in this
clause, because a person does not bond ßde rent a small picce
of land like this, and pay $20 for it, for any other purpose
except te live on it, as a rule. The right hon. gentleman has
spoken of the organised attempts to create faggot votes in
the old country, as if it was a legitimate part of party
practice.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I said nothing ofithe
kind.

Mr. CASEY. He said both parties were organised for
that purpose.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. But I neither expressed
approbation or disapprobation.

Mr. CASEY. But ho quoted it as a precedent.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No; I expresEed sur-

prise that the Liberal gentlemen opposite should take such
a different view of these matters from the Liberal party in
England.

Mr. CASEY. He said that both English parties are now
organsed for ibis purpose. If we are going te have the
manufacture of faggot votes in Canada, it is well we should
know it gt once. That is the suggestion contained by the hon.
gentleman's remarks. Of course, it will not b illegal
under this Act, if it is put in force. The clause seems meant
te make faggot votes legal. I think the hon. gentleman
ought to explain why it is that in the case of a tenant alone
ho takes no account of the value of the land, but merely of
the rental. He says, the requirement for the payment of
rent is not a safeguard. We bave known many elections
where votes were considered cheap at a higher price than
even $20, and $20 is all that is required in this case to
qualify a voter. The hon. gentleman ought to explain this
inconsistency.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I explained it, as fully
as I could, last night.

Mr. MULOCK. I do not see how this provision is going
tobe worked. The revising officer, the Premier says, takes
the assessment list, and there hefinds the names uf the ten-
ants, but there is nothing on that paper to show him how
much rental the tenant pays, and unless the tenant pays a
rental equal in amount to the lowest amount provided by this
section, ho bas no vote. The Premier says the presumption
may be drawn, from the assessment list and from the prop.
erty that is so rented, that the tenant is paying enough
to qualify him under this clause; but that is ail a matter
of guess work, and this is net a manner in which the
revising officer should proceed. Under the present systom
the assessor is sworn te make up the list, setting forth, to
the best of his knowledge, the names of the persons entitled
to be on that list, the property they occupy, and its value.
You then have got something that is of evidence. If the pre.
sent clause furrishes the best practicable test it is a poor one,
and it shows that the scheme itself is an impracticable one.
The whole matter is going to be thrown into confusion. How
is the question of the amount of rental to be settled ? Who will
be able te know what is the bargain between landlord and
tenant? This provision appears to further strengthen the
hands of the landlords, and that is unnecessary, as regards
the Province of Ontario. It is to be regretted that this
subject, which was postponed from yesterday, bas not yet
reached a proper solution. It is a provision of the Bill that

Mr. CAsy.

is going to open the door to all sorts of unsatisfactory
restlts, and proves that it is an unworkable scheme that is
offered.

Amendment (Mr. Cameron, Middlesex) negatived.

Mr. CASEY moved that the words "bond flde" be
inserted before "tenant," on the first line of paragraph 4.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I think we cannot put
that in, as every tenant is supposed to be bond fide, and we
might as well put bond ßde owner. IfVa man is not a bond
fde tenant ho is not a tenant. It is different with an occu-
pant, as ho may be a more squatter.

Amendment negatived.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. With the permission of

the committee, I would ask to have the sane amendment
made with regard to cities that has been made in this
clause.

Amendment agreed to.
Mr. LANGELIE R. I wish to call the attention of the

Premier to the fact that by this section a young man
occupying a room in a city, and paying $3 a month for it,
though he does not pay rent on real qstate, but only for
furniture, or perhaps for furniture and services combined,
would have a vote.

Mr. CURRAN. Yon will get no room of the kind men.
tioned in any city in Canada for $3 a month.

Mr. LANGELIER. Suppose it is 85; the real estate may
not be worth 25 cents.

Mr. MULOCK. I would ask if it is the intention to
amend the election law in order to carry ont this law. In
the case of a voter changing his residence it appears that
under the Bill the revising officer's certificate does not
altogether disclose the rights of the voter.

Mr. BOWELL. How is it done now ? He takes the
oath at presert and he is qualified, and that would be the
case under the Bill.

Mr. MULOCK. No; that does not meet this case,
because ho only swears that ho is the person named on the
list, that ho was a tenant and still resides within the elec-
toral district.

Mr. LANGELIER. In the Province of Quebec the pro-
prietor is responsible for the taxes, and knowing that, very
often leases his property so as to make the rent include the
taxes. In that case, will the amount of the taxes be deducted
from the rent ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Oh, no; that is verycom-
mon in Canada.

Mr. MILLS. It might be well, in that case, to provide
that so much shall be free from taxes.

On sub-section 5, section 4,
Mr. MULOCK. There might be a tenant of a property

worth $150, who does not pay sufficient rent to qualify him
to vote as a tenant. Would there be any objection to pro-
viding for him in this section ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That would not do.

Mr. CASEY. I would propose this amendment as an
addition:

Provided always, that this section shall not apply to any employé
or servant of the Government of Canada in occupation of real property
belonging to the Crown.
This is intended to apply chiefiy to the case of a caretaker
in a drill shed or other Government building, who gots a
residence in the building, and who would thereby be quali-
fied under this clause as an occupant.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. A caretaker is held to
be a servant, occupying a portion of your house. In Ire.
land, when a tenant is evicted, whom the landlord does not

2064



COMMONS DEBATES.
wish to press, ho allows him to romain as a caretaker, and
ho is considered as a servant who holds the property for his
master.

Mr. CASEY. Would nota servant, then,occupying a house
on a farm, and engaged by the year, be qualified under this
clause ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes; his house is part
of his wages.

Mr. CASEY. He would not qualify under this clause,
but under the income clause.

Amendment (Mr. Casey) negatived.
On sub-section 6, section 4,
Mr. CASEY. I wish to enter my protest here. I think

the income qualification should be put lower than it is for
the country ; everything else is put lower for the country
than for the towns. Wages are lower there also, and the
agricultural laborer is as well qualified to vote as the town
laborer. There are a great many town laborers getting
$300 a year, but a farm laborer does not, on the average, get
$300 a year, in Ontario. The average wages for agricul-
tural laborers there is $264 a year, without board, and $170
with board. They are generally farmers' sons or the sons
of small land-owners, who work for their neighbors and are
just as well qualified to vote as town laborers. I hope the
hon. gentleman will review the income franchise in this
section for that reason.

Mr. AUGER. Suppose a man hired for a year for $150
and his board, rould the board be part of his income ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes. I move that the
words "earnings in money, or money's worth," be added.

Amendment agreed to.
Committee rose and reported progress.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved the adjourument of

the House.
Motion agreed to, and House adjourned at 2:20 a. m.,

Friday.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

FaWAY, 22nd May, 1885.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at half-past One o'clock.

P&Ayzus.
. THE DISTURBANCE IN THE NORTH-WEST.
Mr. EDGAR. I see in an extra published by one of the

city newspapers it is stated that Poundmaker has sent in a
flag of truce to Battleford, and released some prisoners.
ias the Government received any information on this

subject ?
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No other information

than that which is published through the press, and which
the hon. gentleman has received.

THE FRANCHISE BILL.
House again resolved itself into Committee on Bill (No.

103) respecting the Electoral Franchise.
(In the Committee.)

On sub-section 7, section 4,
Mr. MILLS. The First Minister stated, when we were

at another part of the Bill, that ho proposed to consider
this clause and the one that immediately followed. When
provision was made in the Ontario Act it was simply to
enfranchise farmers' sons and not the sons of other property
holders. Under this clause it is proposed to enfranchise
the sons of ail property holders, and these two sub-sections
might properly be merged into one sub-section.
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Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Of course, when the Bill
was first framed, some years ago, there was no question
about giving the franchise to other sons than to farmers'
sons. I think it will not be well that we should now com-
mence to alter the Bill in regard to such particulars, and
the two euh-sections may as well stand. There can be no
objection to it in this way, and it will give information;
and as we are told that this is merely the commencement
of other and perhaps more liberal legislation, it will be the
means of gathering in a comparatively large proportion of
farmers' and mechanics' sons. It will give that informa-
tion, which there can be no harm in giving, and I would
rather not alter the Bill.

Mr. MILLS. It is a Bill for industrial statistics.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It will be valuable in that

regard, and therefore we may as well leave it as it is.
While I am up, I may Eay that in consequence of the die-
cussion we had last night I have been thinking over the
two clauses respecting tenants, as regards both cities and
counties, which have been carried in committee. Now, I
was struck by some of the remarks that were made, though
they had occurred to me before; but in order to go a cer.
tain stop and to remove the uncertainty that has been com.
plained of by some of the hon. gentlemen opposite, the hon,
member for North York (Mr. Mulock) and especially
another hon. member, if it be understood, as a matter of
arrangement, that no other amendment shall b proposed, I
propose to take a step that will, to a certain extent, meet
the views of hon. gentlemen, and it is this: That in case
any assessment roll shows a party to be a tenant but does
not show the rent ho pays, I propose to add a proviso
which, although it does not go as far as the hon. gen.
tleman wishes, goes a considerable step towards it,
and I propose to provide that the fact that the property in
respect to which ho pays a rent is assessed at $150 shal be
accepted as primdfacie evidence that the tenant has a right
to be on the rogister. I understand that in the Province
of Quebec the assesment roll shows the rental that is paid;
in Ontario, and perhaps some of the other Provinces, the
assessment roll merely marks that he is a tenant, without
showing the rent he pays. I propose to go to that extent;
I cannot go any farther. If that is accepted as an advance,
I shall, in the course of the evening, move that a proviso to
that effect be addod to the clause, quoad cities, and quoad
counties.

Mr. M[LLS. So that in cities the tenant will have one.
half the qualification of the owner ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I shall adapt it to diffor-
ent circumstances.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Does the First Minister
mean that a man must pay a rent on property assessed for
that value ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No. It was argued last
night, with a great deal of force, that in Ontario the asse-
ment roll, for instance, says: John Jones, lot No. 1, value
$150, as the assessed value. Then he is marked as tenant,
but that does not show what rent he pays at all. But I
would make a proviso that if that property is assessed at
$150 which gives the franchise to the owner, that shahl be
primdfacie evidence that the tenant has a right teobe regis-
tered. If it is proved afterwards, on objection, that ho does
not pay $20 a year, the primd facie evidence is rebutted.

Mr. CASEY. The hon, gentleman has done well to accept
the suggestion proposed by my hon. friand froin Ieel (2r.
Fleming) last night. I would like to ask the right hon
gentleman, after agreeing to his proposal, if he cannot go a
little further, and take some means to prevent the making
of fictitious leases, merely for the purpose of manufacturing
votera, and to require that the lase shal be bond fide.
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Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I think that would come

under some election law providing against fraud and cor.
ruption. The whole tenor of this Bill is to settle what the
franchise shall be, not to provide against fraud and manu-
factured votes.

Mr. CASEY. In the next sub-section the right hon.
gentleman has provided, and I think successfully, against
fraudulent voting under the occupancy clause, and I think a
provision of the same sort might be put into this clause.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. When we were at the
clause about mechanics' sons and property-owners' sons in
cities, I took occasion to remind the committee the clause
was originally framed when woman suffrage was in the
Bill.

Mr. EDGAR. A man may be a tenant of a very valuable
piece of property, and pay a very light ground rent, and if
he were assessed on the value of the property, he might
have ten votes. Numerous cases occur, in cities like Toronto,
where there is only a nominal ground rent. it occurs in
other Provinces besides Prince Edward Island.

Mr. MILLS. I was told by the hon. member for St. John
(Mr. Woldon), before hoe left, that a considerable number of
tenants in the city of St. John were paying wharf rent and
were entitled to a renewal of their leases. The amount of
rent is merely nominal, although the property is very
valuable. There is in this city a very considerable num ber
of tenants of the Crown who have leases of parts of the Bye
estate, and they pay very small rentals. I am satisfied
that, unless some radical changes have been made since I
was in the Department of the Interior, some of the parties
would be disfranchised, although the property they hold is
worth many thousands of dollars.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I do not propose to go
farther than I have stated now; but the suggestion as to
tenants of property under ground rent for improvements
constitutes a special case, and I will consider it.

Mr. DAVIES. Then I understand some opportunity will
be given for the consideration of this question of tenants in
the island who pay ground rental ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Certainly.
Mr. EDGAR.. When the discussion on the interpreta.

tion clause was in progress, it was allowed to stand over.
I then proposed to move an amendment respecting the
word "farm," setting forth that it should mean 20 acres,
and 10 acres in respect of market gardens. It struck me,
however, that it was entirely immaterial, as these people
would be land-owners, and they and their sons would have
votes.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That interpretation
clause stands over. When we go back to it we can discuss
the question of 20 acres and the market gardens. In regard
to the sons of farmers and property-owners, I think it will
be an incidental advantage to keep the farmers' sons dis-
tinct, so that we can see the number that have respectively
voted at elections.

Mr. MILLS. That object wiil not be accomplished,
because the sons of manufacturers, fishormen and other
classes are not particularised. How is the hon. gentleman
to ascertain how many sons of moerchants, of woollen manu-
facturers, of cotton manufacturers, or blacksmiths there
will be ? The hon. gentleman is not going to get the
information which he declares it is desirable to obtain in
this way.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I do not know whether
the common sense of the committee will not see that, in
counties especially, where the great mass of the population
is agricultural, it will add this inoidental advantage of show-
in what proportion are absolutely employed in that
industry, and what proportion are drawn from other

Ur. CÂAzI.

industrial classes. That is an incidental advantage which I
think we might keep, especially as it makes no difference
whatever, and is a matter of running two sentences into
one.

Mr. DAVIES. * Originally the right hon. gentleman
intended to give the franchise only to farmers' sons, but
afterwards, and I think properly, lie extended it to the sons
of owners of real estate generally. Now, why retain the
two clauses when the effect is only to make trouble, to have
an additional column in the reviser's list, and to cause a
good deal of trouble and annoyance as to which class these
people are to go in. Besides the clause is inartistic, and
there is no conceivable advantage which can result from it,
unless the hon. gentleman has some ulterior object in seeing
how many sons of the owners of real estate vote on more
than twenty acres of land.

Mr. CASEY. This will involve the necessity of the
revising officer deciding under what heads lie shall classify
these voters, and if there is any dispute witnesses will have
to be called and fees paid. Under this Bill more is now
left to the individual than formerly, and it should be drawn
so that it will not puzzle the non-legal voter, while the
effect of these two clauses will he very puzzling to that
class. The language of the Ontario Act, both in the inter-
pretation and the enacting clauses, is very plain, and it cov.
ers the whole ground of securing the franchise to all
holders of real property, whether farmers' sons or not.
When the hon, gentleman decided to include the sons of
other owners than farmers, he simply put on another clause,
and it seems to me that his explanation is incidental rather
than the advantage which he claims will be gained.

Mr. LISTER. The form in which these provisions stand
will involve a good deal of expense and trouble. The
revising officer will naturally ask himself why it is that
farmers' sons and the sons of other land-owners should be
distinguished, and ho may call upon people to appeal against
the list as to whether they are farmers' sons or the sons of
other land-holders. The hon. gentleman finding that Mr.
Mowat intended to give the franchise to the sons of other
owners than farmers, felt that he must be up with the legis-
lation of Ontario, because it seems to be a run between him
and Mr. Mowat, as to who shall have the most liberal Act.
Why should it be left to the revising officer to say to the
sons of farmers, or of other owners, you must come forward
and give evidence that you belong to one class or the other.
The revising officer will ask himself why this distinction
was made. Ie will say that the Legislature in making it
must have had some object in view ; and persons seeking
to be put on the list under these clauses, must satisfy him
as to which class of electors they belong to. It seems to
me that the reason given by the First Minister is no reason
at all. The object of this Bill is not to procure statistics ;
its only intent is to provide a list of electors. If section 8
includes the sons of all land-owners, whether residing in a
city, or in a village, or in the country, what is the necessity
of encumbering the Bill with section 7 ? The greater
includes the less. The distinction is inartistic ; there is no
reason whatever for it; and it will only lead to confusion,
difficulty, and expense. I think the right hon. gentleman
ought to consent to expunge that section altogether.

Mr. WALLACE (York). I think there is a very good
reason why these two sections should ho retained. We know
that the assessment roll in Ontario and the votera' list has a
column for farmer's sons.

Mr. LISTER. Not now ; not after this Act cornes in
force.

Mr. WALLACE. By the law that is in force in Ontario
during the year 1885, there is no provision made for any
man's son except the farmer's son. Consequently, when
the revising officer has to ascertain who are to be put on
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the list, ho has the farmers' sons column of the assesment
roll to aid him, but he has no aid from it with referepce tu
the sons of landholders.

Mr. McMULLEN. The hon. gentleman will notice that
the sons of tenant farmers are not provided for in either of
these clauses.

Mr. MILLS. The Ontario statute defines not a farmer's
son but a land-holder's son.

Mr. WALLACE (York). That only commences next
year; it does not apply to the first list.

Mr. MILLS. If the hon. gentleman had made sub-sec.
tion 7 of section 3 apply to this particular matter it would
have covered the whole ground. He need not have changed
one word to have made that section serve in the place of
the two ho now proposes. Under this section the son of a
land-holder would have to prove the extent of his father's
property-whether it was under or over 20 acres-before
the revising offcer could decide in what class to place his
name on the list.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I think the answer of
the hon. member for West York (Mr. Wallace) is conclu.
sive. The first voters' list made for Dominion purposes in
Ontario will be made in the opening of the spring of 1886,
in order to do that they must get the assessment roll of
1885. He will find there the names of the farmers' sons,
and ho can at once transfer them from the assessment roll
of 1885 to his voters' list of 1886. But under the provincial
Act which comes in force in 1886, the rolls showing who
are land-holders' sons will not be revised except between
August and October; and therefore the revising officer, in
the spring of 1886, will have to enquire who the land-hold-
ers' sons are. Much of that work will ho done in the coun-
ties especially, by the assessment roll of 1885, which will
show who the farmers' sons are.

Mr. DAVIES. To hear the hon. member for West York,
and to hear his reasons for retaining this clause endorsed
by the Prime Minister, one would imagine that the whole
of this Dominion consists of the Province of Ontario. This
Bill is not framed only to suit Ontario. In Quebec, in Nova
Scotia and in New Brunswick, the franchise is not conferred
specially on farmers' sons, and in those Provinces the diffi-
culty pointed out from retaining these two clauses will
exist the very moment this Act comes into operation.

Mr. MILLS. I think the hon, gentleman ought to yield
to the proposal, if he had, we would have been through
long ago. The hon. member for West York (Mr. Wallace)
assumes the nanes will be got from the voters' list in
Ontario this year, that is true, but how is it with regard to
the other Provinces, and how will it be with regard to
Ontario after this year ? The old list will not aid the hon.
gentleman, because property is being constantly divided,
and the hon. gentleman is simply enormously increasing
the difficulties of those who prepare the lists without ae-
complishing the slightest advantage to any portion of the
community.

iMr. WHITE (Hastings). There ought not be anything
like a 20 acre lot mentioned, either in the Ontario Act or the
present Act. There are many farmers cultivating land out-
side o villages and towns, in lots of from 5 to 10 acres,
which are of more value in many parts of the country than
lots of 20 acres or 100 acres elsewhere, but I do not think
that, as regards the farmers' sons, the mention of the num-
ber of acres will do any harm. The hon. member for
Queen's, P.E.I., asked if we thought there was no other
place than Ontario. We do think there is; we reckon for
the Dominion, but the great opposition to the Bill comes
from Ontario, and were it not for the Act of the Ontario
Local louse, we would not have one-tenth of the opposition
we have. This measure increases the franchise in every

p art of the Dominion except Prince Edward Island and
British Columbia.

Mr. CASEY. The hon. gentleman's argument, that the
number of acres should not be mentioned, is exactly what
we have been arguing. What we want is but a simple pro.
vision hat the sons of all land-holders whether farmers or
not who have sufficient property, should be qualified.

Mr. KIRK. Because certain hon, gentlemen on this side
object to certain portions of the Bill, is not an evidence
that we are opposed to the Bill, but an evidence of our
desire to insist in improving it and making it as perfect a
law as possible. From the first, I have objected to this
clause as it stands. Farmers' sons and fishermen are the
only two classes mentioned with regard to real estate. In
the 9th clause, fishermen are entitled to vote if they are
owners of real property and boats and tackle, but are not
allowed to qualify on any other personal property. In
Nova Scotia this will have the effect of decreasing the
number of votes in that class of the community. The
fact that farmers' sons are mentioned will raise a doubt
in the mind of the revising barrister that fish.
ermen are not included, even though the father
may have sufficient real estate to give him a
vote. Fishermen's sons, as well as farmer's sons, ought to
be entitled to vote in their father's own sufficient real
estate. The hon, gentleman says the farmers are the
largest class in the community, but in the Maritime Pro-
vinces the fishermen are also a very important class.

Mr. STAIRS. If the hon. gentleman has read the Bill, he
must have seen that fishermen's sons, whose fathers have
real estate, may have a vote.

Mr. KIRK, I do not deny that, but I say it is not clear.
Mr. STAIRS. There is no doubt about it at all.
Mr. KIRK. There are large numbers offishermen who own

a considerable quantity of land, and are not called farmers,
and their sons might not, under this Act, be entitled to vote.
Where is the necessity for saying that farmers' sons shall
be entitled to vote when you do not give the same right to
the sons of fishermen ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Look at the 8th clause.
Mr. KIRK. They may come in under the 8th clause, but

it will croate confusion. Supposing the 7th clause was not
there, and the words " other than farmers' sons " were struck
out of the 8th clause, would not that admit farmers' sons?

Mr. EDGAR. There is a very large class of farmers who
do not own the farms which they work, but have a large
stake in the country, who own a lot of stock, and whose
sons work for them in the same way as the sons of proprie-
tors work for them. In many cases the owners are simply
nominal owners, because they have large mortgages on their
property, and have not really any &ore interest than the
tenant farmers have. I propose, therefore, an amendment
to the clause that the following words be added after the
word "son " in the first line of sub-section 7 of section 4:
"or tenant farmers' sons."

Mr. McMULLEN. There is no doubt that there are a
large number of these tenant farmers whose sons should b
entitled to vote as much as the sons of owners, and I there-
fore hope that the amendment will be adopted.

Mr. LANGELIER. In the Province of Quebec there are
many of this class. I saw in a paper which is supposed to
be more or less under the inspiration of the Minister of
Public Works, the Monde of Montreal, a statement that
members on this side of the House desired to prevent
farmers' sons from voting. I have not heard any one on
this side express an opinion to that effect, and now we are
proposing to increase the number of farmers' sons who
should have a vote.
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Mr. WILSON. In the neighborhood of cities and towns,
very often a large rental is paid for a farm, and the sons of
the tenant farmer work for him in the same way as the sons
of an owner. They are as intelligent and as nuch entitled
to a vote as the sons of farmers who own their farms. A
farmer may have a lease of eighteen or twenty years of his
land, and his sons are as much entitled to a vote as those
of the owner whose property may be heavily mortgaged.
I know that in the section from which I come there are
leases of this kind upon property, which run for twenty-one
years. The tenants virtually own the land, yet they will
all be prevented from voting unless they can get upon the
assessment roll by some other means. We ought to try to
prevent, as much as possible, the contention in the various
courts of revision that usually takes place there. If the
First Minister still persists in granting the tenant farmer a
right to vote, I can see no reason why these two clauses
should be retained. It will be the source of a great deal of
annoyance to the revising barrister, and to parties desirous
of getting upon the list.

Mr. DAVIES. I wish to remind the First Minister of
the circumstances existing in Prince Edward Island. Those
hon. gentlemen who support him in this House will bear
me out in the statement that in that Province nearly all
the lands were originally held or leased by tenant farmers.
Since thon the farms have been bought out by the Govern.
ment, and bought out by the tenants, of whom a large pro-
portion are now freeholders, and the large number who yet
remain tenants are paying a rent. Heretofore, their
sons have been accustomed to go with the father
and vote on polling day. Whatever effect the Bill
may have in other Provinces, it will disqualify
large numbers of these farmers' sons in Prince Edward
Island, and hore is an opportunity, by this amendment, of
reinstating the sons of the tenant farmers throughout the
Island in the position they held before this Bill was intro-
duced. I suppose there will be hundreds of these men in
each county disfranchised by this Bill. I have seen myself
as many as threo sons go up to the polis with
the father and vote. If this amendment is accepted,
these sons will be continued in their right, because
the farm is of sufficient value to give both father
and sons a vote. I am quite sure my hon. friends
from the Island, irrespective of politics, will support the
amendment so far as our Province is concerned. There
can be no harm in it; it is in the direction of extending the
franchise, and those gentlemen who expressed a desire, the
other day, to extend the franchise in every reasonable direc-
tion, ought to be the first to accept this proposition. I
would press upon the First Minister the desirability of
allowing these farmers' sons to continue to exorcise the
franchise. They are a very intelligent class, well educated
young men, who take agreat interest in politics, and are
among the most active in promoting the interests of their
candidate. I hope my hon. friends from the Island, who
support the Government, will use their influence witl the
Premier to get this amendment accepted.

Mr. AUGER. In the Province Of Quebec there is a very
large class of tenant farmers who work the farms of large
proprietors, while the proprietors are absout in the city or
elsewhore. These tenants cannot work tbose large farms
alone, and they keep their sons with them, who live on the
farm. You are now giving a vote to a man who owns a
farm worth $300, and you give his son a vote, but although
the tenant farmer may work a farm worth ton times that
amount, and has more at stake than the small proprietor,
you propose to deprive his sons of the right to vote. I am
afraid it wilI induce them to leave the farm and emigrate.
I hope the First Minister will accept this amendment,
because in my Province it will make a great difference with
our young men.

Mr. lNGELIIR,

v
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I doubt whether the

attention of the First Minister has been called to the fact,
that within the last ten or fifteen years there has been a
great alteration in many parts of the country asi regards
the ownership of land. Notably in Ontario there is a large
clas of tenant farmers, men posessed of considerable capi-
tal, and apparently that class is on the increase. Now, I
can quite understand how it may have been very objection-
able at a former period to give the franchise to sons of
very small tenant farmers, but I submit the position is
entirely changed now. I submit that the sons of
these tenant farmers, at present are, to say the least, quite
as well deserving of the franchise as the small tenants in
towns and cities, whom he proposes to enfranchise. If yon
are going to enfranchise the small tenants in cities, if you
are going to enfranchise Indians, as the hon. gentleman
proposes, it certainly appears very absurd, and very incon-
sequent, to refuse the franchise to the sons of tenant far-
mers of the class who are now becoming a very large pro-
portion of the agricultural population. Then, there is
another consideration. It is, as the First Minister knows,
very desirable that we should do all we reasonably can to
encourage those young men to stay in this country, and
remain with their fathers on the farm, and I have no doubt
that giving them the franchise would help to secure both
these desirable objects.

Mr. MILLS. The new Ontario law on this subject, as the
First Minister will observe, if he looks at it, includes, by the
interpretation clause, tenants amongst those who are
embraced within the definition of "landlord," and "land-
lord's sons," includes the sons of the owner and the
tenant. I know that a great many of the farmers of Ontario
are tenant farmers-in fact, 1 know some parties who were
proprietors of land, sold their land, and invested their
money, and rented other farms, still continuingthe business
of farming, and believing that a certain amount of capital
invested otherwise than in land, would yield a larger inter-
est than will real estate. They can rent a farm worth
$ 10,000 for very much less than the interest on that sum, s0
they become tenant farmers. There is a large number of
that particular clas. The question is, what is best with
respect to the safety of the state ? Can these sons of ten-
ant farmers be entrusted with the franchise, and are they
likely to exorcise it as intelligently as proprietors of the
soil ? They will, no doubt, exercise it quite as intelligently.
The sons of tenant farmers are educated with farmers' sons,
and are equal to them in ability and intelligence. As a
matter of fact, they are members of the same clas. It is
most extraordinary that we should be legislating to give
the wild Indian the franchise and withhold it from the ten-
ant farmers' sons.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. As the .hon. gentleman
has repeated again and again the purpose of giving farm-
ers' sons votes was this; The farmer is the owner of the
soil. As a general rule one of his sons remains at home
and succeeds to the property at his tather's death. The
other sons go to the towns on their own account. That was
the original idea in Ontario. It was afterwards extended
so as to include the sons of property owners.

Mr. MITCHELL. A kind of universal suffrage.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No, because in this Do-

minion there is no law of primogeniture. The estate is
accordingly divided up. It has been under the usual argu-
ment: Why should you prevent an artisan's son or a mer-
chant's son from having the vote, because on his father's
death he will obtain the property, and the business stand?
This has always been based upon the suggestion that the
son had a real interest in the estate. That argument eau-
not apply to a tenant's son, He has no interest in the land
which his father rente for a period of from one to ten
years; and so it would be giving a vote without the party
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possessing any qualification. The father has a vote on his
rental, but the son, as I have said, has, no interost in the
estate. If you adopt this proposition you muet give the
vote to sons of tenants in cities and towns who pay 82 a
month rent. That is simply manhood suffrage. I am not
prepared, and the House is not prepared, to adopt manhood
sfrage, which has already been voted down, and I cannot
therefbre adopt the proposal because it would be in effect
manhood suffrage.

Mr. DAVIES. I do not think the First Minizter can
have correctly stated the reasons why farmers' sons were
given the vote; if ho has, they are very flimsy reasons. In
Prince Edward Island persons have leases for 99 years at
small rentalis, and are practically in the same position as
owners of the fee. I would point out to the First Minister
that the sons of farmers have no vested right in their
fathers' estates. The father can leave it to whom he pleases.
But in the case of leases for 999 years, you are going to
create this extraordinary anomaly. Two farmers may live
along side each other. One has a lease for 999 years for
which he pays five pounds a year rent, and the other buys
out the reversion. The sons of the latter will have a vote
while the sons of the tenant for 999 years will have no
vote. If the hon. gentleman cannot grant it to every ten.
ant farmer, he should grant it at least to tenant farmers for
long terms.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I have already told the
hon. gentleman-I promised him that the case of long
grant leases would be considered if the Bill will declare
that a building lease on a long lease is equivalent to an
ownership, if it declares that such a lessee stands in sub-
stance as a proprietor, then his sons will have a vote, but
until we settle the first point with regard to these quasi
owners, we cannot deal with their sons.

Mr. MILLS. The hon. gentleman proposed to consider
those cases where a party has a right to renew a lease on
payment of a small rent, but there is another class of cases
where the lease is for a specific time and no matter how
long that time is ho has a chattel interest.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That is what I have pro-
mised to ceonsider.

Mr. MILLS. That is an additional case.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I speak without prejudice

of course, but I stated that those persons holding a 999 years
lease would be equivalent to those having an estate for life
-would be of equal value, I mean. We might fairly say
that such a person should be considered as an owner. A
person holding lease twenty-one years, renowable for
ever-

Mr. MILLS. Or ton years.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No, I think twenty-one

years should be the least, for no person would take a ground
rent for the purpose of building a house unless he has a
twenty-one years lease renewable, or an increased rental to
be settled by arbitration. That is another case to be fairly
considered. If we decide that those persons have the same
property substantially, though not technically, for life, I
should have no objection that the sons of such parties should
have a vote, but the major being settled the minor will
follow.

Mr. MITCHELL. I call the attention of the right hon.
Premier to the fact that there is a class in my own county
called lumberers, who have a great deal of money invested
in their business, many of whom are not farmers. They
may or may not be owners of real estate, but they generally
have sons, and their sons work with them, and I would
like to know if any provision can be made for them. Some-
times thoy have 10,000 or $12,000 worth of property,
which they do not want to inveSt in rol estate, beoause

they require it in their own business. Thon, with respect
to this clause about fishermen-

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. We have not come to
that yet.

Mr. MITCHELL. Well, we have not come' to it, but
everybody has been talking about it. I want a little to say
about it; I want my name in Hansard as well as other
peoplo.

Mr. BOWELL. That's honest any way.
Mr. MITCHELL. This is the first time I have opened

my mouth for two days, except to eat and drink, and I
have been waiting for an hour to get a chance to say what
I want to say; but what, with the distinguished orators on
the other side, and the right hon. gentleman answering
them, I have not had a chance to say a single word. Now,
I propose to have a little say at this discussion, and what I
shall say will be short, as I am always short--sometimes
with my right lon. friend, and sometimes with hon. gen-
tlemen opposite.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. You are five feet eight-
not very short, rather tall.

Mr. MITCHELL. A little too tall for the right lon.
gentleman sometimes. The point I wish to refer to is about
the fishermen, and I know the right hon. gentleman will
take it in good part. There are quite a number of people
in my own county who are fishermen, and we know that the
eflect upon people who lead the lite of fishermen is they
generally have large families.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Explain, explain.
Mr. MITCHELL. I do not see that the statement of a

truism on that subject should provoke laughter on this
occasion, but certainly it is a relief from the very dry
speeches we have had for a very long time. It is quite a
relief to know that there is a little music left in the House
yet. What I want to say to the right hon. gentle-
man is this: That he is getting very near manhood
suffrage; he is going towards it stop by stop, and
soon there will be nothing but the shadow of a shade
left of bis original franchises. I would like him to
consider this question of the fisherman's sons, who perhaps
may have real estate to the amount of $200 or $300, or may
have personal property to the amount of $700 or $81,000. I
would like to know from the hon. gentleman if he could not
put in some provision for fishermen who have two, three or
four grown up sons, who have probably $500 or $600 worth
of real estate, or $1,000 worth of personal property in his
boats and fishing tackle, etc. Why should he not include
these sons of fishermen, even as a matter of fair play if
nothing else, as well as the sons of mechanios and farmers.
I will not ask him to commit himseolf at this moment, but I
would ask hin to consider the matter before we reach the
section. I have risen for these two purposes : First as to the
merits of the two classes I have mentioned, and, secondly, to
get my name in Hansard.

Mr. CASEY. The right hon. gentleman gives a correct
account of the grounds upon which this franchise was first
granted. The franchise was first commended on some such
ground as that-that the farmer's son was supposed to have
a real interest in the property. But we have got very far
beyond that in this Bill. Tohe hon. gentleman provides here
an income franchise and a wage-earner's franchise, which
gives a vote to a workingman who has no interest in any
property or stake in the country beyond the fact that ho
has earned $300 a year. That franchise cannot certainly
be defended on the ground of interest in land, and it is quite
clear that the right hon. gentleman in this Bill, Conserva-
tive as ho is, has got far away froin the idea of the franchise
having any connection with a living interest in a piece of
land. The question is, thon, whether the sons of tenant
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farmers should be qualified with their fathers or not; and it
must not be decided on the issue whether they have any
living interest in the soil or not. Let us compare this class
with the classes whom the hon. gentleman does enfranchise.
Take the laborer. The tenant farmer employs a laborer, and
perhaps pays him $300 a year in wages, or in wages and
board combined ; and the laborer will be disqualified, while
the tenant farmer's own son will not be qualified. Again,
compare the tenant farmer's soa with the man who rents
a room in a city lodging house at $2 a month. There is
no comparison ; the mere lodger at $2 a month has no such
interest in the country as the son of a tenant farmer; and
the latter is as well qualified as the former on the ground
of intelligence, social position or stake in the country. I
do not believe there is any tenant farmer's son in Canada
who does not earn as much in the course of the year as
would qualify him under the wage-earners' franchise if he
got it in money or in money and board combined. But he
does not; he simply helps to produce the crop, the price which
is shared between the farmer and his sons according to their
necessities. He may get $50 in one year, $100 in another,
and $25 in another in cash ; but lie gets no regular wages.
He is practically working the farm on shares with lis father.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That is, practically, wages.
Mr. CASEY. But you are leaving his vote at the mercy

of his father, and to some extent at the mercy of the land-
lord, because if the landlord chooses the farmer's sons can
be put on as joint tenants; and where the landlord is of
the same political stripe as the tenant, that is done; but in
the one case the hon. gentleman leaves the vote of the ten-
ant's sons at the mercy of the landlord, and in another case
at the mercy of the father. That is not sound constitu-
tional doctrine. The hon. gentleman has raised the diffi-
culty that if you give the franchise to the sons of tenant
farmers, you will be obliged to give it to the sons of all
other tenants. I do not think there is any connection
between the cases of the farmer-tenant and the lodger-
tenant. I think you might naturally be called u-pon
to give the franchise to the sons of other land-
holders renting a property of the value that would qualify
the tenant farmer and bis son; but you are not obliged to
extend it to the case of the lodger-tenant. The value of
the property will be shown by the assessment roll, and it
will be easy to determine how many sons will be qualified.
I propose that sub-section 8 be amended by inserting after
the word "farm " in the second line the words:

Or of ary person actually domiciled in any dwelling bouse as tenant
therein where such dwelling house and the land if any held with it areof the actual value of $300.
These words are from the Ontario Act, which does extend
the franchise to the sons of tenant farmers. I have shown
how it may be extended to the sons of other tenants without
going to manhood suffrage, and I put the qualification at
8300, following the lines of the Ontario Act, in which the
qualification of such tenants is put at $200, double the
amount required to qualify a tenant himself.

Mr. MOMULLEN. I have gone over the lists of tenants
in one of the townships in my riding, and I find there
are 78 tenant farmers in it. Are we going to disfranchise
the sons of 78 tenant farmers in one township ?

Mr. FERGUSON (Leeds and Grenville). They never
had votes.

Mr. MchNULLE'. They have votes under the Ontario
Act, and it is important they should be allowed to have
votes under this. I know one case where a man rents 200
acres of land for which he pays $400 rental, and yet his two
sons will not have the right to vote. If a tenant who pays
a rental of $20 a year is entitled to vote, why should not
the sons of a tenant who pays a sufficient rental to make
$20 each, if divided, be entitled to vote ?

Mr. OAsar.

Mr. LANGELIER. The right hon. gentleman has I
understand consented to take into considoration the case of
Prince Edward Island. I will bring under his notice a case
concerning Quebec. In Napierville there is a whole town-
ship which was originally granted by the Crown to the Hon.
Mr. Baby. The lands have since been granted to farmers
for a certain number of years, and if the sons of those ten-
ants are not to be entitled to vote, there will not be a farm-
er's son in all that township who will have the right to
vote.

Mr. MULOCK. While it may besaid that a tenant
farmer could give his son a vote by putting him on wages,
that is not the usual practice, and to encourage the sons of
tenant farmers to remain with their fathers, to encourage
filial duty, the franchise should not be limited to the sons
of freehold farmers, but should be extended to the sons of
farmers who have leases for a reasonable time, say five
years.

Mr. SCRIVER. I hope the hon. gentleman will not
limit his consideration to the cases of what ho calls building
leases of twenty-one years.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I did not say so.
Mr. SCIRIVER. There are cases of emphyteutic leases

made for 99 years.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I will take care of that.
Amendment negatived.
Mr. CASEY. This clause provides that only as many

farrners' sons shall qualify as the property would qualify
if tbey were joint owners with their fathers. Considering
the length we have gone in enfranchising different classes,
I do not see any reason for continuing this restriction.
All the arguments I have applied to the case of tenant
farmers' sons will apply to this case. In my own
county, I find by inspection of the lists, 320 farmers' sons
were qualified under the late Ontario Act, while I find by the
census of 1881 there were 755 farmers' sons in that county.
These 400 sons of farmers will be included under Mr.
Mowat's Act and excluded under this Act. We should not
disfranchise anyone who has a vote in the Provinces. Those
sons of freeholders might b able to qualify if they were
servants instead of sons, and it is not fair that they should
be disqualified because they are working on their father's
farms. I move that clause 7 be amended by ommitting the
proviso in reference to the division of the value of the pro-
perty. That will leave all the sons of freeholders who are
themselves qualified at liberty to vote. That is in conson-
ance with the spirit of this Bill, and particularly in conson-
ance with the spirit of the people of Ontario. I cannot help
reminding the First Minister again that Mr. leredith, the
leader of the Conservative party in Ontario, moved a reso-
lu tion in the Ontario Assembly, in favor of manhood suffrage,
so that at the next election Conservative members from
Ontario will have a beautiful time. The elections for the
Local House and for this louse may take place at the same
time, and we shall see the Conservative members for a rid-
ing in the Local House, asking for support because he
advocates manhood suffrage, and the Federal representative
of the same riding asking for support because ho opposed
it. I think that, as the Conservatives of Ontario are in
favor of manhood suffrage, we are entitled at least to ask
that we should approach so near to it that the intelligent sons
of our farmers should be enfranchised.

Mr. LISTER. I think sub section 7 should b eliminated
altogether and sub-section 8 should be amended. I think
that the tenants of Ontario as well as those of Prince
Edward Island, should have the right to exorcise the fran-
chise. Any hon. gentleman who will take the trouble to
go over the voters' list of his district, will find that at least
nine-tenths of the people named on the list are farmers,
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Now, this farmers' son suffrage is not a very old one.
When it was agitated some years ago i t was thought to be
a dangerous innovation, and hon. gentlemen on the other
side of the House, if I am not mistaken, were not entirely
in accord with the proposition to enfranchise the sons of
farmers. Experience has proved that it was no mistake;
experience has proved that the farmers' sons of this country
were thoroughly qualified to exercise the fianchise in an
intelligent way. Why should not these men still continue
to exercise that right for the election of members to this
House ? Why should not the sons of tenant farmers have
the right just as much as the sons of propi ietors ? As the
hon. member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills) says, they go to the
same school, they associate together, they have the same
measure of intelligence, and there is no reason why the son
of a farmer who happons to be. a tenant, should be excluded
from the exorcise of the franchise while the son of his
neighbor, who happons to be the owner, is included. The
reason for giving the franchise to the sons of farmers was,
that it would be an inducement to those sons to remain at
home and help their aged parents to work the farrm. If
that argument was good in their case, it is equally god as
respects the sons of tenant farmers.

Amendment negatived.

On sub section 8,
Sir JOHNT A. MACDONALD. I am going to move an

amendment equivalent to the one that has just been passed.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Before that is done I

wish to call the First Minister's attention to the word
" continuously " in the 19th lino of the 8Lh paragraph.
Now, ho knows that in all probability these clauses will be
considerably fought over by the respective parties, and it
is desirable that there should be as little confusion as pos-
sible. A considerable number of residents in towns and
cities are persons who are getting more and more into the
habit of spending a considerable part of the year away from
their ordinary residences on which the vote takes place,
and I apprehend this word "continuously " might give rise
to a considerable amount of wrangling, as the son of such a
person could hardly swear that he had beeu a yoar con.
tinuously in residence, if, as a matter of fact, ho had spent
several months away from the domicile.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The last clause will
cover that.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I do not think so,
becauEe there it provides for occasional absence from the
residence of the father and mother. I am referring to the
case where a whole family is absent for quite a long period
during the summer season.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I think that word "con-
tinuously " would be reasonably interpreted as meaning
six months in the year. A person is continuously resident
where he as got his domicile, if ho las no other. I take
it that the hon. gentleman who comes down bore to
Parliament, is still continuously resident at Kingston.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I raised that objection
because this is sure to be litigated a great deal. I think a
dispute would arise on the meaning of the word "continu-
ously." The Minister may be correct enough, that a pro-
per construction would ho to pay no attention to such a
discontinuance of residence as I speak of ; but I am certain
the point would be taken, and it covers, probably, some
thousands of cases throughont the Dominion.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. There las never been
any difficulty raised. The word "continuously" lias al-
ways been in the present Act since farmer's sons have had
the franchise. and the question has never been raised.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. But this is a new fran-
chise.,

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It is a new franchise,
but the question lias never been raised as tc farmers' sons
under the present Act.

Mr. MILLS. It could not be in the case of farmers' sons
the question was not likely to arise under the Ontario Act,
and could not become a practical question.

Mr. CAMIERON (Middlesex). I desire to move in amend.
ment that the following words be inserted after the word
"farm: "

" Or of any person actually domieiled in any dwelling house of atleast
he actual value of $200."
I heartily approve of any extension of the franchise in the
direction of manhood suffrage. This amendment imposes
residence as a necessary qualification, Next, ho must be the
son of tho man who is a landowner to the value of $400.

Amendment negatived.
On sub-section 9,
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I propose to add after the

word "boats," the words "nets, fishing gear and tackle."
Amendment agreed to.
Mr. DAVIES. This proposition is one to give the fisher-

mon a vote, and the question is, does it attain that object?
The hon. gentleman makes it essentially necessary that the
fisherman, qua fisherman. shall possess certain roal estate-
it does not matter how little. If ho possesses $5 worth of
rosi estate and $150 worth of fishing goar, ho bas a vote. I
do not think it is desirable, if you wish to confer the fran-
chise on the fishermen, to make it necossary that ho should
possess any quantity of land. I do not think there is any
principle or reason in it, as it is not essential to a fisherman
carrying out lis calling properly that ho should be the owner
of real estate at all. He may occupy a temporary stage on
shore and carry on bis calling in that way, as a great many
of them do in the mackerel fisherie. If you wish to confer
the franchise upon this class of people, you should not annex
a condition which, in nine cases out of ton, will not be com-
plied with, and, as a matter of fact, large numbers of thom
do not possess real estate. I movo to add, after the word
"4tackle," "or boats, tackle or other implements of his
ctllin g."

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I cannot agree to that.
If the fishermari rents a bouse ho las a vote as a tenant-
he bas a louse of some kind, eitber as owner, tenant or
occupant. He gots a vote under the other provisions of the
Bill in that case, but as it is represented to me that the
fisherman las a very small tenement generally, and lives
most of the year on board bis boat, if ho is the owner of
property, this clause gives him the franchise in addition to
the other. It is to give him the right to vote as the owner
of property, although it may not be of the value of $150, if
it can be supplemented by the value of his boats, bis nets,
or his gear. This is a substantial concession to tho fisher-
men.

Mr. DAVIES. I go further than the bon. gentleman,
and 1 say that as reat estate is not necessary to enable the
fisherman to carry on his calling, ho should have a vote
provided he bas sufficient money invested in personal pro-
perty. Take the case of a fisherman posseFsing a boat well
fitted out and furnished, worth $1,500 or $2,500, he would
not have a vote, but if ho had $5 worth of real estate iu
addition he would have a vote.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. He must have a louse.
Mr. DAVIES. lie lives on bis boat.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Not all the year round,

and besides ho is assessed on his earnings.
Mr. DAVIES. The condition attachel is unnecesary

and illegical. A fisherman possessing $2,000 or 83,000
worth of perEonal property will net have a vote; whereas,
if he had $150worth of sand bank, he would.
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Mr. KIRK. It seems to me that the amendment of the

right hon. gentleman will secure the vote to owners of real
estate, who are fshermen; but I do not think it extends
the franchise to the sons of these mon.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD, If they are fishermen,
they will have their earnings.

Mr. KIRK. But they may not amount to $400 a year.
Amondment lost.
Mr. MULOCK. I do not agree with the principle of tHis

clause. I do not object to fishermen being enfranchised in
a ready way, but it seens to me that the clause is open to
the objection that it is class legislation, and I cannot see on
what principle the fishermen are entitled to legislation that
is denied to any other of our industrial classes. Thera are
a vast number of mechanics who, for the purpose of their
trade and calling, have kits of tools that serve to them the
same purpose as do the boats, nets, gear and tackle to the
fishermen; and on what principle is it that these men are
not granted the same privilege that is conceded to the fish-
ermen. Thon, the ordinary carter or the man who carries
on business as a cabman-

Mr. MITCHELL. I know my hon. friend doos not
desire to curtail the privileges of any of the people of the
Maritime Provinces-we are getting very few in this Bill
-and do not let an hon. gentleman who bas a feeling in
common with me about manhood suffrage, prevent this one
concession. Lot us get this fisbermens clause pase, and
we will then talk about the carters,

Mr. MULOCK. But the hon. gentleman asks for some-
thing for the Maritime Provinces which he will not help
me to get for the other Provinces.

Mr. MITCHELL. Certainly I will help you, if you do
not obstruct.

Mr. MULOCK. Is it notbetter to get a clause that will
apply to all equally meritorious callings ? I would ask the
Premier if ho would have any objection to a similar provi.
sion being inserted, applicable to other trades.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That bas been settled
already.

Mr. MULOCK. I do not remuember any expression of
opinion falling f rom any person.against the argument I
advanced, or any decision being arrived at by the committee
on that point. However, I will adopt the suggestion of the
hon. member for Northumberland, and move a substantive
motion after this clause is decided upon. Tho hon. mem-
ber for Northumberland tells me ho is going to support me
in that.

Mr. DAVIES. My hon. friend has just anticipated me,
I had a motion prepared to the sama effect, which I intended
to move as soon as this clause was carried.

Mr. KIRK. I would like to ask the First Minister if a
fisherman living on property cf wbich ho is not the owner,
or of which ho does not hold the deed in foc simple, would
be entitled to vote under this clause.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No.
Mr. KIRK. Thon this clause will disfranchise a great

many people who are simply occupants.
Sir JdHIN A. MACDONALD. They will vote as occu-

pants under a previous clause.
Mr. DAVIES. If a man of this class votes as an occu-

pant ho must be the bond fide occupant of real property of
the value of $150. He erects his stage on the shore con-
tiguous to the fisheries, but ho will net comle under the
title of occupant, because ho does not live there.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. He has hie home.
Mr. DAvias.

Mir. DAVIES. He certainly cannot qualify on the flsh-
ing stage, where he lives in the summer and cearries on his
trade. If he can qualify as an occupant, there is no
necessity of giving him this speoial privilege. This clause,
as it is worded, will not reach a large clas.

Mr. KIRK. A fisherman may have a home that wili
not reach $150 in value.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Thon, ho votes on his
earnings.

Mr. KERK. Then, -I do not see any nocessity for this
clause at all.

Sir JOHN A. MAODONALD.
man wish to strike it ont?

Mr. KJRK. No, I do not

Dosa the hon. gentie.

Mr. DAVIES. If the hon. gentleman really wishes to
reach the class of people we are talking about, le must
insert, after the word "owner," the words, "tenant or
occupant." I do not think ho will object to that.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD., Indeed I will. I think
it is highly objectionable.

Mr. GILLMOR. In the county I represent, there are
5,000 of these people. During certain semons, the fisher-
men from the island and the mainland go to some locality
where it is convenient to pursue their calling, and while
there, they erect thoir tenta; and, so far as I know, they
have left their homes to go there. They stay there two or
three months, as long as they can catch fiash; but, in my
constituency, I do not know of any fishermen who have
not their homes as well.

Mr. KIRK. If a fiasherman owns property sufficient to
give him a vote under the ocupancy clause, there is no
neeessity for this clause. But the very fact that it is
inserted, shows that there is a necessity for it; and I think
the word occupant should be inserted here, to meet the case
that this claume ia intended to meet.

Mr. DAVIES. I move in amend ment that the following
words be added:

Is a mechanic or artisan and is the owner of real property and tools
or implements of hi ocallin, withia any such electoral district, which
together are of the actual va.ne of $150.
This will place the mechanics and artisans in the same
category as fishermen. There is no reason why the imple-
ments in the one case should not count as well as in the
other.

Mr. PAINT. The concession extended to the fishermen
is necessary, inasmuch as all he has may be swept away
several times in one season, which is not the case with the
mechani.

Mr. MILLS. His real property would not be swept
away, and it is upon the real property that all parties are
qualified. In the case of the fisherman, an exception is
made by allowing his personal property to be included, and
unless you give other classes the same right, you will be
destroying the principle of uniformity, whichis ao muach
insisted on. Shoutd the First Minister reject this sugges-
tion, a large number of artisans in this country cannot fail
to conclude that he is hostile to their liberties and interest.

Mr. MULOCK. I do not think that amendment goes far
enough. I move that these words be added:

Is engaged in any trade, occupation or calling, and I othe owner of
chrttel property, required for the purposes of such trade, occupation or
calling, and real property within such eloctoral district, which together
are of the actual value of $160.,

Unless this amendment be adopted, in Toronto alone there
will be a great many men empioyed in industries who wil
not have a vote. It i anjust to deny to the working.
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mon in manufactories what is granted to other classes.
I hope the Prime Minister, if he does not now decide in
favor of the amendment, will take it into consideration, and
will be able to meet the views which have been expressed
upon this point.

Mr. MITCHELL. Of course he will, but do not make
your speech too long. You are spoiling it.

Mr. MULOCK. I am not making it any longer than
necessary, but this is a matter of great importance, and I
do not think that, since we have begun to discuss the
details of this Bill, we have had a clause proposed which
would be more appreciated than that proposed by my hon.
friend from Queen's, or one in that direction.

Mr. SPROULE. I can hardly think the* hon. member
for North York is serions in saying that this Bill will dis.
franchise the mechanics in Toronto. Acaording to the
report of the Bureau of Statistics of Ontario, the mechanics
in the city of Toronto and the wage-earners, although they
only work 251 days in the year, averaged $444 of earnings.
These included blacksmiths, blacksmiths' helpers, boiler
makers, boiler makers' helpers, bricklayers and masons, car
builders, carpenters and wood workers, cigar makers, cotton
mill operatives, laborers, machinists, moulders, painters,
plasterers, plasterers' laborers, printers, sewing machine
hands, tin and coppersmiths, tool makers, and a large num-
ber unspecified, the total number employed being 590.

Mr. MULOCK. What about those who did not get those
wages.

Mr. SPROULE. This represents all classes, and I take
it that the others would earn a similar amount.

Mr. McNEILL. I think the property of fishermen is
very readily distinguishable from the tools of the artisan.
The boat of the fisherman very nearly approaches the char-
acter ôf a house. It is, as nearly as youe can imagine,
equivalent to real property. It is a moveable house.

Mr. DAVIES. How about the nets and the tools of his
trade ?

Mfr. McNEILL. I am not speaking of the nets, but of
the boat. I recollect on one occasion having a conversation
with the late Lord Cairns on the subject of the Alabama,
and I remember his making the observation that, in point
of fact, a ship, in his opinion, very nearly approached to a
tenement.

Mr. TROW. According to the statement read by the
hon. member for East Grey (Mr. Sproule), there are very
few operatives in the city of Toronto, which has a popula-
tion of about 130,000, for he states there are only 590.

Mr. SPROULE.
wage-earners.

No; I said that was a report from 590

Mr. MULOCK I do not think the argument of the hon.
menmber for East Grey improves the matter at all, because
ho admits that these workmen were earning enough wages
to qualify them. Some of the fishermen earn enough to
qualify then in the same way, but we are legislating to give
them a double chance, and why should we not do the same
in regard to the other classes of wage-earners? A proposi-
tion of this kind should be applicable to all classes, and I
think this principle should be conceded. In any case, it is
of sufficient importance to be considered by the First Min-
ister. I would not ask him to give a decision to-day, because
ne doubt he would require time to consider it, but I hope
that, before we get out of committee, we, shall have some
expression of opinion on the subject from nhim.

Mr. PAINT. The fisherman is entitled to extra consider-
ation on the ground of his precarious calling.

Mr. DAVIES. Would the hon. gentleman suggest some
word in the Bill to show that is the principle on which the
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concession is granted ? The hon. member for North Bruce
(Mr. McNeill) suggested it was given to a fisherman because
his boats and tackle wore looked upon in the nature of a
tenement. The hon. gentleman was not aware that we had
already moved 'hat the fisherman who possessed $1,000
worth of property in boats and tackle should have a vote,
but the leader of the Government thinks he ought to have
at least 81 worth of real estate. There may be a reason for
that, I do not know. I agree with the hon. member for
North York (Mr Mulock) and accept his amendment to
the one I proposed, as being broader and botter carrying
out my intention that all artisans and mochanios of all
kinds engaged in trade should be entitled to vote if they
were possessed of personal property, and for the same rea.
son as fishermen. No reason has been given for withhold.
ing it fron the mechanie and artisan, while giving it to the
fisherman.

Mr. BJRPEE. I would ask the First Minister to con-
sider the opportunity there is here to make faggot votes.
A man may have a joint interest in real estate worth 8100,
but if his boats and tackle are worth only 8149 ho cannot
have a vote. I cannot see why fishermen should be placed
on a different basis from anyone else.

Sir CIHARD OARTWRIGHT. I think it must be
becoming pretty clear to both the First Minister and his
colleagues, that they might just as well have accepted the
amendment of the hon. member for Northumberland (Mir.
Mitchell) which las the merit of being clear, consistent and
logical, and vastly less open to fraud than a great many
franchises the First Minister is proposing to introduce; and
I entertain no doubt whatever that but a very short time
will clapse before we will be obliged to come, substantially
if not in name, to this amendment. There bas not been
advanced on the other side of the House one logical argu.
ment, even one plausible or specious argument, why the
amendment of the hon. member for Northumberland should
not be accepted. One hon. gentleman telle us that ho pro.
poses to give this to fishermen because their trade is pre.
carious. Well, it is only too well known to all of us who

ay any attention to these matters, that the wages earned
bymyany classes of mechanics in this country, are very pre.
carions. Indeed, it is a rare thing, and only in proeperous
years, that many of the best paid trades have 250 days'
employment in the year. Very often they are without
enployment for many months together, and they are just
as subject to the vicissitudes of fortune as the fisherman can
be. Then another hon. gentleman stated that becauee 5190
men of different trades in Toronto, very variously paid,
earn an average of $140 a year, therefore these men would
be entitled, under the wage-earners' franchise, to get a
vote. That does not follow at all. One-balf of these men
may be receiving a great deal more than 8440, but
probably a great many of them are receiving much less,
and if you came to examine it you would find that a large
percentageof them were actually in receipt of less than
8300. Now there can be no argument advanced for dis-
criminating between fishermen, and ordinary mechanics
and artisans. If the one class are entitled to the franchise
under this particular law, the other class should be, and
within a short time they are sure to get it.

Mr. CAMERON (Middlesex). The hon. momber for
East Grey (Mr. Sproule), in dealing with this question, gave
us statistics from the Ontario Bureau of Industries, which
dealt exclusively with the wages earned by mechanics in
cities, but he will recollect that in rural municipalities
mechanics of the same industry and intelligence, do not
earn the same wages. The reason is that it is cheaper to
live in the country than it is in cities. Therefore, while
the mechanic in the cities may secure the right to the fran-
chise, the mechanic in the rural constituencies is deprived
of it, though ho may be equally intelligent, simply because
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he does not earn as much. I think the amendment of the
hon. member for North York (Mr. Mulock) ought to be
adopted for this reason; there has been a difference made in
the value of real property required to enfianchise a man in
cities, and in towns and villages, and so there ought
to be a difference made in the amount of wages earned,
otherwise some classes are going to be disenfranchised in
rural municipalities, while they will have the vote in cities.
A great many will be disfranchised under the reduced wage
earning qualification. I cannot understand why, if a fisher-
man invests $150 in boats and nets he should have a right
to vote as a result of that investment, but that a carpenter
or a mechanie who bas invested 8150 should be refused it.
If we adopt this principle in regard to fishermen, it should
be extended to all similar classes.

Mr. WILSON. I support the amendment because, if this
privilege is granted to fishermen, it should be extended
equally to mechanics. There are mechanics in towns and
villages. who though intelligent and industrious men,
yet will not be enfranchised on account of earnings.
Every day the First Minister is tending in the way of man-
bood suffrage. It is desirable that such should be adopted,
for it would be the means of doing away with all these
different qualifications and the enormous expense that
would be involved on the country.

Mr. TROW. I do not see why this class of voters have
not as good a right to the franchise as any other class, and
I cannot see any reason why the fishermen should be favor-
ed specially by the First Minister, unless he regards them
as the wards of the Government, at least to the tune of
8150,000 a year.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I think that is a bare-
faced observation on the part of the hon. gentleman.

Mr. LANDERKIN. I cannot understand how it is that
as chattel property bas been acknowledged as the basis of
franchise for one class, the various industrial classes of the
ountry, chiefiy mechanics, should be excluded from those

benefits. Very large number of them are engaged in the
different mechanical pursuits, they necessarily require large
quantities of tools, and if the fishermen are allowed to exer-
cise the franchise on their kit I think it is only reasonable
that a mechanic should bave the sane privilege. If they do
not, a number of very active and intelligent mon will be
excluded from the franchise. At any rate, this clause is
another argument in favor of manhood suffrage.

Amendment to amendment (Mr. Mulock) negatived.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). The proposition of the
amendment is one directly in accord with the clause under
consideration, and it seems to me that no valid objection
can be raised against it. If such a provision is good in the
case of the fishermen, why should it not be good with refer.
ence to mechanics owning a certain amount of property,
consisting of the implements of their trade ? If this amend-
ment is not adopted, putting mechanics precisely on the
same footing as any other class, I think we would be mak-
ing a very invidious distinction, though, of course, having
voted for the amendment of the hon. member for Northum.
berland, in favor of manhood suffrage, I do not object to
the fisherman clause.

Amendment (Mr, Davies) negatived.

Mr. DAVIES. I have not been very fortunate in my
suggestions to the First Minister this afternoon, but I think
I am jutifiedin expecting tAt the one I am about 10 pro-
pose will ho favorably rooeived. The hon, gentleman bas
already determined that a fisherman must have a certain
amount of ral property, though he does not insist on his
having the whole amount required by the other classes of
the ommunity, and sinco you give the fislerman a certain

Mir. CIMgoN (Middb.u.).

status, because ho owns real and personal property togother,
then you must apply to him the same results which flow
from his possessng property and having grown up sons.
You give farmers' sons a vote, and I approve of that, and
you give votes to the sons of other owners of real estate,
and I think that is a good provision. I ask yon to confer
on the sons of fishermen the same rights as you do on the
sons of owners of real estate. It frequently happons that
the father and several sons live and work togother, and they
have about equal intelligence and education, and they are
equally fitted to enj9y the franchise. If you give the fran-
chise to the sons of those in Ontario, who invest their money
in real estate, I do not see how you can deny the right to
the sons of fishermen, who invest thoir capital partly
in nets, in gear, and partly in real estate, or if
not, you lay yourselves open to very illogical results.
If a fisherman bas 81,000 woith of boats and fishing gear,
and his sons live with him continuously and share with him
the dangers of his occupation on the sea, on what principle
can you withhold the vote from these young men, while you
give it to the sons of farmers who bave only $400 of real
estate to qualify both alike? You cannot justify it on
ptinciple or on reason; and if you make this distinction,
you create a good deal ofjealousy and give rise to agitation
which can only have one result in the long run, that of
fishermen's sons being placed on the same footing as farm.
ers' sons. You have properly extended the principle beyond
farmers' sons, and you give the franchise to the mechanic or
anybody else who has real estate of the value of $400, and
to his sons as well. If you apply the same principle to the
sons of fishermen, you will be conferring a privilege on an
intelligent and industrious class of young mon, who are
good citizens of the State and in every way worthy of the
trust.

Mr. GILLMOR. I endorse what my hon. friend bas said.
I am not in favor of class legislation, but if there are any
class of persons in the Dominion who ought to be favorably
considered, I think it is the fishermen, because they do not
participate in many of the advantages resulting from the
expenditure on railways and other public improvements.
The reasons given by the Prime Minister for conferring
the franchise on farmers' sons I thought were very good,
but with us in New Brunswick farmers' sons do not as a
rule romain at home so much as fishermen's sons. If you
look at the census, you will find that, while certain portions
of our population romain stationary, the fishing population
is always increasing. Their yonng men are not induced to
go to the West to take up farms, and they remain at home
more than any other class. The object of the young fisher-
man is not to get a farm; his home is on the water, and
his ambition is to become the owner of a vessel as soon as
ho can save money enough out of his earnings. The farm
is rather kept for the father, who, when ho reaches a
certain age, and that is not very old, is allowed to romain
at home and cpltivate his little piece of land. It is true,
you bave admitted the personal property qualification to
aid these fishermen. I agree with the hon. member for
Sunbary that we ought to leave that with all classes as
before; but if we cannot get it for all, I do not wish to
deprive the fishermen of that advantage. But I do think
it would ho doing a wise and generous thing to confer the
franchise on fishermen's sons, who, as a class, I can testify,
are deserving and intelligent, and if the hon. Prime Minister
did so ho would not regret it.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). I regret very much that the
hon. First Minister cannot see his way to assenting to the
proposition made in the amendment of my bon. friend from
Prince Edward Island (Mr. Davies). It appears to me to
be a reasonable proposition, and one that eau be juetified on
precisely the same grounds as you justify giving the vote to
farmera' sons and landowners' sons. On what principle do
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you propose to give the vote to the son of a farmer ? The
object is to keep him in the country and to make him a
citizen by giving him an interest in the country and a voice
in making its laws. You also enfranchise the landowner's
son, he may not be engaged in any trade or calling ; he
may be living on twenty or twenty-five acres of land ; and
you give him a vote for the same reason as you
do the farmer's son. We give them a vote in order
that they may realise fully that they have a stake
in the progress and prosperity of the country. That
is the only reason upon which we can justify giving
either the farmers' sons or the land-owners' sons a
right to vote. Does not precisely the same reason
apply to fishermen's sons? They are just as intelligent,
just as well able to exercise the franchise, just as likely to
make as good citizens in every respect, as the sons of far-
mers or landholders. It is provided that every fisherman
who has real property and boats and tackle to the value of
$150 shall have a vote. There is no provision as to how
much property hie must own; so that should lie own but a
few dollars worth, lie will, provided lis boats and fishing
gear make up the difference, have the right to vote. There-
fore the personal property owned by a fisherman is treated
practically as real estate, as lie is given the right to vote on
that, and treating his personal property as rea, property,
as land, you are bound to give the fisherman's sons the
right to vote as you do the farmer's son.

The Committee rose, and it being six o'clock, the Speaker
left the Chair.

After Reocess.
House again resolved into Committee.

Mr. MoMULLEN. I desire to say a few words with
regard to this question of fishermen's sons. I am sorry I
was not able during the iafternoon to impress on the First
Minister the necessity of enfranchising the sons of tenant
farmers, The sanme reasons exist with regard to the sons
of fishermen having a vote as to the sons of tenant
farmers. If there is any class in the community in which
we should endeavor to create an interest in the franchise of
the country, it is the young and rising class. The oppor-
tunity of taking that interest should be given as early in
life as possible. It has been suggested Lhat the farmers
might put their sons in the position of wage-earners, but
the farmers do not always feel disposed to enter into con-
tract with their sons in order to give their sons the privi-
lege of voting, especially as, after a few years, they might
be compelled to pay large amounts as wages to their sons
should a quarrel arise. Nor is it desirable that the son's
franchise should depend on any action of the parents; we
should endeavor to take them completely from the control
of the parent in this matter, and no impediment should be
placed in giving them the right to exercise the franchise.
When we have given this right to farmers' sons we should
give it to other sons. I do not see any reason for refusing
it to the sons of fishermen. This clause enabling fishermen
to vote on real property and personal property qualification
is a peculiar clause; it looks as if they have to be the own-
ers of real estate as well as of chattel, and the owners of
chattel as well as of real estate, in order to enable them to
vote. If a fisherman owns sufficient property to qualify
himself and his sons, why should those sons not be enfran-
chised without requiring the tather to make them wage-
earners or to give them an interest in his property? I am
satisfied that we are disfranchising a large percentage of
the electors when we strike out the sons of tenant farmers.i
That is a elss which is increasing, and the sons of fisher-(
men are also increasing in more than one section of the(
country. We ought in fairness to give the same privilege(
to the sons of fishermen that we have extended to the sonsj

of farmers. I would call the attention of the First Minister
to this point. By the interpretation clause, a son is declard
to mean a step-son or a son-in-law or a son. Supposing the
son and the son-in-law live on the farm with the father, and
the property is only sufficient to qualify one in addition to
the father, who is to have the vote the son or the son-in.
law? Hon. gentlemen may think we are suggesting these
things with a view to delay, but from the commencement
of the discussion of this measure we have simply endeav-
ored to present reasonable arguments in favor of reasonable
changes. We are sorry to think that, after spending
almost the entire afternoon in discussing the question of
the enfranchisement of sons, we have not been able to ac-
complish anything. Still, though we have fhiled to obtain
it in the case of the sons of tenant farmers and mechanies
who are tenants and not owners, I should like to assist in
securing it for the sons of fishermen.

Mr. LISTER. This is what may be termed a fancy fran-
chise, I suppose the First Minister has introduced it in
order to gain a little popularity in the Maritime Provinces.
If it is right that the fishermen of the Lower Provinces
should vote upon personal property, the same reasoning ap-
plies to people in the other Provinces of the Dominion.
However, as it has been determined that these people
should be entitled to a vote, and as, in the other Provinces,
where the franchise is based upon real estate, it bas been
thought wise to egive the franchise to the sons of owners, I
can see no reason why the sons of the fishermen in the
Maritime Provinces should not alseo have that right. I do
not pretend to urge that personal property should be the
basis of the franchise, but, when this House lias decided
ihat it should be the basis, it is manifestly unfair and un-
just to exclude the sons of those men, when the sons of
those who are qualified in the other Provinces are permitted
to vote. Will the hon. gentleman say that in granting
this privilege, to those people, there is any danger to the
commonwealth, that there is any fear that those men whoe
reared upon the sea, who form our merchant navy, could
not safely be entrusted with the franchise ? No man will
say that they are not loyal, that they are not intelligent,
that they are not in every way competent to exercise the
franchise intelligently, and for the best interests of the
country. If the First Minister persists in refusing them the
franchise, he will do an act that cannot be justified. He
will exclude from the right to exercise the franchise a large
body of men upon whom the future of this country greatly
depends, and who largely contribute to its wealth and
greatness. I trust the First Minister will consider this
matter, and find it to e hois duty to admit to the franchise
men whom this section of the Act muet necessarily exclude.
I do not see how hon. gentlemen on the other side of the
House, who come from the Maritime Pi-ovinces, can justify
this attempt to prevent their fellow citizens from having
the same rights as the young men of the older Provinces. I
repeat that if it is wise and prudent to give the sons of
farmers and the sons o landholders throughout this
country the franchise, the reasons are equally cogent why
you should give it to the sons of fishermen in the Maritime
Provinces.

Mr. MILLS. Of course-

Mr. MITCRELL. Come Mills, hold on and lot this
motion pass.

Mr. MILLS. We have two classes of franchises pro-
posed in this Bill, which is rather an unusual course
of procedure. There is a primitive franchise, which
rests upon the ownership of property, and there is a
derivative franchise, which may depend upon the relation
of the voter to some one else. Now, what is the nature
of the interest of these fishermen? IS it an ownership
in the property upon which h is to qualify, or is It
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some interest less than ownership ? Or is it an interest
similar to that of a tenant ? The hon. First Minister has
refusel to give the franchise to the sons of tenants and
occupants. fie has admitted that there are certain classes of
tenants whose title much resembles that of freeholders, and
that it might be right and proper to put their sons' privileges
upon the same footing as the sons of freeholders. Now,
in the clause that we have adopted, you have the principle
that the fisherman is not a person having a limited interest
in the property upon which he qualifies, but he have
an absolute interest. The property on which he qualifies
is bis fishing iackle and boats, that is to say, personal
property. Another has a freehold estate. Of course, if a
fisherman bas a freehold interest in a sufficient amount of
real estate to enable him to qualify on that alone, bis son,
if the estate is sufficient, would also be qualified, not as a
fisherman's son, but as the son of an ordinary holder of real
property. If a fisherman has property worth $300, his son
would be entitled to vote under the preceding clause, 8.
Now, if that fisherman's son is entitled to vote, why would
you refuse the right to the son of another fisherman who is
qualified to vote under section 9 ? Supposing a fisherman
had $250 werth of property, in that case his son could not
qualify, Suppose in addition to that, that be has $2,000
worth of property in a 15oat or vessel. You will refuse to
the son of that man who has $2,000 worth, the right to
vote, and you give it to the son of the fisherman who bas
$300 worth. It is clear we are proceeding upon no settled
rule or principle, nothing you could recognise as a principle
on which you would be able to say, if a party is qualified
under such a section another party, upon the same kind of
reasoning, and upon the same principles, would be qualified
under the next section. That you do not recognise. There
are no lines laid out that you can trace through this Bill
and say that they are lines or principles which may be
easily and fairly applied. We are proceeding in a hap-
hazard sort of way, without any recognised rule of conduct;
and it does seem to me that we are creating a whole con-
gerie of the most serions difficulties in this Bill, that will be
presented to the revising officer. There is no reason or
principle which would exclude the son of a fisherman who
has $250 worth of real estate, and a vessel worth $2,000,
while you admit the son of a fisherman who has $300
worth of real estate, and a boat wortb $50. Take, for
instance, the son of a fisherman who bas $200 worth of real
estate. You say he may vote; there is no doubt about
that. But you say to the son of a fisherman who has a boat
worth 82,000 and $250 worth of real estate, that he may
not vote. Now, what reason have you for saying
that the son of the one may not be just as safely
entrusted with the franchise as the son of the other.
Is he more likely to undervalue the electoral privilege ; is he
likely tobe less qualified; or to be less acquainted with the 1
constitutional system under which we live; is he likely to1
ba inferior lu point of intelligence, training, and public
spirit, for the exercise of the franchiso, than is the fisherman
who happens to have $300 more of real estate ? You can
assign no sufficient reason why you should entrust the son
of the farmer with the electorai franchise and refuse it to
the son of the fisherman. We are simply acting in an arbi- .
trary, manner. We have not adopted any settled rule or
principle since we passed the third section. We are mak-
ing provisions in a most arbitrary and capricious manner,c
and in dealing with a question of such consequence, we
ought to proceed in a more rational way. We, on this side, f
have proposed amendments. We have received no answerc
except a manifestation of an obstinate desire by the Gov-1
erument not to accept any suggestion from this side of the t
H1ouse. I trust this proposal will receive the attention of
the committee. I invite hon. gentlemen opposite to t
approach this question as fair.minded men, anxious to pro. 1
mote the public interest, and to seouro those changes in the -

Mr. MILL,

Bill that are best suited to secure what is right and fair to
all classes of the community in every part of the Dominion,
If we desire to do so, the committee will accept the proposi-
tion of the hon. member for Queen's.

Mr. ARMSTRONG. It may be laid down as a fundamen-
tal principle that, in arranging a franchise for the whole
country, no class should be discriminated against. This
wholesome principle bas been departed from, not only in
the case now before the committee, but in the case of sons
of tenant farmers. It would be desirable to get back to that
wholesome rule. The fisherman derives his livelihood and
wealth from the sea, and his stock-in-trade, boats, tackle
and implements, are just as much his capital as is the farm
of the farmer or the workshop and property of the manu-
facturer. So, if we place him under disabilities, we make
an invidions distinction which this committee is not war-
ranted in making. Viewing the matter in this light, it was
a mistake to require the fishermen, in order to obtain the
franchise, to be rated for real property at al]. The clause
should have provided that where fishermen have personal
property such as boats, fishing tackle, of sufficient value to
entitle them to the franchise, they should possess it. It has
been objected that a fisherman requires some real estate to
live upon. It may not necessarily be so. He may be a
batchelor and may board. fie may be worth thousands of
dollars in boats and fishing tackle, and yet not own a little
piece of real estate sufficient to give him a vote. Another
class in regard to which the committee have departed from
the wholesome rule laid down, is that of tenant farmer's
sons.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. That matter has been decided.

Mr. APMSTRONG. No disability should be thrown on
fishermen or on any other class of the community.

Mr. TROW. The franchise might safely be entrusted to
the sons of fishermen, who as a rule are well educated and
would exercise it usefully to the state. I cannot conceive
why the First Minister should have any objection to confer-
ring the franchise on this class, even if they own no real
estate. There is no party advantage asked whatever, because
in all probability those young men would take sides in
politics just the same as any other class.

Mr. MULOOK. Sub-section 9 declares that real estate
and the fishing tackle of fishermen shall be considered equal
to the real estate of other persons required in order to
qualify. If so the fisherman should stand in the same posi-
tion as regards property qualification and be entitled to all
the privileges flowing from it in the same manner as is the
owner of real estate under sub-section 8. Under that sub-
section the owner of real estate, having his son living with
him, and they not being entitled to vote, otherwise can have
his son's name entered on the list, provided the value of the
property is sufficient to entitle two persons to vote on it, as
joint owners. If the property qualification of a landsman is
to be treated in that way and he must have a certain
value in property, whether it be real or personal, on what
principle do you deny the franchise to the son of the
fisherman which you give to the son of he farmer ?
We are working up a scheme which was recommended on
the ground that the louse should establish a uniform fran-
chise, and here we have a franchise given to one class and
refused to another. If the fishermen are to be legislated
for, well and good, but they should not be singled out as a
class, but the whole of our industrial classes should be legis-
lated for in one class. We desire, as far as possible, to meet
the views of the Premier, who has invited us to assist him
in making this Bill uniform; but do hon. gentlemen now say
that they do not want uniformity ? If they do, then they
have abandoned one of the strong grounds on which the Bill
was recommended. Ail our legislation should stand uniform
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over all classes; it should be like the gentle dew from hea-
von, which falls on the just and the unjust; but this scheme
is being worked out in an illogical, partial and unfair way.

Mr. CAMERON (Middlesex). I desire to enter my pro-
test against the lack of uniformity which pervades this sec-
tion of the Bill, and which, if the amendment is not adopted,
will be conspicuous for its uniform want of uniformity.
When a man's son is placed on the list on the ground of
having a certain amount of property, you should not abandon
that principle either in connection with fishermen or the
tenants of real estate. It must be remarked and recognised
that where the enfranchisement of the sons of owners has
already been put in practice, it has been successful in a
marked degree, and so much so that its success was made
the ground for its introduction of this Bill. In Ontario its
success was so well recognised that the principle was lately
extended. 'We find that it is proposed in this Bill to give
the vote to unenfranchised Indians, on the basis of the land
which they have solely in common with their tribe. Now,
if we abandon any absolute principle to such an extent as
that, does it not seem strange that we should draw the line
at the sons of our own people? This clause applies more
directly to an important class in the different Provinces, a
class who, as the hon. member for West Lambton pointed out,
would be largely drawn upon for our naval defence, if we
are forced to that alternative, and a class which at present
is a very important one in this Dominion. Why, then, do
we not hear from the representatives of constituencies where
there are a large number of fishermen whowill be deprived
of the franchise if this amendment is not adopted. I press
this amendment strongly because, if its principle is admit-
ted, we will secure the right which should be equally recog-
nised, of giving the franchise to the sons of tenant farmers
in Ontario.

Mr. WILSON. Many amendments have been proposed
on this side of the House in the direction of an extension of
the franchise which hon. gentlemen opposite do not see fit
to reply to. Certainly all of these amendments cannot be
bad; some of them ought to meet with their approbation.
With regard to the amendment now before us, the hon.
First Minister in charge of the Bill has expressed neither
his willingness nor his unwillingness to accept it. We are
advocating what we believe to be a just and proper prin-
ciple, and we have heard no argument to refute what we
propose. We have affirmed the principle that if a farmer
after years of industry has acquired a certain amount of
property, and his sons are working with him, they ought to
b. placud on the voters' list; and if the fisherman, instead
of using the profits of his avocation in purchasing land,
chooses to invest it in fishing tackle and other implements
necessary to carry on his pursuit successfully with his sons,
both ho and his sons ought to have a right to record their
votes at an election as well as the farmer and his sons. I
ask whether any just reason has been given why these men
should be denied the right which has been granted to the
farmers. True we hold the farmers of this country in high
esteem; we appreciate them very much; they are very
important factors in the community; but those who follow
the dangerons avocation of fishing, who increase our navy
and render it valuable to the country, ought at least to be
treated as well as the farmers. The hon. First Minister started
out with the proposition that we were going to have a uni-
form and symmetrical franchise; and yet this distinction
is made between the farmers and the fishermen, and hon.
gentlemen opposite do not bring any arguments to show
why they should not be placed on the same footing. I say
this is not treating the House fairly. Unless they can
show that it is in the interest of the country that this
amendment should not prevail, we are entitled to ask that
it should be adopted, and until they, give us some reason
why they should not accept it this masure ought fnot to

carry. Do they contend that they have made this Bill
perfect at the outset, and that they are not going to accept
any amendments ? We have seen already that this Bill is
by no means perfect, and this clause is as faulty as any
other. You are going to do an injustice to the sons of the
fishermen; you are going to do a wrong to those who are
following an important and dangerous calling; you are
holding out to them no inducement to continue in that
calling. You tell them: If you go and buy a few feet of
land we will let your sons have votes, but if you invest
your money in boats and fishing tackle we will not let you
have that rignt. Is that a proper principle ? I believe
hon. gentlemen opposite ought to rise superior to party
feeling on this occasion, and do jastice to the fishermen of
the Maritime Provinces. Will the Government not
respond ? I hope they will, but I have no faith that they
will; I have lost all faith in them, because they have
treated other amendments in the same manner ; and before
the country can get justice these mon will have to leave
the treasury benches and let men take thdir places who
will deal fairly with every interest in the country.

Mr. DAVIES. I regret very much that while these argu-
ments are advanced on this side, they have never been
responded to by the hon. First Minister or by any hon.
gentleman opposite. The arguments are oither good or
bad, and they ought to be accepted or rejected; they ought
to be treated with respect. It is not fair to the thousands
of sons of fishermon who are to be disfranchisecd, that this
proposition should be treated with silent contempt. I am
more than astonished that the hon. member for Inverness
(5fr. Cameron) who makes himseolf from time to time the
champion of the people of the Ma-time Provinces, and at
times with good effect, and meets with a good deal of sym-
pathy on this side, should remain silent when a claim is
put forward on behalf of the fishermen. He has a good
deal to say about the Indians but not a word about the fish-
ermen, although he represents a eounty in which there is
a large fishing interest. And what has the hon. mamber
for Richmond (Mr. Paint) to say on this subjact? Is ho in
favor or opposed to having fishermen's sons put on the same
footing as farmers' sons ? Either tha proposition is just or
it is not, and there must be some occult reason why hon.
gentlemen opposite will not express an opinion on it.

Mr. PAINT. We have been taunted by hon. gentlemen
opposite with not replying to this proposition. There is no
necessity, for the reason that the hon. member for Charlotte
(Mr. Gilimor) has admitted, that in his own county this
measure would enfranchise a thousand fishermen, and so
throughout the rest of the maritime counties.

Mr. GILLMOR. I did not say any such thing.

Mr. PAINT. There is some mistake somewhere; per.
haps it was 800; and it is the same throughout all the Mari-
time Provinces.

Mr. CAMERON (Inverness). I am very much pleased
with the high compliment paid me by the hon. 'member
for Queen's, P.E.I., but I may assure him that ho knows
very little about the county which I have the honor to
represent, when ho runs away with the idea that I repre-
sent a fishing county. I can assure him that the county I
represent is an agricultural county, and the sons of farmers
there have been enfranchised under the Bill. It is true
there are a few fishermen in it, and I can assure my hon.
friend that if I know anything about the people, and I think
I do, this Bill will practically give manhood suffrage to the
people of Inverness.

Mr. MITCHELL. Glad of that.

Mr. CAMERON. When the lista are prepared under the
Bill it will, under one provision or another, give to the
people of inverneus praotiçally manhood suffrage. There-
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fore they have no reason to complain; I believe that will
be the case in all rural districts in the Dominion and par-
ticularly anong the fishermen.

Mr. MULOCK. Does the hon. gentleman object to the
enfranchisement of the sons of fishermen ?

Mr. CAMERON (Inverness). The sons of fishermen may
be enfranchised under this Bill in my county, because they
happen to have the real and personal qualification necessary
to give them a vote.

Mr. MILLS. It is rather singular that the hon. gentle-
man should assign as his reason for supporting this Bill
that it will practically give manhood suffrage. Is the hon.
gentleman in favor of manhood suffrage ? I think he has
voted against it. If he is consistent and thinks the Bill
will lead to that conclusion he ought to vote against the
Bill. He will have to explain his explanation. He will
have to tell the House how he is opposed to the principle
of manhood suffrage and is in favor of a Bill which he says
will practically lead to manhood suffrage. He has not
answered the question put him by the hon. member for
North York (Mr. Mulock) as to whether he is in favor of
enfranchising fishermen's sons, but says he thinks they
will be enfranchised under this clause. Then from an
abundance of caution he ought to vote for the amendment.

Mr. CAMERON (Inverness). I may say to the hon.
gentleman that when I am in favor of manhood suffrage I
will tell him o.

Mr. PAINT. When the hon. member for Inverness said
the hon. member for Queen's, P.E.I., knew very little about
the fishermen of the Maritime Provinces, he did him a
great deal of injusticeinasmuch as that hon. gentleman
received a fee of $8,000 and upwards for advocating the
arbitration claims before the Halifax Fishery Commission
and is now suing for $8,000 more.

Sir RICEARD CARTWRIGHT. And one result was the
country was bettered by $4,500,000.

Mr. DAVIES. The hon. gentleman thinks because a
certain counsel received a fee for advocating the fishermen's
claims before the Fishery Commission, the hon. gentleman
thinks that the fishormen's sons should not be enfranchised.
The only reason why I appeal to the hon. member for
Richmond is that I notice he takes more than ordinary
interest in the public affairs of this country lately, and I
hope the rumors we have lately heard have some founda.
tion, that he will have more influence shortly in the affairs
of his country than he has had heretofore. I would like him
to answer the question I put him ; is he or is he not in favor
of conferring the franchise on fishermen's sons ?

Mr. PAINT. I wish to leave something for the Opposi-
tion to do when they get into power.

Mr. KIRK. The hon. member for Inverness (Mr. Cam-
eron) has said that the sons of fishermen in bis county
would have votes, because the fishermen there possess thei
necessary real and personal property to enable them to
vote. But the Bill does not allow personal property to
count in giving votes to fishermen's sons. It is only where9
the father owns a sufficient amount of real estate to givej
himself and bis sons a vote that the son can have a vote.i
Personal property does not count. It may be that in Inver-J
ness the fishermen have sufficient real estate to give them-à
selves and sons votes, but that is not the case in ail"the1
counties. lt is said that the incomes of fishermen's sons1
ought to give them votes. It is quite possible that fisher-i
men's sons may earn $300 a year in catching fish, but will1
they get credit for having earned that much whilst they1
are remaining with their fathers. I do not think it is likelyi
they will. The First Minister explained that the word1
" owner " in sub-section 9, meant an owner possesing a

Mr. OABoU (Invernus),

title in fee simple. Fishermen who are squatters and do
not own $150 dollars worth of real estate would not count
as owners, and therefore would not be entitled to a vote,
no matter how much they might possess in the way of
boats or nets or personal property. I think this clause will
deprive of the right to vote a number in Nova Scotia who
would have that right if the words "or occupiers " were
added after the word "owner."

Amendment (Mr. Davies) negatived.

On section 5.
Mr. DAWSON. I beg to move an amendment of which

I gave notice some time ago :
That the following be inserted as sub-section 10 of section 4 of the

said Act :-Or is an Indian or person with part Indian blood who has
been duly enfranchised, or is an unenfranchised Indian or person with
part Indian blood who lives in a fixed habitation and follows some trade,
calling or occupation common to civilised life, though he participate in
the annuities, interest, moneys and rents of a tribe, band or body of
Indians, subject to the same qualiffoations in other respects and to the
saine provisions and restrictions as other persons in the electoral dis-
trict.

That is the amendment of which I have given notice; but I
have added to it the following :

Provided that, in the case of Indians living on reserves, this Act
shall apply only te such as occupy separate holdings or allotmens
therein, and Indians so occupying separate holdings or allotments,
surveyed or unsurveyed and whether location tickets have been issued
therefor or not, shall be entitled to be registered on the list of voters,
subject to the same qualifications in other respects, and to the same pre-
visions and restrictions as other persons in the electoral district.

This has been so much discussed that I need say very little
about it. We have heard beautiful principles enunciated by
our Opposition friends. The hon. member for South Middle-
sex (Mr. Armstrong) said that it was a wholesome rule that
no class of the community should be discriminated against.
That is an admirable principle to go upon, and I entirely
concur with the hon. gentleman.

Mr. CIAIRn AN. We have just carried the section
referred to, and this appears to be an addition to it. I do
not think I can accept it now.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). It is a new clause.
Mr. DAWSON. I moved it as an addition to the clause.
Mr. CHAIRMAN, It is an addition to clause 4.
Mr. DAWSON. I move it as sub-section 10, in addition.
Mr. MILLS. I understood that the First Minister was to

inform us as to what he proposed on the indian question
when we came to the disabling clauses, and, if the hon.
gentleman could make his motion in such a way as to adapt
it to the point at which the First Minister proposed to amend
the Bill, we should have the one discussion on that matter.
If not, we shall have a discussion to-night, and another dis-
cussion when the First Minister's proposition is before us.

Mr. DA WSON. I am exceedingly obliged to the hon.
gentleman for the suggestion, but, in the meantime, I shal
make the few remarks which I intended to make upon the
additional clause which I have proposed, leaving it to the
IIouse to do what it may think fit 'in the matter. This
addition is very much like the Ontario Act in regard to the
Indian. The Ontario Act gives a vote to Indians who "do
not reside among Indians." I understand that to mean
Indians who live in separate habitations, but it is a rather
ambiguous phrase, and I think it will be more clearly
understood as I have put it. I think it is unfair to deny
the right to vote to those Indians who are named in my
amendment, because of the money which they derive from
the Government. No Government can exercise any con-
trol over those moneys. They are justly due te the Indians
and no Government can ever deprive them of them. There-
fore to say that those who do not participate in the annui-
ties shall vote and that those who do participate
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shall not vote is not a very fair distinction.
With regard to Indians living on reserves, I think those
deserving of it should have the vote. On these 'reserves
there are clergymen, Indian merchants, and half-breed
farmers, and it would be very unfair to deprive them
of the franchise simply because they reside on the
reserves. Some of the Indians on the reserves are
very far advanced, and are entirely fit to exercise the
franchise; many of them are far advanced in civilisation and
education. I have put in the words " separate holdings on
the reserves," also the words "reserves unsurveyed." A
great many of the reserves are not surveyed. Iknow of one
reserve 40 miles long, where the Indians live apart from
each other and have large farms. Yet these locations have
never been surveyed, and they have no location tickets for
them. I have no objection that something should be
introduced providing that in estimating the value of the
Indians' property, the land which he holds on the reserve
should not be considered. I am not anxious to give all the
Indians on the reserves, the franchise. I know very large
reserves on which there are over 1,000 Indians, and I
believe this Act would not give votes to more than 30 or 35
of them, at the outside.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the hon. member
is not in order. In the first place, it cannot be put as an
addition to clause 4, because that is already passed. It can-
not be put as a new clause, as it is not in the proper form,
and as another opportunity will be given to the hon. gentle-
man to bring this up, I cannot put it before the committee
at present.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon, gentleman will
have an opportunity of putting his motion before the com-
mittee and stating his views upon it, and under the ruling
of the Chairman, which I think is clearly right, my hon.
friend cannot present it just now. I mentioned the other
day that this subject would be brought up on the disqualify-
ing clause; that is to say, at this moment an Indian, being
a person, shall have the same right to vote when -properly
qualified, as the whites. When we come to the disqualify-
ing clause, it can be inserted there what Indians shall bc
excepted, if any, from the general provision of the Bill. I
think my hon. friend had better withdraw his amendment.

Mr. DAWSON. I must bow to your ruling, Mr. Chair-
man, if the motion is not in order at the present time. But
I trust the First Minister, when he brings forward his
amendment, will have in view the provisions I have
suggested. I think they are very reasonable, and I shall take
another opportunity of explaining then. With the consent
of the House, I shall withdraw the motion for the present.

Amendment (Mr. Dawson) withdrawn.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. This is to apply to such

cities, for instance, as Belleville, St. C4tharines and Hull,
which are not electoral districts.

Mr. MILLS. If the First Minister will look at the defi-
nition of town or city, he will see that it means any electoral
district, and a corporation that is designated a city or town,
by the law of the Province in which it is situated, is wholly
independent of any electoral divisions or boundaries, and
that being the case this clause is clearly surplusage.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I have taken the oppor-
tunity of stating that I shall alter this clause. The hon.
gentleman may remember that it was discussed, and it was
stated that there were certain ambitious cities that were
really towns; they were not electoral districts. On con-
sideration, I think cities which are portions of counties,
should be rated as towns, and that will reduce the qualifica-
tion to the qualification granted to towns.

Mr. KIRK. Hahifax, for instance.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. flalifax is an electoial
3 district.

Mr. KIRK. No, it includes the county as well as the
city.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. In the 3rd clause it is
provided that in cities a property shall he of the value of
$100, and in towns $200. I propose that in cities, not being
electoral districts, the franchise shall be $200.

Mr. MILLS. I am glad to see that the hon. gentleman
has had new light on this question. I suppose ho has been
looking from the hill here across the river to Hull, where
there are a good number of small holdings, and he has had
pointed out to him the importance of making a distinction
and bringing them under the lower qualification so as not
to do injury to a very excellent friend and an hon. member
whom we all admire. When the hon. gentleman bas under-
taken to go this far, why does he not wipe out the distinction
altogether ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I will allow this
section to stand over se that I can further consider it.
The hon. gentleman said I looked across to Hull. But I
have bad representations from other places as well as from
Hull, and therefore I must consider well this subsection.

Mr. CASEY. This is a point we urged last night. I
urged it myself, but not until two or three had done so.
The idea was first put forward by the hon. member for
Megantic and the bon. member for Quebec East.

Mr. BURPEE. I desire to call attention to the position
of St. John. The electors can vote for three members-
for one member for the city and two members for the city
and county.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. It is the only fran-

chise of the kind in the Dominion. I do not see how the
First Minister is going te deal with it, except by making a
special provision.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The electors will vote in
the city proper and in the city and county, just as at this
moment.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHr7. I thought the hon,
gentleman was going to produce uniformity.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Not pedantic uniformity,

On section 6,
Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Suppose a property is not

sufficiently valuable to qualify two partners, will the pro-
perty not be represented ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. If there are two pieces
of land lying side by side and each of them comes up to the
value of $150, each of the owners will have a vote. If the
whole piece becomes one property held by the same two
men and it does not give a vote te both, neither shall have
a vote on the property. That is the present law.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. It bas been the law in
Ontario; but unless I am misinformed it is not the law te-
day in Quebec. In that Province the property would ho
registered in the name of the senior member of the part-
nership.

Mr. MILLS. The Minister of Public Works knows that
in the Province of Quebec where a property is worth more
than is required to give a vote, the person who stands first
in the firm is entitled to the vote. In Ontario unless the
property is equally divided among all the p i- les so as to
give each a vote, none vote. The hon. gentleman in this
section is not proceeding on the principle of valuation,
so far as tenants are cncerned, With regard to the other
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clauses he has adopted a wholly different view. A tenant
would require to have provision made that where the rent
is $40 two might have a vote, or $60 that three should have
a vote.

Mr. CASEY. Perhaps on this clause the right bon.
gentleman will state more distinctly than ho bas yet done,
whether tribal Indians living on reserves would be qualified.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I think it was understood
that this would be discussed on the qualification clause.
While I do not wish to be irregular, I hold this, that while I
would not exclude ail Indians living on reserves, I would
exclude some. But we will discuss that point when we
come to the proper clause.

Mr. FLEVIING. I would suggest in order to make this
clause cover the ground mentioned by the hon. momber for
Bothwell, that after that word " value " in the eleventh line
those words should be inserted " or the rent payable is of
sufficient amount."

Sir JOHN A, MACDONALD. I see no reason for alter-
ing a clause which has stood since 1841. It is the law of
the land, and everybody understands it.

Mr. FLEMING. The hon. gentleman will observe that,
under the law, the qualification of the tenant has been based
on the actual value of the property under lease. In this
Bill it is provided that the amount payable shall be the
ground of qualification. My suggestion js for the purpose
of making the clause clear, consistent and complete.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I cannot sece it at ail, as I
find that it accords exactly with the clause of the Statutes of
Canada of 1859.

Mr. MILLS. My hon. friend from Megantic (Mr.
Langelier) informed me this morning that the law of Que-
bec with regard to parties in partnership is, that where a
property is not sufficiently divided to give votes to all, the
senior partner gets the first vote, then the next, and the
third and so on, according to the value of the property.

Mr. CASEY. It is possible that a large number of per-
sons, say eight or ten, rnight be the joint owners of a pioce
of property, and it would be rather too bad that none of
them should vote, so that I think the clause should indicate
which of them would be qualified.

fr. FISHER. Until 1882, the law of the Province of
Quebec was the same in this respect as the present Bill.
though I cannot state what changes have been made since.
I should think, however, that the lion. mem ber for
Megantic would not be likely to be mistaken.

Mr. McMULLEN. I call attention to this fact: an owner
of real estate worth $150, as well as the tenant on the same
property, would have votes. Now if a property of that
value gives two individuals a vote, why should not joint
owners in a large property have the same privilege ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. There is a great deal of
waste land in the country, but you do not give the vote to
the land but to the individual. The land is not represented;
the people are represented; and whether they hold jointly
or singly, they must have an interest in the land to the
amount specified by the Act.

Mr. Mo MULLEN. I quite agree with the remark of the
hon. First Minister, that it is the individual who is repre.
sented and not the land, and that is the strongest argument
used in favor of manhood suffrage.

Mr. EDGAR. I am afraid that this clause, while very
reasonable in some respects, will cut out fishermen who
ought to be qualified if they are joint owners, because it
refers only to joint owners of real property, whereas fisher-
men are qualified on a combination of personal and reai
property. Unless the First Minister wishes to be down on

Mr. MILLS.

fishermen, as he was when he declined to give fIshermen's
sons a vote, I think a change is required here.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALUD. Not in the least.

On section ',
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. This is the old clause.

Mr. EDGAR. I wish to draw the right hon. gentleman's
attention to the fact that by this clause the principle of
residence is acknowledged as to the income vote, and I cer-
tainly think the same principle ought to be adopted as to
all other kinds of votes. We all know that the non-resident
vote is a fertile source of illegal expenditure of money.
There is nothing that creates such a temptation to illegal
expenditure, as we all know who have had to run elections,
as the demands made by non resident voters to have their
expenses paid to induce them to come and vote; even where
they are willing to give up their time, they are not willing
to spend any money. As we are following the Ontario law
in various respects, we might follow it, I think, in acknow-
ledging the principle of residence in all cases. For that
reason I would movo that the words "lin respect of income,"
be struck out. That will make residence essential to all
voters.

Mr. CASEY, I entirely agree with the hon. gentleman's
object in moving this amendment. We have discussed the
question of non-residence somewhat, but it is one which I
think should be much more thoroughly discussed. A
number of hon. gentlemen opposite have spoken of the pro-
posal to exclude non-residents from voting as if it dis-
franchised those voters. The hon member for West York
(Mr. Wallace), in particular, deplored the condition his rid-
ing would be in if the 450 non-resident voters who vote in
that riding were prevented from doing so. I think it
was 450.

Mr. WALLACE (York). 600 or 700.
Mr. CASEY. That is stronger still. Those men have

votes elsewhere, and the fact that they vote in the west
riding of'York is an injustice to all the other residonts cf
that riding. They are not content with voting in the rid-
ing where they live.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. They may not have
votes elsewhere.

Mr. CASEY. I fancy that most of them vote for the hon.
gentleman, or he would not be so anxious to retain them on
the votera' list. As the hon. gentleman's majority is con-
siderably less than 600 or 700, he is in fact elected by per-
sons who do not live in his riding at all.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. They live in Canada.

Mr. CASEY. But it would be as just to allow me to vote
in Prince Edward Island as to allow non-residents to vote
in West York. This defeats the object of baving geographi-
cal boundaries to electoral districts altogether The reason
why we define an electoral district by geographical bound-
aries is to secure that the persons who shall elect a member
shall be, as a general rule, residents, neighbors in close
community with each other. The other view is that, say
600 or 700 non-resident voters of West York, for instance,
shall have the right to vote there and also the right to vote
where they reside. This destroys the principle of repre-
sentation we have agreed on. As the hon. gentleman said a
few minutes ago, it was not the reprosentation of property but
of individuals ho desired. Now, however, he eays we must go
back to property representation. I say it is the individual
that should be represented. The hon. gentleman will not
allow two persons who own $150 worth of land between
thom to vote, but he will allow one person to have two
votes, provided he as real property of the value of $150
in two different places. The difficulty has bee raleed
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that a proposal to exclude non-resident voterswould shut some enter into the question whether the representation of mi-
out of the vote altogether, because they might have no other norities is better than the simple representation of majorities
qualification than the real property in the dis trict where they ornot. The Province of Ontario had adopted that principle
do not reside. It is hardly possible that such people would not with regard to Toronto, but that is fot involved in the
have sufficient income to qualify where they do reside, but to question before us. The First Minister las stated that
meet these extreme cases these people could be given a vote it is fot the poperty but the individuat wlo gets
on their real estate and not be allowed to vote elsewhere. the vote. W k now that if a man has 8150 wortl
It is time we had a clear expression from hon. members as of property it 18 as mucl evidence of his fitness,
to whether they wish property to be represented or persons. under the Bil now before us, as if liehad $150,000.
And even as regards property qualification, the Bill is Once admit that he has the qualification, and you stop at
illogical, for while a man who owns a number of small lots, that point. We have in our univoraities a certain curri-
worth $150 each, in different electoral districts, may have a culum, and we say a man who passes an examination shah
vote in each, a man who owned $610,000 worth of property in have a degreo. Ail mon who pass it are not of equal intel-
one district can only have one vote. To be logical, the lectual attainments, but there is a qualification to which al
hon. gentleman should give the latter as many votes as the are admitted. You are doing the samo thing in this Bill.
number of times his property is worth $150. For all these You say what the minimum qualification shah be in each
reasons, I move that from the words "and persons," in the case. A man having shown lis fitness by tle possession of
4th line of the clause, to "situated," inclusively, be struck that qualification, you stop at that point, a»d you say you
out. will give him a vote. But upon what theory can yen give hlm

Mr. MILLS. The hon. gentleman, when we had before three or four votes? The very moment yen admit the
us the Bill for the distribution of seats in 1882, told us that rigit to vote in a different constituency you also admit
there was great importance in adhering to what he called that you ouglt so to alter your law as to enable him to do
the sacred principle of representation by population. tiat. Bnt you make it impossible, bocause ail the eloctions
Under our constitution we have that principle as between are to be bld on the same day. fow is a man who has a
the Provinces, and if we adhere to that principle it is property qualification in Winnipeg, and anotier iufHalifax,
plain that no elector would be entitled to more than one going to vote in boti places ?When you Bay that a man
vote. The First Minister told us the other evening, very shah have more than one vote, and that a wrong le doue
properly, that the vote is not given to the property but to him if yon do not give hlm moe than one vote, yoU have
the man, and that the property is only the evidence of the neoright to have ail the elections on the same day,
man's fitness to exorcise the vote. That is the obvious prin- din doing se you condemn your own policy. Isay
ciple upon which we are proceeding. We do not give a that wo ougit tovde tlit the man shaîl vote in
man one vote because ho has $150 worth of property, and the place wi re ho s. Then there is less danger of
two votes because ho has $300, and three votes because ho personation, loss danger of fraud, aud ticre 18 hess expense
has $450. We are not dealing with the Parliament of entailed upon committees in bringing up nou.resident veters.
Canada as if it were a banking corporation, in which each It seems te me, we are iogicalhy calle upon to carry ont
individual represents by his votes the amount of stock ho the principhof one man, one vote. The First Miister laid
brings to the common fund. We give the vote to the indi- down a rule that property was only an evidence of fitne.
vidual and require that ho shall have a certain amount of Tiat being the case, it does not matter low muci preperty
property as the evidence of his fitness to exorcise the fran- a man las; ho is only eutitled to one vote. Why shouhd a
chise. The person who is entitled to exorcise the man who las property in Toronto and York have the
franchise may exorcise it somewhere, but not every- privilege of voting twice, while a man who las property
where. No matter how much property he may have, in London and Ottawa las only the privilege of voting
and how widely that property may be disseminated over once? The Minister of Castoms said, some tine age, tiat
the country, we are departing from the principle of repre-fh would be disfranchised under tus.Bill, becanse ho is not
sentation which is laid down in the fundamental layr when a voter in this place and las not the necessary qualification
we give him more than one vote. It is to the population in the constituency where ho wouhd reside were ho fot a
that the representation is given. Upon what rule of con- Ministor. Well, I say that 15 a case te ho considered. How
sistency can you give any man more than one vote, unless are yen te decido wheu a man has ne vote where ho resides,
you group constituencies, and then you may give each man wiether ho can produce evidenco that ho is entithed te bu
as many votes as there are members to be represented ineutorod upen therogister there. If you can say: No matter
that particular group. We provide that the elections must wlero tic property may be, that man las the necessary
take place on the same day. If a man has property in qualification; and you accept that as a qualification, the fact
London, and in Toronto, and in Ottawa, he cannot vote in tînt ho is resident lu one place and lis property is situ-
each place on the same day, so that you practically disfran- ated lu another, ougit net tentitie him te vote twice, but
chise him by th present law, in regard to his voting in more it ougit te entitle hlm te vote where ho resides. The mule of
than one place. Why sihould he be able to vote twice tic constitution is, reprosentatien by population, wiicithe
because ho owns property in Toronto and in the County of First Minister caled a sacred principhe. And the mule of
of York, while ho could not do so if his property was lu the representation of property, and of interet, and of ahi
Toronto and in Ottawa ? In view of the provisions of tic that sort etig, upen any artificial sceme or contrivauce,
constitution and of the reason for requiring a property 15 smI trtoset eougtercnitution or te
qualification at all, in view of the fact that it is to the man orsytm.trust tieFt Mline wihloaccoptu
and not to the property that the vote is given, and that the ndent, adr ne t ofceuen eue vo
property is a more evidence of fitneas, it logically follows H o bas a cte he trdycitenthline
that the rule should apply-one man, one vote.to tio rncihe sa pd thicioflihna

Mr. HESSON. How is it that, in the city of Toronto, principe, and ho as made it impossible for a man
you give two votes instead of three ? The on, gentleman wîo las property in différent coustitueucies, widehy apart,
knows that, under the new Mowat Bill, an elector has the te exorcise lis franchise lu oaci. I do lot know how
privilege of voting twice in the election of three members. far the lin. gentleman las looked jute tus question,
Why should he not vote thre times? but 1 have given it some attention; and ahi those wh

Mr. MILLS. The hon. gentleman asks a question which reside in border counties know that, if yen take up the
is not pertinent to this matter at all. I am not going te 'oeors' ilt wlen it le twelve menthe eld, yen wiIl find a

261



2082 COMMONS DEBATES. MAY 22,
considerable percentage of those whose names are on that amendment in that direction would receive my hearty con-
list residing in a foreigu country. Now, those parties are currence and endorsement. 1 believe it is a notorious tact
brought back to vote.-possibly in a manner contrary Vo that if you wre to take out of past elections proteete respeet-
law, and the election is contested. IHow are you going to ing non-resident voters, you would elimirate one very great
contest the election in this case ? You cannot issue a cause of litigation. It is a cause of corruption and mach
summons to bring the parties before the court. They are bribery. I do not seek the suggested change from personal
residing beyond your jurisdiction, in a foreign country. intercst. On that point I amnsatisfied I should lose by it;
The election trial comes on an i the witnesses are not to be but I believe that it e in the gencral interest of the coun-
obtained, for your court bas no power to bring them. Tho try as a whole, and of the principle which lies at the botto
hon, gentleman knows what happened in one of the western cf it, that one mar should have one vote. In case he bas
constituencies in that particular, and the same thing may not a vote where haeresides, he should beoentitled Vo vote
happen in a score of others. Now, you get rid of great where bis property lies.
temptations to fraud, and you get rid of what is of no earthly Mr. MoMULLEN. In municipal elections an elector je
advantage to one party more than another. Why bring onîy entitled to vote in ore polling sub-division. In regard
back a man from a foreign country, who bas gone abroad to non-resident voters at Dominion elections, thera are per-
and intends to reside abroad, to come here and vote in what sons brouglt considerable distances, and more corruption
is now to him a foreign country ? I say, on the very arises on account of those persens being so brougbt than in
principle of expediency the doctrine of one man, one vote, is any ether way. In my election seme parties came from
the rule that ought to be adopted. If the hon. gentleman the United States, I believe, on both sides. It le desirable
proposes an amendment, to give to a man who bas a quali- that those people should fot have the right Vo core back
fication in one part of the country a vote in any other place lire and register their votes. When non-residerts are
where he resides, I am prepared to support that. allowed votes an injustice ie done to the farmers. Peo-

Mr. FAIRBANK. It sems to me this is a question thatpe in the cities haveinoe cases, votes in differet con
Mr. ÂIRANK.IV eemste e tis i a ueston hatstituencies, whereas this is seldorn the case with farmers.

can be considered without party violence. I think, speak- on one occasion I voted five times at elections, and rode 40
ing of the Province of Ontario, with which I am best miles. I do noV thirk that system should continue.
acquainted, that no bon, gentleman on that side of the flouse
wili contend that there are more property owners in the hMr.EO I do ngee ithtbnentleman
Province of Ontario who are Conservatives than who are toteraccelangeen indheastoate lergt
Reformers. There can possibly be no party advan tage, unlessamout of fraud. I speak of what I know in the county
it is admitted that one party bas superior advantages in fetch-
ing votes into the constituency. If there is no party advan- reren; rid Ithavelesureii aiig ta I t
tage, I think we can look upon the question unembarrassed kntlemnteâsttecons, eng advide as
from that point of view. Now, Sir, there is no doubt thatla gentlaoeache cerofthecforn oueidan
the property qualification is merely nominal; the real under-Bl.k fahiaseas bein refteestioenficgo i th
lying principle of this measure is the man instead of the Bi.Ifa anbssoetidtereseectienseo te
property. lit will not be maintained for one moment, look- ccnsitueic rivoeo e enhy hat aldan
ing at this Bill as a whole, that it is property that really adeprdcthat iilge.nThe verevincthatsmr
lies at the bottom of this franchise. Take, for instance, bas dostry bute i weathad terin other pats cf
your.$2 a month rent. That rental would probably represent
property of very small value indeed,property of less than $100 ?nly te be represented in the county where li resides but
value. I have ayself known many properties not worth $200 in sncb places as ho las accumulated property. The lie.
that rented for three times that amount. It will not be main- member for South Perth, residing in North Peith, slould
tained that a shanty representing less than $100 is more ho disqualified in the censtituency whicb lierepresents.
important than the man, with a numerous family, who is a Ie would aise ho disqualified in other counties wlere li
large tax-payer to the Dominion, and probably pays more lis property. I do net think he should he deprived
taxes than some owners of considerable property. The real cf tbat priviloge, or tlat any member sliuld be 80
principle is that the man is the voter; that is the principlo disqualified wo possesses intelligence. I do net rog-
of reprosentation where there is taxation. It is true, we ruse it in that way, and I do not think the bon. gen-
have not got up to that point yet; but we have gone as far tleman interded it in that way. I thirk, as long as
-using the term applied the other night in regard to Mr. a persen possesses the privileges cf a Britishisubject Le
Gladstone, that ho was a practical etatesman-as the hon. should nt be deprived cf those privileges, bocause circurn-
gentleman felt ho could go. I am sure the First Minister stances compel hinte live out er the country. There is ne
in this regard, is controlled by some circumstarices. What Party advanto e obtained by hs provision, as far as
controls him I do not know, but ho has, no doubt, gone as 1 cau see, as I believe the parties wli are te ho represented
far in that direction as ho practically can go at the moment. would be about equally in both political parties. Se far as my
The real underlying principle is that the man instead of the own ccunty is concerned, thore are a large numbex cf pro.
property is represented. Test it by an imaginary case, but perty holders living outside ef Stratford whc are Ieformers,
one which lis not altogether imaginary. A man bas property and this is particularly the case witlicre township, whiclithe
in four constituencies, sufficient to entitle him to a hon. member for South Perth (Mr. Trow) formerly repre-
vote in each. It only requires $600 to do that. Henceserted-North East liee. A large number in that town-
$600 of property, so situated, gives this result: One sip own property iniStratfard, and I believe Vhe whole cf
man equals four votes. Again, a man has a property urifareeirarich and tose pari. Ilok unsass
worth $60,000, situated in one constituency. Resuit: One i
man equals one vote. The proposition seems absurd. Still, of veters as a class that are well fitted to exorcise the fran.
it la the one we are acting upon in giving the man who has chise, and wbose irterest in the country 1a calculated te
the vote to a man who las barely sufficient property to guide tlim inideing wlat lesriglt.
»ntitle hien to a 'eote. Objection has been made in regard Sir]RICHARD CARTWIRIGHT. I do net at ail mean te
to disfranchising a person if he did not live in the locality. say that this is a question whicli docs not presena Be
I fully beieve that is unjast. If a man as not a vote in difficukies on both sides. I believe the objections which
the constituency where he z:esides, and has a vote in another have been made by soie hon, gentlemen who have spoken
oonstituency, he should vote in the other constituency. An woUld ho met if we adopted, with respect Vo the congtitueu.
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cies at large, the same rule we adopted with respect to
constituencies individually, and that is, if the man had the
right to vote in half a dozen counties he should be obliged
to make his selection, and vote in one particular county,
just as at present ho has to do, if he has a vote in half a
dozen muicipalities in one county. It appears te me to be
absurd that if I happen to have property in four or five
townships in one constituency I am obliged to content
myself with one vote; but if immediately outside of this
county there are four or five townships in which I happen
to have as many votes, in surrounding constituencies, I
may, if time permits, cast my vote in those various con.
stituencies. I do not see that there is any sound reason
which applies in one case that does not apply in the other.
As a matter of fact, I know, as many other hon. gentlemen
know, that this practice of bringing in what is called the
foreign vote, by which I mean simply persons resident in
other parts of Canada, is a most prolific source of expense
to the two candidates, and under the present election law
is often the ground for contesting elections. In many cases,
on that ground alone, elections on both sides of the House
might be vitiated if anybody chose to take the trouble.
Now, I think this a question which is of interest to the
House at large, for I do not think this is a party question.
I think the hon. member for Perth (Mr. Hesson) was
right in stating that one side would not benefit any more
than the other by the foreign vote, in the sense in which
I use that term. But I found in all hotly contested elections
with which I have had anything to do, in some way or other,
considerable sums of money are always spent in bringing in
outside voters, and in many cases those elections would be
vitiated by the money expended, although it may have been
expended without the knowledge of the candidates, and may
not have come out of their pockets. It seems to me that the
whole argument is in favor, net, perhaps, of disfranchising
a man unless ho votes in the particular locality in which
ho resides, but of making a selection of the particalar con-
stituency in which he shall cast his vote. It appears to me
to be absurd that the more accident of a man holding
property in two contiguous constituencies should enable him
to cast two votes, when, if they wereseveral h andred miles

of Ottawa; ho may be an anmarried man, who boards out
or resides with his parents; ho may have a business in the
city of Ottawa, and reside outside the city limits. He has
no vote in the city of Ottawa, because ho does not
reside there, and ho has no vote in the county of Carle.
ton, outside of the city, and there is no way in
which ho can get a vote. Ho may not be able to vote on
income, because his profits for the year may be nil, and ho
would not be able to swear that ho had an income for that
particular year ; and therefore ho would be disfranchised
altogether. Then, by the present law of Ontario, in the
city of Toronto a man has two votes for two candidates;
that destroys the principle of one vote for one candidate ;
if a man chooses, hoecan cast his two votes for one candidate.
If three candidates run, two of them being Conservatives
and one Reform, a man can plump his two votes for the
Reform candidate. I bolieve that principle is wrong in
practice, and the principle enunciated by those amendments
is also wrong. A man might have property in two electoral
districts and live in the third, and if ho is not a man with a
household, he is deprived of a vote in the three districts;
and so ho bas no vote at all. I think the clause is botter
than anything else that bas been proposed.

Mr. TROW. I do not think wealth should constitute a
man's ight to vote. A man with $200 has as much stake
in the country as a man with $200,000. I do not see why
a monopoly should be given to a man of wealth. I do not
know anything that causes more fraud or corruption than
bringing foreign voters into a county. The amendment
would do away with a great deal tof expense to candidates;
as a rule, we find that our protests depend very materially
on outside voters. There is no advantage in bringing in
foreign voters. If there is, I should say it is entîrely on
the side of the Conservative party, because, as a rule, they
are possessed of more means and are more lavish in the
expenditure of money than the Reform party. I think the
hon. First Minister should confine himself to the principle
of one vote to one voter. It will do away with a great deal
of trouble and expense to candidates, and give general satis.
faction.

apart, hois utterly unable to do so. Sir RIICAIRD CAIRTWRIGIIT. I would say to the hon.
•* member for West York that I recognise the force of the

Mr. WALLACE (York). We have heard a good deal objection ho made. What I suggested was, not that a man
te-night, Sir, about this ncw principle which bas recently should be disfranchishod, but that ho should be compelled
been discovered, that one man is to have only one vote. W.e to elect where ho would record bis vote, just as at present;
were also told by the hon. member for Bothwell, the other if a manu has a vote in six or seven townships, ho has to
day, that it is the outcome of the election campaign of 1883 elect which ho will cast his vote in.
for the Local Legislature of Ontario. But that principlie Mr. MILLS. The hon. member for North Perth (Mr.
was never heard of during that campaign, so far as I have IIesson) said it was unfair to disfranchise a man who had
heard. I do not think it was enunciated in a single election left the country and might stili be regarded as a British
address, or in a speech on a campaign platform, but it was subject. The hon. gentleman knows that if a tenant leaves
suddenly sprung on the people, for some reason, during the a constituency after his tenancy expires he is not at liberty
last sitting of the Ontario Legisilature, whon the new Fran- to vote; but if a man is on the assessment roll as an owner,
chise Bill was introduced. The effect of this principle will even though ho has sold his property and gone to reside in a
be, in a good many cases, that men who should be entitled foreign country, ho can corne back and vote, so long as his
to vote wili have no vote at all. Take the case mentioned name is on the voters' list. That was the law in Ontario
by the hon. member for Bothwell, of a man having a vote in erevious to the new law, and that will be the law under this
London, another in Toronto and another in Ottawa. Well, Ull. If the owner of a property is registered on the voters'
Sir, if hoesays the possession of property is evidence of list, and eo sells the property lad goes to the State of Michi-
fitness for a vote, and lie owns $200 worth of property in Lon- gan, and purchases there and settles down, he can, neverthe-
don, $2,000 worth in Toronto, and 82,000 worth in Ottawa, less, come back to this countiy and cast a vote here, untiha
if, as ho finde, London is hopelessly Tory, and his vote will new voters' list is prepared.do no harm there, why should he be prevented from coming vre
down to Ottawa, where ho has ten ti mes as mach property, Mr. WALLACE. It might entico him te stay.
and recording his vote here, if ho sees fit? Bat the amend- Mr. M[LLS. That is hardly likoly, if ho would not stay
ments which have been moved to this clause will prevent in the first instance; and it is hardly worth while to fèr-
him recording bis vote in Toronto or in Ottawa, where ho nish facilitios for bribery in order to take so improbable a
holds property, while property is the evidence of fitness. chance of bringing a man back. The change in the popu-
Another view of the matter is this: One person may hold lation in the Province of Ontario is very great; I inen-
property in a numbet of different places and be prevented tioned the other night that last year, in one constituency,
from voting altogether. lie may own proporty in the city where the voters' list was about eight months old, there

1885. 2083



COMMONS DEBATES. MA 22,
were 128 non-resident voters, nearly all of whom were resi-
dents in the State of Michigan. If these men were all
brought back to vote on one aide, they would be sufficient
to change the result of the election, although they have no
longer an interest in the country. That is an undesirable
state of things, and is wholly indefensible. What I com-
plain of is, that this Bill will tend to perpetuate that systemi
By giving a man one vote, you give him all that ho is
entitled to, and if he votes where he resides,that is sufficient.
I remember, in my first election in Bothwell, in 1867, the
town had a population of nearly 4,000; the oil business
came to an end; a large number of those engaged in that
business left; their names were still upon the register; and
quite a number of men came down from London, at
the instance of my opponent, and personated a number of
the parties who had left. -Nobody knew whether they were
the right parties or not; and I remember five men, who
were not out of the country, came to vote for me and found
that others had voted in their names. Opportunity is given
to do that sort of thing by this system of non-resident votes
allowed in this Bill.

Mr. HESSON. While the connection of the tenant with
the property ceases as soon as the tenant leaves, it has never
been recognised that because the owner of property is out
of the country he ceases to have an interest in it. As soon
as he separates himself from the ownership, bis right to
vote should cease, althougb, in the past, he had the right to
vote if still on the votera' list, even after he had parted
with the property. There is little chance of there being
doubt as to the personalty of owners of property, because
they are, as a rule, well known in the community; but in
the case of tenants, who change their holdings very often,
the difficulty of recognising them is much greater.

Mr. VAIL. It is very unfair to put non-residents in the
position to give three or four votes, if their properties
are not too far apart, while in cases where the distances
are too great the owners of properties cannot exorcise their
right as non-resident voters. For instance, a man who had
property in Nova Scotia and property in Ontario could not
vote on both, while a man who had property in two con-
stituencies close together could give a vote in each. A man
should be compelled to vote in the district in which he
resides; but if he had not sufficient property there and had
sufficient property in another district to qualify, he should
be allowed to vote on the latter; to meet this case, all that
will be necessary will be to make the man swear that he
had not property qualification in the district in which he
resides, but had it in the district in which he is going to vote.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I question whether the amend-
ments proposed, while curing one defect, are not likely,
perhaps, to have the effect of preventing some persons,
perhaps by moving or by other means, from having a vote.
One man should have one vote and no more. If the amend-
monts bef ore the committee will have the effect of prevent-
ing some men from having a vote at all, that is a subject to
which we should address ourselves and which we should
remedy; but under the clause, as it stands, a person having
property in different electoral districts could vote in each
district in which he had the property. I think my hon.
friend from West York (Mr. Wallace) would agree with me
in objecting to that, as lie voted for manhood suffrage.

Mr. WALLAOE (York). I am in favor of manhood suff-
rage; but if property is to be the qualification, it is a differ-
ent thing.

Mr. PATERSON. Under manhood suffrage ai
because he is a man, and has only one vote.
member for West York voted for that, and he

Mr. MILLs.

man votes
The hon.
is not in a

position to object to the amendment, which carries out, as
far as it can, the principle of manhood suffrage. Property
is not the basis of this suffrage. You have departed from
the basis of property in giving a vote to the wage-earner or
a vote to the man who has income and bas no property at
all. If a man had a large income, part of which was
derived from investments in one constituency and part in
another, he would not be permitted to divide his income in
such a way as to get votes in the different constituencies.
When the hoion. gentleman voted for manhood suffrage he
distinctly took the position that one man should have one
vote, and that is reasonable and right. We recognise the
fact that a man votes because he is a man and because he
contributes to the revenues of the country, and bas to
assume the responsibilities of citizonship, and las to
share in the defence of the country. It is especially
a strong argument when it is a franchise, in a case
where the contributions to the revenue are obtained almost
alike from rich and poor. I can understand adistinction in
regard to municipalities; I can understand that a man having
property in different municipalities should have the right to
vote in these different municipalities, because the revenue of
the municipality is derived from taxes levied on property in
the municipality. But that is not the case in regard tothis
House. The man who might vote in six different counties
contributes no more to the revenue raised by this Parliarnent
than the man whose property lies in one constituency. Why,
then, should he have more than one vote? I would be willing
to aid the hon. member for West York in devising some
amendmont which would prevent a man losing his vote
altogether, because his property was in a constituency
different from that in which he lived; but no man should vote
in more than one electoral district. The suggestion of the
hon. member for South Huron is logical, as to a man being
permitted to choose in which electoral district he shall vote,
if ho has property in more than one. It might entail expeuse,
but it would be to the man himself. I think the amendment
ought not to be rosisted by the Government, because it is fair
and equitable.

Mr. TEMPLE. I would ask the hon. gentleman how ho
would manage in a bye election, where a man owned prop-
erty in one riding and was residingin the other. Ho
would be disfranchised, unless the plan of the hon. member
for West Huron were adopted.

Mr. CAMERON (Middlesex). The man, in that case,
would b no worse off than any other elector in the consti-
tuency. If he elected to b put on that electoral list ho
would have a vote, and if he did not he would not. That
is the position he would occupy in a general election, and
ho would occupy a no worse and no botter position in a bye-
electidn. It is in the direction of the proposition of the
amendment, namely, that there should b only one vote for
one man. The hon. member for West York (Mr. Wallace)
remarked that ut the local elections, when the principle of
an extended franchise for Ontario was submitted and
adopted as the result of these elections, we never
heard anything of the principle of one man, one
vote. Well, in that case, that was a subsidiary prin-
ciple involved in the great extension of the fran-
chise; but if that is a good argument, how much
botter argument does it present for this Bill not being
proceeded with, because we never heard anything of the
Bill at the elections in 1832. If that is a necessary result
of the wide extension of the franchise that has taken place
in Ontario, it follows, almost of necessity, that this is not an
equally great extension of the franchise, no matter what
hon. gentlemen may say, unless a similar principle becomes
a necessity in the working of this law. It is incontrovert-
ible that this amendment would prevent a great deal of
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personation. I sympathise with the views of the hon. mem.
ber for West York and the hon. member for South Perth
(Mr. Hesson), that there should be a provision that every
man should have one vote; and if, as the Minister of
Customs stated the other night, the effect of adopting the
one man, one vote principle, would be to deprive him of his
vote, I would certainly not advocate it as strongly as I do.
I can conceive, within the limits of that principle, that the
opportunity should be given to gentlemen occupying
similar positions to himself, whereby they could vote; but
what I do object to is, that one man should have half a
dozen votes.

Amendment negatived.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I am going to propose
an amendment to the 7th section, and leave it to the con-
sideration of the Government. I move, after the word
" registration," in the 18th lino, to substitute for the
remainder of the section, the following words :-

And perois qualified otherwise under this Act as voters shall only
be registered as voters, and vote in the electoral district where the
property in respect of which they are qualified, is situate; provided
alway s, that persons registered in more than .one electoral district
shal, not vote in more than one district in the same election.

That practically enables every man to vote who bas pro-
porty anywhere, but ho must make his selection.

Mr. MILLS. I desire to say that I se no reason why
stipendiary and police magistrates should be disqualified.
Stipendiary magistrates are inot appointed by this Govern-
ment, and they receive compensation from the municipal-
ities. Ilowever, we can express our views on that matter
on the motion for the third reading.

Mr. VAIL. The stipendiary magistrates are only paid
by fees.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. In Quebee, stipendiary
magistrates, police magistrates and recorders are all paid.

Mr. CAMERON (Middlesex). In towns over 5,000
inhabitants, in Ontario, it is necossary, under the law, to
appoint a police magistrate, and the municipalities pay him.
It is optional in towns under 5,000 inhabitants for the town
to appoint them, and they can pay by salary or fees as they
please. In many towns of Ontario, underi,000 inhabitants,
they have appointed police magistrates, and they are paid
by tes; but as ho is the only magistrate that can act in that
town the business is confined to him, which makes it an
inducement to the municipality to appoint them. I think
it would bu clearly an injustice to deprive such an officer of
a vote, where ho is paid no salary, and where ho assumes
the responsibilities of the office largely as an honorary
officer. Stipendiary magistrates, I believe, are in a different
position, and, of course, magistrates in cities are paid by the
cities.

Mr. BOWELL. They are appointed by the Local Gov-
ernment.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The principle which applies
to a magistrate is on account of his position during election
times. If ho takes an active part in elections, or if ho votes,
prisoners may be brought before him at that particular
time, and it was with that idea that these officers were dis-
qualified under the old law. It is the sane principle that
disqualifies judges of the Supreme Court-that they should
be perfectly free and independent, and should not mix with
politics.

Mr. VAIL. I do not think that there is a stipendiary
Imagistrate in the Province of Nova Scotia, except in the
city of Halifax, who is appointed by the Local Government.
Al the rest are appointed by the municipalities, and, so far

as I know, they get no pay-at least, that is the case in
Digby.

f Mr. BERGIN. The police magistrates are appointed by
the Local Government.

Mr. CAMERON (&iddlesex). So are all magistrates,
and if the principle is correct, the hon. gentleman should
disfranchise all of them. But iL is not in towns alone that
difficulties arising under the election law are dealt with by
the magistrates, as those in townships would bu in many
cases in the same position. Why you should debar a police
magistrate from voting and allow a justice of the peace to
vote, who performs the same class of dutices, is a distinction
which I cannot understand.

Mr. BERGIN. The hon. gentleman himself, a moment
ago, supplied the reason. Police magistrates are not in the
same position as justices of the peace, for, as ho told us,
they perform all the duties of a magistrate.

Mr. CAMERON. And what does he get for it?
Mr. BERGIN. Ho is paid.
Mr. CAMERON. It does not follow that a police magis.

trate gets a salary, as the municipality may get the appoint.
ment made without salary.

Mr. HESSON. The hon. gentleman may bu correct, but
I never knew of a case where there was an appointment
without salary4 In Stratford the salary fixed at first was
8700, and shortly after the appointment the magistrate
applied for a larger salary and it was increased. The police
magistrate bas much largerjudicial powers than an ordinary
justice of the peace, and I think he should be removed as
much as possible from the sphere of politics, especially as
cases often come before him arising out of elections, whore
party feelings run high and wlhere suspicion might bu
aroused, even if it was not justified.

Mr. VAIL. Ail these magistrates administer the same
law. The only difference is, that the stipendiary magistrate
is confined within a small radius, while a justice of the
peace bas juribdiction over a whole county.

Sir JORN A. MACDONALD. Is a stipendiary magie.
trate not paid ?

Mr. VAIL. Outside of flalifax I do not think there is
one who is paid a salary in the Province of Nova Scotia.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Then they are not
stipendiary magistrates, because a stipendiary magistrate is
one who is paid a stipend.

Mr. VAIL. They are paid by fees.

Mr. KIRK. Whatever may bu the case in Halifax in
some portions of Nova Scotia they are appointed by the
municipal council and are paid by fos. While I can seo
a good reason why the judges of the varions courts should
bu disfranchised, I cannot see why the judges or the record-
ers of the Probate Court should be disfranchised. They are
not paid by salaries, but by fees, and in many counties the
labor and the fees are very small.

Amendment negatived.

Sir JOHN A. MAC DONAL D. I move that the following
clause, which I have taken from the Nova Scotia Franchise
Bill, and which I th ink a very good one, bu inserted in the
section, applicab!e to a1 v>ters:

In the case of sons of farmers or of owners other than farmer, the
time spent by such sons, as marinera or fishermen, or as students in any
institution of learning, within the Dominion of Canada, shall be con-
sidered as spent at home.

Amendment. agreed to.
Committee rose and reported progress.
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THE DISTURBANCE IN THE NORTH-WEST.

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

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Have the Government
received any further intelligence from the North-West that
they are able to communicate to the Hoquse ?

Sir JORN A. MACDONALD. The only information we
have received is from certain sources, but not from an
official of the Government-that the prisoners who were
taken in the lato raid by Poundmaker have been all released,
and that Poundmaker or his band have sent a sort of flag
of truce, wanting to know on what terms tbey may surren-
der.

Motion agreed to, and the House adjourned at 12.15 a.m.,
Saturday,

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

SATURDAY, 23rd May, 1885.

The SPEczRa took the Chair at half-past One o'clock.

PaUTERS,

TIE FRANCHISE BILL.

House again resolved itself into Committee on Bill (No.
103) respecting the Electoral Franchise.

(In the Committee.)
On section 9,
Mr. MILLS. Perhaps before the right hon. gentleman

moves bis motion with regard to the Indian clause, we
might, on this side, propoqe our amendment with regard to
revising barristers. Tho amendment is :

That no revising officer of any electoral district, while he is revising
officer, or for five years thereafter, shall be qualified to be a candidate in
any electoral district, or in any part of which he has been such revising
officer.

It seems to me that is a reasonable proposition. It is, I
believe, similar to the provision of the law of England, and
is consistent with the principle of equity-that a gentle-
man wç.ho bas been engaged in the preparation of the voters'
lists in any electoral division, ought not himself to be a
candidate in that division while ho is revising officer or for
some time thereafter; otherwise he might have very strong
inducements to prepare a list in his own interest. We
ought to seek, so far as we can, under the provisions of the
law to prevent parties who have a particular public duty to
perform, not to undertake the discharge of that duty where
their interest and the public interests may conflict with
each other. I think that view is sound, and is strictly
applicable in this case. In England the party who acts as
revising officer cannot become a candidate for representa-
tion in the electoral district for which he has acted.

Mr. CASEY. I think no one can hesitate to adopt this
amendment in order to prevent the possibility of the revis-
ing officer making a list upon which his own election may
turn. It is quite clear that if it be proper for a Govern-
ment official to make the list in any case, it would be ex-
ceedingly improper and fail of any possibility to secure a
fair voter's list to allow sucl person known to be a candi-
date to prepare the list on which the election would be held.
Even although he were a most honest and exemplary per.
son, no one would believe that his decisions were impartial

SirJoRN A. MACDONALD,

and fair. There is no doubt that the revising officer should
be prohibited from being a candidate for a certain period
after he as prepared the voters' list, but what that period
should be remains to be determined.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I would at once say
that, if tbe hon. gentleman would alter his amendment by
which it would be provided that no revising officer shall be
a candidate at any election where a list settled by him
would be used, I would at once assent to it. But I will not
go farther and make it a matter of prohibition, of disquali-
fication for five years as though he had doue something
wrong, in like manner as a man is disqualified during eight
years for bribery. I admit the proposition that no revising
officer, whether county judge or otherwise, should be a
candidate if the list on which the election would be held has
been settled by such revising officer.

Mr. BLAKE. I am inclined to think that five years
would be too long a time; but the right hon gentleman also
errs in his contention. I cannot remember the provisions
of the English Act, but speaking fron a memory which is
not too strong on the point, I think it mentions two years.
However, I bave asked an hoa. member to obtain the
English Act. The principle that this would be a penal dis-
qualification does not apply to the case. What is wanted is
so to prevent its being the interest of the revising officer
to act unfairly because he knows that ho may very soon be
a candidate; and it is important to fix a term of years, not
so long as five, after the preparation of the list during which
the revising officer cannot become a candidate. You want
to let the revising officer know that when he is preparing
the voters' list, he cannot for a certain number of years,
long enough to eliminate ail matters so far as questions of
self-interest are concerned, become a candidate. That is the
object, and, if I mistake not, that object is souglit to be
accomplished, not by what the hon. gentleman proposes, but
by providing a certain specifled time after the lists have
been prepared during which a revising officer cannot become
a candidate. Human nature is much the sanie across the
Atlantic as here, and an analogous clauo to that in the
English Act should be introduced into this Bill.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. To show my anrious
desire to meet the views of hon. gentlemen opposito, or
rather to meet their suggestions whenever reasonable, I
will agree, if the term be made two years, to accept the
amondment. I will give a reason. If this Bill passes, the
voters' lists will be settled in 1886. We must have an
election in 1887, and therefore the list in 1886 is the first
basis on which the subsequent revision in 1887 may take
place. Allowing for the depravity of human nature, if we
could suppose such a thing, the revising officer, if he were
not fit to be a revising officer, might settle the list in 1886,
hoping that his successor in 1887, if h resigned, would not
materially alter the lists so as to affect the general election.
Sa without waiting for the English precedent, and The term
I do not remember, I have no objection to making the tertu
two years.

Mr. MILLS. I am quite ready to accept that.

Amendment, as amended by inserting two years instead
of five, agreed to.

Mr. CASEY. I tbink there is another class of persons
who should be excluded from the exercise of the franchise.
I refer to a large number of those who constitute the Civil
Service of the country. I am not prepared to say how far
this exclusion should go, but it is quite evident that there
are a very large number of persons in the Dominion, a dis-
proportionate number in this city, and a large number in
any city where there is a large Customs and Post Office-
persons who are employed in the Civil Service at consider-
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able salaries, whose living depends on the places they hold,
who are supposed to be non-political in the execution of
their duties, and yet who are allowed by this Bill to cast
votes, the result of which may be to oust from office those
who appointed them, or to bring back to office those from
whom they expect favors in their profession. Now I think
that is anomalous. I have the highest respect for the
greater number of the members of the Civil Service, and I
do not think it is derogating from the character of those
gentlemen to say that they, as non-political officers, as
persons appointed to execute, not the will of the party but
the will of the State, pereous requiring to deal with both
political parties in the country, and to act as impartial
instruments in carrying out the will of the Executive-to
say that to allow such people to perform political acts is an
anomaly. It is always objectionable primd facie to restrict
the franchise at all, but it is supposed to be exercised by
those who are in a position to exercise it with impartiality,
with freedom from dictation and from the extraordinary
temptations which a place under the Government brings with
it. If we had a non-political service, as they have in
England, if people entered the service, not by the will of
the political head of the Government of the day, or the poli-
tical head of the Department in which they are employed, and
if by means ofcompetitive examinations or some other means
all parties could be admitted, if they held office practically
during gool behavior, if they were allowed to be pro-
moted on their merits and not by caprice or favoritism of a
Minister, those temptations might be less, and it might be
possible that they could exercise the franchise without
danger to the State, or to their character as impartial
servants of the State. But I think that now when appoint-
ment Io cffice, continuance in office, promotion in office,
and amount of salary, depend upon the will of the head of
the Government or the head of the Department for the
time being, it is not safe for the State, it is not safe for the
Civil Service, to allow those dependent persone to exercise
the franchise. It may be said, as it has been said, that the
ballot would be an efficient protection to civil servants
against the danger of their being driven to the polls en
masse to vote for their superior. I admit that in certain
cases where there are only a few civil servants in a place,
the ballot might be a protection, but in a city like Ottawa,
where there is a disproportionately large number of serv-
an ts, or even in Toronto or Montreal, where there is a large
number of them, it would be quite possible for the
superiors of those employés to know whether they
had voted for the Government or not, as cities
like those are pretty carefully canvassed and the
proportion of Government supporters and opponents in the
Civil Service would be pretty well known to their superiors,
at all events, sufficiently so, that a count would show pretty1
clearly how the great majority of their votes were cast. It
might not be possible to bring it home to every individual, but
the Government would know whether the great majority of
them have voted for their party or not, so that in those
cases, the ballot will not be an efficient protection to the
civil servant himself. Bat, apart from any fear of compul-
sion on the part of the Government, it will be in the inter-
est of the civil servants to vote for the party that put them
in office, because, under our present partisan system of man-
aging the Civil Service, it is only from that party that he
can hope for favors or promotion, unless they are officers
cf maked efficiency or indispensable in their Departments.
Apart, then, from all fear of compulsion, the motive of self-
interest will compel the great bulk (f the Civil Service of
the day to vote for those who appointed them, and when1
one party has been a long time in office, of course thei
Çivil Service will be almost wholly of the com-
plexion of that party, and the way in which theiri
influence would be cast at the polls, oould be determinedi
aimt to a certainty. 8o in a City where the service is

large, as in Ottawa, Toronto or Montreal, the proviso allow-
ing the civil servants to vote, pute in the hands of the Gov-
ernment of the day, if it bas been long in office and bas a
majority of its friends in the Civil Service, the power of
practically deciding the representation of those cities, be-
cause most cities of the size are so closely divided that the
Civil Service will be practically able to carry the election
one way or the other. There is no doubt that is the case
in Ottawa where the Civil Service vote carries the election,
whereas, if they were disfranchised, the result might be
different. I do not say that it always carries it, but, when
the strength of the condidates is nearly equal, it often
does carry it. It is unfair also to the civil servant
because it places him in the embarrassing and dan-
gerous position of choosing between adhesion to
his own political views and bis retention in offlice.
It is unfair to the State, because it gives those who, under
the present system, are the servants of the Government of
the'day, the power to decide on the representation of cities
in which they form a large proportion of the electorate. I
think, therefore, that some measure of restriction should be
placed on the franchise for civil servants. Some of my
friends have perhaps considered the matter more than I
have myself, as to how far that restriction should go, and
probably they will present amendments embodying their
views. Of course there are some men who, though they
belong technically to the Civil Service, hold positions of such
trifling value, that they could not be considered as influnn
cing their views, and there are others, such as coun-
try postmasters, whom 1 suppose no one proposes
to disfranchise. But I think the groat majority
of the civil servants should b asked to chooso
when they are offered a position under the Goveruinent,
between the certainty of considerable income and provision
for their old age, and the exercise of that right of the fran-
chise which they would have if they remained outside the
service of the Government. The principle must be estab-
lished that anybody who becomes a civil servant ceases to
be a political individual, to take part in political struggles,
or to use his vote one way or the other in deciding the
destinies of the country. If you allow civil servants to vote,
I do not sece on what ground you can prevent them from
interfering in an election, making speeches or canvassing
for one candidate or the other. I know that is a most
objectionable thing, but I think not more objectionable than
that they should exercise the ultimate right of citizens. For
these reasons I hope the hon. gentleman will accept some
restriction of this clause.

Mr. MILLS. I move:
That no person holding any office or place inatheCivil Service of Can-

ada, to which an aninnal or other salary le attached and who may
become under the law entitled to a superannuation adowance, shal le
enlitled to vote at any election of a meniber for the House of Commons.
I trust that the Government will be disposed to accept this
amendment; I believe it is in the interest both of the publie
and the Civil Service that it should be carried. Under this
Bill not only judges but even police magistrates are disquali-
fied, who are not officers of either Government, and who
are in many cases paid only by fees. If the hon. gentleman
can go so far-farther than it seems to me in that case than is
necessary-it is of infinitely more consequence to the effi-
ciency of the public service and the purity of elections that
the principle set out in the amendment I have put into your
bands should be accepted. We have in this country adop.
ted the English systemt of a permanent Civil Service occu-
pied by men who hold office during good behavior. It is
of great consequence, in my opinion, that when persons
enter the public service they should cease to be partisans.
It is just as necessary in the public interest that the per-
sons employed in the various Departments of the Govern-
ment should be loyal to the Government for the
time, boing a it is that the judgeos hould b. free
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from political or personal influence. No one supposes
that every judge on the bench, if allowed to exercise
the elective franchise, would be biassed in the discharge of
bis judicial duties on that account ; but in order to prevent
not only all temptations, and all possibility of being
consciously or unconsciously influenced, but also to secure
the publie confidence in the impartiality of the bench, we
provide that those who occupy those judicial positions shall
coase to have the right to exercise the elective franchise.
Well, it is of just as much public consequence that those
employed permanently in the publie service should be
dealt with in the same way. It is important that every
Government should feel that the officers by whom it is sur-
rounded are loyal to it, are not intriguing against it or
seeking to embarrass it, and are prepared faithfuilly to dis-
charge the duties assigned to them. As long as you permit
the various public officers to take part in political contests,
just so long will it be impossible to have an efficient public
service, just so long will it be impossible for the Govern-
ment to place implicit confidence in those by whom it is
surrounded. I would like to know how it is possible that
a public officer can discharge bis duties in an efficient
manner, if he is engaged in a political contest, if lie is
perhaps seeking to overturn the Government that for the
time being he is called on to serve, or is seeking to obtain
political support for that Administration, instead of devoting
himself loyally to the discharge of the duties of the office
which he holds. The present position of our public officials
is an anomalous one, and cannot continue. We must choose
between neutrality of public officers in politics, or we must
determine that those who engage in the public service must
go out with the Administration they serve. This is the
system prevailing in the United States, It is of great
consequence that the public service should be occupied by
men 9f efficiency, but it is of still more consequence that it
should be occupied by men who do not endenvor to embarrass
the Government. If you adopt the system of allowing per.
sons in the public service to be voters they must make up
their minds that their positions cannot be permanent; they
must go out with the Government that appoints them. I
believe almost every officer in the public service at this time
would be pleased to be relieved of the duty of exercising
the olective f ranchise. He is unfairly pressed to go
to the polls and vote; if the right of voting is
taken away from him, he is no longer to be
influenced in that way; he is no longer likely to busy
himsolf about political conflicts, instead of the discharge of
his public duties. I remember a public officer who declared
that ho was sick, who went to a physician and obtained a
certificate, and who a week afterwards was found revising
the voters' list, contesting the right of some persons in this
city to romain on the voters' list, and actively canvassing
for a political candidate at the time opposed to the Admin-
istration. I know of another public officer who was a men.
ber of the municipal council and a member of the Conser.
vative Association of this city, who withdrew himself for
some days from the public service and devoted himself to
the revision of the voters' list. That condition of things
will always continue so long as the present system remains
in vogue. In order to get rid of that system and to secure
an efficient publie service, the right to exercise the elective
franchise should be taken away from these permanent
public officers, who are expected to serve the public as
long as their health romains, and at the end of a
long service to be retired on a superannuation allowance.1
It is open for them to decide, before they enter the public
service, whether they will remain freemen to exorcise the1
eloctoral franchise or become neutral men in politics,
devoted to the public service. If they are anxious to
exorcise the elcetoral franchise, if they wish to take part
n olitical contests, let them withdraw froi the service,iahey wiil stand exactly as other citizens, So long as

Mc. MILLB. on

they are in the public service, so long is it important that
they should be excluded from the public arena. I hope the
Government will accept this amendment. It is in the
public interest, it will contribute to the efficiency of the
public service, and will do a great deal to remove suspicion
in the minds of Ministers from those who are permanently
employed in the different Departments.

Mr. SMALL. I would like to ask if the division court
clerks and bailiffs, who are immediately under the superin-
tendence of the Attorney General of Ontario, are disquali.
fied ?

Mr. MILLS. I have not looked at the Act, but I know
the division court clerk in my constituency, Mr. Stevens,
was actively engaged against me.

Mr. SMALL. That is the one exception.
Mr. WHITE (Hastings). Every license inspector is an

agent of the Ontario Government-I will not say so much
for the commissioners-and goes from house to house, in
every section of the country, canvassing against the
Opposition. In Hastings two of the 'most active men in
the county elections, on the side of the Local Government,
are the license commissioner and inspector. A man who
had a hotel there for 15 years was refused a license by
these men, because he would not vote for their candidate.
The inspector, as a rule, considers he gets bis $400 a year
to act as agent of the Local Government and is most active
in elections. The hon. member for Prince Edward (Mr.
Platt) will not deny what I say. Why should not Domin-
ion-officials be put on the same footing as the Local Gov-
ernment officiais?

Mr. LISTER. The hon. gentleman does not seem to
u aderstand the nature of the amend ment. It is proposed to
disfranchise those civil servants who are directly entitled
to be called civil servants, who reap the benefit of the
Superannuation Act, but it is not proposed to disfranchise
the outside service. Everybody knows that the license
commissioners, division court clerks, and bailiffs, are not
civil servants in the technical meaning of the word; they
are not subject to promotion or superannuation. The
license commissioners are not paid; and these officiais are
not permanently appointed. There is a wide difference be-
tween that class and the class treated in this amendment. The
hon. gentleman called attention to the political work of those
engaged in the outside service. I wil call the attention of
the committee to the fact that in the post office of this
House, less than a year ago, an official Peft bis place and
went canvassing through one of the adjoining counties on
behalf of the Government, making speeches to the electors
and doing ail he could to help the Government candidate.
When challenged as being a servant of the Government, he
said he had resigned; but within a week after the election
ho was back in the old place, having been reappointed.
There is also the famous Mr. Wilkinson who was appointed
to a position in the Weights and Measures Department and
as a Government valuator, and who traversed the country
from end to end as political agent for his intimate friend
the First Minister; and tho resuit was that instead of his
being reappointed to the position ho had resigned he was
given the very valuable and remunerative office of
registrar in the North-West. It is ail very well
for the hon. membar for Hastings (Mr. White) to
make the statements lie las made, but he as
not sustained them by a single particle of evidence.
We have the evidence on this side of dozens of cases of Con-

.servatives receiving Government pay and disgracing the
position they hold and the Government by taking an active
part in elections. The sooner we take the stop proposed
in the amendment the botter. It is not in the
interest of any Government, Reform or Çonservative,
that the men who are engaged in the publie Departments
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should be partisan. If our Civil Service were on the same
basis as the English Civil Service, where the officials are
entirely free from all influence of the Government, it would
be well to give our civil servants the right to vote. In Eng-
land it is not the Government, but a commission appointed
free from all bias or partiality, which has to do with the
appointments. A man who wants to enter the service is
not asked whether ho is Conservative or Radical or Reform,
but has to depend altogether on his qualifications to
fill the position. The men who have the right to appoint
them are not the members of the Government,
and are free from all Government influence.
There we have not the disgraceful scenes we have in this
country. There we do not find men who have been
appointed te positions in the Civil Service having ten or
fiften years added to their time in order that they may
receive an enormous-superannuation allowance. These men
may have been obliged to resign in order that their places
may be filled by some partial man selected by the chief of
the Department. We know that these things take place in
this country, and when the promotion of a civil servant
depends on the friendliness of the first Minister, upon the
outaide influence he can get, upon the faithfulness of his ser-
vice to the party which appointed him, it is improper, to say
the leat, that such a man should have the right to exercise
the franchise. It will inevitably cone to the principle
referred to by the hon. member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills)
that to the victors belong the spoils. You are shaking the
tenure upon which these men hold their offices, and when
hon. gentlemen on this side succeed to power, as they will
in two years, it is not to be expected that they will assume
the control of those different Departments while they are
full, as they are now, of political partisans of hon.
gentlemen opposite. If the result is that these men
have to go, and that other men in accord with the
principles of those who have the control of affairs
have to take their places, they will have to blame hon.
gentlemen opposite for it. When we were in power seven
years ago, it is a matter of history that many of the civil
servants were faithless to their chiefs, and the members of
the Government had many difficulties to overcome. It is
more than you can expect that hon. gentlemen will submit
to have mon in direct antagonism to them, without one
feeling of sympathy for them, who would rather see diffi-
culties placed in their way than they would help them,
remainng in the Civil Service; and, if the destruction of
the present system of Civil Service takes place, hon. gentle-
men opposite are responsible for it. If there are any Re-
formera in the service-and I doubt if there are very many-
we know that they are hounded down, that they are afraid
to express an opinion, they are like cowed dogs, afraid to
say anything because there are so many around them who
will remember what they say; they are afraid to freely
exorcise the franchise against the party in power for fear
that they will lose the position they occupy or the just
promotion to which they are entitled. la it not more
just and statesmanlike to say that, when a man
accepta a position in the Civil Service, whereby,
after a certain number of years of service, he be-
comes entitled to superannuation, wherein, if he con-
ducts himself properly, he will receive due promotion, ls it
not betterin the interests of Canada and of the service itseolf
that that man should be raised above and beyond all politi-
cal influence ? Would it not have the effect of purifying
the Civil Service, of making these men loyal to the country
and not to the mon who appointed them ? Efficiency in
the public service is what we are seeking for, it is a desir-
able thing to attain if it be possible, but, if you allow these
men to retain the franchise, as they have it now, it is impos-
sible to have a set of civil servants in the City f Ottawa
who can free their minds from the influences which exist.
I do not blame thom ; they cannot holp it. No doubt in

Ottawa they are very auxious to carry the city, and it is
almost impossible for the civil servants to cxist in thoir
position if they vote against the Govornmont, or, if
they do, they have to vote in a sneakhg way and
net lot anyone know how they vote. Anyone who
looks at the matter from an impartial standpoint
must see that the position of the civil servants
to-day is an unenviable one as far as they are con-
cerned, and is dangerous to the country at large. If we are
te have a free, pure civil service, it is absolutely nocessary
that these mon should not exercise the eloctoral franchise.
I hope the First Minister will take this amendment into con-
sideration. These men should be placed above all political
parties, they should have but one master te serve, the
country at large, not the Conservative party or the Reform
party. They should be loyal to the country which pays
them, and should take no part whatever in political con-
testa, and, as far as possible, should fre their minds fr-om
political bias. If the Civil Service wore placed in that
position, men who came into power would feel that thoir
subordinates would b. loyal te them as to those whom they
succeeded.

Mr. FOSTER. I do not intend te take advantage of this
opportunity to make a stump speech for the country, or to
make charges which cannot be substantiated.

Mr. LISTER, You do not do that for nothing.
Mr. FOSTER. What does the hon. gentleman say ? Ife

does not answer. If ho had as much honesty and courage
as ho has insinuation, ho would repeat his statement. Wo
understand then that ho will say privatoly what ho dare not
say publicly. This question is important, bocause if the
amendment be carried, it will have the effectof disfranchising
a large number who now exorcise the franchise. I have
heard it stated more than once by hon. gentlemen opposite
that, if any person were refused the franchise, or were dis-
franchised, the burden would be on those who disfranchised
him to prove why it should be done. This proposition will
have the effect of disfranchising hundreds and thousands of
capable, intelligent citizens, than whom, I suppose, in this
country, we have no more capable or more intelligent; and if
we are going to adopt that proposition, I think we had botter
come down to cool and calm grounds, and look it over
thoroughly. I am opposed, on the face of it, to taking
the right of suffrage away from any intelligent and capable
citizen, who has it now, on the sole ground that ho is
in the service of the country. Gentlemen say that he is in
the service of a Government, but, after aHl, if we have any-
thing underlying the Government, it ls the country that is
represented in the Government, and it is in the service of
the country that these gentlemen are engaged. Now, if you
make a comparison between those who are appointees of a
Provincial Government, such as my hon. friend near me has
referred to, and those who are in the service of the Dominion,
I hold that, on all grounds, the vote cannot be so well taken
away from the civil servants of the Dominion as it eau be
from the appointees of the Local Governments. Now, the
interests which will sway a civil servant may be divided into
three classes. There is, first, the interest of appointment. He
geta the appointment, and he is supposed te be, when gettimg
it, a friend of the appointing power; we will tako that for
granted in reference to both the Local and the Federal
Governments. But in the Local Government there is noth-
ing to intervene between the appointing power and the per-
son. There is no test of fituess, and the appointment is in
the discretion of the power that makes it. But wken yon
come to the Civil Service of the Dominion, the case is dif-
ferent. The ultimate appointment may bc in the power of
the Government, but there is a test of fituess which will
generally be found te weed out the more incapable of thoe
who undergo the test. Now the appointe eof a local gov-
ernment is altogether and continually in the power ot' the
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authority that appointed him. He can be dismissed at any
time by the same power that appointed him. He holds his
position, not by virtue of any law, but by the will of the
power that appointed him. But in the Civil Service of the
Dominion, after the appointees have passed the test of
examination, they hold their positions permanently during
good behaviour. They may get their appointments under
one Government, but you take the civil servants at any
period of time, and you will find that a very
large portion of them have not got their appoint.
ments under the Government which, for the time being,
holds sway. Now, there is the other inducement of
pay. The local appointees get their pay directly from the
Provincial Government, and at the favor and grace of
the Provincial Government; but the civil servants of the
Dominion get their pay according to fixed law, according
to the regulations of the service, and the Government of the
day, and the departmont under the Government, have not
sole power witb reference to those persons. Their pay is
fixed on a regular scale, which is laid down by law, and
our appointments in the Civil Service of the Dominion are
as a rule, permanent appointments. Thon there is the
interest of continuation. No one will doubt that in this
matter, Dominion civil servants have by far the advantage
in the relative argument; they are more permanent, by the
very nature of their appointment and the nature of their
service, than are the appointees of the Local Govern-
ments. So I say, on the comparative view, you cannot
consistently deny the civil servants of the Dominion the
right of the franchise, because they are interested parties,
and yet give it to the appointees of the local powers. Thon,
if you take the question on the broad ground of right, what
reiason is there that an intelligent man in the pay of his
country, should be denied the highest right of a citizen, to
have a practical share in the Government of the country ?
Does ho not know as much, probably, as any other man
of similar capacity, about the country, about its needs
and requirements? fHe is able to form a far more intelli-
gent idea, because ho is nearer the seat of Government and
comes in contact with a great many sources of information
that others cannot possibly have. The one ground that is
strongly urged against giving him the franchise is this: he
nay be a partisan. So ho may be a partisan, but not
nocssarily so. I believe, if we take the 700 or 800 civil
servants in the Inside Service to-day, you will find that the
greater part of them are not amenable to the charge of
partisanship, and I believe you wil1 find that very few of
them are partisans in the sense in which some hon. gentle-
mon have spoken. But do hon. gentlemen suppose that
refusing the right to vote from an intelligent man takes
away from him all intcrest in politics ? lf they do think
so, they are greatly mistaken. The highest interest a man
takes in politics, the d'eepest patriotism wbh&li ho feels, does
not depend upcn the right to vote; it spr.ugs from far
higher and better metives, and a right to ,:te is simply
one way ho haN of exp'-essing the interest wuich, on other
grounds, ho hods in bis country. Is there' a man outside
who earns his pay any more certainly than the civil ser-
vant of this country ? lis he not worth that which is given
him ? Is not the salary paid him as a fair rward for his
services ?-not as a charity, not as a gratuity, but as
earning his pay, and being an intelligent and capable ser-
vant, ho ought not to be deprived of his right to vote.

Mr. MILLS. So is the judge.

Mr. FOSTER. The position of a judge and that of a
civil servant are very different indeed, and the hon. momber
for Bothwell knows it right well, and the more captious
remark he interjects cannot be fairly sustained. My own
belief is that a civil servant, under our present rules, should
not be deprived of his franchise. There may be occasionally
partisans, but it is not right because one, or two, or three,

Mr. FOSTER.

may be partisans, that the great body of civil servants
should be disfranchised.

Mr. DAVIES. The hon, gentleman has assumed that
there is a clear distinction between a judge being refused the
right to exorcise the franchise and a civil servant occupying
an equally prominent position; and ho assumed that that
distinction was present in the minds of every member of the
committee ; but he failed to tell us wherein that distinction
lay. I would have been pleased, and perhaps convinoed, had
the hon. gentleman shown some roason why ho is in favor
of disqualifying a judicial officer and in favor of retaining
the franchise for Civil Service appointees.

Mr. FOSTER. I supposed yon would all know that,
without my telling you.

Mr. DAVIES. It is not plain to my mind-

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). It is to my mind.
Mr. DAVIES. And I hope, before the debate closes, that

we will have from the hon. gentleman more light. I think
ho stated very fairly that where it ls proposed to disfran-
chise any class of the community, the onus of proving that
they should loose their franchise rests upon those who
make the motion. I think the onus does lie upon those who
propose to disfranchise the civil servants, of proving that
the proposition is a sound one. What good reasons have
been advanced ? It has been stated already, and it is a
statement with which I thoroughly agree, that there is no
greater benefit conferred on the State than that of giving it
a thoroughly good Civil Service; and if there was a Civil
Service in Canada placed upon a foundation which left
appointments open to considerations of merit and not of
political partisanship of favor, and if subsequent promotion
were made upon merit and not upon political favor, thon
it would appear very harsh to disfranchise civil servants.
But does any hon. geuLitman imagine that by merely
making the statemcnt that appointments to the service, or
promotion afterwards, are Lased on anything approaching
merit, any man would believe him ? Any man on either
side of politics, the veriest child in the country, knows that
the only passport to appointments and to promotions is
political favor. The civil servants are political partisans,
and are thoroughly imbued with the idea that in order to
show a reason for their promotion they must prove thom-
selves to be thorough-faced partisans. With respect to the
Civil Service in the Maritime Provinces, will the hon. mem-
ber for King's declare that any man would hope to obtain a
position in the Service unless ho was a thorough-faced
political partisan ?

Mr. FOSiTER%. Is that the inside service?

Mr. Dà VIES. The hon. gentleman knows more than
that: that when a person has been appointed to the Service,
if ho has îny hope of promotion, ho bases that hope simply
upon service ho can do to the party which has appointed
him. I t..ke my experience in my own county at the last
eloction. The most bitter partisans I had to meet, the men
who wani from bouse to house, the men who worked
quickest to circulate political falsehoods and lies, who took
the stump against me, were men occupying positions in the
Civil Service. There are very few members on this side of
the louse, especially from the Maritime Provinces, but
will support the position I have taken. If you grant these
promises, I submit that sufficient grounds have been made
out for disfranchising civil servants. You must adopt one
or two alternatives. Place the civil servants on a proper
basis; and it is the interest of both political parties, of the
Service and of the State generally, that the Service should
be placed upon a basis other than a political one. The
right to enter that Service should depend upon merit, upon
the result of competitive examinations, not on having
political favor of a supporter of the Government or
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member of the Government as a friend. Did the*hon.!mem-
ber for King's when he made the statement, as to the
test of fitness, mean to imply that appointments are made
on the ground of fttness ? Does ho not know, what the
country knows, that the examinations are a farce, and that
there are now six or seven hundred young mon who have
already passed the test and are now awaiting appointments.
Will the hon. gentleman say that members of the Reform
party are appointed ? What a farce it is. The hon. mem-
ber for King's knows that it is worse than not having any
test whatever.

Mr. POSTER. I wish to offer a personal explanation.
The hon. gentleman would intimate that I said merit was the
test. I distinctly stated that, for argument's sake, I would
admit that appointments went by political favor; but,
interposing between that and the great mass of applicants,
was this test. The hon. gentleman should have been fair
enough to have given me credit for that statement.

Mr. DAVIES. The hon, gentleman argued on two linos.
One was a comparative one, and the other was as to the
matter of right and wrong. The hon. gentleman drew 'a
distinction in favor of Dominion officials as compared with
the officials of the Local Governments, and pointed out that
the test of fitness applied to the former appointees and not
to the appointees of the Local Governmonts.

Mr. POSTER. And I did not state the other.
Mr. DAVIES. I have tried to show, and I think I have

succoeded, that the test of fitness is merely a nominal one,
which is productive more of evil than of good, because the
test of fitness is used for the purpose of leading the public
to believe that politics do not enter into the matter of
appointments, while, as a matter of fact, they do. Why do
the Government not put the Civil Service on a.good footing
and leave it open to young men, irrespective of politics ?
Because they want to wield the Civil Service as a political
weapon; they have used it as such in times past, and they
intend to do so in the future. In some of the Provinces the
appointments to the Local Government Service are made
on the United States system-to the victors belong the
spoils. jThey take part in political campaigns and assume
the responsibility of their actions. If the opposite party
corne into power, they go out. Here you put up a nominal
barrier, which throws the responsibility off their shoulders,
while, at the same time, you allow them to become partisans
and commit all the evils they can. The other test was to
make promotions in the Service depend upon merit. Does
the hon. member for King's believe that such is the case ?

Mr. BOWELL. Yes.
Mr. DAVIES. I have not heard the hon. gentleman

to whom I put this question reply. I assert, with strong
confidence, that promotion depends, to a very large extent,
upon political favor.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). Nonsense.
Mr. DAVIES. I am acquainted with members of the

Civil Service in Ottawa, and there is not one but has told
me, when I-put the question to him, that unlees he was a
political favorite ho had no hope of promotion.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). What about Mr. Burgess and
Mr. Parmelee ?

Mr. DAVIES. I have not heard that Mr. Burgess, of late
years, has been a very strong Reformer.

Some hon. ME MBERS. Hear,'hear.
Mr. DAVIES. I have not heard it alleged against him,

as one of his offences, that he sympathises very strongly
with the Reform party. And if hon. gentlemen opposite,
out of six hundred cases, are only able to name one case,
the exception would simply prove the rule.

Mr. BOWELL. What do you say in regard to my
Department, where leading Reformers, appointed by your
own people, have been promoted?

Mr. DAVIES. I say nothing about the hon. gentleman's
Department; I am dealing with the general condition of
things. If I am wrong in my belief that merit, and
and merit alone, should be the test of appointment to the
Civil Service, of promotion in the Civil Service, of obtain-
ing superannuation-that the ground should be based on
fair play and justice-prove that I am wrong, and I will
vote against the amendment.

An hon. MEMBER. Not a bit of it.

Mr. DAVIES. 1 know where mon have been superannu-
ated and large sums added to their superannuation amount
because of their political services. Hon. gentlemen know
it; the names have beon brought down to the Houso.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Bring them down.

Mr. DAVIES. lion. gentlemen brought them down last
Session, and they were challenged to point out if this was
not the case. I think I can advance-

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Go on.

Mr. DAVIES. I can go on.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Well, do it.

Mr. DAVIES. The hon. gentleman remembers that a
few years ago, when the superintendent of the Prince
Edward Island Railway became poorly, ho had not boen
very many years-

Mr. CHAIRMAN. I hardly think the hon. gentleman is
in order.

Mr. DAVIES. I am perfectly willing to go into it, and I
make the statement, at any rate, that there are such cases
within ny own knowledge. I have made the statement
before, in the prosence of the former Ministor of Railways,
who was responsible for tho matter, or I would not make it
now. I mako the statement that political services and
favoritism had a great deal to do with the amount awardod
in the superannuation of the late superintendent of the
Prince Edward Island Railway; and I say, therefore, that
the basis upon which the hon. member for King's argues
the question is a false basis, because ho assumes the exist-
ence of facts which do not exist; ho assumes a proper Civil
Service system, one somewhat akin to that of the mother
country, where merit alone is required, and political ser-
vices are ignored. But suroly there is hardly a member in
this House but will acknowledge that no man in the Civil
Service expects promotion unless ho is able to show a
political record to his superiors which will justify his pro-
motion. If that is the state of facts-

Mr. BOWELL. Those are not the facts.
Mr. DAVIES. If that is the state of affairs, and it is

the state of affairs which I derive from an examinatain of
the records--

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). No, no.

Mr. DAVIES, I ask the hon. member for Cardwell to
read the superannuation list.

Mr. WHITE. We have been discussing promotions In
the Departments.

Mr. DAVIES. If ho will look at the number of years
added to those who receive superannuation, and inquire
into their political opinions, he will find that my statements
are correct, and I know it from personal conversation with
members of the Civil Service in this city. I find a
unanimous consensus of opinion from all of them that
political service has a great deal to do with promotion in
the Civil Service. That being the case, you must adopt
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one or two courses: either put the Service on a basis irres-
pective of politics altogether, which would be in the
interest of both parties and the public in general-either do
that or adopt the United States system, and let them go out
on a change of Government, as the parties who appoint them
go out, and let the next party which comes in have men in
the Departments in whom they have confidence-you mast
do either one or the other of those things, or else you should
disfranchise the civil servants from exercising political privi-
loges. The hon. gentleman asserts that, if they are disfran-
chised, they will still retain their political proclivities, and
do a great deal to advance what they believe to bo the
interest and welfare of the State. But, supposing they do
that, that is not where the harm is done.

An hon. MEMBER. The harm is done by the vote, thon ?
Mr. DAVIES. These men feel themselves in an awkward

position; they want to exorcise the franchise, but they feel
that they dare not do it in the way they would like to-

Mr. WHITE (Hastings). What is to prevent them ?
Mr. DAVIES. Because they would incur the political

enmity of their superiors.
An hon. MEMBER. What about the ballot ?
Mr. DAVIES. Is the hon. gentleman green onough, or

does ho imagine that I am green enough to believe that,
because we have the ballot, the way ho votes is not known.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh, oh; hear, hear.
Mr. DAVIES. I suppose the hon. member comes to this

conclusion, that ho is willing to let the civil servant deposit
his ballot, but ho is nover, by word or sign, to express his
sympathy with one party or the other.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). You do not propose to let him
do that by this Bill.

Mr. DAVIES. They are merely mon, and if they take a
strong political view, one way or the other, they will express
it or it will be dragged out of them by those who, as an hon.
member bohind me has said, are nothing more nor less than
spiesAin the Department, who report it to their superiors-
I know it myself- report to their political superiors how
they vote. I believe, from what I have heard of the Civil
Service in Ottawa, that the whole system is a carefully pre-
pared political system, for the purpose of promoting the
interest of the present party and continuing them in power.
Now, Sir, before I sit down, let me say a word with refer.
once to the hon. member for East Hastings. I was for some
time in doubt as to the real secret of the continued success
of the Hon. Oliver eowat and his Administration in Ontario.
I think, in listening to this debate, I have discovered it.
The Hon. Oliver Mowat has laid down his standard of
right and wrong, and it is so perfect in the eyes of hon. gen-
tlemen opposite-

Some hon. MEMiERS. Oh, oh ; hear, hear.
Mr. DAVIES. Let those laugh who win. The hon, gen-.

tilemen, I say, believe that the standard laid down by Mr.
Mowat is so perfect that ho always concludes his arguments
by referring to what Mr. Mowat bas done, and what ho has
not done. The question comes up of disfranchising the
Civil Service. Well, it may be right or it may be wrong,
but the hon. gentleman says, let us see what Mr. Mowat bas
done. If ho has done it, well and good, but if not you can-
not vote for it. This is the argument and the only argu.
ment, and I appeal to the committee to say if that is not
the case with te hon. gentleman. The laughter of the hon.
member for East Hastings bas ceased. What is the matter ?
Why does he not laugh now ? Mr. Mowat allows division
court clerks and bailiffs to vote. Mr. Mowat must be right,
and therefore we should not disqualify. Why does not the
hon. gentleman argue it as a matter of right and wrong in
itself, irrespective of what Ur, Mowat does ? Simply

Mr. )Aviâ,

because ho must believe that the standard set uply MrMowat
is a perfect standard, and ho tries to adapt everything to it;
though, if it does not suit him, he is apt to make refections
on the Administration in Ontario. For those easons, and
believing, as I do, that entrance into the Civil Service,,pro-
motion in it afterwards, and superannuation subsequently,
are largely and improperly based upon political merit and
favoritism. Until that system is remodelled and placed on a
botter basis I will support the principle of the amendment.

Mr. WHITE (Hastings). The hon. gentleman made a
remark that the Local Government of Ontario had
appointed certain officers. Well, if that is the ease,
it certainly makes them more partisan, more auxious
for the success of the party who appointed them. I
remember the time whom municipal councils had the
appointment of license inspectors, and we had no such
trouble, so far as efficiency is concerned, as we have now.
What I was finding fault with was that the license com-
missioners and inspectors appointed by Mr. Mowat were
going around using their influence against the present Gov-
ernment, and in favor of the present Opposition.

Mr. BLAKE. Was that right ?
Mr. WHITE. I do not think it is right; but whre are

there any Dominion civil servants who do the same thing?
Can the hon. gentleman point out where ? Mr. I.all.y, the
gentleman appointed as inspector in East Hastings, goes
from house to house and from place to place electioneering
for Gritism. I cau take the petitions that have been pre-
sented to the House, and I can point out where a party has
signed name after name, and ho was appointed by Mr. Mowat.
If the hon, leader of the Opposition believes that it is wrong
for Dominion officials to interfere in elections, why, in the
name of common sonse, does ho not prevent Mrér Mowat
from doing wrong ? Does ho not control him ?

Mr. BLAKE. No; no more than lie controls me.

Mr. WHITE. I am surprised at a gentleman so candid
as the hon. leader of the Opposition making such a state-
ment. Does any man believe to-day that had it not been
for the leader of the Opposition Mr. Wheler would have
been appointed to the position he occupies? Of course the
hon. gentleman got him appointed, and why ? Not because
ho was so much botter fitted for the position than any other
man, but simply because the Grits -knew Mr. Edgar
would be elected to the place. It is as plain as noonday.
Did not the hon, gentleman write to the Refbrmers of that
county, saying that ho wanted Mr. Edgar elected-thathe
wanted his assistance? If hoecould control Mit Mbwat to
a ppint Mr. Wheler, and could control the, Reformers of
West Ontario to elect Mr. Edgar, I ask him to control Mr.
Mowat to appoint men who will not interfere in elections.
I ask the hon. gentleman to point out any part of Ontario
where Dominion officials have taken an active part in
political conteste. We do not know of any in our -part of
the country. We do not ask or expebt thern to do so. The
hon. member for West Lambton (Mr. Lister) madea remark
thet I think was very unbecoming of an hon. member
of this House. He said that when the elections took
place the civil servants were forced to go and vote
favorably to the Government, and ho said they acted
like cowardly doge, or cowed dogs. Ho compared
the civil servants to cowed doge. I think that is
unfair in any hon. gentleman. I believe the mem-
bers of the Civil Service are as fair, and honest,
and impartial a class of men as there are in the
country. When the Ballot Bill was introduced into this
House I voted against it, and I would de so to-morrow. I
like to see what side a man is on; but I would remind the
hon. leader of the Opposition that his leader at that time
did not vote for the ballot. I remember how ho used to
say, in that eloquent tone that ho is gifted with, that it
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was necessary, so that the employés of a large employer of
labor should have the ballot to soreen them. Well, under
the ballot who can tell how a civil servant vote.
Who can tell how any man votes who goes behind the
screen and marks his ballot ? Very few men tell us how
they vote, and it is against the law to do it. I never took the
trouble to ask aman how he voted ; and it is the duty of hon.
gentlemen opposite, before they talk ax they do of the Civil
Service of the Dominion, to clean their own doorstep, and
to cause the man they control and keep in power to prevent
his civil servants from taking an active part in elections.

Mr. BLAKE. I do not rise to take any active part in
the discussion; but with reference to what the hon. gentle-
man has said of me, personally,I wish to say that I have
no control whatever over Mr. Mowat, any more than Mr.
Mowat has control over me. Our spheres of action are, as
I have always conceived, entii-ely different. I have to deal
with the politica of the Dominion as the leader, however
inadequate, of the Liberal party et the Dominion; my hon.
friend, the Attorney General of Ontario, has to deal with
the provincial politics of the Province, and in these I inter-
fore very little, inded, although I have always feît at
liberty to interfere, and have interfered, by addressing my
fellow-eonntrymen at times of goneral elections. With
referenceto the crucial test to which the hon. gentleman
iafers I begF to say to him that neither to .Mr. Mowat nor
to any member of his Government who had any authority
whatever, did I ever say a word or write a word or make an
intimation with reference to the appointment of Mr. Wheler;
nor did I ever communieate with the constituency of West
Ontario, until I was informed by Mr. Wheler himself, as he
thought it his dnty to inform me, that ho was about to
accept an appointment, which had been arranged with the
Local Government; and upon being so informed, I did what
I'believe I had a right to do-I sent a letter,in answer to an en-
quiry from several of my friends,as to the man who I thought
should succeed to the nomination of the party for the vacancy
about to take place. I ans wered their enquiry, and named
my hon. friend the prosent member for West Ontario; I
said it wae not my business to choose; it was their own
business; but to those who asked I would not refuse to give
my advice. They were good enough to accept my advice,
and my hon. friend sits here for the good of hie party as
well as for the good of the country.

Mr. TAaSÉ. I intend to vote against the amend ment, for
several reasons, which I will explain. In the first place,
theobject of this Bill is to enlarge the franchise, and the
purpose of the amendment is to restrict it. In the second
place, it las been stated that the Civil Service employees
desire the passage of an amendment of that kind. I think
that statement was made by the hon. member for Queen's
(àfr. Davies). I would like to know on what anthority that
hon. gentleman says that the Civil Service of the country
desire to be deprived of the franchise.

Mr. DAVIES. Their own statements-numbers of them.

Mr. TASSÉ. I would like to know what are those state-
ments; thev have not yet been submitted to the House. I

the service in Ottawa are considered as more spies. I
have been in Ottawa several years ; I had the honor
of being an officer of the House, and I know something
' of what is going on in the various offices, and I beg to
say that the statement of the hon. gentleman is most
unfounded. We ail know that among the most import.
ant officers in the Departments are to be found Liberals,
Among the various Daputy Ministers are found promi.
nent Liberals; Liberals are found also among the chief
clerks and other officiais, and none of thom are considered
as spies ; on the contrary they are considered and respected
as they should be. I was employed in the service of the
House for several years, in the translator's branch, and I
may say that of the six officers in that branch 1 was the
only Conservative. This, m itself, is sufficient to show that
all the employés of the Government are far from being
Conservatives. Now, it has been said that the Government
try to influence the civil servants in order to make them
vote for Conservative candidates. Well, I have been twice
a candidate for the city of Ottawa. The seat whioh I bave
the honor to occupy was proviously filled by a French-speak-
ing Liberal, and I had the honor to capture that:seat in
1878 against al tihe influence of the Mackenzie Administra-
tion. Although the then Prime Minister himself did. me
the honor of visiting my constituency and address-
ing the electors against my candidature, I was elected
thon, despite the influence of the Liberal Govern-
ment. I was re-elected in 1883, with the influence of the
Conservative party, the same influence that elected me in
1878; and if Ottawa was represented from 1874 to 1878 by
a Liberal, and since by a Conservative, that fact shows that
the civil servants of Ottawa exercise their right to vote
with the utmost liberty and freedom. If there is one class
of the population which is entitled to vote on account of its
intelligence, it is assuredly the Civil Service of Canada,
which, both by talent and efficiency, can be compared
favorably with any similar class in either the adjoining
Republic or 6Great Britain.

Mr. DAVIES. I desire to correct a very important error
into which the hon. member for Ottawa (Mr. Tassé) has
fallen. He charged me with stating that the Liberal
officiais in the Civil Service were spies.

Mr. TASSÉ. Were considered spies.

Mr. DAVIES. I not only did not say so, but such a
thing was not in. my mind. So far from charging the
Liberal officials of the Service with being spies, I must
say that ail those I know are gentlemen. What I said was,
that there are membors in the Civil Service who are pro-
vented from freely exercising the franchise, or erpressing
the political sympathies, one way or the other, because of
their existence in the Departments of Apies. I do not charge
Conservative members of the Service with being spies. I
know a great many of them who are gentlemen ; but I say
there are spies, who make it a point to report the political
proclivities of officials who oppose the Administration. That
is known to the Service.

Mr. CASEY. The hon. member for Ottawa (uir. Tassé)

believe, on the contrary, that the Civil Service employés told us, quite unnecessarily, that he was going to vote aganst
desire to continue to exorcise the right of voting which they the amendment "for varions reasons'." I should suppose ho
have exercised so far to the satisfaction of the country. It has had something bot ween 500 and 700 reasons for opposing it,
been stated by the hon. member for Queen's that they could for that would represent the proportion in which the civil

not vote with perfect liberty. For what reauon ? Is it servants of Ottawa voted at bis elecnhon. Were this amend-

because we have secret voting in this country? I it ment adopted it would simply cut away the ground on

because we have the ballot, which hon. gentlemen opposite which ho stands, and seriously endanger, probably destroy,
advocated for so many years? Io it because the ballot fails his prospect of continuing to hold his seat. No wonder ho

to ensure to the voters of this country the utmost freedom is opposed to the disfranchisement of civil servants, but the

thot hon. gentlemen opposite desire that an important fact that hoeis opposed to it bas nothing to do with the

portion. of the popnlatioai should be deprived of the merits of the case. Should the Opposition come muto power
Mi ht to vote ? 1he hon. member for Queen's, P.E L at the next election, what is there dt prevent them makiug
çr. Davies), has stated that the Liberal member of a clean sweep and putting in a considorable number of çivil
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servants whose votes would elect any member we chose for
Ottawa? Would the hon.gentleman then object to the dis-
franchisement of the service as strongly as he does now ?
HIe asked what Civil Service employees desire to be deprived
of the right to vote. The hon. member for P.E.I.
(1Mr. Davies) said that some civil servants did so desire.

erhaps the hon. member for Ottawa would like to know
their names, but I think he should be satisfied with the
assurance of the hon, gentleman, and not enquire further.
I hope he will be satisfied with his assurance that there are
some members of the Civil Service who do not want to be
called upon to make an invidious choice between their political
opinions and those superiors on whom their bread and butter
depends. ieHwants toknow whether the ballot does not secure
the utmost freedom of action; whether, und3r the ballot, it
is possible to know how people vote, and who can tell how
the Civil Service are going to vote ? I think the two mem-
bers for Ottawa city can generally tell how they are going
to vote. I think they had an idea before the last election.

Mr. MACKITTOSH. Hear, hear.

Mr. CASEY. The other member for the city of Ottawa
says yes, that they had. No doubt they canvassed them.
They would have been very foolish not to canvass them, under
the present system. It is then established, on the confession
of one of the members for the city of Ottawa, that they knew
how the Civil Service were going to vote. Does the hon.
member for Ottawa who bas spoken on this subject (Mr.
Tassé), mean to say that the civil servants are of such a
character that they cannot tell how they are going to vot-
after they have stated how they will voto, that they cannot
be believed ? I do not believe he las any such inten-
tion; I do not believe he saw the consequences of the
statement he was making; but in that statement le
insulted the whole Civil Service. The i:ea of asking
whether the ballot secures secrocy in refereuce to thi
way in which a man votest I do not suppose that one civ, I
servant out of ten would refuse to answer the question as to
how he was going to vote; and, if he did, bis refusal would
give the answer. That man would have magnificent
chances for promotion; he would have a very powerful
claim upon the lon. members for Ottawa when the next
vacancy occurred It is clear that the members for the
city of Ottawa know to a nicety, know to a man, how
every member of the Civil Service will vote, if he votes ati
all. The only question will be : Does he vote? There can
be no mistake of that point. The list is in the hands of
the committee, and if they vote it is known whether they
voted Reform or Conservative. Is it hard to find how many
of the Civil Service have supported their temporary mas-
ters, how many have refused to vote, and how many have1
gone out to support the Opposition ? It is not hard to
understand what will follow the casting-up of this balancej
sheet. It is not hard to see that those who voted will feeli
the effects sooner or later. No one has contended that no
civil servant was promoted for merit. The Bervice would1
not last five years if no one was promoted for merit. Theyi
must promote some persons who have made themselvesj
indispensable, but a Reformer must be very indispensablej
indeed before ie has any chance of high promotion. We al
know that the general rule is that those who are of Liberal
antecedents, alnd show no extraordinary merit, sufficient to
make themselves indispensable, must be content with the
annual increment of $50, until they reach the head of theiri
class, and must wait there until the Government is forced
to promote one of them occasionally; but, while this pro-
cess is going on, political friends of the Government are1
being taken in and put over the heads of those who ought to 
have been promoted. It is not only this Government thati
has done these things, but every Government in Canada has t
done acte of .hat sort, which might be construed as political(
favoritism. àaMy hon. friend who sits in front of me may1
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have been misled, but it has been rumored that political
favoritism has inflenced the acts of every Government in
Canada. The question has been asked, in a sneering way,
across the flouse: Can you give any instance of partisan-
ship ? I know there are a number of people in the Civil
Service who have no particular political views, who have
been so long in the Service that they have come to be mere
executive machines, and do not care about parties at all. Bat
most of them are not so. They were put in the Service because
they were political partisans or the friends of political par-
tisans, and no doubL they preserve the same views, unless they
are miserable turncoats, who have been bought by an office
to desert their party. I do not say that there are any of
that kind; I do not know that there are any; but it
is possible to imagine one. We are asked if the Service is
partisan as a whole. I think the answer must be, that if it
is not partisan as a whole, there is a majority of partisans
in it. The length of time the Conservative party has been
in power, during the last thirty or forty years, has greatly
exceeded the time the Reform party has been in power.
As to particular cases. We had an instance of a Mr. Gray,
an employé of the louse of Commons Post Office, I
believe, who was sent out to do political work. Then there
was Mr. Evanturel, who was a civil servant when my hon.
friend from East York was in power, who canvassed against
the Government of which he was a servant. Political par-
tisanahip may be exercised both ways. After Mr. Evan-
turel went out of the Service he received his reward. He
received a retiring allowance of $ 1,000, and he was made
the Conservative candidate for Prescott county, for the
Local ITou against Mr. HIagar. Was he a partisan, and
did his partisanship do him any good ? The members for
Ottawa would answer in the negative, no doubt. But
there are more unpleasant ways in which partisan-
ship has been shown. It has been published in the
papers that a certain person named Dionne, in connection
with one named Garon, the former being an eoployé of
the Department of Public Works, were fined in the police
court for inciting a number of persons, mostly belonging to
the Civil Service; in fact, for heading a mob of these persons
and creating a disturbance in a meeting at St. Anne's, in this
city. When the partisanship of the Service breaks out in
such a disagreeable form as this we cannot shut our eyes
to it. I do not say that the whole of the Service is parti-
san. There are a number who are impartial, and a number
who are indifferent; but the newer part of the Service,
those who are fresh from receiving their reward, are active
partisans of the Government, and it has never been the policy
for the present Government to discourage that partisanship.
The hon. member for King's, N.B. (Kr. Foster) went into a
long eulogy of the ability of the civil servants-as if that
lad anything to do with the case. He was asked: Is not
a judge just as able and just as well qualified as a civil
servant? And he said there was a great difference between
the two cases. So there is a great difference, and it is this:
that the judge may be assumed to be an infinitely superior
man, mentally, and to have a greater stake in the country,
and to have a clearer comprehension of political issue, than
any member, except the highest grade, of the Civil Service.
Anotherdifference is, that the judge isabsolutely independent
of the Government of the day. fie holds his office during
good behavior, and can only be removed by misconduct, or
a breach of trust of his office. But the civil servant eau be
removed any morning by his political head' There is no
parallel between the two cases. If the judge, highly
educated, and with the knowledge of law and statesmanship
he must possess, is not qualified to vote, on the ground of
dependence, how can the Civil Service clerk be qualifi d,
whose salary is the only means of maintenance he has in
the world, whose existence as a servant is depen-
dent on the mere cap ce or the ill-humor of his
political superior? AIi1egislators have decided, as a
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rule, not to enfranchise judges, and all the more
strongly should we decide not to enfranchise civil ser-
vants, who, as compared with the judges, are mere creatures
of the Minister's will and pleasure. But the hon. member
for King's, N. B., went on the draw a parallel between the
case of the civil servants of the Dominion and those of the
Provinces; and he said the appointee of the Local Govern-
ment was entirely in the power of that Government, and
that it was not so in the case of the Dominion appointee.
Well, Sir, whose creature is the Dominion civil servant, if
h. is not the creature of the Government who appoints him ?
He says there is a test of fitness imposed that excludes men
who are ignorant of matters contained in examination papers.
But the passing of that test does not give them a right to be
in the Service. The law only provides that they may not be
appointed unless they pass that test. We do not object to
that, but we complain that no man can be appointed unless h.
is a Tory, or the particular friend of a Tory. We do not com-
plain that the civil servants are ignorant, and not able to vote
intelligently, but we complain that many of them are parti-
sans, and that they are unable to exercise the franchise freely
and intelligently, from the knowledge of what is hanging
over them if they go against the Government. He says that
in the Dominion Service officials are appointed during
good behavior. I was astonished to hear him say
that; we know it is not the case. A judge is appointed
during good behavior, but a civil servant is not; he is
appointed during the pleasure of the Minister, and is liable
to be dismissed at any moment, with or without reason
given. Of course, it is usual to give a reason, but he may
be discharged, so far as the law goes, with or without a
reason. The hon. gentleman says that in the Provinces
they get their pay direct from the Government, and that it
is not so in the Dominion Service. Well, where in the
name of goodness do they get their pay in the Dominion
Service, if it is not from the Government ? Are they paid
by fees ? Are they paid from the proceeds of concerts held
for their benefit ? If they do not get their pay direct from
the Government, where do they get it from ? Certainly,
they get their salaries from, the Government, and the-
Government may raise them, by promoting the civil ser-
vants, or lower them, by degrading the civil servants. They
are utterly dependent on the will of the Government. The
hon. gentleman ges on to say that promotion goes by
examination in the Dominion Service, and here again
I was astonished to hear the hon. gentleman say
that. Promotion goes by the same rule as appointments.
A man cannot be promoted until h has passed a certain
examination, but his promotion afterwards is entirely at
the discretion of his superior. The superior can say to this
man : Step up; or to the other man: Step down. The hon.
gentle.'aus contention that the Dominion Civil Service is
more independent than that of the Provinces is absurd on
the face of it. His a-gument is based on the assumption
that the Provinces nave no Civil Service Acts; but surely a
gentleman of his political knowledge cannot be ignorant
of the fact that most of the Provinces have a Civil Service
Act, and in the Province of Ontario the Civil Service Act
is every bit as severe as the Dominion Act, and therefore
every check that exists here, exists in the largest Province
of the Dominion, and in most of the others. I am bound,
however, to agree with the hon. gentleman, when he says
that a man's interest in the country rings from other
motives than the right to cast a vote. ow,that very truthl
demolishes all the house of carde that he tried to build up
ln opposition to this amendment. Why, Sir, if a man' s
interest in the country and his desire to do his duty to
the country does not depend on hie right to vote, why op-
pose taking the right to vote away from him ? Hise
lOyalty to the country and his desire to do his
duty to the country are manifested in doing hie
duty in the position lie holds as a civil servant. That
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is what he is hired for, that is what he is paid for-to exer-
cise his loyalty to the country as a civil servant. That is
where he can exercise ail those great abilities which the
hon. gentleman credited him with, and which so many of
the civil servants undoubtedly posses. An attempt has been
made to make a great point about the partisanship of certain
Ontario officiais. But these are not of the same class as
those who will not be touched by this amendment.

Mr. WHITE (Hastings). They are worse. They go out
when the Government goes out.

Mr. CASEY. We are willing to allow the hon. gentle-
man to have ail such officiais in his county to help him.

Mr. WHITE. I help myself, without officiais.
Mr. CASEY. Then the hon. gentleman is much worse

treated than his confrères.
Mr. WHITE. How would I get them appointed, when

there are no positions for them.
Mr. CASEY. This Bill will make positions. If the

McCarthy Act is sustained there will be plenty of positions
In my county there has been an inspector of licenses,
at a salary of $600. One year he had no licenses to inspect;
another year he had one. If the McCarthy Act is sustained
by the Privy Council, this amendment will not prevent
officiais appointed under it from voting and helping the hon.
member for East Rasting.

Mr. WHITE. I do not want their help.
Mr. CASEY. I deny that ail officiais in Ontario are Grit

partisans. I am informed that the Ontario license inspector
at Ottawa was a Conservative when he was appointed, and
has never since aided the Reform Government.

Mr. TASSÉ. Do you mean to say ho has interfered
against the local Government. &

Mr. CASEY. He as not interfered at all. I am so
informed; I do not know personally.

Mr, WHITE. He could not hold his position if ho did
not.

Mr. CASEY. I am informed that the hon. member for
North Lanark (Mr. Jamieson) was a license commissioner
under the Mowat Government.

Mr. WHITE. Mr. Mowat at first appointed two Reform
commissioners and one Conservative commissioner in each
district. Hie soon changed bis idea, and he now appoints
all ]Reformers.

Mr. CASEY. There is the case of a body of officers who
were wiped ont by the stroke of a pen-I mear the inspectors
of weights and measures appointed by the Reformers. The
hon. member for East Hastings has declared he thonght in-
terference by officiais in politics was wrong, and asked us to
stop Mowat. In turn, I ask him and his coleagues to stop
the First Minister. He should uite with soine hon. gentle-
men opposite, not including the hon. members for Ottawa
city, who do not feel in that way, ir producing an impression
on their leader, se as to lead him not to allow the servants of
the country and not of any party to become political par-
tisans and take part in political conteste.

Mr. HACKETT. It is very unreasonable that the civil
servants eof the country, who form a very intelligent class,
should b. deprived of the privilege of casting their ballot.
There could not be a greater hardship inflicted on them,
and I am surprised that hon. gentlemen opposite, who pro-
tend to be very much in favor of extending the franchise,
should seek to so mach restrict it. The hon. member for
Qaeen's (Mr. Davies) has make a stirring appeal to this
House, and has spoken very strongly with regard to the
civil servants. He said that in 1883, at the time of hi e
election, some of hies most prominent opponents were civil
servants, who went from place to place and opposedhim on
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every possible occasion. This is the first time I have heard
the statement made in public. Of course I do not doubt the
hon. gentleman's statement.

Mr. DAVIES. I do not think the hon. gentleman was
in my county.

Mr. IACKETT. No; I was looking after my own county.
So far as relates to the county of Prince, in 1882 civil ser-
vants, and there are civil servants there on both sides of
politics, did not take any active part in the campaign. I
am of the opinion that if such active measures had been
taken by them in Queen's county as the hon. gentleman
mentions, we should have heard of it in the Opposition
press at that time, and that press would have called the
attention of the country to the stand taken by the civil
servants. But the hon, gentleman's experience on that
occasion was only the experience I had in 1878, when I first
contested Prince. The whole Civil Service of the Island
was in the hands of the Opposition. In 1874 a sweeping
change was made, and all civil servants who were appointed
by the Conseryative party were dismissed without cause.
They were all removed; one or two were appointed again,
but the great majority of the civil servants of the Island of
Prince Edward were Liberals in 1878. Sir, if active
measures-had been taken by the Conservative Civil Service
in 1882, I want to point out to the hon. gentleman what
measures were taken by the Liberal Civil Service in 1878.
We all know that the superintendent of the Island Railway,
Mr. McKechnie, a respectable gentleman in other respects,
who was appointed by the hon. member for East York (Mr.
Mackenzie) issued a circular letter-I do not know if he
had the authority of the Minister, but lie was acting directly
under him-but he issued this letter to every employé on
the railway, instructing them to vote for the Liberal
candidate.

Mr. DAVIES. Hear, hear.
Mr. ]IACKETT. It is a fact, for the letter was published

and I saw it in the hands of a section-man. It was sent to
all the workmen on the road.

Mr. MACKENZIE. AIL that I can say is, that I never
heard of it.

Mr. HACKETT. I am sure the hon. gentleman would
be too fair a man; but nevertheless the superintendent of
the Island Railway on that occasion did as I state. It is a
matter of publie notoriety, and we know, Sir, that when the
pressmen visited Prince Edward Island, 1 think in 1877, a
gentleman who was the editor of the Conservative paper in
my own county, and who, I think, is within the sound of
my voice at this moment, made application to Mr. Mackenzie
to have a pass over the railway, the same as the other
members of the Press Association, but he was refused, and
he was told that it was not customary to give passes to
Opposition editors. You can imagine the contest we must
have fought, contending for the Conservative cause in Prince
Edward Island in 1878, with such partisans controlling the
Departments there. Some of the Grits--some of my oppo-
nents in 1878-were Castoms officers who went from meet-
ing tO meeting and took the platform against me, and made
the most stirring speeches.

Mr. DAVIES. As they do now.
Mr. HACKETT. The most exciting election, almost,

that we ever had on the Island, took place last summer,
when the hon. gentleman from Queen's (Mr. Jenkins)
was returned; and I have not seen it stated in the
press, nor has it been brought to my notice, that the
Custom house officials, or the railway officials, in the county,
holding Dominion offices, took the stump and canvassed in
favor of the Government candidate. Now, a great deal has
been said about the superannuation of Mr. McNabb. He
was not sujerannuated for any services ho rendered in

Mr. HAcKETw.

Prince 1dward Island; he was net there during any elec-
tien contest. He was for twenty-five or thirty years in the
service of his country elsewhere as a railway engineer. Hle
was a competent and capable man, until he met with an
accident; but he was of that nervous temperament and dis-
position, and felt se badly the effect of the accident which
he met with, that he applied for superannuation. The doc-
tors sent very strong certificates te the Government; and
in compliance with his request, having served his country so
long, lie was superannuated, and I do net!think he received
anything more than justice at the liands of the Government.

Mr. DAVIES. Hear, hear.
Mr. HACKETT. The hon. gentleman says 1' hear, hear."

We have mon in Prince Edward Island in the service of the
railway who are 75 years of age. Perhaps they havé 'not
applied for superannuation ; I do net think they have. I
believe they are net able to perform their duties, but the
right hon. the First Minister, in a mistaken feeling of
sympathy, no doubt, has stood by them, and would net
superannuate them, simply because he thinks it would be
unfair, and because they have net been a sufficiently long
time in the service te entitle them te any great amount of
superannuation. I hope that his kindness in this respect
wiil be rewarded. I do net think that very strong pressure
has been brought te bear on him from the Island, at all
events, and I think those who have been a long time in the
service should net be put out of their positions without
receiving fair superannuation. I say it would be an
unreasonable thing, it would be a terrible mistake, that the
intelligent civil servants of this country, from one end te
the other, should be disfranchised, and more especially by
the acts of hon. gentlemen opposite. We know the stand
they took with regard te the Indians; how hotly and
strongly they opposed granting the franchise te the Indians
possessing property qualifications, the same as white
men ; and now they go so far as te say that the capable
and intelligent civil servant of the country should be dis-
franchised. The principal reason they had that the Indians
should net be enfranchised was that they were not intel-
ligent men, but here we have intelligent and competent
mon, and they would place these mon in the same catogory
with the Indians. I think it would be a mistake if the
amendment were adopted, and I shal oppose it.

Mr. DAVIES. The on. gentleman has used some argu-
ments which I think are very strongly in favor of the
amendment. If the hon. gentlenan's statements can be
received and full credence given te them, the facts appear
te be, that every Liberal appointee on the Island disgraces
his position by making himself a strong political partisan.
On every hustings lie says that these men appeared-

Mr. HACKETT. Hear, hear.
Mr. DAVIES. Does he approve of it ?
Mr. HACKETT. I say that is not done now.

Mr. DAVIES. He says that they work day and night
in the interest of the Reform party, but that the Conserva-
tive a ointees are the most immaculate men that ever
lived. the bitterest partisan on that side of the House
believe it ?

An hon. MEMBER If you say se, we must believe it.

Mr. DAVIES. I notice the hon. member for Toronto is
one exception, and I am glad of it; no, I sec the hon. mem-
ber for Richmond signifies his approval, too. The fact is,
that the appointees made in 1873 and dismissed by the
Mackenzie Government were appointments made by a
moribund Tory Government, just as they were going out of
office. We need net go back te these old sores, but many
et those on the Island who hold Customs offices, or who
have been railway superintendents-no, I will not say the
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present superintendent of the railway, because he has acted
impartially in political matters, but some men under him,
the men who control the subordinates of the railway, exer-
cise their influence without hesitation in gotting the
employés to vote in favor of the political party to which
they belong. It is notorious that, in the last election, officials
took the stump and canvassed from house to house against
me.

Mr. HACKETT. Name.
Mr. DAVIES. The first one that occurs to me is the col-

lector of Customs at Rustico, who did nothing for five weeks,
except to draw his pay and attend to politics. Talk about
the press; that was named in the press at the time, but
perhaps the hon. gentleman does not read the papers of the
Opposition side of politics very carefully. He was not on the
Island at the time, but perhaps his colleague, who knows the
facts, will say whether I am over-stating them or not. The
hon. gentleman has made an attack on Mr. McKechnie. I
am not concerned in defending him, but I had an intimate
acquaintance with him, and I must say that there was less
polities on the Prince Edward Island Railway then than there
bas been since, and that the politicians of both sides were
allowed full liberty to visit the railway works to canvass, a
liberty which is now refused. I say the statements of the
hon. gentleman, applied to his political opponents, show con-
clusively that the amendment should be adopted, because
his opponents, at least, appear to have no r-ight to the fran-
chise, because they would abuse it. He wishes the House to
assume that the Conservative apointments are all immacu-
late. That is always the case. T he appointees of the Conser-
vative ,party are always pure and spotless in their political
life. lie always does his duty, never interferes in politics,
and is always pure and spotless in his political life-that is
what he wants us to assume. He knows that is nonsense.

Mr. HACKETT. The hon. gentleman has totally mis-
represented what I said. I said that in 1878 officials took
part in politics, but that in 1882 they did not; they
appeared then to have a proper sense of thoir duty. The
hon. gentleman named one; but ho is a man who only
roceives $100 per annum, and who docs not occupy a very
high or important position. Although I think a public
official bas no right to go on a publie platform and make
speeches, I think he would have a right to deposit his bal-
lot; and that is what the great bulk of the civil servants
on Prince Edward Island do.

Mr. TASSÉ. Hon. gentlemen opposite have not yet
made good their contention, that the men who constitute the
Civil Service desire to be deprived of their political rights,
and I do not think they can do so. During the last few
days this House has been flooded with petitions signed by
Liberal supporters of the Opposition-

Mr. LISTER. And Conservatives.
Mr. TASSÉ. Well, before taking the responsibility of

asking the committee to deprive the mon who compose the
Civil Service of the right to vote, I think hon. gentlemen
opposite should at least present to the House a petition,
signed by a sufficient number of those gentlemen, express-
ing their desire to be deprived of that right which they
have exercised so far.

Mr. MACKINZIE. And be dismissed for sending such
a petition.

Mr. TASSÉ. If it had been presented under the Administra-j
tion of the hon. gentleman, that might have occurred. No
such petition has been presented to us, and I deny that hon.,
gentlemen sitting on the other side of the louse.have ai
right to pose here as the mouthpieces of the Civil Service,
because they bave not been authorised by them to state that
they desire to be deprived of the franchise. I believe it isj
contrary to the public welfare that public employés should1
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interfere actively in politics; but the members of the Civil
Service, who are intelligent men, who possess a deep
acquaintance with the public affairs of this country, who
are thoroughly posted as to the political antecedents of the
public mon of this country, are in a botter position, owing
to these exceptional causes, to give an intelligent vote than
almost any other class of the community; and we ought
not to take the responsibility of depriving these men of the
right of voting, without knowing that such is thoir desire.
I deny that all the members of the Civil Service in Ottawa
belong to the Conservative party. A very fair percentage
of them belong, as we all know, to the Liberal party.

Mr. LISTER. Not many.
Mr. TASSÉ. Well, if my hon. friend had been in Ottawa

during the Administration of the Liberal party, extending
from 1874 to 1878, when hundreds of appointments were
made, he would, perhaps, have come to another conclusion.
I deny that tho voting members of the Civil Service are all
on the Conservative side, but I say now, that they ought to
be, after the effort that bas been made by thoir Liberal
friends on the other side of the House to deprive them of
the right of giving an independent opinion on the public
affairs of the country. I would say to the hon. member for
West Elgin (Mr. Casey) that the Conservative candidates
of this city do not depend on the votes of the Civil Service
to be elected. It is true, we receive a majority of their
votes, and I am proud of it, because they are votes of men
who are capable of making an intelligent choice between
the candidates who offer themselves for conducting the
public affairs of the Dominion. There are in the city
5,000 votes, out of which 300 or 400 belong to the Civil
Service; and a botter proof that the Conservative candi-
dates of this city are not elected mainly by the Civil Service
vote lies in the fact that at the last election, as well as in
that of 1878, the Conservative candidates had a majority,
not only in the section of the capital where the Civil Service
vote is situated, but we had the honor to secure a majority
in every ward, and especially in that section of Ottawa
where the working classes live-in the ward of Ottawa, in
the ward of Victoria, and in By ward, as well as in every
other ward of this city. This fact proves conclusively that
the Conservative candidatgs have not to depend on the
Civil Service vote to obtain seats in this House as the
representatives of Ottawa. Is it surprising that the city of
Ottawa should have expressed itself on the Conservative
side either at the last or the previoue election ? The city
of Ottawa las only done what bas been done by every
great city of the Dominion.

An hon. MEMBER. No.
Mr. TASSE. My hon. friend says, "no." On what side was

the great city of Montreal, thei great city of Toronto, the
great city of Hamilton, which elocts Liberals to the Local
House, the city of Halifax, and a great many ôther cities and
towns that I could mention? The city of Ottawa lias main-
tained its political principles, and I am afraid, for the sake
of my friends on the other side of the House, that as long
as they fail to submit to the people of this country a botter
policy than they have now, it will be many years before
the people of the city of Ottawa elect members to support
them.

Mr. IRVINE. I would regret very much to give my
vote to prevent any resident of Canada from exercising the
franchise, but I an not sure, from the course some persons
in the Outaide Service have pursued, however the members
of the Inside Service may act, that it would be a very whole-
some provision to deprive them of the use of the franchise.
With reference to the officials in my own county, many of
whom are Conservatives, in both elections in which I have
run I must say that they have pursued a wisely reticent
course, and I have not the slightest fault to find with

1885. 2097



COMMONS DEBATES. MAY 28,

them. I cannot say the same in reference to those in the
constituency the hon. Minîster of Inland Revenue represents.
In ny first election two or three officers in the Ontside
Service came down to my constituency and canvassed and
spoke againât me. There names were Mr. Bede], collector,
who worked in the parish of Kent, on the est side of the
River St. John, and Mr. Baird, preventive officer, who
worked in Wicklow, on the east side. They had net, how-
ever, much influence in those parishes, for they were given
to understand, very early in the day, that they had much
botter attend to their own business. Men such as these
may make very good partisan officers, but are very poor
men to be trusted with the franchise.

Mr. FOSTER. It occurred to me that possibly the zeal
now manifested by hon. gentlemen opposite on this question
had not its counterpart when they held office. From 1873
to 1878 they held office, and it will be interesting to see how
far they then held to the principle they lay down to-day.
From Confederation until 1873 the election laws of Canada
in force previous to Confederation were continued, and in
1873 a temporary Act was passed, which perpetuated nearly
all the principles of that law. In 1874, however, when hon.
gentlemen opposite were in power, they introduced an elec-
tion Act, and in that Act they did away with all the disa-
bilities of the old Act, as regards people in the pay of the
Goverument, except in the case of judges. These disabilities
were enacted in the old statutes as follows--

" The Chancellor and Vice-Chancellors of Upper Canada,-the Chief
Justice and Judge of the Court of Queen's Bench for Lower Canada,-
the Chief Justices and Judges of the Court of Queen's Bench and Com-
mon Pleas in Upper Canada, and of the Superior Court in Lower
Canada,-the Judge of the Court of Vice-Admiralty in Lower Canada;,-
the Judge of any Court of Escheats,-all county and circuit judges, all
commissionere of bankrupts,-all recorders of cities,--all officers of the
CuJstoms,-all clerks of the Peace, registrars sheriffs, deputy sheriff,
deputy clerks of the Crown an agents for the sale of Crown lands,-
and offilers employed in the collection of any duties payable to Her
Majesty, in the nature of duties of Excise,--shall be disqualified, and
incompétent to vote st an> election of a member of the Legislative Coun-
cil or of the Legisiative Âýssembly."
This section was repealed and section 39 of Act of 1874 was
put in its place, as follows:

" The Chancellor and Vice-Chancellors of Ontario and the jndges of
any court now existing or to be hereafter created, whose appointment
shall rest with the Governor-General of the Dominion, shall be disquali-
:ed and incompetent to vote at the election of a member to the House of
Commons of Canada.
These very officials whom those hon. gentlemen now want
to see disqualified were disqualified under the old Act;
their disqualification was continued under the Act of 1873,
but it was removed by the Act of 1874, the work of
the party of hon. gentlemen opposite, and some of those
hon. gentlemen thon had seats in this House. We have
had a great many mature opinions as to what the ballot
would and would not do ; and it is remarkable how
differently hon. gentlemen opposite regard its working in
this particular compared with their views as to its effect
when introducing the measure. The hon. Mr. Dorion, in
introducing his election Bill, giving the ballot and removing
the disabiities hon. gentlemen now wish to restore,
said :

"Be would add that secret voting, while it did not prevent candidates
paying away as mucli mone>' as the>' pleased, would se regulate matters

ha tIeaay wh pad money would not know how the party tatwhom
he paid it had exercised the franchise, and thus the ballot would take
away one of the principal inducements to bribery."
Now, if any man in the world would be apt to know how a
person voted under the ballot it would be the man who paid
money to get him to vote a certain way. Later on, we
find that when the. hon. Chief Justice's opinion was asked
as to the advisability of excluding Civil Service clerks, he
said :

"Under the ballot, he could not see why Government officials, includ-
ing Cu8toms officers, should not vote. He thoulght every one should
vote under the ballot. Ris motives for prohibiting judgea from voing
[and I commend this .to m hon. friend, my intelligent, learned, good-
naturoed:riend from Quen es, P.E.I., (Mr. Davles)] was that he did not

consider it was desirable they should mix themselves up in politice,
because, if they did, theywould not have the confidence reposed in them
by the public it was desirable they should have."

Mr. DAVIES. That is the kernel of the whole thing.
Mr. FOSTER. I suppose my hon. friend understands

that a judge has to do with trials, and if lie takes part in
politics he will be apt to lose the confidence of those who
appear before him, who may belong to the opposite political
party. I commend these salutary lessons to hon. gentlemen
opposite, and to none more than to the hon. member for
Bothwell (Mr. Mills), who, if I mistake not, with all his
philosophical lore and depth of logic, had a seat in the
House at that time.

Mr. FISHER. Some hon. gentlemen on the other side
have stated, and stated fairly enough, that the onus of
proof was laid upon those who desire to disfranchise any
individual in this country. IL is a great pity that the right
hon. gentleman who introduced this Bill, and his colleagues,
were not possessed of that opinion when ho proposed to
disfranchise so many individuals as are disfranchised under
this Bill. My hon. friend from Queen's, P.E.I., however,
has fully accepted the responsibility laid upon ns in support-
ing this amendment, of providing the necessity of disfran-
chising those civil servants whom it is intended to disfran-
chise. The germ of that proof is in the statement that
those civil servants are open to charges of partisanship.
I do not mean that, as civil servants, they have not the
right to be partisans; but, unfortunately for làhe Civil Service
and for the country, I believe that the results of their parti-
sanship will work to their detriment or to their advance-
ment in the Civil Service. In a Service which was not ma-
naged by the political chiefs of one great party, it would
not matter much whether a person showed political parti.
sanship or not; but when the chiefs of the Service are lead-
ing one of .the great political parties we can see very easily
that the partizanship of the employé must be very closely
connected with his remuneration or advancement. I do not
wish to charge hon. gentlemen opposite with being more
p artisan than are the chiefs of the other political party. I

elieve this would be the case under either political party.
I believe it is almost necessitated by the party system of
our Govern ment, and as long as we have the country gov-
erned by party I believe that this argument will hold
good. The hon. member from Prince Edward Island gave
some instances of gross partisanship which had been
performed by Liberals in the Civil Service. I do
not know whether his statements are well founded
or not, but whether Liberals or Conservatives had
done this, it does not matter ; the deed itself is the
best argument which can possibly be advanced for the
adoption of the amendment of the hon. member for Both-
well. I have known one or two instances of a similar kind.
Hon. gentlemen opposite have intimated that civil servants
are not partisans, and have not been used in political cam-
paigns. I know that, in my own political contesta, I have
had to contend with one, if not two, of the servants of hon.
gentlemen opposite, who stumped my county against me.
It was not in the election in which I was successful, in 1882,
but in the bye-election of 1880, when I was defeated by a
small majority, and when I had the whole political influence
of hon. gentlemen opposite thrown into my county. At that
time, a gentleman in the employment of the Department
of Agriculture came into my county and stumped it
tkoroughly, and ;net me on almost every platform. I do
not mean to attribute my defeat on that' occasion to the
services of that gentleman on the platform. Whatever
other services he may have performed, I am not well enough
acquainted with him to say; but on that occasion I met
him freqently, and I believe I am perfectly correct in
saying that he was sent by the Department in whose service
h. was. At all event s, he came, and I have never been able
to 1nd ont, although I have asked for the information, what
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other business he had in the Eastern Townships at that time
or that any remuneration which he was receiving for the
services he owed to his country was decreased in conse
quence of the services ho performed for his party and his
political chief. I do not consider that that is a sufficient
reason why the Civil Service should be disfranchised. The
hon. member for Ottawa (Mr. Tassé) has said that the Civil
Service do not desire to be disfranchised. I am not in a
position to say that they all desire to be disfranchised. I
can only say that I remember four different individuals in
the Civil Service, residing in this city, one of whom is a
Liberal, and, in regard to the other three, 1 do not know
that they have any political bias, but they all informed me
that they would like to be disfranchised. The one who was
a Liberal told me that, in consequence of being a Liberal,
he did not dare to vote openly, or to announce that ho had
voted against hon. gentlemen opposite. I am not very
familiar with the members of the Civil Service, but in one
or two discussions in which I have taken part, when mem-
bers of the Service have been present, I have not heard one
single civil servant express the desire to have the
franchise continued to them. I do not think that
this is a very strong argument either, because I do
not thnk it is necessary that the civil servants should want
to be disfranchised. If their enfranchisement is a wrong to
the country and a disadvantage to the service, it is not
necessary to ask them whether they want it or not. I vote
for the amendment of my hon. friend from Bothwell on
other grounds. I vote for it because I believe it is for the
benefit of the Civil Service itself and for the benefit of the
country that they should not have the franchise. It is all
very weli for hon. gentlemen opposite to say that they vote
by ballot, and that it is not known how they vote. Do those
hon. gentlemen want the civil servants to conceal their
sentiments? If a civil servant is known to be a Liberal,
and casts his vote for a Liberal candidate, it is known,
almost to a certainty, and that is enough to imperil his
advancement in the Service. I suppose it can be made
secret, and I suppose in some case it is made secret, but in
many cases it is perfectly well known how the individuals
vote, though they vote by ballot. In the Province of
Quebec a larger number of civil servants are disfranchised
than it is proposed to disfranchise by this amendment.
In that Province not only the provincial civil servants,
but the servants of the Dominion Government, are
prevented from voting. The law of that Province dis-
franchises the judges of the Court of Queen's Bench
and the Superior Court, the judge of the Vice-Admiralty
court, the judges of Sessions, the district magistrates
and recorders, the officers of Customs, the clerks of the
Crown, the clerks of the peace, the registrars, the sheriffi,
deputy sheriffe deputy clerks of Crown, the officers and mon
of the provincial and municipal police force; and further
than that, agents for the sale of Crown lands, postfinas-
ters in cities and towns, all officers employed in the collec-
tion of duties payable to Her Majesty, in the nature of duties
of Excise, including collectors, as well of federal as of local
revenues. This law, be it observed, was passed by the
friends of hon. gentlemen opposite; it was the Conservative
Government in the Province of Quebec who disfranchised all
those civil servants, not only the servants over whom
they had control, but the servants of the Government of
their own friends here at Ottawa. And much more, there-
fore, is it necessary, that the servants of this Goverament
should not be allowed to vote for the Government who has
control of their remuneration and advancement. The hon.
member for King's, N.B. (Mr. Foster), contended that the
civil servants were mon of high intelligence. I have no
quarrel with that statement; I believe that they are fully
of the average intelligence of thé oommunity. But I am
not aware that any. hon. gentleman on this side of the
House desire that they should be disfranchised on account
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of their lack of intelligence. We do not wish to disfranchise
them because they are less intelligent than the rest of the

- community, but upon a wholly different ground, which has
been clearly set forth. The hon, gentleman implied that
the test of intelligence was sufficient to put them out of the
range of political partisanship. I do not think it is the less
intelligent classes of our community alone who are open to
the charge of partisanship, or of strong party bias. I believe
there are mon sitting in this House, of the highest intelli.
gence in the land, who are as strong politioal partisans as
can possibly be found among the most ignorant people of
the country. But unfortunately the intelligence test of
these civil servants is not carried far enough to remove
them from the political arena. If that test were made as
it is in the English Civil Service examinations, thon
the test of intelligence would not only show that these
people had a right to vote, but it would remove them from
the political arena, by making them independent of party
control. The test of which the hon. gentleman has spoken
only shows that those who pass it have sufficient intelli-
gence to perform the lowest duties connected with
that branch. But their appointment still lies in the
hands of the chief of tho Department, as well as
their promotion and dismissal. The hon. Minister
of Customs has pointed to some examples in which
men have been promoted, irrespective of their political
opinions. I am glad to hear that that is so; I, am
willing to admit there are many such examples; and
that only shows how very able and competent must
be the Liberals in the Service, who have been able
to obtain that promotion, in the face of thoir political
opinions. I have no doubt, however, that for thei sako of
that advancement they did not sacrifice their political
opinions, but I am afraid there are many gentlemen in the
Service who have not as much moral courage, and who, for
the sake of promotion, might change their opinions. Hon.
gentlemen opposite have contended, I think the hon. member
for Ottawa claimed, that the civil servants are not partisan.
Now, I think no one who is acquainted with the adminis-
tration of our Civil Service system will deny that appoint-
ments to that service are nearly always made to recomponse
some political service. Mon are appointed to the Service
simply bocause they have been partisans, and their political
services enable them to curry favor with the Goverument
and to press their claim for appointment. The greatest
argument that can be used to the hoad of a Dapartment for
the appointment of a person, is that so and so was able to
do me (the momber for his county) some political service
in the last election. Now, I think it is very desirable that
this disfranchising clause should go much farther than it
does; I think we, on this side of the House, have clearly
established our proposition that members of the Civil Service
should be disfranchised, and I intend to support the amend-
ment of the hon. member for Bothwell,

Mr. CASGRAIN. The question with me is whether the
benefit that would accrue from disfranchising civil servants
would outweigh the possible evil. I admit that they are so
much under the control of the Goverament that they can
scarcely give an unbiassed vote. There is another class of
civil servants who have a dread of the powers that be, and
accordingly vote in a certain direction. So they do not
give a free vote, as they would do if they were not
under the influence of the Goverument. The Government
and heads of the Departments use the civil servants as
canvassers at elections, and for that reason, among others,
I would not allow them to exorcise the franchise. No
doubt some of the civitservants simply exorcise their right
to vote, but there are others who act very differently. I can
quote an instance in my own case. An employé in the
office of the Board of Works canvassed my county openly,
and of course it was to the neglect of his other duties. I
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would not object to that, if the individual opposed
me as a citimen and assumed the responsibility of bis vote.
Although this stop proposed is a grave step to take,
yet in view of the evils arising from the system, I am in
favor of the adoption of the amendment, and I believe.that
a number of the civil servants would prefer that they d id net
possess the right of the franchise.

Mr. LANDRY (Kent). I am very reluctant to continue
this debate, because the subject bas been very fully discussed,
and it may be that what I am going to say may not throw any
light on the subject, or convince anyone. But perhaps it
may be as well, as I have pretty strong opinions on the
sn bject of Government officials voting, and the way in which
they should exorcise the franchise, that I should give
expression to those views, so that I may not be accused of
having failed to give, when this subject was before the
House and was so thoroughly discussed, my views'
because they are quite strong views. I au strongly
of the opinion that the civil servants should not te disfran-
chised. They should have the sane privileges as other
citizens, if they possess the qualifications that other
men are required to possess in order to exorcise the
franchise. Tbat is the first principle I lay down. The
second principle is, that they should be at perfect liberty to
exorcise the franchise, irrespective of party. They should
exorcise it in a way so as not to make themselves offensive,
not to make themselves incur the enimity of one party or
the liking of the other party. That is the course I think
they should pursue, if they want to retain their offices. If'
however, they want to throw themselves into election con-
flicts, they must take the risk into their own hands; that
is, they must stand or fall by the party; and civil servants
should be at liberty to take that active position. Let them,
if they please, take the hustings and act as would the can-
didate or bis friends. Thon they must accept the fate of
their party, and go down with it. If their party stands,
they will stand with it, and vice versa. If ho mixes in poli.
tics, and holds very strong opinions, and desires to do all
ho can for one of the parties, and takes the hustings, or
otherwise makes himself a political partisan or a canvasser,
while I admit ho bas a right to do that, and no fault can be
found with him, if the party romains in power ho
will romain in power; stili, if it doos net, ho should
be put out. H should take lithe fate of the party,
and go out with it. Those are the principles I enter-
tain. In the county I represent I know several people
who hold Government offices and who voted against me. I
find no fault with them for having voted against me, and even
if they have, in an inoffensive way, said something against
me. I would never ask for their dismissal on such grounds,
because they have a right to exorcise the franchise. But
when a civil servant takes the stump and goes to the extent
that some have gone to in my county, of breaking the
election laws for the purpose of defeating the candidate
whom they knew to be friendly to the Government, thon I
think such an officer should be dismissed. I say this publicly,
in this House and in the presence of the Goveiment.
But if civil servants only go to the extent of simply exer-
cising the franchise they should not be disturbed. These
are the three principles I lay down as guiding me in giving
my vote: Civil servants should have the franchise. If
they simply exorcise it they should not be disturbed. If
they exercise it in any other way, they should accept the
fate of their party, and either stand or fall with it.

Mr. MOMULLEN. When we consider that there are
between 3,000 and 3,500 civil servants, we must recognise
that this is an important question, and I do not think the
time devoted to its discussion has befn in any sense lost. In
1874 the ballot was introduced, and no doubt the Liberal
Government were quite willing to extend the franchise to
as many people as possible. Çonsequently, this clas was
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not excluded. We have had ten years' experience of the
ballot, and we have some reason to believe that those people
have not followed the course indicated by my esteemed
friend wbo has just sat down. If the civil servants
had adopted the course of simply voting and taking
no active part in support of either political
party, this discussion might not have taken place.
But we know that, notwithstanding the fact that they have
had the privilege of exercising the franchise in a quiet
way, under the operation of the ballot, there has been great
evidence, on the part of individuals at least, if not on the part
of the whole Civil Service, that they have, in many cases,
shown themselves to be partisan, and taken a prominent and
open part in the elections of this Dominion. Now, I contend,
in the interests of the Dominion, that it is highly desirable
that those people should be completely removed from any
political influence or sympathy which they might exercise
on behalf of any party. In the first place, take the Civil
Service in Ottawa. It is desirable that when there is a
change of Government the Government that comes in
should meet with a class of civil servants who have no
bitter political feelings, but are prepared to discharge their
duties as honestly and faithfully under the Government
coming into power as under the preceding Government. Now,
we have reason to believe that when the hon. member for
East York went into power in 1873 there were in the
Departments at Ottawa people who were willing,
from day to day and from week to week, to make
known to journals on the Opposition side little inci-
dents which transpired in the offices - they were
anxious to pick up and communicate anything with
which fault might be found, to their opponents. Now, I
care not what Government is in power, I hold that as long
as you perpetuate to those people the right to exorcise the
franchise you continue the feeling which will lead them to
do little things of that kind, that are very objectionable.
Now, is it not desirable to guard the franchise so as to secure
for the people of this Dominion the free and independent
exercise of that franchise, and, as far as possible, thus secure
the free and independent exorcise of their citizenship. We
are now considering the enfranchisement of something
over 3,000 individuals. If you scatter them among a num-
ber of evenly-balanced constituencies, where thcre are a
dozen or two in the service of the Government, you may
affect the returns of a dozen constituencies. I dare say
there are in this House a dozen or more who have been
returned with from ten to twenty of a majority. Well, if you
permit a certain number of civil servants in any particular
constituency to exercise the franchise, youare, to that extent,
aiding the Government of the day. I find that there is on
the list, at the present moment, no less than 1,753 civil
servant officers who, are eligible to be superannuated
to-morrow-that is, officers who have served in the Civil
Service over ton years. When they serve that time they are
eligible to be superannuated, and can fairly claim retiring
allowances or superannuation under that system. I am
sure that any gentleman who understands the extent of the
influence that, no doubt, can be exercised on the part of the
Government upon any of those who are seeking retiring
allowances under the operation of this statute, will easil
see how far their influence will go in a matter of that kind,
When you consider that they are looking forward, after
the expiration of those ton years, to some day getting a
retiring allowance at the hands of the Government, and
that their retiring allowance will largely depend on their
apparent service, along with the favor and kindness of the
Government, you must see that it would be natural on their
part to cultivate a kindly feeling on the part of those who
are in power. They are anxious in their own interests to
place themselves in a position, so that if it was necessary to
approach the head of the Department they would meet with
the kindly turn, which they might naturally expect if they
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were politically devoted to the cause of the head of that
Department. So I say that it is natural that they should
support the party in power, whichever party it may happon
to be. I say that this is not an independent and untrammelod
exorcise of the franchise by any means. You arc giving
ballots to mon who are going to cast them in their own
personal and individual interest. He cannot possibly separate
himself from the fact that it is his interest to keep on the
best terms with the party in power. Politics ias little con-
sideration for him, unless in his own personal interest, and it
is natural to suppose that ho would cast his ballot in favor
of the head of the Department, simply because he wants to
be on good terms with him. There is another point. I
understand that those civil servants pay no taxes; they
are not liable to be taxed for their income, and therefore I
do not think it is right that they should be permitted to
exorcise the franchise. It is a well known principle in
England that ihose who do not pay taxes should not be
permitted to vote, and it is a principle carried out in a good
many of the United States, so that I think the case of our
civil servants would not be worse than the case of others
who are similarly situated. The hon. member for King's
referred to the fact that Mr. Dorion, in introduciog
his Bill, did not suggest the disfranchisement of that
particular class. But if you look back to the discussion,
you will find that the former member for Ca.dwell, the
late Hon. John Hillyard Cameron, strongly advocated the
continuation of the provincial voters' lists. Other members
of the Conservative party took the same political view, but
hon. gentlemen opposite now turn round and hold an oppo-
site view. We can point to dozons of cases in which hon.
gentlemen opposite exprossed different political opinions in
the past from those they entertain now. I cannot deny the
propriety of the hon. members for Ottawa city advocating
the enfranchisement of the Civil Service. No doubt it is in
their own interest. It reminds me of a story about a mem-
ber of the Scotch Church, at the time of the disruption. He
was asked why ho did not come out and join the Freo
Church, and ho said he had five living reasons why ha
should not leave the church to which ho bolonged-a wife
and four children, and that the church contributed a certain
sum annually to his support. I dare say iliere are 600
living reasons why the hon. members for Ottawa bhould
support the enfranchisement of the Civil Service, because
no doubt their strong advocacy of this matter will croate a
kindly feeling which may be of advantage to them on a
future occasion. I believe, if we were privately and indivi-
dually to consult the feelings of the Civil Service, we would
find that a very large percentage of them would prefer
being placed in a position where they would not bo asked
or driven to exercise the franchise by either party. In
the next place, it is unreasonable to expect them to
sign petitions in favor of their being disfranchised.
that would be virtually saying to the party in power : We
do not want to support you; we do not choose to give you
our votes; we wish to be placed in the position of not
being obliged to vote for anybody. Yon would not expect
them to say to the party in power . We are opposed to you.
It would be unfair to them to place them in that position.
We know from the returns which have been laid before
Parliament, that there are in the city of Ottawa, at the
present time, 140 civil servants, who have received not only
their annúal salary for the services they perform, but some-
thing like $57,000 during the last year for extra services,
or an average of $412 apiece. You can hardly expect that
an oficer placed under obligations of this kind to the
Government he serves would be likely to give a very inde-

ndent vote. He would naturally say to himself: I have
n favored in a good many ways, and it is desirable, in

my own interest, in every way, that I should support the
party in power, who have treated me so kindly. You
deprive the judges of the right to exercise the franchise-
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why? Simply because they are the higher servants of the
Dominion; they are supposed to adjudicate on issues between
the two political parties; and it is proper that they should
b free from any bias. That is perfectly right; but it is
just as necessary that the Civil Service of this country should
be kept absolutely free from political influence, in order
that they may effioiently and faithfully discharge their
duties to the public. I have heard it stated that, in one of
the Departments in this city, from week to week and from
month to month, financial statements have been prepared
for publication in the Mail newspaper in Toronto, setting
forth the financial condition of this Dominion in a very
bright and glowing color. If this is done in any Depart-
ment of the Civil Service it is very wrong. I do not desire
to prevent any journal in the Dominion from using any
just means to procure information; but, for an official of
any Department to prepare statements for publication, in
order to put a bright side on the financial condition of the
Daminion, is exceedingly wrong and imprudent, and should
not be permitted. In order to prevent anything of that
kind, the Civil Service should be kept absolutely free from
political control; and unless you disfranchise- them alto-
gether, so that they will have no interest in the political
issues that come beforo the country fron time te time,
their political feeling will undoubtedly grow upon
them, because we know perfectly well that a man
who exercises the franchise from year to year becemes
more and more interested in the success of bis party. We
know, too, that men who are freed from the exercise of the
franchise gradually lose that one sidedness and that interest
in party politics which they might otherwise feel. We
know that mon who have had seats in Puarliament, and are
appointed county judges, at first show a little favoritisom to
their friends, but after being on the bench a number of
years they lose that feeling, and it would be almost impos-
sible to decide on which side of politics they were. It is
just as important that the mombers of the Civil Service
should be free from that kind of influence as the judges.
With regard to the superannuations, it is unfair to
place the civil servants in a positon to claim an
increased number of year's service whon they come
to retire. We know that in the past a great many yoars
have been added to the sorvice of thoso who havo roired on
the superannuation list, and the exponses of the country
have been very seriously increased thereby. Lt has been
stated by one gentleman that there are grounds to believe
that these additions have been made in some instances
through political favoritism. I do not say whether that is
the case or not, but it is highly desirable that such a state
of things should not be continued. The civil servant who
goes out at au election and does all kinds of dirty work,
whether ho is a Conservative or a Reformer, will naturally
expect to receive some favor in return. In every election
you will find public officials in almost every constituency
of the Dominion. It is decidedly wrong that they
should be required or permitted to do such duty.
They should not be pormitted to have any opportunity
whatever of taking part in any political contept.
During the last ton years they have proved them-
selves unworthy of the exorcise of the ballot; if they
have taken part in elections to such an extent as to warrant
this House in believing they are unable to make a prudent
and judicious exorcise of the franchise under the ballot, it
is but right, in the interests of the country and of the
Departments, that this privilege should be taken from thom.
Mon so devoted to one political party will, in the discharge
of thoir duties, try to make matters in their own offices to
appear in such a shape as to put the best side they possibly
can, on even a black cause. If the country requires any-
thing, it is a well prepared statement of its affairs every
year, it is an unvarnished and unbiased showing of the
actual facts in the Blue Booksi and in order to have that
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we must have a class of civil servants completely free from
party bias. I think very warmly on this question; I have
taken an active part in the investigation of the superannua-
tion question since I have had the honor of a seat in this
House, and I have been able to ferret out some of the
evils of the system. In many cases additions have been
made to our annual expenditure under the system, which
would not have been made if those in the service of the
country had not been devoted political partisans. Year after
year people have been superannuated, who, if they had not
given that evidence of deserving more than fair and
reasonablo treatment at the hands of the Government, would
not be to-day in the receipt of the very large amounts they
are drawing from the resources of the Dominion, living in
comfort and ease. I will take another opportunity of
making some remarks on the subject of superannuation. I
am opposed to the enfranchisement of any class which is
not in a position of exercising the privilege conferred upon
them as British subjects with that independence which
should characterise the exercise of the franchise; no matter
by whom it may be exercised. No doubt the city of Ottawa
is hold in the interests of the Government simply because a
large number of civil servants vote for the Government
candidate; no doubt they consider it their interests to con-
tinue in power any Government which is so kind as to give
to 140 of them $57,000 in a year for extra services ; it is
but human that they should. Just so long as they exercise
the franchise so long will the Government deem it desirable
to increase the expenditure year by year. We are anxious,
on this side, that the franchise should be given to all who,
by thoir circumstances and intelligence, are in a position to
exercise it independently and intelligently ; but as regards
the Civil Service, 1 am of opinion that they are not in this
position. I take the same stand in their regard as in the case
of the Indian; to give the franchise to tie one is equally
objectionable as te give it to the other.

Mr. CAMERON (Middlesex). The hon. member for
Ottawa (Mr. Taspé), in dealing with this question, evidently
had in bis mind's eye the large class of civil servants in
this city and the advantage that must necessarily result to
himself in being put on record as the defender of that class.
As I understand it, at his last election the hon. gentleman
had a majority of 317, while, as a matter of fact, there are
400 Civil Service employés in the Dapartments, supposed
to be Conservatives. The hon. gentleman said he had not only
a majority in the quarters of the city where the civil servants
reside, but also where the workingmen reside; but it is well
known that at that particular time there was a very large
development of daudelions on the Parliament grounds,
which required a large number of the workingmen of this
city to clear away. lKence originated the name "the dan-
delion brigade." The hon. member for King's (Mr. Foster),
in reading the Consolidated Statutes of 1859 and those of
1874, omitted to read a subsequent clause in the latter,
which materially alters the case. It is to the effect that ail
persons qualified to vote at the provincial elections shall ho
entitled to vote at the Dominion elections. In Ontario,
ofh*cials similar to those it is now proposed to disfranchise
have been disfranchised, such as postmasters in cities and
towns, and Customs officials. The hon. gentleman said that
these Civil Service officials occupy positions after passing
examinations under the Civil Service Act, but ho emitted
to state that the Act exempts a number of officials from
its operation. I do not wish to further detain the committee,
but as it is allegod that the license inspectors and Division
Court officiais in Ontario are active political agents, I
may state that in the riding I represent the chairman of
the Conservative Association is the Division Court clerk,
and the inspector of licenses under the Dominion License
Act is the vice-president.

Amendment negatived.
Mr, MOMULLu.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I would like to speak for a
moment on a question which I suppose is a question of
privilege. I will guard myself against bringing up any-
thing to provoke discussion. On the 18th May the hon.
member for South Huron (Sir Richard Cartwright) felt
himself constrained to appeal from a decision given by you,
Mr. Chairman. After that appeal had been taken I rose
and attempted to address you. The committee, misunder-
standing the object for which I rose, asked me to maintain
order, called upon me to sit down, and I need not read the
Kansard report which I have beside me, which shows that
there was a good deal of disorder in the House. I attempted
to make myself heard, but the committee got beyond your
control, and I therefore was unfortunate enough not to ho
able to attain that object. I suppose the committee were
fully of the opinion, as the reporters in the press gallery
seem to have been, that I desired to thrust myself on the
committee and on your ruling, and, after you had decided
that it should not be argued, to argue it. I do not care
personally for the comments in the press which have
appeared in conseguence of the misconception of the
position which I took, but I simply desire to read to the
committee what the Ilansard shows was the position which
I took :

" Listen to me. When the House was appealed to before, when the
Speaker was in the Chair, the Speaker said that, before the appeal was
decided upon, there should be a discussion as to the point."

When I rose, it was not to challenge your ruling, it was not
to refer to your ruling, but it was t3 avail myself of the pri-
vilege which I understood, by the ruling of the Speaker
before, I had, that before a point was submitted to him it
should be argued in the committee. The committee, being
in suci disorder, thought I was ondeavoring to force myself
on you and on the committee.

Sir JOIN A. MACDONALD. As this resolution has
been disposed of, and as there is another resolution on this
head which 1 intend to present, I do not think it would be
worth while to go into it now. Still, I do not think that
hon. gentlemen have carried out the arrangement, which
was that I was to have the opportunity of moving that
to-day. That was frustrated by the debate which arose, and
in which the hon. members have been repeating the same
thing over and over. I do not think the arrangement has
been carried out in a good spirit.

Mr. MILLS. 1 do not agree with the hon. gentleman.
He said ho wished to carry the two sub-sections of the 9th
section without carrying the section, and 1 told him that
there were three amendments which we desired to make,
one relating to the revising officer, the one just voted down,
and the one relating to the Indians. I thought that, as the
discussion on the Indian question was likely to be longer
than that on the other two, it would be more convenient to
take the other two first, and I intimated that whon I rose.
I would have taken my seat if the hon. gentleman had
intimated that it was his desire to begin with the Indians;
but knowing what the nature of the amendment was and
what sort of discussion was likely to take place on this par-
ticularly short day, I thought it was more desirable to get
the others disposed of, than to bring up a discussion which
we certainly could not have got through to-day. I do not
think the Minister is doing me justice in saying that there
was any violation of the understanding.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. There may be a inisunder-
standing, but I stated to the hon. gentleman that the First
Minister would make his motion about the Indians to-day
as section c, and that the hon. gentleman would thon make
his motion about the civil servants and that about the other
matter. I thought the hon. gentleman understood fully that
the First Minister was to move first, because I told him it
would be section c, coming immediately after sections a
and b.
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Mr. BLAKE. I do not know anything about the arrange.

ment, because I was not here, but I heard my hon. friend
from Bothwell make the suggestion that it would be more
convenient that these amendments should be moved first,
and the First Minister certainly did not indicate any dissent.
It was, in a manner, placed in his hands, and instead of
suggesting that there was any violation of an arrangement,
he entered into the question of the revising officer, and we
settled it, and the present discussion has been participated
in equally by both sides of the House.

Sir JOHN A.3MACDONALD. When the hon. gentle.
man moved his amendment 1 thought the discession would
be so short that I did not object to it, but the hon. gentle-
man was actually writing it while the hon. member for
West Elgin (Mr. Casey) got up and refused to sit down,
and spoke at large, without any amendment being before
the Chair, until the hon. gentleman made his motion. I
thought that unfair.

Mr. MILLS. The hon. gentleman will remember that I
rose before the hon. member for West Elgin and stated the
effect of the amendment I intended to propose. The amend-
ment was in the hands of my hon. friend beside me, but ho
was not here and his desk was locked, and I bad to write
out another amendment.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It is a misunderstanding,
and I shall say no more about it. Under these circumstances,
I move that the committee rise, report progress, and ask
leave to sit again.

Committee rose and reported progress.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved tho adjournmont

of the House.
Motion agreed to, and the House adjourned at 6:5 p. m.,

until 1:30 p. m. on Tuesday, the 26th May.

IHOUSE OF COMMONS.
T UEsDAY, 26th May, 1885.

The SpzAxa took the Chair at half-past One o'clock.

This document is signed by (A C) Samuel Atkinson, 0on-
servative; (A C) John West (his mark), Conservative;
(A C) Thomas Vogan, Conservative; (C) Frank Camp.
bell, M.D., Conservative; (A B C) A. G. Staley, Conser-
vative; (A B C) E. A. Pinnock, Conservative; (A B C) J.
J. Clark, Conservative; (A B C) Charles Rockin, Conser-
vative; (A B C) Henry Richmond Anthony Baly, Liberal
Conservative; (C) A. R. Davis, Liberal Conservative; (C)
James Hunter, Liberal Conservative; (C) J. Robinson,
Liberal Conservative; (C) Sableir Brothers, Liberal Con-
servatives; (C) John A. James, Liberal Conservative; (B
C) W. Heath, Liberal Conservative; (B C) James MoKim,
Independent Conservative; (C) W. J. Clark, printer, Liberal
Conservative; (B C) Nathaniel E. Low, P. L. Surveyor,
Liberal Conservative; (C D) James Redfern, Liboral Con-
servative ; (C) R. Collins, Liberal Conservative. There is
another name, J. F. Kent. It may have been struck out as
there is a mark through it, but I cannot tell. In connection
with the document there are two declarations, as follows:-

CANADA, PROVINCE or ONTAiRo, COUNTY OP BRUoi,
WIARToN, 21st May, 1885.

I, Alexander A. Campbell, of the village of Wiarton, county of
Bruce, hereby certify that I did personally wait on the parties marked
IC ," signers to foregoing declaration ; that I used no improper mean
nor misrepresented facts to obtain their signatures, and that the above
signatures are bondfile, and I make this solema declaration, conscien-
tiously believing the sarne to be true.

ALEXANDER A. CAMPBELL
Sworn before me, the day and year first above mentioned, at Wiarton,

in the county of Bruce.
A. M. TYSON, J. P.,

Oounty of Bruce.
We, the undersigned, Samuel Atkiuson, Walter ltoach HoHin and

Herman J. Spen ce, all of the village of Wiarton, in the county of Bruce,
hereby certify that we did accompany one Alexander A. Campbell when
he waited on the parties signing the above declaration, opposite whose
names are appended our several letters, and that the parties soindicated
didjfreely Bign their respective names, without improper solicitation on
the part of Campbell aforesaid, and that the signatures to which we
voucli are the bon fide signatures of the parties iherein named.

SAMITEL ATKINSON, for letter "A," 8 names.
W. R. HOLDIN, for letter "B," 8 names.
HE RH A N J. 8PENC E, for letter "D," 2 names.

Sworn before me this 21st day of May, 1885, at Wiarton, i the county
of Bruce.

PRAYErs. A. M. Tysoy, J. P.,
county of Bruce.

PRIVILEGE-PETITIONS AGAINST THE FRAN- I think, in the face of these facto, the allegation that the
CHISE BILL. signatures were obtained by fraud end misrepresentation

Mr. EDGAIR. Before the Orders of the Day are called, I cannot be maintained.
wish to refer to anarticle of the Ottawa Citizen, of this city. Mr. McNEILL. I suppose it devolves upon me to
On a former occasion, when I received a petition which I make a personal explanation with respect to the matter
asked the bon. member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills) to present, which the hon. gentleman has just brought before the
on which he had alleged there were twenty-eight Conserva- House. I received a letter from a gentleman living in
tive signatures, the Citizen made the charge that these sig Wiarton, who is, as every one will admit who knows him,
natures were probably obtained by forging them. A short as much respected for his conscientiousness and for his
discussion arose, and an impression was attempted to be left strict probity as any man in the county of Bruce or in the
upon the House that, if those names were not forgeries, Province of Ontario. That gentleman wrote 'to me in a
they were obtained by fraud or misrepresentation. 1 do not letter, which I have not here at this moment, but which I
think, in justice to those twenty-eight mon who signed that will take an opportunity of reading to the House, that the
petition, and in justice to the hon. member who presented signatures of the Conservatives on the petitions were
it, and to myself, who asked him to do so, the matter should obtained by misrepresentation of the grossest kind; and
remain in that position. Especially is this the case, as I among other misrepresentations used was the statement
today received a communication from Wiarton, the place that it was proposed by the First Minister to entranchise
where the electors were who signed the petition, from over the North-West Indians. And, if the names which have
twenty of those Conservatives who were alleged to have just been read were obtained under such a statement, after
signed it by fraud and misrepresentation; and I ask per- the explanation made by the First Minister to the louse,
mission to read this communication to the House on the I contend they were obtained by misrepresentation-I do
subje3t, as a matter of privilege. It is addressed to myself, not wish to make use of str onger terms. I contend that
and is as follows:- the names so obtained were perfectly valueless; and I am

" We, the undersigned Conservatives (and electors), desire, in the most satis fied that when I hear from Wiarton on the subject-
emphatie manner, to contradict the grose insinuation made in the flouse I will write to my correspondent-I will find that those
of Joinmons, to the effect that our names were secnred on the Wiarton
Petition against the proposed Franchise Bill byfraud and misrepresenta- gentlemen are stili under that apprehension, and those Who
tion, and we further desire so say that we think it quite consistent with have signed the document just read to the House did so
the principles professed by the biberal .onserrative party to proteston account of the r resentation made to them on the
against a meaure which we consider is intended to stifie publie opiion a
and the tre exercise of the frachis." 'second as we11 as the t occasion, tht it was propoeed to
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enfranchise Strike-him-on-the-back and all the other Indiansti1d us it was intended to include the Indiana in Manitoba
mentioned. aud British Columbia. Re stated that positively, in answer

Some hon. MEMBERS. And so it was. to my hon. friend. My hon; friend behind me (Mr.iMilis) was unable, as most of us wore unable, to understand
THE FRANCHISE BILL. how it could le that the hon, gentleman was bringing for-

House again resolved itself into Committee on Bill (No. ward this proposition, and li wanted further explanation
103) respecting the Electoral Franchise. than that which was accorded by the languagof the Bil

103)rospctîn theElecoralitseof, and this was the expianatien which the lion. gen-
On section 9, tleman mado-that it was to include the Indians of Mani-
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It was arranged that this toba and of British Columbia. My bon. friend thon asked

matter respecting the Indians should be finally concluded as to the Indians of the Territories, and the hon. gentleman
and voted upon on Saturday, and that on Tuesday we should answerod in the affirmative. We at that time supposed
commence with the clause respecting the registration of that the intention of the hon, gentleman was somowhat
voters; but better late than never. I stated on several liko that wbich li now proposes by this amendment,
occasions, when we were discussing matters with reference namely, that if it was the Indian on the reserve who was
to the franchise of the Indians, that the proper time to te have a vote, it should be when ho had a location ticket,
bring them up would be on the qualification of voters. I or a soparate holding. We did not thon conceive that the
have prepared a sub-paragraph, which I shall read. The hon, gentleman could have in lis own mmd the idea of
clause points out who shall not vote at elections, and as we permitting the Indian te vote who bad no sncb holding,
bave adopted a sub-section, providing that the revising but lad simply bis share of the titie which bis baud had in
barrister shall not vote for two years after revising the liste, the reserve itselfl It subsequentlyappeared, bowever,
that would be paragraph c and this will be d: that the language cf the 1i11 was capable cf such

Indians In Manitoba, Keewatin and the North-West Territories, and an interpretation, and now the hon, gentleman proposes
Indians on any reserve elsewhere in Canada, who are not in possession
and occupation of separate and distinct tracts of land on such reserves, have a vote ho shah vote if ho las in effect a separate boa-
and whose improvements on such separate tracts are not to the value tion ticket, on property improved to tho value cf 8150.
of at least $150 Witb reference to the explanation which the hon. gentle-

Mr. MACKENZIE. Occupation as owners ? man makes, li stated a very considrable time-I think,
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I have read it. perhaps, a fortnigbt or more-atter bis original statemont,
Mr. MACKENZIE. It is a distinction without a differ-that it was intended t include the Indians f Manitoba

ence. and British Columbia-ho stated that it was nt hie intn-
once.tien that they should vote. Ho stated that when ho intre.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon.gentleman may duced the provision in the Bibi bi d had been rather
think so, but I do not. It is drawn up by myself, though direcied te the Indian cf the Eastern Province, but of course
I think it is rather unfair that Indians should not vote whL ho could net got over the proposition that the language ef
have a right in the soil on which their improvements have the Bill roally included them, sud that his intention really
been made. But in order to prevent, as far as I can, any did include the Western Indians as well, because the
objection, I hold that Indians on a reserve, who have dis- languago of the Bill itsolf clearly included them, as we now
tinct and separate holdings, who have made improvements find cenfossed from the proposal which is brought before
-a bouse or other improvements-to the value of $150, us, and also because, in answer te a question by my
should have a vote, jast as much as any other occupant or hon. fricnd frora Bothwell, the bon. gentleman stated
tenant. I do not desire to enter into a discussion of the distinctly that sucb was bis intention. 1 suppose,
question of the propriety or impropriety of allowinig Indians Sirtînthe little plan te exeludo lhe Island of
on the reserves to vote at all. IL bas been discussed ad Prince Edward from the uniform application of the
nauseam, first on the interprotation clause and subsequently franchise laving fallen threugl, it laving beon found
at great length by a numer of hon. gentlemen opposite. that ifthat ittle plan succeeded, it could enly succaed by
I shall move this amendment. virtue et the destruction of the goueral 3riuciple of uni-

Mr. MACKENZIE. They will vote ad nauseam, too. fermity. We are now to apply the lon. gentleman's vague
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I have no doubt the votes observations on the second reading cf the Bill as te

we have given are a good deal of a sickener for the hon. podantic uniformity, te the Indian of Manitoba. The bon.
gentleman. gentleman, the declared friend cf uniformity, was netfriendly te pedantie unifermity; and he intimated that

Mr. BLAKE. The hon. gentleman has stated that the there would be occasions te assert the virtue cf diveraity
question as to the propriety or impropriety of Indians on and nonuniformity-as J say, most cf us supposed that
reserves voting has been very much discussed, that he does this was applicable te Prince Fdward Island; but after a
not propose to add any discussion to what bas already taken considerable time that plan failed, and now we bave get
place on that question, because it has been discussed ad wlere the pedantic uniformity comes in. It would be
nauseam. Well, I do not think the hon. gentleman has pedautie uniformity te give the Indians cf Manitoba a vote;
discussed that question very much himself. I do not think and, therefore, the Indians ef Manitoba are disquahified,
the hon. gentleman bas said very much in defence of while thosofette other Provinces are allowed te ve.
this clause, and from the benches which are filled by bis Well, I suppose it is really because the bon. gentleman
usual followers, there have proceeded, from time to time, toit that the Indians were iu tee close preximity te thoso
from more than one of bis supporters, observations indica- euphemistically named chiefs which the hon. member for
tive of opposition to this clause, as now proposed to be North Bruce alluded to a moment ago-Strike-him-on-the
amended. Now, Sir, although the hon. gentleman thiaks Back, Poundraker, Big Bear, and the others-in too close
that there has been quite sufficient discussion to enable the proximity te them, at any rate in the minds of the people,
committee to dispose of this clause, I do not share bis and tee mucl associatod with recent tragie events, te
opinion, because I have not yet beard any ground attempt te force the proposition with reference te them on
upon which this clause, with its qualifications, can be the people; but if it was bis intention that the Indiana of
properly adopted. When the hon. gentleman first brought Manitoba ahonld have a vote, thon we find that a very largo
forward this measure ho was asked, upon the interpretatiounumber cf the Indiaus cf that Province, by virtue of the
clause, what he meant with reference to the Indians, and hobon. gentlenan's second thouglt and botter advice, are
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placed in a different position. Now, Sir, the hon. gentle-
man has not, as I have said, argued out this question. le
strikes out the Indians in Manitoba, in Keewatin, and in
the North-West Territories; he therefore admits that under
the Bill, not merely the Indian in Manitoba, but also the
Indian of the District of Keewatin, and the Indian in the
North-West Territories, would have a vote. You will
observe that the hon. member for North Bruce and others
have said that it was not intended by this Bill to give the
Indians in the North-West Territories a vote, but if the Bil
does not do that why does the hon. gentleman exclude
him just now ? Of course, we know perfectly well
that at this instant the North West Territories have not
representation in Parliament, and therefore at this instant
the Indians of the North-West Territories would not have
a vote; but this Bill is intended to be the imperishable
memorial of the hon. gentleman's name and fame, to be
handed down to future generations. It therefore ought to
be prepared totus, teres, atque rotundus, so as to require no
alteration or change to be made in that day when the
North-West Territories shall have representation. He
anticipates that day; he is providing for including the peo-
ple of the North-West Territories with the view of giving
them representation; and the hon. gentleman, anxious to
prescribe how they shall be represented, what persons
shall be qualified to exercise the franchise in those Terri-
tories, when they are to be represented, takes time by the
forelock-or shall I say by the scalplock ?-and says before-
hand ta Poundmaker, and Big Bear-perhaps neutralising
the conciliatory efforts of his agents who are now engaged
operating with those eminent citizens : Gentlemen, to you
I give notice even now, that in the happy day which is
coming when the North-West Territories shal be repre-
sented, yon shall be excluded from that most
valuable privilege of the capable citizen. Now, with
reference to the Indians on the reserves, elsewhere
in Canada, the hon. gentleman proposes to exclude
the Indian, who is not in possession and occupa-
tion of a separate and distinct piece of land in the reserve,
and whose such separate tract is not of the value of $150,
The hon. gentleman does not by that proposition in the
slightest degree answer the difficulties suggested from this
side of the louse. He doos not answer the difficulty as to
the dependent position of the Indian there, as to the ward-
ship of that Indian, as to the character of his holding, by
whose g ace ho gets it and holds it, and what his
relations r are to the band and to the Superintendent
General. On the contrary, under the provision as it stood
before, the Indian was more independent than he is under
this provision, because under the law as it stood, if the whole
reserve was divided up amongst the Indians would amount
in value to such an amount as would give the qualification,
any one of the Indians would have the right to vote, a right
which the hon. gentleman could not deprive him of-a right
which he would hold by Act of Parliament, not by the grace
of the Superintendent General; but the hon. gentle-
man, pretending to give an advantage, says to the
fHouse that though ho thinks it rather unfair to the
poor Indian to deprive the other Indians of their
votes, he will not give it as a right, but as a favor
to those to whom he gives location tickets or who have
separate holdings ; so that no Indian shall have a right to
the vote unless ho gets a location ticket-that which he
does not hold absolutely or by a form of title, as any other
citizen. Now, Sir, we are considering the question of the
future franchise of the inhabitants of Canada, and we have
a pioposal from the hon. gentleman with reference to the
Indian franchise which ought to have been accompanied by
those statements which, as a Minister of the Crown, as the
First Minister, as the Superintendent General of Indian
Affairs, as the promoter of this .Bill, it was the hon. gentle-
man's duty to have laid before us. We ought to have
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learned from the Ion, gentleman how many Indians would
have been enfranchised under this proposal. We ought to
have learned what the present condition of things is, and
what ho expects it to be. In discussions in the
English House of Commons, upon proposals tg enlarge the
franchise, statements with reference to the effect of the pro-
posed enlargement, and calculations as to the numbers of
citizens who would be made capable of enjoying that fran-
chise, have always been made and have formed the subjects
of discussion. Here, after a long, after, the hon. gentleman
says, a too long discussion, he brings down a proposal to us
which he did not choose to indicate earlier, and we have no
statement of its probable effects, or of the number of per-
sons out of the 105,000 [ndians in the Dominion of Canada
who are to be enfranchised by it. Is it a mensure for the
enfranchisement of the Indians as a whole, in the body ?
How does it affect British Columbia? I am not prepared to
say, but I daresay my hon. friends from that Province-
except the hon. member for Victoria, B.C. (Mr. Baker), who, I
believe, declared the other day that he thought the Indians
ought to have a vote-are, some of them, at any rate, pretty
well satisfied with the Bill. I presume that out of the
35,000 Indians in British Columbia, a very small number
will get the franchise, and I presume that they may have a
pretty good expeotation that the system of giving separate
holdings upon the comparatively small reserves that exist
in that Province, will be more extensively appliod. But
with reference to the older Provinces, to which the hon.
gentleman says his attention was especially directed in pre-
paring this measure, I ask what is to be the effect of the
franchise ? How many have such separate holdings ? Is the
amount to be confined even te the location ticket ? The
question is brought before the flouse by the hon, gentleman
once again saying that he is reluctant in making this change,
that he thinks it is hardly fair to a great many of the
Indians. To how many of them is it unfair ? What pro.
portion of the Indians are being treated with harshness in
restricting the franchise to them, as he says it will be
restricted ? And what proportion are now being benefited ?
The latter will be a very variable quantity; it will depend
largely upon the urgency and pressure of the local
agent and of the Superintendent General as to the ex-
pedience of separate holdings on the reserves and the con-
ditions upon which these holdings are to be given.
Now, a good many gentlemen have been disposed
to treat this question, as the hon. gentleman, in the words
be threw out, treated it-that it was hardly fair t ethe
Indians, that he was sorry to do it-in a somewhat senti-
mental manner. I maintain that those of us who object ti
the hon. gentleman's proposal te give votes te the tribal
Indians living on the reserve are net, by any such objec-
tion, in the slightest degree, open to thepharge of want of
sympathy with the Indian. On the contrary, we have sym-
pathised in time past, and in spite of the tragic events
of the past few weeks we, too, to-day do sym-
pathise-.who but eau sympathise ?-with the nature
and condition of these, if not original, at any
rate immemorial, owners of the soil upon whioh our
ancestors intruded. But it is not the case that
sympathy is to be the ground upon which the franchise
is to be extended. I had occasion myself, when I filled
the office of Minister of Justice, to consider a case with
reference to some of these Indians whom the hon. gentle-
man to-day is excluding-Indians in the district, I think,
of Keewain, and I felt a very deep sympatby with two of
them, two sons. I will state the circumstances. They
had delib'rately murdered their aged mother. i was called
upon to say what, if any, proceedings should be taken
against them ; and it appeared from incontestible testimony
that these unfortunate heathen Indians had nourished for
generations the belief that an aged woman, such as she was,
approaching the period of death, under certain circum-
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stances became possessed of supernatural but maleficent
powers, and could and would, unless slaughtered, be the
death, not merely of her family, but also of large numbers
of the tribe to which she belonged. Under their religion,
if you can so use the phrase, it became a part of the duty
of these two sons to put an end to their mother; and they
discharged it with tears and grief, as a religious duty
incumbent upon them by their laws, rites and ceremonies,
to avert the result to which I have referred. That is the
sort of people wbo are to be excluded from the franchise by
the hon. gentleman's amendment, -and who, but for that
amendment, would be included. Being satisfied this was
their ancient rule, I felt it would not do to take proceed-
ings with the view tob ang those two, and I ordered a per-
sonal visit to be made to every individual of the band, the
law and customs of our country to be explained to them,
and to be pointed out to them that any repetition or
attempt to repeat such a crime would be followed by the
utmost rigor of the law ; but I felt that, under the circum-
stances, it would do more harm than good to take further pro.-
coedings with reference to the aet that was past. These are the
class to which the hon. gentleman, but for his amendment of
to-day, was going to give the franchise; and I can say we can
sympathise with these people, we can bear with them, we
can tolerate many things as due to ancient, ingrained habit,
customs, and religion so called, we can deal tenderly with
them-without at all agreeing that they are capable
citizens, proper to be entrusted with the franchise. They
are not, in a word, fit to vote. For innumerable generations
they lived, as hunters principally, a nomad life, and they
had their own civilisation, their own rules, their own
notions of manly virtue, their own vices and faults, and we
came here and we added some of our vices to them. We
gave them the appetite and the means of drink, and we gave
them painful and loathsome disease, and our efforts to civi.
lise them have been very largely, no doubt, a failure. I
once before, on an Indian debate, adverted to the strength of
the wild strain in the blood of the Indian. I told the House
some years ago of two cases, to my own knowledge, of young
men, school fellows of my own for many years, apparently
very civilised, well instructed, capable in all respects, but who,
after they had grown up among thç haunts of men so instruct-
ed and with the opportunities of leading such a life as we
would prefer, returned, at mature years to the band, and to
the wild life of the Indian. You cannot hope 'in any brief
space, in a space which you can measure, even in a few
generations, to extinguish that wild strain in the blood, and
thoe longings for the tri bal life, and the free life and the
wild life of the Indian. It is useless, therefore, to discuss
this question, as if such a solution of it were to be -obtained
by all the efforts we can use, and by all the efforts we have
been putting forrard by example, by local agents, by school
teachers, by missionaries, by priests, by their being sur-
rounded by the habitations of white settled people. If all
that bas done so little, what is the giving of a vote going
to do more? It is not going to help the Indians; it is
going, as you propose to give it, to add another element to
hidegredation, and to degrade the white along with him.
Now what is the position ? I stated the position with
reference to the Indian early in this debate, immediately
after the hon. gentleman bad made bis explanation, and I
reinforced that position then by a perusal of the relevant
parts of the Indian Act. 1 am not about to advert
again to them, though the hon. gentleman's amendment and
the language with which he put it in your bands, Sir, renders
it absolutely necessary that they should be adverted to
agaià, to show how utterly he bas mistaken or 'chooses to
misread the whole discussion. I am not myself, however,
about to advert again in detail to the provisions of the Act,
but I say they are provisions-and I read them and I
proved it-which show that the Indian is not within the
meaning of those words as applied to the exercise of the

Mr. BLAKE.

franchise, which show that the tribal Indian living on his
) reserve, even although he has this separate holding, under

the bon. gentleman, is not a capable citizen. I say he is
not. I say you disqualify- him, you incapacitate him in
many of those respects which we call the primary and
essential elements of manhood and citizensbip; and while
you disqualify him and incapacitate him in these, you have
no right to give him the crowning badge, the flower of
freedom-the vote. You tell him: You shall not deal
with your own, with what we call by courtesy your own,
as you like. Why ? Be -ause you have not capacity to do
it, because you will be deceived, because you are too
improvident, because you must have a Superintendent
General, a Deputy Superintendent General and a local
agent to look after you, to control you, to matage you, to
husband your reserve, to decide which of you shall have a
holding, to dispense favors among you, to assist you in the
determination ofwhom shall be your chiefand so forth. But
you say to him: There is a process by whicb, by certain
gradations, after an interval of years, having proved
by your conduct in the first place and by your conduct later,
having undergone a period of probation, that you are fit for
enfranchisement, you shall be enfranchised and become a
free man, and shall have a vote as you ought to have a vote.
But now, you say, while all these badges of war, of tutelage,
of inferiority, of incapacity remain-while they romain upon
your Statute Book marked upon the Indian and bis life,
while-they remain in actual practice, while you declare it
would be the worst thing in the world for the Indian to
remove them, while you say the operation of enfranchise-
ment cannot be even accelerated without danger, while
tbis is your own description in your own laws of the con.
dition of the Indian, you say to this Indian so cireun-
stanced: We will give the franchise. He cannot take care
of himself, we have to take care of him; but, incapable as he
is of -taking care and controlling bis own, we will give him
the right to manage our affairs. We have to manage bis, ho
sball manage ours. Now the Province of Ontario bas a num-
ber of equally balanced constituencies, in several of which
there are Indian reserves, and the attempt of the hon. gentle-
man is practically to control the white vote in those
constituencies by the addition of the Indian vote. And ho
bas two great forces to assist him in bis government. He,
the First Minister, the dispenser of the favors of Parliament,
the dispenser of the bounty of the nation, the ruler of the
Indian, bis guardian,ban help himself well enough; but that,
perhaps, is not alone enough, so he bas the hon. gentleman
bis colleaugue beside him, the hon. the Minister of Customs;
for I see by the Orange Bentinel, in its last edition, that
there is an outburst of joy on the proposai to give the tribal
Indians the vote because of the number of Orange lodges
among them. So that, with what the bon. gentleman the
First Minister as Superintendent General and the bon. the
Minister of Customs as the representative in this Govern-
ment of the Orange body, the bon. gentleman is quite sure
that the Indians of Ontario will vote right, anyway. The
whites are to be so ruled, the white electors in the constitu-
encies are to be so ruled, are to be ruled by virtue of the
hon. gentleman and the Minister of Customs, as an influential
Orangeman, having an influence over the Indians. As I
have said, I am not about to advert in detail to the clauses
of the Act, but I am about to do what I have not done hith.
erto, I am about to refer you to somé passages in the hon.
gentleman's own report; not the report of his deputy, not
the report of bis local agents, important as they are; but
every passage which I shall read to you is a passage in the
bon. gentleman's own report, signed by himself as
Superintendent General of Indian Affairs, indicating to
my mind as clearly as possible the monstrous character of
the proposai he now brings forward. In the report for the
year ended the 30th June, 1879, theb hon. gentleman stated
this:
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"it willgive your Excllency pleasure to learn that the condition of

the aboriginal inhabitants of the Dominion is, on the whole, not only
satisfactory, but gradually and surely improving. In the older Prov-
inces, they have in many cases attained to an intellectual and educa.
tionat standard not second to that of their white neighbors, engaging
with-,much uccess ie agriculture, mechanies, commerce, and the
learned professions, and takini a creditable part in social and religlous
life and in the political government of the country.
I need hardly say that these observations applied as a rule
-at any rate the last one-to the enfranchised Indian bo
cause the unenfranchised Indian had no vote. But now,
after that rose-colored statement ot the condition of the
Indian in the older Provinces has been read-and I should
like to hear the number of instances to which it applies in
the Province of Nova Scotia-

Mr. KIRK, Not one.

Mr. BLAKE-In the Province of New Brunswick, in the
Province of Prince Edward Island, and in the Province of
Quebec, and even in the Province of Ontario-I do not
deny that it applies to some cases, but they are rari nantes
in gurgite vasto-the majority are in the other condition-
what does ho say ?

" In Ontario, more especially, they are abandoning the old tribal
system and the state of ttelage which it involves, assimilating with the
rest of the population, and assuming ail the rights, privileges and im-
munities of citizens."

The hon. gentleman's general observation, you will thus
find, is applied particularly by him to the Province of
Ontario, and, when ho comes to give us the description of
the most advanced in the Province of Ontario, what is the
test of advancement which he gives us, what is the main
and crucial test of advancement which he gives ? It is this:

" In Ontario, more especially. they are abandoning the old tribal
system and the state of tutelage which it involves, assimilating with
the rest of the population, and assuming ail the rights, privileges and
immunities of citizens."

There is the process of emancipation, there is the process
of enfranchisement which the hon, gentleman rejoiced to
see going on, which he was desirous to See go on still
further, and which was to result, after the abandonment of
the tribal system, after the abandonment of the state of
tutelage which the tribal system involves, in an assimi-
lation with the rest of the population, and thon the assump-
tion of all the rights, privileges and immunities of citizens.
But now, while yet they are tribal Indians, while yet they
do not abandon, and do not choose to abandon, the tribal
system, while yet they are in the state of tutelage which that
tribal system involves, as I have here confessed under
the signature "John A. Macdonald," which follows a page
or two further on, while yet they are in that state of tutelage
while yet they decline to assimilate with the rest of the
population, while yet they decline so to acquire, so to
assume, to repeat the hon. gentleman's language, ail the
rights, privileges and immunities of citizens, the hon. gen-
tleman proposes to give them rights, privileges and immuni-
ties which we should rejoice to see them have if they were
citizens like ourselves, but which the hon. thon and always
hitherto thought incompatible with the retention of the
tribal system, incompatible with the state of tutelage which
it involves, incompatible with a non-assimilation with
the rest of the population, incompatible with the non-as-
6umption of all the rights, privileges and responsibilities of

izens. ow shall these mon decide for us what-
the political governnent of the country is to be ? How
shall they decide for us what our rights are to be ? How
shall they decide for us what is the due and the proper
course of a free man, when they are not free men them-
selves ? That is what the hon. gentleman proposes. Is it
fitting that those who are in a state of tutelage should con-
trot the free men ? And yet the hon. gentleman says here
that the tribal system involves a state of tutelage. And
ho says that those who are in the state of tutelage shall con-
trol the free men. The hon. gentleman adheres to the view

that, because ho is thoir tutor, because ho is the man who
has them in a state of tutelage, they shall vote, so as to
control the free expression of the free citizens of this coun.
try. Thon, in the reports for the next year, the hon. gen-
tleman himself-for I say I adhere only to reports which
are signed by his own name-says:

" The small Wyandotte band, whose reserve is situate I in the town.
ship of Anderdon, in the county of Essex, will this year have completed
their three years term of probation for enfranchisement, and wilIlthen
he entitled, under the provisions of the Indian Act of 1880, to letters
patent for their respective holdings, and to have the capital at their
credit in the hands of the Government divided among them, and, upon
this taking place, hey wil cease to be Indians in every respect within
the meaeing 01 the law."1

So there is a statement, obviously with gratification, of the
result of the provisions for enfranchisement in their prao-
tical application. Thon, when the hon. gentleman goes on
to discuss the conditions of some of the Indians who are to
be enfranchised, ho, as I have said, indicates time and again,
their dependent condition. For example, speaking of the
Indians of the Province of Quebec, whose reserves are more
favorably situated, as respects soil and climate, ho says :

" They are lese nomadic in their habits, they live in villages or on
reserves, and the wigwam is, with them, a thing of the past. There is,
however, but little progress among them; although they have, as a rale,
abundance of land of good quality, from the cultiration of which, if pro-
secuted with ordinary vigor, they might procure an ample subsistence
for themselves and families, and, in order to encourage them to do so,
seed grain, potatoes and garden seeds, are supplied to such of them as
have land prepared for the same."

Take your Indian, give him his allotmont, lot him have his
separate holding, his shanty worth $150, and his fonce and
so forth worth 8150 of improvements upon it, and thon let
the Superintendent General, forsooth, docide that ho has
properly prepared his ground and is entitled to some seed
grain-potatoes or garden seeds-or the contrary; and, the
Superintendent General having decided whether ho shall
have the raw material for the cultivation of the ground,
give him the vote, the free vote which ho will exercise, no
doubt withont the slightest regard to the power of the
Superintendent General to say to him: You shall have the
.seeds and roots for planting your ground, or not, and it is
in my judgment whether you shall have them or not. The
hon. gentleman goes on to speak of the western counties of
Nova Scotia:

"The Indians of these counties pay but littie attention to the culti-
vation of the soil. The efforts of the Departtnent hve beee for several
years unceasingly directed towards inducing them te settle on
and cultivate lands on their reserves, and in the furtherance of
this object seed grain, potatoes and garden seeds are, distributed
every spring among such of them as are disposed to use them; and
although, as a general thing, the attempt to make an agricultural
people of them has hitherto proved unsuccessful, yet the reports from
some localities of Indians adopting that mode of obtaining a subsistence
are ,ufficieutly encouraging to justify increased efforts bAing put forth
ia that direction."'

There is your free man again ; there are the Indians of the
western paat of the Province of Nova Scotia, living on their
holdings, and being persuaded by the Superintendent
General to cultivate the soil by an annual distribution of
seed grain, potatoes and gardon seeds, amongst those dis-
posed to use it. Of course they will vote against the
Superintendent General:

" In the eastern counties of the Province a healthier condition of
matters exist, especially is this the case in the Island of Cape Breton,
where the Indians live for the most part ie houses, make good use of
the seed given them by cultivating their lands and raising crops of
sufficient importance to materially aid in the support of themselves and
their families."

There you see where they are botter off, where they actually
live in houses-the most part of them-even there, Sir, the
seed annually given them to persuade them to cultivate the
soil, and not to support themselves-O no, that is not to be
expected-but to aid materially in supporting themselves.
Such is the case in your own Province, Mr. Chairman, and
I have no doubt that you, Sir, free to speak, and untied, as
you have been to that Chair for a long time, we would hear
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you strongly denouncing this proposition of the hon. gentle-
man, from the intimate knowledge you must have of the
red men in whose vicinity you live:

" The Superintendent of the Indians in the northern and eastern
counties of the Province of New Brunswick, reports an improvement on
the whole in their condition, and he anticipates a continuance of the
same, owing te the commencement last spring "-
Now, what improved these Indians in the year 1880 ? What
made them botter off ? What made them more capable-
citizens to exercise the franchise ? I will tell* you what
it was:

I Owing te the commencement last spring of the system of distribut-
ing seed among such of the Indians as were cultivating land, instead of
hnding the money te them as had been previously the practise, when it
was used for other purposes than that for which it was ntended."

They had a present each spring to buy seed. They were
not teobe trusted with the money, because they used it for
other purposes. The Department had to go back and treat
them like children, and give them the seed itself, and, Sir
John A. Macdonald, the Superintendent-General, reporte a
material improvement in the condition of the Indians of
New Brunswick, because the Superintendent had resorted
to the practice of restraining them by giving them the
actual seed instead of the money. There is a similarity
among them to the Indians I recollect reading about whom
the hon. gentleman is disfranchising in the North-West,
who boiled the seed potatoes, who cooked the seed grain,
and who ate the oxen for the plow, and the cows that were
intended to give milk and for breeding purposes. Even
giving them in kind did not always answer the purpose. I
should not be surprised-in point of fact I have it in some
of these reports, that even giving the seed in kind did not
always secure the planting of the seed by the more civilised
Indians in the eastern part of the country. That is the
botter part; then on the west side of New Brunswick there
is a statement with reference to Victoria and Madawaska,
where the agent says:

" The Indians of those counties are industrious, temperate and con-
tented, and that they are every year advancing slowly but surely
towards a higher state of civilisation."

Thon he goes on to say of the Indians on the west side
New Brunswick:

" Those Indians, like their brethren of the western counties of Nova
Scotia, are unsettled in their habits ; "
Now, Sir, what is the independent voter, the independent
Indian voter in western New Brunswick, in the habit of
doing ? What do you think the Superintendant General
complains of ?

" And the constant appeals- te the Department for increased assis-
tance indicates but little advancement towards their becoming self
supporting and independent."
It was rather an annoyance, you know, to be called on to
give out the public money to assist the Indian before he
was an independent voter, but now that ho has become a
free and independent voter, how rejoiced the hon. gentle-
man must be to know that the Indian on the west side of
New Brunswick is improvident, that ho uses up his money
and means too fast, because ho will have to come to him and
say: Please lot me have some money; please give me some
assistance, some blankets, some food, esomething to cultivate
my land with. And the Superintendent General will be
generous, the Superintendent General will be gracious, he
will scold him no more, and he will take care that his just
and reasonable requests for pauper relief are acceded to;
and so lie will secure hie independent vote. Thon the hon.
gentleman goes on to discuss a most interesting topie-the
elevation of the Indians by means of education. Of course,
we know that the process of elevation is slow, and that it is
by dealing with the young alone that we can hope for
material progress. He says:

" The greatest obstacle te the successful education of Indian children
at day schools consists in the irregularity of their attendance, caused in
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part by the neglect of their parents to oblige them to attend, and by
the frequent absence of many families from the reserves while fishing,
hunting and berry-picking. In order to remedy this state of things as
far as possible, the teachers bave been instructed to adapt to the penods
of vacation the time when the Indians will be absent from the reserve."

There you see the difficulty. The Indian is not morely
irregular, nomadic, absent himself, but he does not cause
he children to attend, and he frequently takes the child
away from the reserves on his expedition. Thon, the plan
recently adopted in connection with Indian day schools in
Manitoba, Keewatin and the North-West Territory, of
granting bonuses to teachers, etc., is stated. Then the hon.
gentleman goes on to deal with general observations of
high consequence:

" And the Indian day school is, however, under the best of circum-
stances, attended with unsatisfactory resuits, the Indian youth, to enable
him to cope successfully with bis brother of white origin, must be dis-
associated from the prejudicial influences by which he is surrounded
on the reserves of bis baùd."

There is the statement-the reserve band surrounds the
Indian with prejudicial influences, and if yon are going to
elevate the young Indian, if you are going to put him on a
par, and bring him by degrees up to the standard of bis
white brother, you must disassociate him from the prejudi-
cial influences of the surrounding band.

" Ana the necessity for the establishment more generally of institu-
tions whereat Indian children, besides being instructed in the usual
branches of education will be lodged, fed, clothed "-

Now what? Listen, fathers of families throughout Canada;
listen to the character of the persons who are to have votes
and control your destinies. What is to be done with the
children who are to be elevated ?-
"kept separate from home infi iences, taught trades and instructed
in agriculture, is becoming every year more apparent."

Kept separate from home influences! That is the character
of the Indian parent, that is the character of the Indian
voter. That is the elevated condition in which the Super-
intendent General says the Indian voter of to-morrow
occupies-not merely of to-morrow but of" of old to-mor-
row." That is the character of the parent-that if the
Indian daughter, or the Indian son, is to be advanced, if
real progress is to be made, if he is to be put in a position in
which he can cope with his white brother, one of the condi-
tions stated by the right hon. gentleman is, that he is to be
taken away from the reserves, and a second condition, is,
that he is to be kept separate from home influences. It is
these people who are to control our destinies. Every year
it is becoming more apparent, in spite of the hon, gentle-
man's long continued effort, that if you are going to make
anything of the Indian in the sense of the white man, you
must do it through education of the young, and that if
you are going to educate the young Indian successfully
You must take him from the prejudicial influences of the
reserves, you must keep him separated from home influ-
ences, and it is these home influences which have been
potent enough and prejudicial enough to induce the lon.
gentleman to give the tribal Indians the franchise. Then
the hon.gentleman has pointed out the prejudicial condition
of affairs upon the bands, and goes on to discues the ques-
tion of tribal government:

" Convinced of the desirability of introduciag, as soon as Indian
bands are prepared for it, a better system of managing their local
affairs than the one which at present prevails among them, under which
the chiefs (who in many cases are hereditary, and therefore may or may
not fairly represent the intelligence of the band) control such matters-
the Departnent despatched a circular to the various Indian superin-
tendents and agents calling upon them to report whether the: bands
under their supervision were sufficiently enlightened to justify the con-
clusion that the inauguration of a simple form of municipal government
among them would be attended with success."

The hon. member for Bothwell (Mir. Mills) read this extract
a little while ago; but the hon. gentleman must have for-
gotten it, and it is to bring it to hie remembrance that I
read it again.
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Mr. HIESSON. It is to take up time.
Mr. BLAKE. The hon. gentleman says it is to take up

time. I deny the hon. gentleman's statement.
Mr. IESSON. It looks very much like it. That quo.

tation has been read half a dozen times.

Mr. BLAKE. I tell the hon. gentleman that I have yet
hope that even the hon. gentleman may yet see light upon
this question. I yet entertain the hope that though the
hon. gentleman cannot answer our arguments, yet he may
be convinced by them, even though it may require a
surgical operation to achieve that result. I do not know
whether it will require chloroform in order that that
surgical operation may be performed; but whatever is pos-
sible must be done in order to convince him, and if not to
convince, to convict the hon. gentleman. The right hon.
gentleman said he was convinced as to the advisability of
introducing as soon as possible among the Indians a botter
system of government. What was that better system? A
simple form of municipal government was that better
system, according to the hon. gentleman's own words. He
was not, however, satisfied as to their being sufficiently
enlightened for a simple form of municipal government, so
he sent his agents to find out whether, in their opinion, the
Indians were sufficiently enlightened for the introduction
among them of such a system with success. The question
was whether the Indians were snfficiently enlightened to
justify the conclusion that they should have a simple form
of municipal government. What was the answer ?

" From the majority of its officers who have replied to the circular,the
reports received led to the conclusion that the Indian bande within
their respective districts are not sufficiently advanced in intelligence for
the change,"

We have it in these reports; they have not been brought
down. Allusion is made to some of them, and extracts are
given ; but it would be most interesting to know what was
the view of these agents in regard to the condition of the
Indians. But we have the summing up of the right hon.
gentleman-a most favorable summing up, for he wanted to
accomplish bis plan, and his only doubt was whether bis
wards were sufficiently enlightened to permit of their being
entrusted with a simple form of municipal government
with success. He enquires of the local superintendent. He
receives as an answer that they are not sufficiently enlight-
ened to have such a system as is proposed. In 1881 the
Indians are deemed to be sufficiently enlightened to intro-
duce among them a simple form of municipal government;
and yet the right bon. gentleman now proposes to give them
power to govern this whole Dominion.

" An attempt will, however, be made at an early date to obtain the
consent of the more advanced bands to the establishment of some such
system."

It is stated how it was to be done:

" It is thought that a council, proportionate in number to the popula-
tion of the band, elected by the male members thereof, of twenty-one
years and over, and presided over by a fanctionary similar to the reeve
of a township, might answer the purpose; or in its initiatory stage the
council might be presided over, with better resulta, by the local Indian
superintendent or agent."

There you have the same hon. gentleman; you have the
suggestion that the hon. gentleman's deputy might with
botter results preside over the municipal council. Now I
pass to the next year, where I find the hon. gentleman deals
with the Indians of the older Provinces again. lie says:

" It is to be regretted that so many of the Indians of the older Pro-
vinces, although poseessing lands of firat-class quality, situated within
easy reach of good markets, and residing in the vicinity of white farmera
from whom they might, if so disposed, acquire a knowledge of farming
profitably, evince such inability to profit by these advantages."

That is their condition. They have first-clams land, they
are within easy reach of good markets, they reside near

white farmers from whom they could acquire a knowledge
of profitable farming; but even with all these advantages
they were unable to farm with advantage. Yet the hon.
gentleman now proposes to enfranchise them and give them
power to decide our destinies and to vote for membors of
this flouse. .

" Their farmg, generally apeaking, are not only rmanaged in such a
way as to afford profitable returas, but in tao nsuy cases they do not
produce sufficient to meet the wants of thoir families."
They have no rent to pay, they have firstelass lands, but
with all these advantages they arc unable to produce
sufficient to provide for their-families.

" And consequently basket making, axehandle nanufacturing, bead
work, moccasin making and other Indian handicraft have to be resorted
to in order to supply the deficit ; and to dispose of these articlos the
Indians have to visit numerous places, and thus their old, and to theni,
congenial habit of wandering about the country is fostered, which is at
tended with evil results to then, morally and materially."
What is to be done for the Indian aftor this description of
bis condition ; with the Indian in the older Provinces who
possesses such advantages and is surroundered by suuh
favorable circumstances ? Is ho to be loft to himuseli ?

" The appointment oflocal agents possessing a practical knowledge
of farming, who would instruet the Indians in that art, and in raisiug
and taking care of live stock, and in keeping their buildings and fences
in repair, would no doubt effect a change for the better in the condition
of the Indians of these Provinces."

You want to establish a man who will be bis guardian, who
will teach him te farm, how to care for stock, how to keep
up bis fonces and bis buildings. He could lot do those
things himself. Quis custodiet ipsos custodes.

'' The services otan active inspector, possessing suflicient knowle Igo
in such matters, to enab!e him to judge whether or not matters were
being properly managed on the reserve, would also be of incalculable
benefit."

You want some one over the Indian as instructor, you want
a local superintendent to go thore with authority from hoad-
quarters, to show that headquarters are watching over tho
local agents who are watching over the Irdians, and thus
see that everytbing is going smoothly.

'' Until a system of the kind above indicated be inaugurated, no
material improvement in the condition of the Indians of the older Prov-
inces may be expected."

There the hon. gentleman deelared that until a system of
this description be inaugurated, a system, namely, under
which there will be persons to toach thora farming, to koop
up their fonces, to manage their stock, to look after thon
to see that everything is right, no material improvemont in
the condition of the Indians may be expectod. But the
right hon. gentleman is now going to improve the Indian
by giving him the franchise. Tho right hon. gentleman
says:

" The strange aversion evinced by very many of the Indian bande in
these Provinces to their reserves being sub-divided into locations for
differentfamilies has prevented the issue generally (as was contemplated)
of location tickets to individual occupants covering the land held by
then."

They are averse at preseut to a sub division of locations.
Until the hon. gentleman wanted it they did not do it
generally, and it bas not becn much done. But now if the
Indians know they are going to have a vote, which is a
species of property, a new right capable of being turned to
their personal advantage, perhaps the bon. gentleman will
have an opportunity of giving them more location tickets,
and thus will have power over them to bu recompensed in
due time.

" Sone banda however whose reserves were sub-divided many years
since, willi'agly agreed to accept the tickets; the holders of the same
appearing to understand that they gave thema individually a better title
to their respective holdings than they previously possessed."

And perhaps the hon.gentleman would tell them: Now the
location ticket and the franchise. You shall have the vote if
you have the location ticket ; you shall have the ticket
if you are a good Indian, and if you are a bad Indian I
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shall exorcise my power and deal with you with reference
to those holdings. Won't you take the ticket ? And the
Indian answers yes, and votes accordingly.
. '' And it is hoped that in time ail of the bands will consent to their

reserves being sub-divided and location tickets being given to individual
occupants of land therein. It is worthy of consideration whether legis-
lative measures should not be adopted for the establishment of some
kind of municipal system among such bands as are found suffieiently
advanced to justify the experiment being tried. It is hoped that a sya-
rem may be adopted which will have the effect of accustoming tie
Indians to the mode of government prevalent in the white communities
surrounding them, and that it will thus tend to prepare them for earlier
amalgamation with the general population of the country."

There is the hon. gentleman's system. He feels that the
tribal, the separate system, the holding system, is one
which holds the Indian back, which does not oither entitle
him to or fit him for the rights, the privileges and the
responsibilities of citizenship, and ho bends himself in every
way to getting rid of it. He hopes to educate him to farm-
ing, he hopes to educate his children away from home, he
hopes to get him to adopt a. municipal system of govern-
ment, ho hopes to get him to adopt a system of enfranchise.
mont, and ho hopes that something may be done by slow
degrees to prepare him for early amalgamation with the
white population of the country. And now, all of a sudden,
while all these things are as yet unaccomplished, he pro-
poses to make him one of the white population of the
country, at once, and in its most distinctive badge, the badge
of the franchise. Thon, dealing with the Ontario Indians
on reserves, and referring to the Indians at Fort William,
he saya with reference to the schools there:

" They erected a new council house during the past year. There are
two schools on the reservation, one for boys and the other for girls.
Both are conducted efficiently. The attendance is, however, small,
mainly owing to the fact that the parents do not provide for suffi ient
clothing for the children."

There is the hon. gentleman's statement, that the Indians
who are to have a vote presently do not provide enough
clothing for their children, so that the poor, naked creatures
are not able to go to school. But the parents are to have-a
vote, and no doubt that will make up for the want of cloth.
ing on the part of children. An hon. friend beside me
says they will vote in puris naturalibus, and perhaps we will
find that something may be done to enable them to vote in
this way without their being dealt with for violating the
laws. Thon ho goes on, referring to the Western Superin-
tendency of Ontario:

" The Chippewas of Sarnia occupy a valuable tract of land capable
of being successfully farmed, and affording rich compensation to those
so cultivating it. But far from this being the case with the present
occupants a recent investigation into their condition reveals the tact
that a large majority of them not only fail to cultivate the land success-
fully, but are living in actual misery.

There is the hon. gentleman's own statement of the Chip-
pewa band. Thon ho says with reference to the Indians
on Walpole Island and other points in that neighborhood :

" Resident agents should be stationed on or in the immediate vicinity
of the several reserves, possessing qualufications that will enable them to
instruet the Indians in farming, and to energetically protect their inter-
esta in the timber and other valuables on the reserve; and it is proposed
at an early day to effect a change in the manner indicated."

They want protection, they want a protector, an energotic
protector, they cannot take care of their own timber on
their own reserves, they are lost and ruined for want of a
protector, and he says they shall have an energetic protector
in the person of my deputy, and they shall vote as weil.
Then the hon. gentleman, referring to the Wyandottes,
says:

" These Indians are also under the superintendent stationed at Sarnia.
The large majority of them were enfranchised during the past year, hav.
ing served the term of probation reqnired by the law ; they received
letters patent conveying to them intee-simple the lande individually
assigned themselves and their families."

There he shows a case under which the existing laws have
sufficed to enable the Indians to become citizens on equal
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terms with the white population. Then, as to the Indians
of Quebec, the Algonquins, and the Têtes de Boule of the
Rivers Desert and Gatineau, he says:

" The agent reports that in a reasonable time these Indians will be-
come as good farmers as many of their white neighbors. Location
tickets covering their individual holdings were this year issued to them."

So there is slow but satisfactory progress going on there.
Then, Sir, with reference to Noya Scotia, speaking of the
Micmacs in Richmond county lot us see what was the
position of those independent votera in that year. They
are described generally as being industrious, honest and
temperate, but notwithstanding that how are they off ?

" A few of themn, however, do not pay much attention to the culti-
vation of their lands, being given to wandering habits. The crops of last
year, especially oats and potatoes (on which the Indians chiefly depend)
were a failure."

And had it not been for something, which the Superin-
tendent states took place, they would have been in sore
straits, and what was it ? Wteat was it prevented the
Indians of ]Richmond county from being in sore straits ?
Sir, it was the relief money sent them by the Department.
The hon. gentleman sent them poor relief; and this was the
dole which prevented starvation among them, although they
are sober, honest, temperate, and industrions Indians. They
wore dependent, notwithstanding these good qualities, on
the generosity administered by the hon. gentleman at his
discretion, to keep them from starvation, so you see how
amply qualified they are for exercising the vote freely. We
do not assume that they are base enough not to entertain
the sentiment of gratitude ; we do not assume that they are
unintelligent enough not to know from whom they received
that relief from starvation ; we do not assume that they are
of a level low enough lnot to know what they may hope or
dread from the good or ill will of the Superintendent Gen-
oral at such times, and knowing these things we know how
the tribal Indians will vote. The next year the hon. gentle-
man goes on to discuss the condition of Indian matters in
the older Provinces, and he says in his report for the year
1882 :

" The condition of Indian matters in these Provinces is, on the whole,
satisfactory. Any sufiering of consequence during the year was con-
fined to certain bands in Nova Scotia which found the scanty stores
laid in by them quite insufficient to tide them over the unusually pro-
tracted winter. * * * * The increased desire among the Ind ans
of the older Provinces for additional schoole on reserves on which none
have as yet been established or where those already in operatio i are
deemed insufficient, may be regarded as an indication that the much-to-
be-desired demand for enfranchisement on the part of some if not of
many, of the bands, may follow as the result of this inclination for
further enlightment, and every facility compatible with reason to
enable them to become enfranchised should be afforded those anxious
for the step.

Admirable statement! He says there is a greater demand
for schools and what doos that point to? It points to an
indication that there may follow what he much desires-a
demand for enfranchisement on the part of some; he thinks
it is likely to follow because the request for -schools is an
indication of further enlightenment, and further enlighten-
ment will lead to that much-to-be-desired demand for enfran
chisemoent. Now the hon. gentleman proposes to give them
the vote without enfranchising them, to enable them to vote
without making them free, to leave them subject to their
present disabilities and incapacities, and nominally to
enfranchise them so far as the vote is concerned, while in
all the material ingredients which involve the requisites for
a free vote ho leaves them in a position of tutelage and
wardship. He says:

" The law might possibly be with advantage amended in this respect,
so as to give the Indians desirous of enfranchisement increased facilities
for accouplishing their object.

" I am pleased to be able to report that five banda in the Province of
Ontario, and two bands in the Province of Quebec, accepted location
tickets covering their individual holdings. And thirty-six; members of
the Wandotte band of Anderdon, County of Essey, having, sa stated in
my report cf last year. been enfranchised, received letters patent
covering the lands individually covered by them.I"
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So you see there is slow progress, but some progress,
towards the hon. gentleman's aspirations, which were
to educate the Indians and they asked for more
education; to get the Indians to accept separate hold-
ings and they accept separate holdings; and to get
the Indian to apprehend slightly in some degree, the
opportunities of enfranchisement, and the hon. gentleman
thinks thoie is some movement in that direction. Speaking
of the Ontario indians, and speaking with reference to the
band on the Sarnia reserve ho says:

" There should and would be some fine farms on this reserve, if they
were properly managed. As it is, the Indian owners either overerop the
land until the soil becomes worn out, or they allow it to become over-
grown with weeds. On the reserve at Kettle Point and the hivière aux
Sables there are some tolerably well cultivated farms and good orchards.
On Walpole Island matters are somewhat better than on the Barnia
reserve. The same remark, however, in regard to overcropping the
land, applies also there."

Then, with reference to the crops on the reserves of the
Chippewas and the Munceys, ho says:

" Leases of lots and parts of lots which are not used by the Indians
have been, with the consent of the band and others, will probably be
rented to respectable white farmers, on leases of short terms which
bind the lessee te pay a handso·ne rental, make valuable improvements
on the land, till it in a husbandlike manner, and at the expiration of the
term of lase, peaceably give up possession of the land without compen-
sation for improvement.'

IRemember that this is a proposal to lease to white mon
lande which are claimed by individual Indians, and to
charge for these leases. What bas the hon. gentleman to
say to the individual Indian ?

" The individual Indian claimants of the location leased will receive
the rent."

Why, of course, ho should recoive the rent ; it is the rent of
his own holding which ho bas agreed so lease to the white
man. Why should ho net receive the rent ? Ah, but he
only receives it on one condition.

" Provided they work the parcels of land retained by them in a
proper manner, otherwise, the rent will be placed at the credit of the
whole band.'

The local superintendent is to decide whether the individual
indian retaining a portion of bis own holding, and allowing
a portion to be leased to the white man, is working his own
proportion in a proper manner. If the Indian superinten-
dent says to him: Lo (or whatever his name is), yes, you
are operating it in a proper manner, you will have the
land; or ho says: Lo, you are negligent; you went picking
berries or hunting or basket-making-yes, and you went to
the polls, and I am afraid you did net vote right; vou can.
not have the land-I will take it away froin you. You will
observe how fully these persons have the capacity of citi-
zens, what sort of right they have to possess their own;
they are t: have the right of renting a piece of their own
land to the white man, provided they work the rest in a
proper manner to the satisfaction of the Superintendent
General. The local superintendent may say: See, here,
Lo, you are not working that piece properly; and if Lo
does not do the right thing by the Superintendent General,
why, he is -not to have his rent. Now, you may suppose
that the Indian has been improving very much during this
series of years, and that what would be very bad a few years
ago would be very good now. Let me read what-the hon.
gentleman himself said in his report for the year 1883:

" The condition of Indian affairs in the older Provinces renains
uncbanged to any important degree. The Indians of Ontario and
Quebec, with the exception of the bands on the North Shore of the
lover r3t. Lawrence, are mainly self-supporting ; and those in the Pro-
vince of Ontario, with the assistan.ce of their annuities and the intereat on
their invested capital, may be considered as being, on the whole, in con-
fortable circumstances. These Indians coLt the country nothing except
the support of schools for a few of the bands who have Dot funds suffi-
cient in the hands of the Government from which to pay the expense of
teachers asiaries, etc."

So that, even among the best classes of Indians, se plea-
santly described, the Superintendent General can at his dis-

cretion devote a portion of the public funds for a portion of
their expenditure.

" The Indiana in Nova Scotia, New Brunswick and Prince Edward
Island are not in so satisfactory a condition as their brethren in the
Provinces of Ontario and Quebec. This is probably to be acoounted for
by the fact that they were not treated with the same liberality before
these Provinces formed part of the Dominion. Their wright to ample
reserves neyer having been recognised ; consequently tney have no funde
at their credit, and the assistance rendered them is from appropriations
annually made by Parliament for the relief of the necessities of the
most aged and helplees among them."

There yon are. The Snperintendent General Asks yearly
from Parliament money for the assistance of the poor
relations of these Indians; and they are to forra voters,
capable citizens, fit to be trusted wiLh the franchise. In
dealing with details the hon. gentleman, speaking of the
Indians in the county of Northumberland, says:

"In the same county, in the township of Alnwick, there is also a
Mississagua band, who, I regret to say, like their brethren on the Rice
Lake reserve, persist in illegally renting their land to white people, who
farm it very badly and take all that they can off without putting any-
thing on the soil to renew it. The result ie that the land is being
impoverished. The Department bas endeavored to check this ettte of
things, but with ouly limited success."

You sce that these capable citizens cannot legally rent
their lands, but sometimes they do it illegally, and the
Superintendent General points out the deplorable resuit.
They do not know what is good for them; they cannot be
trusted to act for thomselves in the renting of their own
lar2ds, but they can ho trusted wiîth deciding the destinios
of Canada.

" It is hoped that the agents for the Rice Lake and Alnwick bande
who were appointed but recently, will be able to adopt such measures
as will check the evil and promote agriculture among these Indiaus
which is one o! the principal reasons for local agents being appointed."

Thon speaking of the Parry Sound district, ho says:
" In order to stimulate the Indians of the Parry Sound district to

increased effarts in farming, the Department offered prizes for the best
produce raised on their lands, and an Indian agricultural exhibition was
held at Parry Sound, but it proved a failure."

There is the paternal rule of the Indians. I do not object
to the offering of prizes for an agricultural exhibition or to
using a portion of the public moneys te help thom along in
any way: but when the Superintendent Genoral has to
decide whether the exhibition shall take place, or whether
any public money shall be gven to it, ho shows that ho is
not in such relationship with thom or they with him that it
is right to trust them with the franchise. Thon speaking
of soma of the Quebec Indians, the hon, gentleman points
out w th reference to the Caughnawaga reserve :

Il A sub-division survey of the reserve (which has hitherto been held
in common by the band), has been in course of prosecution for the pat
few years. It is thought that the survey will be completed nert sprmng,
when a fair distribution of the farms, in 50 acre lote, will be made
among the members of the community."

It is the Superintendent General who is to make a fair dis-
tribution of the estate among them, and afterwards to
recoive their votes. With regard to Nova Scotia ho says :

"l In the county of 4utigonish there are several reserves, all of which
are occupied by Micmacs, who, during the year, erected a few new
houses. Owing, however, to the migratory character of these Indians,
they only occupy their bouses for a short time in the year. In the
county ofBalifax "-

Here, Sir, I find your friends. Liston to the character of
your new voters :

" In the county of Halifax there are several reserves, but it is regret-
ted that few of the Indians reside upon them ; they prefer frequenting
the suburbe of the towns and cities where they manufacture baskets,
tubs and other articles of Indian ware, from the sale ot which they de-
rive sufficient revenue to support themselves and their families. Many
of them are addicted to the inordinate use of intoxicants."

There yon are! I am glad to know that there are not
many of them; but that is the condition of the Halifax
county Indians as escribed by the Superintendent General
who proposes to give them votes. Then, in the report for
1884, the very last year, the hon. gentleman states :
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"Indian affairs in Manitoba, Keewatin, and in the older Provinces of

the Dominion, have moved on in very much the same groove as here-
tofore."'

So that you see there is no sudden change which fits the
Indian to vote which he was not fit to do before. If there
is progress, it is very gradual; it is the same old rule, the
same old rut. Thon thore are some pleasing statements
made as to demands for agricultural machinery, the for-
mation of agricultural societies, the erection of more com-
modious school houses and so on.

" In this last respect, however, there is still much room for improve-
ment. Schools for the higher education of Indian youth should be
estaLlished in the Provinces of Quebec, New Brunswick and Nova
Scotia, in wbich the brightest and most promising pupils of the day
schools might be trained in industrial pursuits, the knowledge of which
would enable them eventually to raise in the social scale to an equality
with the white citizen or husbandman."

Hore is the process of natural selection by which you eau
get an Indian who shall, in the end, rise to the condition of
a white artisan or husbandman. First of all, drop the father
and drop the mother; tboy are too old dogs to learn to dance,
you eau do nothing with them. Secondly, take the child
away from them, because, not doing anything themselves,
they will hurt the child if you leave it under their control.
Thirdly, take the child to a day school. Fourthly, select
the brightest and most promising pupils out of the children
at the day school, and establish a school for the higher
education of the Indian youth' in which you will put those
brightest most promising, those select of the select of the
children, and train them in industrial pursuits; and thus,
when you have consigned to the low level in which they
are, the father and the mother, when you have put the
children in a day school away from the tribal and parental
influences, when you have selected out of those the best and
brightest, when you have taken the best and brightest away
from the average children and put themn in a special indus-
trial school, you may be able to enable those eventually "to
rise in the social scale to an equality with the white artisan
and husbandman." There is the process by which you will
get a man who is on an equality with your ordinary voter-
the ordinary white artisan or husbandman. And if that is
al] necessary in order to get a man who shall be on an equal-
ity with the ordinary voter, how much below that condition
of equality is the adult Indian, the tribal Indian on the
reserve, witbout all this process of weaning away, education
and selection, whicb, in its last and highest result, as its
crowning glory and power, is to raise a few of the children
to an equality with the white artisan and husbandman.

" The interesting reports, published as appendices to this report, from
the principals of several institutions of this kind which are in peration
in the Province of Ontario, furnish pleasing evidence of the happy
results of such training to the Indian youths who have completed their
course in them ; and that the Indians appreciate such advantages is
proved by the large number of applicants for admission to the more
central institutions, already exceeding the capacity of the buildings to
accommodate them. The progress of Indian children at day schools,
however efficiently conducted as such institutions may be, is very
greatly hampered and injuriously affected by the associations of their
home tife, and by the frequency of their absence, and the indifference
of the parents to the regular attendance of their children to such
schools. Industrial schools, at which the children are not only edu-
cated, instructed in industries, fed and clothed, but in which they are
also severed during the sihool term from ail connection with home life,
are obviously preferable, as in them the obstructions to education, com-
plained of in the case of day schools, do not exist."
There is the hon. gentleman's method of ultimately bringing
the young generation, the children of the Indian of the
present day, up te a condition of social equality with the
white artisan and husbandman :

" The Indians of the Province of Quebec and the Maritimes Provinces
certainly merit more liberal treatment in the matter of education than
they have hitherto received at the hands of the Government; and unlese
improved methods for educating and training the children are adopted,
but little hope for the intellectual enlightenment or social elevation of
the Indians of those Provinces need be entertained.'
So no enlightenment, no social elevation, can be attained
underyour present system; you must, beside the day school,

Mr. BLAKI.

have gelect schools to which the best children will be sent.
Thon out of this select few, out of this small minority of all
the Indians, you may, in some future generation, produce,
in some instance, social elevation and intellectual enlighten-
ment.

"I would suggest, that in order to give practical effect to the above
ideas, two schools of the industrial type, with accommodation for at least
80 pupils in each, should be established in the Province of Quebec, a' d
one of such institutions in each of the Provinces of Nova Scotia and New
Brunswick, that into either of the latter institutions, Indian ehildren
from Prince Edward Island, be also admitted ; the number of schoole to
be hereafter increased, should the success of those first established jus-
tify such augmentation."

There is the hon. gentleman's statements as to his process
for ultimately bringing a few young Indians up to the scale
of the white artisan and husbandman. I maintain that this
series of statements, given in the hon. gentleman's own
report, under his own signature, upon his responsibility as
Superintendent General, as Minister of the Crown, as First
Minister of the country, with reference to the wardship,
the tutelage, the neocessary dependent condition of the
Indian population, with reference to their condition in
respect of elevation and enlightenment, with reference to the
difficulties in taking any stops towards that, are proof
positive that the proposal before us is to give the franchise
to incapable citizens, to men who are not citizens in the
true sense of the term, who are not fellow citizens with us,
because they have not, to use the spirit of the hon. gentle-
man's language, though not his exact words, the rights,
privileges and responsibilities; and not having the duties and
responsibilities, neither ought they to have the rights, the
privileges, or the immunities of citizens.

Mr. FLEMING. The First Minister has been good
enough to give us his opinion that the proposal to give
votes to the Indians has been discussed ad nauseam. The hon.
gentleman has not heard one-tenth of the discussion; ho
will become aware, ere long, that in every home in this
country the question of giving a vote to the Indian yet
under the hon. gentleman's control is being discussed; ho
will be aware, ere long, that the free men of this country
are earnestly discussing the rights of the wards of the
Government to be put in the same position as responsiblo
citizens. For that reason, the hon. gentleman has not heard
the last of the discussion. For that reason, although I did
advert to this subject some days ago, I cannot permit mysell
to remain silent to-day. I fear that the influence which the
Superintendent General of Indian Affairs may exorcise over
some bands of Indians may have the effect of disfranchising
my whole county. My county may, in the exorcise of the
righ ts which free men have, choose to send me or some other
gentleman to this House as representing their views; but
that expression in the future may be rendered valueless by
the votes of some of those Indian bands which are under the
control of the Superintendent General; and I cannot remain
silent while there is a possibility of such a result being
brought about. This proposition is a new one; it is an
unheard-of proposition. The leader of the Opposition has
read from the reportof the Superintendent-General himseolf,
signed in his own hand, a declaration, clear and distinct,
that the people to whom hie s now about to give the right
to vote are not capable of exercising the simplest right.
In 1880, as it appears by the report, he ascertained that
the Indians were not capable of having introduced among
thiem the simplest form of municipal government, were not
able to elect a reeve and councillors or to pass by-laws for
the making of bridges and roads throughout the reserve,
even though their by-laws and resolutions were to be
revised by the Superintendent General himself, even though
the local agent sat at their head as their chief officer. Yet
it ie upon these people that he proposes to confer the high-
est rights of freeme. Why is this new proposition now
introduced ? It was not in contemplation in any previous
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election Bill, or until this year. It is not here now for
any good publie purpose ; there is no publie demand for it,
the rights of the free people of this country are net going
to b enhanced by it, and no advantage will be conferred
upon the Indians by it. It is simply here becauso the hon.
gentleman knows that the free citizens of this country are
beginning to find out that the GovernmenL of which he is the
head are governing this country to its injury, and because ho
knows that unless ho can adopt some means of strengthening
bis position by exercising a control over a large num-
ber of electors throughout the country, many of the òoun-
ties ho now holds will be wrested from him. Therefore ho
proposes to take away the right from a number of the
free citizens of this country and to confer it upon the unon-
franchised Indians. Is not that the effect of it ? If the
controlling voice of any county is in the hands of the
Indians, and the Indians are in the hand of the Superin-
tendent General, he is stealing the vote of some other con-
stituency and preventing it fron receiving free expression
in this House. The hou. gentleman know3 that this is a
party measure, that it is not a measure in the public inter-
est, but is one which he himself has determined, in the exi.
gencies of party to push through this House at ail hazards.
He knows that ho controls the voice of hon. members on
that side of the House.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. Order. The hon. gentleman says
that the right hon. gentleman controls the votes or the voice
of hon. members in this House. That is not a parliamentary
expression.

Mr. FLEMING. I beg to withdraw the unparliamentary
expression. I will say that he knows that the views which
he may give to hon. gentlemen opposite will be adopted,
and ho also knows that hon. gentlemen who have expressed
themselves on that side in reference to this proposition
have expressed themselves in a sense contrary to the hon.
gentleman's proposition. The hon. member for Algoma
(Mr. Dawson) declared a few days ago that it was not the
intention of the Bill to give Indians upon reserves the vote.

Mr. DAWSON. No ; I said unqualified Indians on
reserves.

Mr. FLEMING. The hon. member for New Brunswick
said the proposition of the Bill was not to give to Indians,
situated in any other way than white people were, the
right to vote. The hon. member for Kent (Mr. Landry)
said :

'' I say it matters not what nationality a man belongs to, whether he
be Indian or negro, if he possesses the sane qualifications for the fran-
chise that a white man does, he ought to receive it. This Bill does not
propose anything else.
The hon. gentleman misunderstood the Bill.-

" Why should not the Indians have the franchise as well as anybody
else, provided they stand upon the same footing as others? "

That is the proposition which bas come from this side of the
House, that, so soon as yen have put the Indian upon the
same footing as others, ho should have the franchise, but why
should ho have the franchise before he is put upon that
footing ? and that is what the hon. gentleman proposes by
his Bill and his amendment. He proposes that Indians
living on reserves, that have not the capacities Of white
people, that are not subject to the same laws so far as civil
rights are concerned, shall be put on a footing different
from that upon which many white people of this country
are put. Many artisans and others, who are making the
wealth of this country, have been deprived of the franchise
by this Bill, which is more restrictive than a number that
have been adopted in the Local Legislatures. The indus-
trial class of the community has been in many cases
deprived of the right they would otherwise exercise, and
their right is handed over to the Indian that is under the
control of the hon. the First Minister and his agents. It is
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an outrage upon freedom. The hon. member for Ket
went on to say :

" All this Bill proposes to do is sniply to place the Indians on an
equal footing with other men, and to givethem equal privileges when-
ever their conditions are equal. That is lie interpretation I put upon
the Bill, and I believe the country will so understand it."

I wonder whether the hon. gentleman so understands the
Bill now. Are the conditions of Indians residing upon
reservos equal to the conditions of the white settlers or the
colored people of this country ? No matter what the color
may be, thoso who are subject to the responsibilities of
citizonship ought to have the right to vote, and as soon as
the red man assumes thoso responsibilitios, ho should have
the vote, and would have it by the law of the land. The
hon. gentleman proposes, howover, to give this right to
those who are not subject to those responsibilities.
The hon. member for Kent (Mr. Landry), went on to say.

" While we refuse to give them the same privilegâs as we give white
men, does such a policy not tend to keep them down? Dots it not tend
to keep them in that humble and lowly position ? The sooner we, by
legislation, give them a helping hand and raiso theni to a higher level,
the better it will be for them and the better it will be for this Dominion.
In view of the3e facts, i thînk there is no har ein adopting this clause of
this Bill and enfranchising those Indians who are equally qualified with
white men to exercise the franchise. If it should be found, atter a few
years' experience, that they do not exercise the franchise in a pro per
way, then we can change the policy and adapt it to circumstances. But
let us give them a trial, at any rate; if they do not use the franchise
properly, we eau take it away from them."

He does not propose to east upon them any of the civil rights
of which they are now deprived, but ho proposes simply to
givo then the right to vote, and we know they are not any
more free to exorcise that right than they are to exorcise any
other right they possess. They are not free to sell their
lands, or to dispose of their property, or to contract debts,
and yet they are to be entrusted with the highest rights a
free man can exorcise. Sir, we have not hoard from the
other sido of this House, a single utterance from hon.
gentlemen in defence of this monstrous proposition. The
hon. member for Algoma (Mr. Dawson), declared on page
1491 of the Hansard:

" But no one proposes to give it to the wild Indians of the forest, or to
the Indians upon their reserves."

Now, the proposition is, according to the explanation made
by the hon. Minister to-day, to give the franchise to Indians
on the resorves, and on sepaate holdings. Now, we ail know
that the groat majority of the Indians upon these reserves, in
Ontario at least, are living in separate houses. The wife, in
a large number of instances, supports the husband by or
labor, and the husband is to be entitled to exorcise the fran-
chise but not the wife. Whilo thore are a number of intelli-
gent Indians on the roserves capable of intelligently exereis-.
ing the franchise, and who would make capable citizens, I
complain that we faw no distinction between these and
Indians who are not so. But even the intelligent Indians
are not subject to the liabilities of other citizens, they pay
no taxes, they have no municipal government exept such
as the Government imposes upon thom by the local agent
under the superintendent. What will be the practical
working out of this proposition ? The revising officer, in
other portions of this Bil, is instructed to obtain assess-
ment rolls, and to make them primd facie evidenco that the
person is entitlcd to vote. But there are no assessment
rolls on the Indian reserve, no means by which the revising
officer can obtain this knowledge unless ho geos to
the reserve and makes an assessment hinself. The
officer from whom the rovising barrister is to
receive his information, is the Superintendent of
Indiai Affairs, the officer of the First Minister here, who
can tell him what persons are entitled to be put upon the
roll, and what persons are not. Does the bon. Mnister sup-
pose hoecan make us believe that these local superintendents
and agents are going to give the right to vote to Indians with.
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out obliging them, in some way, to vote for their party ?
Why, the whole Bill is a party measure, It takes prece-
dence over every other public measure simply because it is
a party measure, and it is being pushed through from day to
day because it is supposed that it will advance the party
interests of hon. gentlemen opposite. The right lion. gen-
tieman is pushing this moasure because le wants the votes
of his Indian wards. Ie wiil need votes at the next elec-
tion and lie knows it, and so he is now laying up a store of
votes that will bo ready to his hand in time of need. It
is just another instance of what we bave had years
ago. The Indians are to have votes in order that
the Superintendent General, by the influence he exercises
over thom, may secure those votes for himself.
We know that the hon. gentleman, some years ago, called
for $10,000 more when he was in a strait for votes, and it
would be the last time of calling. But the hon. gentleman
does not propose this time to ask for another $10,000; he
proposes to enfranchise a number of Indians whose votes he
will control, and so avoid the necessity of asking for another
810,000. For these reasons, and for a number of other
reasons which I shall take occasion to present at a future
stage of the debate, I am opposed to the proposition to
enfranchise the Indians who are not placed in the same
position as white men.

Mr. GILLMOR. This Bill, which we have been discussiny,
for many weeks, was originally introduced by the hon.
leader of the Government. The Bill as presented some
months ago was the deliberate conclusion at which the
First Minister had arrived as the measure lie intended
to lay before Parliament to be enacted into law. Of
course, there have been some alterations made and some
improvements made in the details ; 'but after this Bill has
been perfected so far as it may be, it reminds me of a story
told of a doctor who was asked his opinion with respect
to cucumbers. He said : Pici the cucumber, peel it, salt
it, put vinegar on it, and then throw it out of doors. My
opinion of this Bill is that it was never needed by the
country, and should be treated as the cucumber.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. The hon. gentleman must discuss the
amendment.

Mr. GILLMOR. I do not want to trespass on the pati-
ence of the committee; but I contend we must have con-
siderable latitude in discussing this Indian question. It
involves the character of the electorate ofthe Dominion. If
it does not mean that, it means nothing,. If we are not at
liberty to express our opinions with respect to the elector-
ate, the discussion will be very much cartailed. But every-
thing I will say will be relevant to the question before the
committee. This is a very broad question. We have been
discussing the extension of the franchise, and this is an
extension of the franchise. It will be perfectly in order, if
we are going to extend the franchise to one class of per-
sous, to refer to other classes. The Governmeint propose
by this Bill to extend the franchise to Indians. It is quite
proper for me to state how the clectorate will be improved
or affected by extending the franchise t.o other classes.-
Instead of extending the franchise to Indians, there are
800,000 white men who have advantages of education,
religious instruction and civilisation, and yet do not possess
the franchise. The franchise could be conferred upon
them without degrading the electorate or society. in the
early part of the discussion with respect to indians the
hon. member for Algoma (Mr. Dawson), who is very much
better acquainted with Indfan character than I am, moved
an amendment, to add in the fourteenth line the words:
"who has been enfranchised under the Indian Act, and has
had conferred on him the same civil rights as other persons
qualified under this Act."

Mr. DAWSON. I beg the hon. gentleman's pardon. Some
other member proposed that amendment.

MR. FLEMIIa.

Mr. GILLMOR. I thought it was the hon. member.
That, however, was a very good amendment, and I am
quite in accord with it. I contend that no man is entitled
to exercise the franchise who has not taken upon himself
the duties and responsibilities of citizenship, and through-
out this discussion no one on this side of this House has
objected to giving Indians the franchise after they have
attained that position. The proposition to extend the fran-
chise to a class of persons who, notwithstanding all that bas
been done for them, have not reached the position of citi-
zenship, is a monstrous proposition and a degradation to
the electorate of the country. It may be thought that this
debate has occupied a long time; but when we see the
position taken by supporters of the Government, the fact
that they have not taken part in perfecting this great
measure of reform, it appears to me, if they under-
stand the question, as if they are not very anxions to
discuss the question before the House and the countiy.
The First Minister bas stated in this House that
not a singlo Indian has been enfranchised. The
leader of the Opposition interrupted, and said the
Wyandotte band had~ been ; whereupon the First Minister
said he had forgotten that circumstance ; that that was a small
band, which had been broken up and had subsequently
acted as individuals. Now, here is the pith of the whole
question. Tho Wyandotte band had risen in the scale of
civilisation, after many years of assistance, and separated
themselves from their tribal relations, and acted as other
men, by assuming the responsibilities of citizenship and with
all the duties belonging thereto. When they assume these
duties we are in favor of their enfranchisement, and per-
sonally I sympathise as deeply with them as any other
member. When we remember them in their rude and
savage state, there was somxrething grand about the Indians ;
but unfortunately they are in a different condition to-day.
Until the Indians separate themselves from their tribal rela-
tions they cannot be enfranchised with safety to the State
or with any advantage to the Indians. When they occupy
the position of citizens, I repeat, hon. gentlemen on this
side of the House will be as ready to extend the franchise
to them as are hon. gentlemen opposite ; for when an
Indian occupies that position he is as free as any man.
He is not under the control of the Superintendent General
or of any other man, unless he chooses to put himself under
that control. He is free to act as independently as any
representative sitting in Parliament. I have heard it stated
by some hon. gentlemen, including the Premier himself,
that this was giving the Indian a chance to rise. Well,
Sir, the Indian has had a chance to rise. The tax-payers of
thiis country have given the Indians a chance to rise, the
Government of this country bas been aiding and fostering
them for years and years past, and they have had oppor-
tunities. But it seems to me that they are destined as a
race to fade away before civilisation. lu some respects I
regret it, but because such is the case is it wise for us,
if we cannot raise them to this level, is it wise for the
country to go down to the same scale as themselves ?
I speak advisedly, and I say that no good to
the Indians and a great deal of evil and degra-
dation and disgrace will be heaped upon the elector-
ate of this country, by making these people voters;
and I say that the electorate of this country are not better
than they should be, with all the advantages of our civilisa-
tion. I was much pleased that, although my hon. friend
from Kent, N.B., spoke from the Government side,
and was supposed to represent their views-I was
pleased with the sympathy he expressed for the Indians,
and I agree with bim that when they arrive at a certain
stage of advancement they should occupy the same privi-
leges as the whites. I agree with him when ho said that
the Indian, after ho las arrived at that stage of civilisation
and that condition which entitled him to vote, and when
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he had the same qualifIcation as the white man, ho should
have the franchise. In this we are at one with him. I aIso
agree with something my hon. friend from King's (Mr.
Foster) said, as to the Indians, and I will take occasion to
quote what he said with referenoe to the matter. He said:

" Yon say the Indians ought not te be enfranchised,"-

There, I think, the hon. gentleman was mistaken. We do
not say that certain Indians should not be enfranchised,
because there are certain Indians who are already enfran.
chised and have the qualifications:

"You say the Tndians ought net te be enfranchised, and you make a
comparison between the Indians whom you say this Bill will enfran chise
and the gentle and sweet women of our country; you sar it is an
outrage that the Inlians should be enfranchised and that the women
should not. Now, I hold as strongly as hon. gentlemen opposite can,
and just as honestly as hon. gentlemen opposite do-not more jonestly;
I do net sayr that-just as honestly as my bon. friend fromiBothwell (Mr.
Mills), and hie henest countenance tells me that heholds it honestly-t
say I hold as honestly as he does in favor of the complete enfranchise
ment of women, married, single or widows, who have an equal property
qualification with men, when once you fix the condition of a franchise
by a property qualification. But I say, too, that I believe in enfran-
chisin gthe Indian. I believe that the Indian who earns a living for
himself, the Indian who has real property, who occupies a home, who
bas a salary or income, who is looking up to that greatest boon which
men in a civilised country can claim, and which men in a savage coun-
try can aspire to-the boon of full and perfect citizenship-I sayI could
not, in justice to history and My own convictions, deny the right of the
franchise te that man. Hon. gentlemen opposite get up and they thun-
der away for hours and houro, in a futile attempt to mislead the country
into the thought that every savage Indian in the great Nor -West is,
forsooth, to be enfranchised, and made a voter under this Bill; that
Pi-a-pot, and Pat-him-on-the-back, and those other Indians, with wbose
names bon. gentlemen are suspiciously familiar, shall have votes Il

Now, I agree with the conclusions to which my hon. friend
comes with regard to the class of Indians that ought to be
allowed to vote. But he must have learned by this time
that this Bill includes a great many more than ho referred
to ; and I am curious to know how ho, and my hon. friend
from Kent (Mr. Landry) are going to meet the proposal to
enfranchise Indians who have not arrived at that condition,
who have not become citizens in the full sense of the word.
With regard to the sweet and gentle women of the country,
I would rather have heard him make that speech, and make
such a speech as I expected of him, when that subject was
under discussion. But ho was silent, I bolieve, when that
discussion was going on. But after his expressions of
admiration for the women of our country, I do not under.
stand how he has managed to live so long in single blexsed-.
ness. With regard to the qualifications of women for
voting-

Mr. CHAIRMAN. I hardly think the hon. gentleman is
in order in referring to female franchise.

Mr. GILLMOR. Well, ho was speaking on the Indian
question at this time, and I was just following him. I am
surprised that the hon. momber who sees so much sweet-
ness in the fair sex should not ere this have wo'ed and won
some fair one to himself. le seems disposed rather to iini-
tate the bee:

"And like the busy bee improve each shining hour,
And gather honey all the day fron every opening flower."

I wanted him to speak on the enfranchiEement of women,
because I think ho could have usel language which would
have convinced hon. gentlemen on the Government side, but
he chose to put it off. He did not think anything of the
sweet women when they were under discussion, but when
we are on the Indian clause new light fell upon him, when
it was too late. I endorse every word that has been said
by my hon. friends from New Brunswick with roference to
the enfranchisement of the Indians. New Brunswick is my
native Province; I have lived there all my life; I have been
acquainted with the Indians in our vicinity for over half a
century, and though I have seen Indians in my own connty
who could read au write and have adopted the customs of
the whites, Isay deliberately that I never saw an Indian

who, with safety to society or advantage to himself, could
enjoy the franchise. 1 think my hb*n. friend from North.
umberland will endorse those sentiments.

Mr. LANDRY (Kent). Will this amendment give one
of them a vote ?

Mr. GILLIOR. I do not know whether it will or not,
but I presume it will to others, who have no botter qualift.
cations than the Indians to whom I refer. Perhaps my hon.
friend and those who have Indians residing on reserves in
their own localIties will know about that botter than I do.
But this I do know, that for half a century at least the rate.
payers of New Brunswick have been contributing to the
support of the Indians, that the Indians have been under
the control of the Government of that Province up to the
time of Confederation, and that thon the General Govern.
ment took them under their care. That was a declaration
that the 30,000 or 40,000 Indians in the older Provinces
were unable to take care of themselves. This Parliament
saw that it was necessary that these people should be
guarded and protected, and to that end passed the Indian
Act. I have road that Act from one end to the other, some
113 clauses, and what do I find in it ? Do I find that it has
reference to a class of persons whom Parliament thought
could be trusted with the franchise ? Not at all. I fnd
three classes referred to in that Act-the Suporintendent
General, who is the chief man, his officials urnder him, and
the Indians, 'who are totally helpless, who have not the
intelligence necessaiy for the management of their own
affairs in the least dogree., (The hon. gentleman read
a portion of the Act.) These Indians cannot sell to
a white man or to an Indian; their proporty can-
not be taken for dobt, and they cannot dispose of
it to anybody without the consent of the Super-
intendent General. I remember that many years
ago there was a great man down at the seaboard whom the
people reverenced so much that when the children were asked
who made them, they answered Colonel MeBane. That
is something like the influence ofthe Superintendent General
ovor these Indian tribes. They cannot bo free mon while
they arc under the controltof himself and his officials; and I
am surprisod that it should have entered into the mind of
any man or body of mon to extond the franchise to this class
of persons, when there arc so many men in this country
who are well qualified to exorcise that privilege, but who
are denied it. I have always boon in favor of manhood
suffrage; I think the best qualifications for the franchise are
intelligence, independence, and a good moral character;,and
wo stop over 300,000 mon of that character to give the fran-
chise to the Indians, whose progress is slow, and fow iudeed
of whom have arrived at that stage of intelligence and inde-
pendence to entitle then to vote. No doubt, in the older
Provinces of Canada there are a few who have risen to that
condition of intelligence and cultivation ; but they oaun vote
now if they choose to throw off their tribal relations. When
an Indian becomes intelligent enough ta do business for him-
self ho ought to see the beauties of our civilisation
sufficiently to withdraw from his tribal relations and to
become, in every sense of the word, a free and independent
man. It is a bold thing to come into this Parliament, at
this age of the world, at this time of civilisation and refine-
ment, and propose to enfranchise a class of men, most of
whom are little raised above the barbarous condition of
their race. I cannot understand the motive; I do not wish
to attribute motives; I know that now, wibh ail the advan.
tages we posses, the electorate of Canada has become
exceedingly degraded and corrupt. That such a state of
things exists in this country is more te be deplored than
anything else. I thought that the corruption of the electo-
rate had reached its culminating point when the attempt to
bribe members of Parliament took place in Ontario; but if
it is the intention of this Government and its supporters to
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enfranchise the Indians of this country, in order to bring
them to the polla to support their party, it is the crown-
ing act of political rascality. We bave continued this
debate because it is important, because we want the electors
of this Dominion to understand it and come to the rescue.
This thing bas been sprung upon the country, and the voice
of the people, wherever it has been expressed, has
been overwhelmingly pronounced against this measure. We
have continued it for two reasons. For the reason that we
want the electorate of this country tobe pure and indepen-
dent. If white mon can be corrupted, we do not want
whole tribes to be brought into the electorate who can be
taken to the polls as sheep to the shambles. There is good
reason for the long continuance of this debate, and I can give
a personal illustration why a man should hold on;when ho is
safe, an illustration which, I think, applies to the revising bar-
risters and the Indians in this Bill. Very carly in my carcer,
during a political canvass, I went to a farmer's house, and
as I took hold of the latch I heard the growl of a very big dog
inside. I held on to the door, refusing to allow the people
inside teo open it, although they assured me that I need not
be alarmed, that they knew the dog and he would not burt
me. But I did not know the dog, and therefore held on to
the door. Finaily, however, after a good deal of pressing
on their part, I allowed them to open it. What was the
consequence? As the dog went by, ho grabbed my trowsers
and took one leg of my pants, together with a part of the
akin. I made up my mind then that when I had an animal
so dangerous under my control I would not open the door
until I was confident ho was taken good care of. We have
got this Indian now ; ho is not our Indian. We have this
revising barrister now; he is not our barrister. We are,
therefore, afraid of them, we hold them there, and
they will never get out at us and do any harm
until we open the door. But the moment we do, I
am afraid we will be served as I was by the dog, which,
I was assured, would not bite if let at large. I do not know
how long we can hold on to the door, but I will hold on to
it until that dog is taken care of, if I have the strength.
This Bill is not brought out to show fair play between
party and party; it is not intended, in my humble opinibu,
to de justice to all parties ; it is not based upon principles
of open-banded justice and fair play. I bolieve the free men
of this country do not believe in this Bill. 1 do not know
how many Liberals and how many Conservatives signed
the petitions against it, but I know that every letter that I
have received is against the Bill, and one of ther is from a
man who usually votes Conservative. With regard to the
qualifications of the Indians to use the franchise, you have
only to turn over the reports of the agents to see the class
of people they are. We have to pay agents all over the
Dominion to look after them, to see that they use the means
we furnish them with in a proper way. The hon. member
for Oardwell (Mr. White) described one who was worth
some 675,000. I wish they were all worth that much, so that
we could relieve the people from the tax of supporting them;
but the man who had the ability of accumulating that money
ought to assume all the responsibilities of free mon, he
ought to separate himself from the tribe and become a man
and a brother, and have the right to vote as other citizens.
We have been endeavoring to induce the Indians to change
their habits of life, but we find singularly few of them who
have any inclination to change. They retain their instincts,
and refuse to settle down, as a class, to farming operations
and mercantile pursuits, or to any of the industrial pur-
suite of the white men. It is not in their nature to do so;
1he most we can do is to act generously towards them, help
them, foed and clothe them, if necessary; but to admit them
to the franchise, to allow them to come in and offset an
equal number of white voters, cannot be defende: on any
lino of argument. It cannot be considered in any other
light than that of a miserable party stratagem. Let hon.

Mr. GILLMOR.

gentlemen opposite put themselves in the place of their
opponents and see how this thing would work. If the
leader of a Government I were supporting were to make
any such proposition I would leave him the moment he
made it; but I venture the assertion that we will never
have such a proposition as that coming from the leader of
the Liberal party. I do not wish to enter into the minds
and hearts of hon. gentlemen opposite, but the fact
that they have not given to the country arguments in
favor of this proposition is an evidence that thoy do not feel
themselves very safe; the fact that their press has not, ever
since this discussion commenced, given the truth to the
people, is an evidence they dare not put the case as it stands.
Our view is, that when the Indian has arrived at that stage
of civilisation and advancement to entitle him to become a
froc man ho should have the franchise; but the Govern-
ment press endeavor to give a contrary impression, and
refuse to discuss the question on its morits. They say the
Session is late, and the time is precious, and we know what
we want, and that is enough for you to know. That is not
the way the country expects to be enlightened on an impor-
tant measure of this kind. This is not a measure which
should be brought down, with any show of docency, at the
close of a Session. The leader of the Government said,
some years ago, that a measure of this kind would require
a three months' Session to be diEcussed properly; and wo
will sec that, although it has boon brought down at the end
of the Session, it will not fail to be properly discussed. We
have got the Indian and we have got the revising bar.
rister, and we do not intend to let them out, so long as we
can, consistently with our duty to the country, keep them
in.

Mr. FISHEiR. It was with the deepest disappointment
that I listened to the statement of the First Minister. When,
a little while ago, he promised to introduce some changes
in regard to the Indian franchise, I fully expected that he
intended to make some radical change, and not that ho
intended to trifle with the intelligence of the House so
much as to leave the matter practically as it was before or,
possibly, to make it a little worse. I did not suppose that
lie ever intended to meet the views of thiý side of the
House, for I do not think that is the plan or the practice of
the right hon. gentleman; but I thought his followers, find-
ing the opinion which was entertained in the country, had
urged upon him some radical change which ho had accepted,
soI was deeply disappointed to find that he was not doing any-
thing of the kind. Hon. gentlemen opposite, this afternoon,
interrupted my hon. friend from Charlotte (Mr. Gillmor) to
ask him how many Indians in his Province were going to
be enfranchised by this measure. It is not the place of
any hon. member on this side, but of the First Minis-
ter, to answer that question, and if those lion. gentlemen
have not received that information in thoir caucuses they
should ask it here, so that the First Minister may answer it
in public. Hon, gentlemen opposite seem to think it is
quite sufficient that they should know what is intended by
the Bill, and do not give us or the public any information in
reference to it. If the public know anything of its provi-
sions it is due to the action of hon. gentlemen on this side,
in upholding this protracted debate and in causing the
country to learn the effects which the provisions of this Bill
will have. The leader of the Government has not seen fit
to tell us how many Indians will be enfranchised under this
Bill. The first reason of his silence which is likely to occur
to us is that ho does not know. I doubt if he or his collea-
gues have ever considerel the scope of this Bill, in regard to
the general electorate of the country, though no doubt they
have carefully and wilily considered its effect on certain
constituencies which they wish to influence. There is,
however, another possible reason for the silence of the First
Minister, and a most discreditable one, if it be true, and that
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is, that if he told us how many Indians would be enfranchised
under the provisions of this Bill we might be able to com-
pare bis statement with the number who may become
enfranchised under it before the next general election. It
is true that to-day the Indians of New Brunswick, Nova
Scotia or Quebec may not to any oxtent be enfranchised by
this Bill and the amendment, as very few of them have
their location tickets and have improvements worth $150,
but it is quite possible that when the Bill is passed the Indian
agents of the right bon. gentleman may give location tick3ts
to such a large number of Indians in constituencies where
their votes are desirable for Government supporters that, in a
short time and, at all events, before the next general election,
the number may be largely increased. If the hon. gentleman
has such an intention in his mind it would explain lis not
giving the information, because it might be compared with
the results in those constituencies. Since this question first
came before the House I have gained some more knowledge
about it. The proposition thon laid before the House was
different from the present one, and the present proposition
is still very objectionable. Hon. gentlemen on this
side of the House then contended that the prosent proposi-
tion was the real proposition involved in the Bill, and
although I was disappointed at the statement of the First
Minister tbis afternoon, I was somewhat comforted by the
reflection that he had completely disposed of the statement
of the hon. member for North Bruce (Mr. McNeill), in
speaking of the disingenuous manner in which signatures
had been obtained to a petition from bis county. He stated
that those signatures had becn obtained under the pretence
that this Bill intended to enfranchise the Indians of the
North-West ; and he went on to contend that such was not
the case, as the Bill was originally brought down. But
when the leader of the Government placed this amendment
in your hands, he impliedly admitted that the contention
that the Indians of the North-West were to be enfranchised
under the original proposition was correct. He says that
was the intention of the Bill. If that had not been
the intention, why did the hon. Minister, in this amend-
ment, propose the enfranchisement of the Indians in the
North-West Territories ? Meagre as bis remarks were,
they removed any ground for the accusation against gentle-
mon who lad obtained signatures to that petition, and
against the on. gentleman who presented it to this House.
In studying the Indian Act, since this question was first
discussed, I have discovered some things that surprised me.
flon. gentlemen on this side contended at first that only the
enfranchised Indians should be given votes, whilst no Indians
naintaining their tribal relations ought to be given a vote,

in the interest of this country. The hon. member for
Algoma (Mr. Dawson) who, I arn glad to acknowledge, is a
great authority on Indian questions, replied that it was
unfair to ask the Indians, proud as they were of their tribal
relations, to eut themselves away from those relations in
order to have a vote. I supposed, of course, that when they
became enfranchised they would necessarily have to aban-
don their tribal relations. But in examining this Act I
find that such is not the case. I find that nothwith-
standing that he may be enfranchised under the Indian Act,
he still romains a member of the band, in so far as all the
privileges and advantages of that band are concerned, but
he is cut away from the band in so far as the disabilities
are concerned which place him in a state of tutelage. In
order to make this clear, I will read some clauses from the
Indian Act. (The lon. gentleman read the 99th and some
following sections of the Indian Act, to show the condition
of the enfranchised Indian.) Thore is one exception here
which I wish particularly teobe noticed, namely, that which
carefully reserves to the Indians enfranchised under the
Indian Act such priviloges and rights as enable them to
remain members of their band, and enables them to par-
ticipate in the annuities, allowances, rents and interest

money of their band. Furthermore, it allows them to
participate in the councils of their band; and here, I con-
tend, is the only real privilege which the Indians can
possibly claim as attendant on connection with their band.
If they are allowed still to vote for thoir chief, or to be
elected chief, nobody can pretend that they are no longer
allowed to participate in the advantagos and bonefits accru-
ing to thom as mombers of that band; and if this is the case,
these Indians cannot have any reasonable objection to becom-
ing enfranchised under the terms of the Indian Act. Then
the hon. momber for Algoma wished to preserve to the Indians
all those traditions and sympathies which they hold as
belonging to an ancient race. I con tend that under this Act
there is nothing which prevents tbem so retaining their
sympathies and their traditions. Whon they are enfran-
chised under the Indian Act the only thing they part with
is their civil disability; they are removed from the state of
tutelage which the First Minister bas so often referred to
in his Indian reports. But it still leaves the enfran-
chised Indians ail their peculiar ideas and race sym.
pathies. Therefore, those who desiro that the Indian must
be enfranchised under the Indian Act before ho obtains a
vote can no longer be open to the charge of dealing
harshly with the Indians, because they still rotain ail
the advantages which their tribal relations givo them.
It is true that by their enfranchisement thoy lose ail thoir
tribal relations whieh arc disadvantageous to thora, by
which they are kept from boing citizons; and in asking
the Indians to so erfranchise themseives and relieve them.
selves from this disability, this mark of inferiority and servi-
tude, we arc not asking thom to do anything contrary to
their self-respect, or anything against thoir tribe and race.
Until the Indian is enfranchised ho is really in a state of
servitude. Questions have been raised during the discus-
sion as to why we should give the vote to negroos and
others besides whites, apart fron Indians. It is not our
object to deprive Indians of the right to vote whon they
occupy the same conditions as white mon, negroes,Mahomno-
dans or East Indians. I desire, as do ail hon. mem bers on
this side of the House, that the Indian shall be placed on
the same plane with other people, with respect to the privi-
loge of voting. What we objeet to is, that Indians under a
different set of conditions shah ho allowed a privilege donied
to other races and colors. Undor the Indian Act the
Indian is not allowed to will property. Under the twen-
tieth section, although he may hold a location ticket-
which, under the present amendment, would entitle him to
vote-he is not allowed to will property. That is a privi.
loge which white mon, and Africans, and anyone else is
allowed. That is absolute entail, and it shows that the pro-
porty is not his to do what he pleases with, but is really
Crown property, bld under the Superintendent General.
Any Indian who, provions to the solection of a reserve,
happons to hold any property in it which would not be
supposed to be in common, which he may have crcated, just
as a settler croates improvements, has not the right to
such proporty ; but by the twenty-first section, if it
happens to be taken as portion of a reserve for a particular
band, ho las only the same privilege as any Indian who
holds under a location ticket. Although an Indian may
have obtained the property before ho became part of the
band, stilI, after the Government chooses to take the land as
a portion of the reserve, ho thon bas to give up the property
to the Government, and it is hold by the Superintendent
General. Under the twenty-second and twenty-third sec-
tions the Superintendent General can lease or occupy lands
belonging to Indians. He can allow other people to go on
a reserve and, by his license, take possession of a portion of
the land, cut timber, mine, or otherwise work and occupy
the land. This ls not just and right to the 7,dian, if he bas
an inalienable right to the property. It proves conclu.
oivoly that the Superintendent, General and his
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agents have control of the reserves, and not the Indians
themselves. Furthermore, under the thirty-fourth
section, Indians who may have shown their advanced state
by undertaking agricultural operations upon locations, and
are called upon to do road work and statute labor, not in the
same way as citizens are called upon by municipalities, are
called upon to do the work by direction of agents appointed
by the Government. Here, again, is a means by which the
Government and the Superintendent General can control
and influence the Indians with respect to voting. By the
thirty.eighth section it is conclusively shown that the
Indians are minors and in a state of tutelage. I allude to
the restriction with respect to intoxicating liquors, which
are not allowed to be sold on Indian reserves. In view of
my well-known opinions in regard to the liquor traffic, it is
far from my wish to complain of this restriction upon the
Indians; but when I find such a restriction is not imposed
on other classes, that all other classes are allowed free access
to liquor, unless they see fit by their vote to exclude it, I
hold that this is a state of things proving that the Indians
are not free men and are not entitled to the vote.
We find also, by another section of this Act, that the Indians
are allowed to elect their chiefs, and that, in fact, a certain
kind of municipal organisation is allowed to them; and one
would suppose, at first sight, that such a permission would
entail upon them a certain amount of independence and
give them a certain amount of training in political work.
eut if you read the Act you will find that that permission
is simply given to them when the Superintendent General
or the local agent chooses to allow it. They cannot domand
it for themselves, no matter how far advanced in civilisation
they may consider themselves to be, for they must prove to
the satisfaction of the agent and the First Minister that
they are likoly to exercise that privilege as pleases those
autocratic individuals. I believe this right will be given
to them just so often and so long as they show that they are
amenable to the instructions of the agents who control
them; just so long as they show themselves sufficiently
subservient to the Government who controls their
destinies, that right mav be given the n. But that
auch a right would be given to a band who
would perversely-as the hon. gentleman would
think-oppose the hon, gentleman, I do not think it would
be expected that such would be the case by anybody who is
conversant with the methods by which those hon. gente-
mon carry on their political work in this country. Then
the Indian is not taxable. (The hon. gentleman here read
section 75 of the Act.) There, Sir, you see the essential
and fundamental difference between the Indian upon the
reserve and the white man or the Indian living off the
reserve. The tribal Indian on the reserve is not liable to
bear his share of the burthens of the country and to assume
those responsibilities of citizenship upon which the right
to vote should dopend. By section 77 we find that no person
may sue an unenfranchised Indian for a debt, or take any
security or lien upon his property. Any particular article
which an Indian may buy may be seized again for the pay-
ment of its price, but no other personal property or real
estate of the Indian is liable to seizure. The right hon.
gentleman proposes to give the vote only to such Indians as
obtain a location ticket from the local agent. Those who
do not know the Act may think that the right hon. gentle-
man has made a restriction by this amendment, that he has
made the Act better, fairer, and more just to the
two great political parties of the country, and to
the Indian himself, than it was before. But when I
corne to examine the way in which the Indian gets his loca-
tion ticket I find that such is not the case. I find, on the
contrary, that this amendment provides machinery by
which the right hon. gentleman can more surely and safely
control the votes of the Indian. Under the original propo-
sition of the Bill every Indian in a tribe living on a reserve,

Mr. FIsmm.

the valuation of which, when divided up among the total num.
ber of adult male Indians, would give each a vote, would
have a vote. If, however, a reserve was worth, say $ 10,000,
and there were in the band 100 Indians, none of them
would have a vote, because the amount represented by each
would only be 8100, which would not be sufficient to qualify.
But under the present proposition the agent who controls
the destinies of the band can issue his location ticket to as
many as he pleases, so long as the value of each is repre.
sented by not less than $150. The agent bas in bis own
bands the absolute power of conferring the right to vote on
certain Indians, and restraining others from voting, and by
bis political foresight he can select those whom he knows to
be subservient to himself and the Government, or grateful
to them for services they have rendered. H1e can exclude
overy Indian who may happen to have been fractions or
rebellious to the authority of the agent, or who may have been
intelligent enough to form his own opinion in political mat-
ters. By this proposition the right hon. gentleman is really
taking to himself and to his agents a greater power for the
control and the creation of votes than he had by the Bill as
it originally stood. By the Bill as it originally stood, if
that band held a reserve valued at $30,000 every man of
them would have the right to vote, on the basis of holding
the property as partners and occupants in con-mon, each of
whom held a share worth $200. Under the present amend-
ment none of these Indians have the right to vote at all;
their vote is only given by the agent,who controls the band,
and their right is absolutely done away with. I cannot call
that a right for -which these men have to sue at the hands
of an irresponsible Indian agent. Under the Bill, as it was
introduced, they would have a chance to show their right;
but under this amendment the power to vote is not a matter
of right at all; it is a matter of favor, which can only be
exerted by the political supporters of the right hon.
gentleman. I do not wish to attribute motives to the
right hon. gentleman or to any of his followers, but
if I had heard a single word from any one of these
hon. gentlemen, explaining that this amendment had been
introduced for the purpr>se of rostricting the vote, or giving
it to such Indians as really deserved it, and explaining how
it was intended to bring that about, one might have attri-
buted to them a proper motive in introducing it ; one
might have confined oneself to endeavoring to show that
they were not going the right way to attain their object;
one might have attempted to show that they were not
going to give the vote necessarily to the Indians who had
the right to vote, but only to such as might have curried
favor with the agent in charge of the reserve. But the
right hon. gentleman in introducing his amendment, did
not deign to tell this House or the country anything of the
kind ; he did not give us more than a minute, I cannot call
it explanation, but of speech; he simply stated that he had
determined to do this. Well, such autocratic action on the
part of a Minister of the Crown may be pleasing to that
hon. gentleman himself; it may be pleasing to bis collea-
gues and supporters in this Hlouse; but I have reason to
believe that it is not Measing to his supporters in the coun-
try. I believe the day has come when those who have
hitherto supported the right hon, gentleman and his follow-
ors are dissatisfied with such an autocratic proceeding. The
people of this country are looking with wonder at this Par-
liament, where argument after argument is advanced by this
side of the House, showing why this Bill should not become
law; and they are gazing in wonder upon the spectacle of
the great majority of the members of this House sitting
silent and not attempting to support the Bill by argument,
statement or explanation. It reflects very little credit,
indeed, upon hon. gentlemen opposite that they do not
try to support or defend the action of their chief in this
House. I know that I can speak for those around me when
I say that we are reasonable enough to receive argument
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and explanation if we can get them; but while we cannot
get these, we cannot, in justice to ourselves, attribute to
them any other than an improper motive for the course they
are taking. It is because they dare not explain their motive
that they do not do it. I can well understand that there
are motives which they do not choose to put on record,
which they are ashamed to place before this House and the
country. I regret that this Hlouse bas been so long detainod
by the consideration of this Bill. If reasonable explanations
had been given of it on its first introduction into this
House, and proper discussion had been held upon it as it
passed through committee, I believe the discussion might
have been very much shortened ; but we have tried again
and again, day af ter day, to lay before the committee our
reasons for opposing this Bill, and we have not bad these
reasons answered, except on two or thrce occasions, when
the hon. gentlemen who attempted to answer them did not
know what they were talking about. We have been dis-
cussing this measure from day to day, longer than we
wîshed, se that bon, gentlemen opposite might thoroughly
understand it; and, still more, so that the country at large
might understand it. it is evident from the words of the
hon. member for North Bruce (Mr. McNeill) to-day, that ho
did not thoroughly understand this question of the Indians;
it is evident that the country at large does not understand
it. Hon. gentlemen opposite have attributed a meaning to
the Bill, which the right hon. gentleman explained was not
the true meaning, and the amendment really bears his
meaning. I oppose the meaning of this amendment, and I
believe the country will oppose it. I oppose it in conse-
quence of what I believe to be its insidious character, and
because it will have a worse effect than even the original
Bill. It is in consequence of this feeling that I felt it to bo
my duty to my constituents and this flouse to say a few
words upon the amendment before you put it to the vote.

Mr. BUIRPEE. Among the provisions of this very bad
Bill, I consider that before us to be one of the worst. The
longer it is discussed the more apparent its perniciousness
becomes. For my part, I will not characterise it as 1 feel it
should be characterised, but I do think that the country and
the liouse should have sufficient time to fully consider this
provision of the Bill. Since 1867 we have had several Fran-
chise Bills proposed to the louse of Commons, and all of
them, for prudential motives, were withdrawn by the leader
of the Government. The provision of the measure before
you was not in any of those Bills. This is a new proposi-
tion, and should, therefore, be ali the more fully discussed.
If the Bills introduced before were too objectionable for the
louse to consider, what can we say of this measure, with
its Indian franchise ? No free country, no country
enjoying British institutions, no House of Commons,
should pass such a provision as the one before
us. I have been gathering what information I
could from different parts of the country, as to the senti-
ment of the people on this measure, and I must say that
while they object strongly to many of its provisions, this
particular one which we are now discussing is received
with amazement. Knowing the Indians, as the people in
their vicinity know them, they are astonished that they1
should be entrusted with the franchise, to the exclusion of1
other citizens whom this Bill will disfranchise. Why not,1
some people say, allow this measure to be passed and leave
the Senate to deal with it, whose business it is to stop hasty,
objectionable legislation ? If I thought the Senate would1
deal with the Bill on its merits I would be willing to leave
it to be dealt with by them, but it is well known that the
Senate is mainly composed of politieal partisans, and theE
decision they will come to, we are confident, will be in(
favor of the Government measure. As the hon. member J
for Charlotte (Mr. Gillmor) has put it, having the door in
Our own hands we had better not allow it to be opened, for 1

if this provision be allowed to escape out of our hands I am
afraid the Senate will not stop it. I am in favor of giving
a vote to ail on equal terms, provided they take upon them-
selves all the burthens of the State, and are capable of
exercising the franchise as free citizons. We have already
excluded one race from the Bill, we are now about to
enfranchise another. There is as good reason for excluding
the Indians as for excluding the Chinese. The Chinese who
have acquired property, and have become British subjects,
and are doing business in the country, are developing the
country, and I think those portions of them have a better
right to vote than the tribal Indian, who is not a free agent
but a ward of the Government. I do not say that the
Chinese are a desirable class of people to encourage, but I
say that if they are bere and take an interest in the country
and aid in its development, they are botter fitted to be
entrusted with the franchise than the tribal Indians who,
under the amendment in your bands, Sir, will not be able
to vote unless they have a location ticket, which is in the
discretion of the Government agent to give them or not, as
he choses. This question, after the many days of discussion
it bas had, does not appear to be quite fairly understood by
the country. Hon. gentlemen opposite are so reticent in
expressing their views that only one side of the House
is represented in the discussion, and that portion of
the electorate who only read the press representing gen.
tlemen opposite are scarcely acquainted with the pro.
visions of the Bill yet. I believe an Indian should not
have a vote unless he puts himself on equat terms with a
white man, and then I have no more objection to his having
a vote than I have to an African or a Chinaman baving
it, or in fact any citizen. But the Indians cannot get
their location tickets unless it is the will of the Govern-
ment agent to give therm, and they cannot do busincs3 for
themselves in any shape. They are wards of the Govern.
ment, and are minors, in the eye of the law, and are upon
an entirely different footing from others who are to have
the vote. I do not think the Government should ask to
enfranchise some 10,000 votera over whom they have direct
and entire control. We mako very stringent laws with
reference to bribery and corruption, and forbid candidates
using any influence, directly or indirectly, to obtain a vote;
but the Indian is under the entire control of the Govern-
ment, and to propose to give him a vote is worse than
absurdity; it is an outrage upon the franchise. There are
only about 1,550 Indians in New Brunswick, but their votes
will be considerable, and a few votes some times turn an
election. They are more directly dependent upon the
Government than even the Indians in the Upper Provinces,
for the 65,000 to $6,000 which they receive annually is
controlled in its distribution by the agent, who gives to one
Indian what he likes and withholds from another what he
likes. Of course, there are reserves in New Brunswick
belonging to Indians, but they are not so valuable as they
are elsewhere, and, in my opinion, would not give them a
vote if they were divided among them at a proper value of
$150. That, however, is for the executive todeal with, and
the Indian agent, and will give the latter more power still.
In fact, he bas the whole of the power. An Indian is pro.
hibited from drinking liquor, and if you sell a glass of
liquor to an Indian you are fined $200, whirh is a very
heavy penalty. That shows the manner in which the
Indian is regarded. They are net looked upon as having
intelligence, and are therefore not in a pôsition to exercise
the elective franchise; they are not intelligent; there are
very few Indians who can write at all. Every Indian
child in New Brunswick bas the opportunity of going to
school, but thoir disposition to rove from one portion of the
country te the other prevents their attending school. In
fact, their disposition is entirely opposed te education. As
to polities and the constitution, they know no more about
them than a child two years old. They are, therefore,
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entirely incompetent to exorcise the franchise in a rational
or intelligent manner. In New Bruswick, the Indian
report states that there are somewhere in the
noighborhood of 1,520 Indians, of whom 1,150 are
stated to be rosident on thoir roserves. The Indian agent
has put down their residence, but I know, of my own know-
ledge, that a large portion of thom roside for only a short
time on the reserves. They are wandering tribes, so much
so, that although they reside in several counties, the Indian
agent grouped them altogether, because ho could not distin-
guished which of them belonged to one county and which to
another. The description given of them the other day by
the hon. momber for Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell) was
anything but flattering, but I have no doubt, from my
experience of them, that it is correct. Ho represents them
as wholly incompetent to exorcise the eloctivo franchise,
and I believe it is a fact. The quantity of cultivated land put
down as occupied by the 1,500 Indians and upwards in New
Brunswick last year is 2,074 acres; new land broken up,
22 acres; number of houses or buts, 227. Well, I never
saw but one house built by an Indian in my life ; their
dwellings are more huts or wigwams. They are said to
have 76 barns and stables, 17 ploughs, 26 harrows, 10
waggons, 24 horses, 29 cows, 15 sheep, 60 swine, and so on,
in about that proportion. Then they raised 2,365 bushels
of oats, 1,190 bushels of buckwhoat, 6,980 bushels of
potatoes; and they caught fish to the value of some $5,000.

The committee rose, and it being six o'clock, the Speaker
left the Chair.

After Recess.

House again resolved itself into Committee.
Mr. BURPEE. Before Fix o'clock I was giving you a

statement, from the report of the Indian agent of New
Brunswick, of the amount of stock held by the Indians and
the crops produced by them during the previous year. The
amounts given by him, I apprehend, are quite as large as
the facts would warrant. He explains that it was very
difficult to get an exact account from the Indians them-
selves; they were scarcely intelligent enough even to do
that, but he has done the best ho could under the circum-
stances. INotwithstanding that the amounts are so small,
compared with the number of Indians, they are quite as
large as you could expect, from the manner in which they
do their farming. The fact is, they are bad farmors. They
merely scratch the earth and tbrow in a little grain, or plant
a few potatoos, and that is the amount of their farming. In
order to give you an idea of the manner in which they farm,
I will read you an extract from the agent himself. (The
bon. gentleman read from the Indian report the statement
of the agent concerning the farm operations of the Indians
in the counties of York, Charlotte, Woodstock and St.
John). bere it seoms that the agent expended nothing for
seed upon the reserves in Woodstock, because he feared that
they would eat th seed instead of putting it into the
ground. Now, Sir, theso are the parties, or a portion of them,
whom the hon. gentleman proposes to enfranchise by the Bill.
Somo portion of the press of New Brunswick has stated
that the Indians were to beo enfranchised under this Bill
upon the same conditions as white people; yet they occupy
a different position and are ·to be enfranchised under dif-
feront conditionsr as I have fully proved. Tho Indians
almost entirely depend upon the Government and thoir
agents. The location tickets come from the Government
or their agents. The Government agent at each
reserve can give a location ticket to any party ho pleases,
and withhold one from any party. But the Indians cannot
sell the land, or lease it, or sell the timber from it, or the
agricultural products grown on it, without first consulting
aLd obtaining the consent of the Governmont. Indians
cannot make contracte and cannot make a will, I flot,
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the agent has to be consulted in everything they do, and
ho holds them, so to speak, in the hollow of his hand. The
Indians of New Brunswick recoive between $5,000 and
$6,000. The Government agent can give it to such parties
as ho pleases, and withhold it from others ; the money is
entirely at his disposition. Indians so largely dependent
upon the good will of the agent of the Government should
not be allowed to vote and have influence on the
results of elections. If the Government divided up the
reserves, and gave each Indian his own share in fee simple,
and thus relieve him from all control by the Government
or his agent, if the Indians thus became free mon and
managed their own property, they would be fit to exorcise
the voting power if they have the necessary amount of
property qualification. But it is highly improper that while
we disfranchise two or three very large classes of young men
we should propose to enfranchise Indians. In New Bruns-
wick thore will be not less than 20 per cent. disfranchised
of persons owning real estate between $100 and $150,
and another class, bocause this Bill has not a personal
property qualification. I do not deny that some of those
will come in under other qualifications. But I maintain
that one-half will not do so. Large numbers, equal to about
10 per cent. of young mon, will be disfranchised in New
Brunswick, and these form a most intelligent class and
should be retained in the country. It is said that thoro will
be very few Indians enfranchised in New Brunswick. No
doubt that is the case, as compared with the member in
Ontario and Quebec ; but there are large reserves in New
Brunswick, and no doubt the Government candidates will
see that thoso reserves are well represented at the polls
and that location tickets are procured for a great many
Indians. Even if few are enfranchised in New Brunswick,
still the principle of this clause of the Bill is wrong, and I
strongly protest against it. I beg to move, in amendment
to the amendment, the following:-

No Indian shall vote for the election of a member of the House of
Commons who has not been enfranchised and has not had conferred
upon him the same civil capacities, and who is not in possession of the
same qualifications as are required in other voters under this Bill.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. A similar motion has already been
negatived by the committee, and I cannot receive this one.

Mr. MI LLS. If a comparison is made with the amend-
ment published on page 1540 of Jansard, it will be evident
that this motion is not the same. This is a negative pro-
position, and the other was an amendment to a proposition.

Mr. CR AIRMAN. It was not only an amendment to a
proposition, but thore was an amendment moved by Mr.
Edgar, declaring "that no Indian shall be enfranchised
who does not possess the same civil capacities as other voters
under this Bill," which was negatived. I, thorefore, cannot
receive this amendmient, which is a similar amendment.

Mr. WILSON. I bolieve the majority of the members of
this committee will agree with me that thore is no justifica.
tion for extending a different rule to one class of the com-
munity than to another, and will agree also that a first
element of a man's ability to exorcise the franchise intelli-
gently is that ho should have a certain amount of qualifica-
tion, so that ho may be able to record his vote in the interest
of the commonwealth. If the hon. gentleman could show
that the Indians, whom ho proposes to enfranchise, are
capable of an intelligent vote, thon ho has made out his case;
but if you find that neither ho nor the papers throughout
the country, which are always so ready and anxious to
extol him and do his bidding, have not a word in the defence
of this proposal, thon I say there is no justification for such
a proposition. We find that ho himsolf is perfectly indiffer-
ont with regard to this proposal, and ho gives no just reason
why it should be accepted. Isay that it is not doaling fairly
with the committee and is not giving due weight to the
intelligence of the members of this Houe-that ho ehould
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not think proper, that ho should not condescend to give a
single reason why these Indians should be enfranchised. It
is perfectly monstrous that we should be asked to adopt a
proposition to enfranchise a class who have nover been
enfranchised in any country in the world.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Hear, hear.
Mr. WILSON. The hon.gentleman says hear, hoar; but

I venture to say that no other Premier in any country in the
world has ever come down to a Parliament with such a mon-
strous proposition as this, and a proposition as to which no
explanation has been given. Isay ho is treating the House,
and not only the House, but the whole country, with that con-
tempt whichlI think the country will ultimately rosent. I ask
the First Minister to go to England, from which ho is so fond
of bringing precedonts, and though ho claims to be a true
and loyal reprosentative of the mother country, though ho
claims that noue but the Conservative party are loyal, and
that all intelligent Englishmen coming to this country
adopt his views-l ask him if hoecan point out in the
mother country any proposal to enfranchise such a class as
these people-the Indian to whom ho proposes to give
votes. 1 think every member of this committee must con-
tend, as has always been contended, that a man in order
to be an elector, should have some fitness, some qualification,
that ho should in some way be trained, educated or cultivated
to an intelligent exorcise of the franchise. But would an
Indian coming to the poil be able to decide intelligently
which of the candidates would be a fit and proper person to
receive his vote? Would ho be competent to cast his vote
in an intelligent manner ? I say that no member of this
committee who knows that class eau say that ho would.
As showing what the opinions of others are as to the
qualifications of electors, I refer the First Minister to the
writings of Mr. Mill, and though I do not agree with all
his sentiments, still the extract will show the class whom
this writer considers ought to be enfranchised. (The hon.
gentleman thon prooeeded to read the extract.) Now, I
ask whether the ludians who are about to be enfranchised
under this Bill will be able to go to the polls and cast an
intelligent and independent vote? I think you will agree
with me that they will not. The very first provision we
nake with respect to voters is that they must be of the age
of twenty-one years and upwards; we do that because we
believe a minor, under the control and guardianship of his
parents, would be unlikely to cast an independent and
impartial vote. l there not just as much reason why an
Inian, who is under the supervision and tutelage and
dictation of the Superintendont General, should be prevented
from casting a vote? While I should be willing to give
to a regularly enfranchised Indian the same rights and
privileges that other people possess, under similar
circumstances, that is all that we should be asked to do.
Ail we have to do to learn the actual condition of the Indian
in his tribal state is to refer to the annual reports of the
Superintendent General and his agents; and I am sorry the
hon. First Minister did not peruse them before ho brought
in hi% Bill. If ho had doue so, although I have very little
faith in his doing that which is in the interest of the coun-
try whon his own political interest stands in the way, yet
I bolieve ho would not have attempted to force upon the
bouse this proposition. There may be a reason why the
Firat Minister desires these Indians to be enfranchised.
We know that there is a very active agent among them;
we know that Dr. Oronyhtekha has been doing a very large
amount of missionary work among them, as the hon. Post.
Inaster-General well knows. He gives the whole of hie
time to that work, although ho does not devote himself to
one lodge; ho has a multiplicity of lodges to attend to; and
withal ho is a good Tory. 1 am a littie inclined to think
that ho may be an offcial of the Governmont to-day. Dr.
Oronyhtekha goes from one band to another to organise
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lodges; perhaps they may b temperance lodges, but they
are generally Orange lodges.

Mr. BOW ELL. That is not correct.

Mr. WILSON. I can show to my hon. friend whore hoe
has organised an Orange lodge in the county of MiddloseK,
and where a building has been orected for the use of the
Orange Indians. I can refer him also to the county of
bastings, where there are a good many Orange lodges
among the Indians, and it looks to me as if the object of
enfranchising theose Indians was to increaso the strength of
the Orange organisation in this House. The hon. gentle-
man shakos his head. We know his sincere desire for the
success of the Orange organisation; we know how his heart
would leap with joy if ho could succoed in getting a fow
more Orangemen here, and if ho could succeed in fastening
on the people of Canada that particular Bill which ho desires
to have fastened upon thom. We know that this Dr.
Oronyhtekha is a devoted Orangeman; wo know that in the
Province of Ontario nine out of ton of the enfranchised
Indians will be Orange voters ; and we know full well how
they will vote. We know that the Orange organisation is
a political organisation-perhaps it may bo religious, or the
two combined. If we find the First Minister s0 anxious to
have these Indians enfranchised, may there not bo a
sinister motive in his desire. I should not be sur-
prised if my hon. friend, the Minister of Publie Works,
should have a visit from this Dr. Oronyhtokha down
in bis locality, with the view of enfranchising somooe f the
Indians down there; but they must become good Orange-
mon before they get the right to bo placed on the votors'
list. It may b that the First Minister, a brother Orange-
mana, desires to have this provision passed for the purpose
of giving increased strongth to the Orange voter, and obtain-
ing a larger Orange representation in this iIouse; and
therefore ho may send the doctor down there for the pur-
pose of organising some Orange lodges in that locality. I
would ask the Minister of Publie Works to be upon his
guard, as the Commissioner of Castoms may, perhaps,
have a little more influence with the First Minister than
the hon. gentleman. He may find there may b too many
Orange votes, and the Blues may not, in the future as
they have beenu in the past, be able to resist the agents
brought in by the First Minister. An article which ap-
peared in the Orange Sentinel lately will show that I am not
exaggerating whon I say that it will be dangerous to
enfranchise these Indians, as they will become a danger to
the State on account of the organisation to which many of
them belong, the Orange society, being hostile to the
religious views and sentiments entertained by our friends
from the Province of Quebec. The Orange Sentinel says :

" It is claimed that the proposition to confer the right of fr.nchise
upon Our civilised and loyal Indian population, as contemplated in the
Franchise Bill now before the House of Commons, is a true solution of this
difficult Indian problem, and it is contended that it will lead our
Indian brethren gradually from one step to another, until they will
have taken their places Bide by aide with us as citizens of the
Dominion. The question is of interest to us now-(No doubt that falls
sweetly on the ears of the hon. Minister of Public Works)-for, as is
well known we have flourishing Orange lodges in mary of these
reserves, and we speak what we know when we say that many of the
members of these lodges are as intelligent, well-informed and capable
men as are to be found any where in the Dominion. If given the fran-
chise, they would be able to exercise the right as inteligently as any
other voters. Thoe who hold a different view will do well to read the
able letter of Dr. Oronyhtekha to the London Free Press. It is a calm
and dignified appeal on behalf of bis race, snch as max be expected
from our eminent brother, which answers every ojection urged
against the enfranchisement, and is all the more powerful because of its
being thoroughly non-partisan in its character, and coming from the
Indian standpoint."

Now, you will see that it is a matter of urgency
which the Orange body ought to consider well-so
says the Orange Sentinel-the enfranchisement of the
Indian. Why should the Orange Sentinel be eo auxious
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atout it ? The writer states that they are as intelli-
gent and capable as their fellow white citizens. Well, if
they do not take the trouble to become enfranchised under
the Dominion Act they cannot be as capable a, the white
citizens. I am perfectly willing that they should be enfran-
chised under the iDo>miriion Act, and if they are as intelli-
gent as the Sentinel says they are, we are willing to give
those who corne up to the standard of the Act the privilege
of voting. I deny, however, that Dr. Oronyhtekha is a non-
political man. 1 say be is not only an out-and-out Con-
servative, but is besides an Orangeman of the first water,
and my hon. friends from Quebec will learn to their cost,
perhaps too late, that his object is to organise these various
lodges, and that probably the First Minister in introducing
this clause kas had a similar motive. I ask my hon. friend
to go over the records and sec whether the Indians have
complied witb the requirements that a white man must
comply with in order to vote. He will find such is not the
case. Lot us consider the effect the enfranchising of
those Indians will have. You remember the pathetie
appoals made by the First Minister, when he said
he desired to introduce a Bill that would remove all
discord, so that every individual, no matter in what Pro-
vince, migbt have the same right to go to the polls. Has
he adopted that course ? He is going to enfranchise some
of the lndians, and others he will not. Wo know the Indian
nature; we have hcard the First Minister state, time and
again, that they are a jealous race, and if he gives a vote to
some and deprives others of it he will create discord. We
have to-day an evidence in the North-West of the conse.
quences ot creating discord; and I would advise the First
Minister that the course he is now taking may be the source
of a groat amount of irritation among the various classes of
Indians; 1 warn him that instead of having his difficulties
confined to the North-West, he may create difficulties
in the oider Provinces. I would appeal to the Gov-
erniment iot to run the risk of doing anything that might
croate difficulty in Canada. Let us for a short time look at
tho condition in which we find the Indians in the various
parts of the Provinces, and I am very glad that the amend-
ment moved by the First Minister gives me the opportunity
of referring to the North-West Indians without being out
of order. If you will turn to the report of 1884 you
will fad that the Superintendent General does not give
a vory glowing picture of the prosperity and tho advance-
wont of the people you are now asking us to enfranchise.
(Theli hon. gentleman rcad from the report references to the
In.dians of Metlahkatla, the Qu'Apppello district, and the
Chippowa, Muncey and Oneida bands.) The First Minister
proposed Io enfranchise the Indians in British Columbia, and
the most intelligent class of them probably were concerned
in the difficulties ho here refers to. He intended to enfran-
chise the Indians in the North-West Territories had not his
attention becn specially called to that matter. The Chippe-
was, the Munceys and the Oneidas live in sections of the
country not far from the county which I have the honor to
represent, and yet the report shows that their progress is
small. The Minister of Custons should not complain of me
for roferring to the fact of thes- Indians being Orangemen,
when the indian agent himself, in his report, states that
the Oneidas are building a council hall which is to serve
also as a lodge room for the Good Templars and the
Or-nge society. The report shows that the schools on
those reserves are not well attendod. The number of
]ndians living in that locality is said to be 1,345, and the
probabilities are that 500 or 600 would be enfranehised
undor the present Bill. (The hon. gentleman read from
the report concerning the Indians in the county of Hastings.)
Every means possible have been used to elevate these
Indians and make them competent citizens. Various reli-
gious denominations, especially the Methodists, have
labored persistently among them, and have established a
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school, which is supported to a great extent by the contri-
butions of that very liberal body, the Methodists. Yet the
fact is notorious that all these efforts have produced very
little results indeed. Coming to our locality, what is the
condition in which you find them ? They are ever anxious
to obtain something to drink, and when they do succeed in
getting something to drink, they become thoroughly intoxi-
cated, and have to be put in the lock-up, and thereby become
a source of annoyance and vexation to peaceable citizens.
(The hon. gentleman proceeded to read from the report of
the Indian agent at Mount Elgin, giving an cecount of the
operations of the industrial institution established amongst
them, and of the extent to whieh the Indian youth
availed themselves of the school facilities afforded them.)
Almost every statement in the reports goes to show that the
Government of the day have up to the present time considered
that the condition of the Indians is not such as warranted
their general enfranchisement. If they are not competent
to be enfranchised it is not in the interest of the Dominion
and of good government that they should be allowed to cast
their votes at parliamentary elections. To say this propo-
sition is a monstrous one is to express but feebly the
iniquity that is concealed under this clause. Let the First
Minister appeal to the country on this Bill, if he dare. Let
hini tell the people that ho intended to give all the Indians
votes, until le ascertained that such would not be a popular
measure, and then proposed that the franchise should be
given to such as obtained location tickets. If the Indians
had been suffering bardships I could understand such a
proposal. But such is not the case, except in so far as it
has been caused by neglect on the part of the Interior
Department. I am decidedly opposed to the First Minister's
proposition, and it would be much better for the country if
we hesitated before taking a leap in that direction, which
cannot fail but be fraught with serious consequences.
I look upon ite anendmrrrt of the First Minister as
illusory. Il it wcre to pass, it would be even worse.than
the original clause, for it woWud i e it optional with the
Government to say whether Indians should be enfranchised
or should not. Furthermore, it would place the Indians
under the direct control of the Minister. On account of
these and many other reasons, I feel it my duty to vote
against this clause, as I have voted against the principle of
the Bill. The voice of the country has been one of protest
against this proposition, such popular sentiment being repre-
sented by petitions, public meetings and expressions fron
the pulpit, and the Government ought to listen to the voice
of the people. Let them even now amend the Bill, by
wiping out the clause enfranchising Indians. When the
Indian becomes enfranchised, when he subjects himself to all
the duties and all the requirements of the State, let him then
have the privilege of voting, but not till then. I shall vote
against the amendment of the First Minister.

Mr. DAWSON. I am surprised at the reception which
tbis amendment has met with from the Opposition. When
this question was first discussed the great objection to it
was that the Indian of the North-West-the savage of the
forest and the plain-would have votes, and we had some
amnusing descriptions of Pie-a-pot, Slap-him-on-the-backi
Poundmaker and Big Bear, voting. They all allnded very
eloquently to the subject. By this amendment the Indians
of the North-West and Keewatin are excluded, and in the
older provinces it expressly provides that only such Indians
as live on roserves and have farms of their own, which they
cultivate and improve, shall have the franchise, irrespective
of the value of their land. Surely therecan be nothing fairer
than that. As far as my experience and observation go, this
proposition will not greatly extend the franchise amongst
the Indians. It will simply give the franchise to those who
are possessed of enough property arising from their
own industry to enable them to vote, and surely. there
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can be no great risk in that; surely that is not a
very sweeping measure. The hon, leader of the Opposition
has referred to Indians totally uncivilised, to the savages
of the forest and prairie, and the impression goes abroad
that it is to those men that the Bill is to give the franchise.
But the Bill means nothing of the kihd. He referred to a
murder having taken place in the district of Keewatin, but
all Indians are not so degraded as that, and it would be
easy to cite instances amongst white people where crimes
just as great as those committed by Indians have taken
place. The leader of the Opposition also said that they
Led a notnad life, but except with regard to the Indians on
the prairies that is not the case, as they have certain regular
hunting grounds and places where they can find food easily,
but they are not at all such wanderers as they are supposed
to be. Hon. gentlemen opposite say they have no objec-
tion to giving to advanced Indians, Indians who are capable
of exercisîng the franchise intelligently, the right to vote.
Now, Sir, that is just what the amendment proposes
to do, because it provides that no Indian shall have
the right to vote unless he is qualified as a white
man is qualified. A great deal has been said, to
the effect that the Indian living on the reservo cannot have
the same qualifications, because he draws annuities from the
Government ; that he is under a sort of tutelage, that ho
does not pay taxes, etc. Well, Sir, he taxes himself suffi-
ciently to make roads through his reserves and to other
settlements, and he pays taxes to the Dominion Government.
The reserve of the Indian may, I think, be looked upon in
the light of an entailed estate in England. In such an estate
the proprietor has only a life interest, and the estate is not
liable for his debts; but still the life proprietor is not
deprived of his civil privileges on that account, and ho is
not looked upon as being in a state of tutelage. I would
draw attention for a moment to a misapplication of the name
" Indian," which bas been repeated very frequently in this
debate. The half-breeds of Manitoba are Indians ; thoy are
of the same class of people that we cal Indians here, for
the Indians of the older Provinces are not full Indian
-they are simply half-breeds. When Manitoba bocame a
Province of the Dominion these half-breeds elected repre-
sentatives to the Parliament of Manitoba; they took posi-
tions in the Ministry, and they certainly were not behind
their white neighbors, either in intelligence or in general
knowledge. Two hon. gentlemen from New Brunswick have
described the Indians of that Province as being in a very
inferior position, as being exceedingly degraded and unfit
to exercise the franchise. Now, if that is the case, it must
be simply from the manner in which those Indians have
been treated. For 200 years they have been in the midst of
civilisation, and if the system adopted towards them lias
been no better than to produce such a class of men as they
describe, it is time that system wore altered. But I say, Sir,
that the adoption of this new system, which gives them
the franchise when they have advanced to a certain
stage, will have a tendency to elevate them, to make them
take an interest in the country, and make them good citizens.
It is unfair to the Indians to draw a comparison with those
who owe their degradation to the white man, as those
Indians in New Brunswick seem to do. These hon. gentle-
men spoke of the Indians as living on the tax-payers of the
country. It may be in the memory of some hon. gentle.
men that the Imperial Grovernment, in 1857, appointed a
commission to enquire into the condition of the Indians in
Ontario; and what did they say in their report? They1
expressed themselvis in the strongest languai-; they coulde
command, as to the injustice that had been done to the
Indians, by depriving them of their lands, robbing them of
vast territories, for what they considered a more nominalt
consideration. So that all that the Indians have recoived1
from the white man they have repaid ton fold. If the white1
m4an has kept the Indians in a degraded position, it is high1

time that he should adopt another systom, ani endeavor to
lead them forward and lift them up in the social scale, and
try to make good citizons of them. The enfranchisement
under the Indian Act, which is spoken of so ofben, is no
enfranchisement at all. That is a more catch word; it is
merely a scheme to divide up the reserve and give
to each Indian bis portion. An Indian, to become
enfranchised under that Act, no matter how advanced
he may be, has to give up his holding elsewhere,
and go and live on the roserve, and go through
a probationary course. But that is no enfranchisement.
It is merely designed to break up the reserves into allot-
monts and to do away with the tribal systein. Whether it
is a wise plan or not, it is an enfranchisoment that does not
apply to the present case at ail. But it has bon claimod that
the enfranchisement of the Indian would degrade the
electorate of this Dominion. Could anything be more
absurd than to suppose that the enfranchisement of a few
thousand Indians in the older Provinces-no more than one-
fifth of the whole number-would produco this terrible
effect on the electorate of 5,000,000 of people. This old
system has beon tried long enough. It is suroly time now
that instead of keeping the Indians in tutelago and treating
them as mere children, a more advanced mothod of deating
with them should be tried. The first French sottlers in this
country dealt with them in a far diff'ront way. They
granted lands to the white people who alliod them-
selves with the Indians; and that system worked
very well indeed, in bringing about friendship and
union between them, and I believo the two races
became largely amalgamated in portions of Lower Canada,
Those early French settlers treated the Indians much more
humanoly than they have been treated sinco. Taking
this Bill as it stands, with this amond ment, and
comparing it with the Ontario Act, the difference is not so
very great. Ion. gentlemen on the Opposition bonchos
generally admire the Ontario Franchiso Bill; and as it pro-
vides for the crercise of the franchise by the Indians, i do
not seo why they should not accept this ainorîdmnent. Tho
only differee betwoon the tvo Bills is, that in the Ontario
Act the Indias-j who roceivo pay from the Govern ment ara
excluded under certain conditions, whilo this Bill does not
make that a ground of exclusion; but it oxcludos thom if
they are not otherwise gnalified. In fact, L think the
Ontario Act goes quito as far as this Bill does; and I must
say that I rather like this Ontario Act, if some slight amend-
monts wore made in it. As to this cry, which has been
raised both in the papers and in this louse, as to the enfran-
chisement of the wild Indians, the Indians of the plains,
surely this amendment has donc away with ail cause for
that cry; and now that such an immense step has beon
taken towards meeting the wishes of the Opposition, I
think it would be only fair. and roasonable to suppose that
they would advance a stop to meet the views of the other
side. I cannot conceive of this opposition, which describes
everything that is proposed as somothing monstrous, some-
thing terrible, something atrocious. Hore is a stop towards
making this Bill similar to the Ontario Act, and giving our
hon. friends on the Opposition side almost ail they could
reasonably desire, and still the opposition is as strong as
ever.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). We have arrived at that
stage which the hon. First Minister saw fit to tell us was the
proper stage at whîch to deal with the Indian question;
and ho promised that when we arrivcd at that stage he
would propose some amendments, showing what he really
designed when he first framed this Iranchiso Bill. Tho
amendment is in your hands, Sir; we sec what the First
Minister designs now, whether he designed it originally or
not. I am not in favor of this propos5ition. I am one who
bolieves that this Bill is uncalled for and unnecossary at alil,
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I do not wish to widen the discussion; but the persistency
with which this measure is urged by the First Minister,
without its being asked for by any one, from one ocean to
the other, so far as we know-and they have been chal-
lenged to say if any one has asked for it-how he should
be the means of obstructing public business, of unsettling the
credit of the country, and damaging the private financial inte.
rests of many people of the country, and why it is that his sup.
porters behind him, many of whom I know cannot approve,
in their heart of hearts, of that Bill, have not the manliness
and courage to say so, are things I cannot comprehend.
It is time for you to withdraw your Bill; it is evident, from
all we hear, that the country does not want the Bill, that
they never asked for the Bill; it is evident that the country
has pronounced against the Bill in a manner so unmistak-
able that it cannot be misunderstood by hon. gentlemen
opposite. In the petitions which have come in from ridings
represented by hon. gentlemen in this House who are sup-
porting the Government, petitions from their own constitu-
ents, praying that the Bill may not become law, there are
enough names entered of those who supported some hon. gen-
tlemen opposite, who have signed these petitions, to wipe out
the majority by which those hon. gentlemen obtained their
seats; yet we find them still maintaining their adhesion to
the First Minister and endeavoring, at the expense of all
public business, to push through a measure which their own
constituents tell them they do not want. We are forced to ask
the reason why ? It cannot be argued any longer, with any
show of decency, that they are endeavoring to carry ont
this measure for the good of the public; and when we see
the persistency with which they still cling to it, we are
forced to the conclusion that was borne in on our minds
when we first saw it, that they are pushing forward a
measure conceived for the purpose of strengthening their
own party and damaging the chances of their opponents.
That conclusion is forced home on us irresistibly. But,
though that be the case, we are not contending against the
Bill on that ground. If hon. gentlemen opposite are willing
to take all the discredit that their action will bring upon
them, they are welcome to all the advantage they can secure
from the passage of the Bill. They may now cast all the
scorn and contumely they please on the signatures of the
respectable people who have petitioned them to desist in
their course, but when agaln they have to face their
electors and acknowledge that they were deaf to
these remonstances of their constituents, it may perhaps
dawn upon them that, instead of strengthening their own
position, they have done that which materially weakened it ;
and they may find that in their desire to weaken some of
the members on this side, they have failed in that attempt.
It is more than possible, it is even probable, that many who
are destined to be excluded from this may, after all, find
that they have not had their position so terribly weakned
as the result of the Bill. The people of this country like
something that is manly, something like fair play; they
have been nurtured with British notions. They like the
idea of British fair play, as between man and man; they do
not like a sneaking attempt to legislate men out of the
House whom they are afraid to meet in a manly way.
There is a moral sentiment in the country that revolts at
the perpetration of an Act such as meditated by hon. gent-
lemen opposite. I read in the Mail newspaper a letter from
a Dr. P. E. Jones, an Indian chief, written evidently in
a strong partisan frame, in which he is pleased to allude to
the fact that the opposition to this measure is because the
hon. member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills) and the member for
South Brant (Mr. Paterson) are to lose their seats by it,
and that is the cause, he says, of the whole tempest in the
teapot. Who told that gentleman that either of these
seats will be lost, as a necessity of this measure ? He speaks
about being snubbed during Mr. Mackenzie's reign, by
the Superintendent General of Indian Affairs, when

Mr. PATEasoN (Brant).

endeavoring to get certain claims of his band settled,
but since Sir John assumed the reins he has
had them settled. Was there an understanding,
when that claim was settled, that there was to
be a compensation given in return for it ? Was it
talked over between the Superintendent General and this
Indian chief, that as a result of their giving the Indian
votes, the latter would pledge himself it would have the
effect desired on certain members of this House ? Are we
to understand that from the letter of Dr. Jones, who
writes to the Mail in a partisan strain ? These are ques-
tions I would like to have the First Minister in his seat to
give us an understanding about, so hat we may know
what was the aim, intent and scope of the Bill, so far as
hon. gentlemen on this side are concerned, when hon. gen-
tlemen opposite advised it, meditated it, and carried it out,
with their own secret desires hidden from us. The hon. mem-
ber for Algoma (Mr. Dawson) thinks we are unreasonable
on this side, because, he says, the First Minister has met
our views in reference to this matter. Well, at an earlier
stage, the hon. member for Algoma, with all his learning
and ability, gave us a clear illustration that he had failed to
comprehend this Indian question at all. It was not till
after I had challenged the First Minister himself, and ho
rose from his place and told the hon member for Algoma
that he had misunderstood the Bill, that the hon. member
was set right. I hope now my hon. friend will not feel
annoyed if I tell him that, if he is sincere, ho is still in
profound ignorance of the nature of the amendment, or the
new clause proposed by the First Minister. Is it designed
to wipe out the objections taken by members on this side ?
What is the ground of our contention? Is it that the
Indians should be kept down? Again and again we
have repeated, as the hon. gentleman knows, that
the Opposition have but one desire, and that is to
elevate the Indians. What we have contended, what we
have proved so conclusively, that no hon. gentleman
opposite, or newspaper supporting the party opposite
has dared attempt to:controvert, is that, in this Bill, you do
not elevate the Indian, you do not lift them up one iota; he
romains in the same state of tutelage, the same low, unen-
franchised condition, under the Bill itself, with this clause
in, which is proposed to be added, as be does at present. It
is but giving a vote to him while ho is in the absolute con-
trol of the Government, to be told by the Government,
through its agents, to march to the ballot box and mark his
ballot, and if he cannot put a mark there, in the ear of the
agent of the Government, the servant of the Superintendent
General, to declare that ho cast his vote on bohalf of the
Government candidate. What effect will this "living in
separate holdings," being inserted as a proviso, have ?
What unenfranchised Indian does that shut ont? Do people
suppose that the Indians ail live in one vast tent? Do.not
they live on thoir reserves, in their little holdings, some
larger and some smaller, and cannot the revising barrister
easily state whether, in any one of them, there is an
amount of work, or work done to the land to improve the
soil, to the extent of $150 ? The unenfranchised Indian is
given the right to vote in this clause just as effectually as
before. Nay, more so; for if there was an Indian of suffi-
cient independence to lot it be known that ho would vote
against this Government, what power has the Government
in their hands ? The Superintendent General can remove
him from his possession by giving him a sum of money for
it, thus taking him off the holding upon which ho has the
right to vote. And this personal property that you
propose to give him to vote upon is personal property
in what sense ? That ho can sell it, dispose of it,
manage it, as ho pleases? No; nothing of the kind.
He cannot do anything with it, except with the consent of
band and the approval of the Superintendent General. That
clause, I can tell the hon. member for Algoma, is just
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designed to give the vote to all the unenfranchised Indians,
virtually, that there are in this country, ignorant or learned,
rich or poor. The only effect of that resolution is to pro-
vide that the Indians in Manitoba and the North-West
Territory shall not have the right to vote. In the other
Provinces it leaves the Indian question just where it was
and where the First Minister designed it should be, that
these wards ofthe Governmont,who are in a state of tutelage,
should have the power to cast their votes while they are
under the control of the Government of the day. It might
be said that it would be humiliating for the First Minister
to withdraw his Bill now. Granted; I grant it freely. But
would it be a greater humiliation than the hon, gentleman
bas gone through half a dozen times since ho introduced
this Bill. At first he told us ho was in favor of giving
a vote to unmarried women, but as the debate proceeded,
we judged from the actions of hon. gentlemen opposite that
ho had given thom to understand that, though ho had
exprossed himsolf in that way, they should vote it down.
At the inception of the Indian debate, lu answer to the hon.
member for Bothwell, the First Minister stated that the
unenfranchised Indians of the plains would have a vote
under this Bill. (See page 1484.) What humiliation he bas
undergone at the hands of his followers since thon; how
nany hon. gentlemen opposite have virtually given the lie
to the utterances of their leader, have virtually said that,
when ho uttered those words, he stated what was not true.
One of them said that, when he used those words, with all
the solemn duty of a Minister of the Crown resting upon
him, ho was using bye-play. The First Minister las not
said he was using bye-play or that what ho said thon was
not true, but the resolution put in your hands this afternoon
declares that, when Sir John Macdonald used those words,
ho stated what was true. Otherwise, why was it neces-
sary ? The bon. gentleman bal to submit to these humilia.
tions, and we have had the humiliation of seeing him also
state that ho always, in his own mind, meant to confine i to
the Indians of the older Provinces. What humiliation is
that, that a gentleman of the profound learning and legal
knowledge of the First Minister, who fully intended that
the Indian clause should apply only to the Indians of the
older Provinces, should so frame his Bill that it
included the Indians of the other Provinces and
of the North-West Territories, and should have told
t4e hon. momber for Bothwell that its effect would
be to enfranchise the Indians of the west. I cannot
conceive of humiliations much greater than that, even if the
Bill were withdrawn. Again, we bard speeches from the
members from British Columbia, and after they had spoken
we fInd that the effect of this proposition is not to confine
the Bill to the Indians of the older Provinces, for the
Indians of British Columbia are not excluded. These are
some of the varions phases, states and conditions of mind in
which the hon. gentleman has been since the introduction
of this Bill; these are some of the contradictory statements
made by him and his supporters in reference to this matter.
All Indians are not in the same state of advancement in
this country. My hon. friend from Essex bas in his county
perhaps the most advanced band; they have availed them-
selves eof the provisions in the Indian Act for enfranchising
and emancipating themselves, and the Superintendent
General tells as they have proved the wisdom of their appli-
cation and hie wisdom in granting it. They stand in this
country free mon to exorcise their right. I wish that
were the case with more of our Indians. I bolieve
there are more who are fitted for it. I believe that,
on the reserve in my own county, many have attained
to a stage which, if they were emanciped from Govern-
ment control and free to manage their own affairs, would
fit them to give a vote, if they desired to do so; but
I do not believe that any good wili be accomplished by the
GovOrnment trying to thrust upon them. what they have

never asked for. I will tell hon. gentlemen opposite what
, I would tell the First Minister if he was in his place, as ho
- ought to be, for, if his aim is to strike a blow at some mem-
t bers of this Opposition ho ought to have the manliness to
r face them and got his answer. I tell them that I question

whether many of the leading Indians in those bande will
avail thomselves of the privilege of voting. What is
reported to have been uttered by a young and intelligent
Indian of the Mohawks of the Bay of Quinté will, I believe,

t apply to the vast majority of Indians in my own county. I
do not believe that, if this Bill is put into effect, you will be
able, unless compulsory means are used, to get the Indians
of the Six Nations to cast a vote for one candidate or the
other, because they take the position that lhoy are not sub-
jects of the Crown, but allies, and thoy will use such
language as is reported to have beon ubed by this young
Indian :

"In a recent interview with one of their intelligent young ment ho
etated that his people did not want the franchise on the basis of tribal
lands. These lands are secured to them by treaty with the Crown, free
from all taxation-a perpetual inhei itanco. He said they conside.ed this
attempted legislation as being part of a scheine to place their reserve
under ordinary municipal control and taxation, and finally to deprive
thern or their children of their birthright.

'' They fully reccgnise that, under existing election laws, they are
subjected to no privation or unfairness, for it is open to any tribesman
to go off the reserve and achieve a franchise '1on an equal footing with
Europeans.' The above remarks represent tho general feeling of the
Mohawks, notwithstanding the assertion of their felltw-tribesman, Dr.
Oronhyatekha, of London. fis statements must therefore be made
rather as a paid Goverinment official than as an heir of the original pro.
priet rs c-f Ibis continent."

Sir, this is an attempt to force upon the advanced and edu.
cated Indians that are in the possession of the Six Nation
reserves, who were the original propriotors of the soil, who
settled upon the lands that were given to thom as a reserva-
tion, and who wished to maintain their independence and
not be bought. For they will know that if they exercise
the right to vote and participate in the government it will
not be long before their white brothron surrounding them
will raise an agitation that they shall be under municipal
taxation and pay their share of the county and municipal
taxes. Therefore, the very clase that, if any, wore fitted to
enjoy the franchise, will bo the very class that, I believe,
will not avail themselves of it, but will say that it was not
their own demand, that if they touch it at ail, it will com-
compromise thom in thoir tribal relations, which they wish
to proserve. Those who will get the franchiý'o will be those
of loss intelligence, those who have not advýaicod as far as
the others. But it is claimed we are doing them an injustice,
because they live in this country, and they ought to have
the right to vote. Sir, they will have the right to vote the
moment they desire to become one of us, to become
citizens, and avait themselves of the machinery provided for
that purpose. But they do not want to become citizens.
They want to maintain their tribal relations, to preserve
their identity as a separate people, and in doing that they
want to follow their own desires. If Dr. Jones, the chieftain
who writes that lutter in the Mail fro:n that partisan stand.
point, were here, I would ask him this question: Are you
prepared to let the white people that surround your roserve
take part in your elections, to take part in the election of
yourself as a chief of the Mississaguas ? What w)uld bethe
reply ? He would say: No; wo have nothing to do with
you. We are a distinct people; we are our own nation, and
you have no right to come in and interfere with us at all.
Would not they tell us that, and would not they be right in
telling us that ? Most undoubtedly they would be. Keeping
themselves in that position, they caa say who shaIl b chief
among themselves. But if they are able to say who shall be
chief here, who shall bear rule hore, thore will be a very
good reason why others will say: We want to have some-
thing to Say in your affairs if you are going to take part in
ours. Would it not be reasonable? Would it net ob right?
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Rave any ono of us any right to go on these Indian
reserves and vote in reference to their selection of a
chief ? and do you think they will avail themselves of
-what the hon. gentleman wishes to force upon them when
they have that alternative staring them in the face ? No,
Sir; the proposition of this Bill is not to enfranchise the
Indian in the full sense, not to do him a particle of good,
but to gain a party advantage through the agency of these
Indians. I terl hon. gentlemen opposite that they think
they are going to accomplish a great party end and damage
hon, gentlemen on this side ofthe House by it, they have al
the discredit of the attempt, and Iquestion very much if they
will derive much benefit from it. Dr.Jones truly says that if
two or three members of Parliament are to be deprived of
their seats in order to do an act of justice to another race of
people, is that a reason why they should not have it ? Dr.
Jones is right when he uses that argument. The seat of the
hon. member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills) has no business to
be secured to him if, through the securing of it, an act of
injustice is done to a large body of people, or to any indivi-
dual in this country. Now, Sir, other amendments will be
put into your hands upon which 1 shall avail myself of the
opportunity of speaking. I am willing to assume my full
share of responsibility for having talked too mach on
this question before the House. But I desire now to
point out to you the effeet of the amendment in
your hands. I venture to say that the clause proposed to
be put in by the First Minister will not go into the Bill as it
is. The Minister has brought it in after full consideration
as to its effect, as to its bearing, and it may be rather a dif-
ficuit thing for him to yield in the matter, but I say it will
not go in in that way; if it does, the people of the country
will have something to say about it. What does it do ? It
excludes the Indians of Keewatin and Manitoba, and admits
the Indians of British Columbia. What is the effeet of that ?
Let me read to you-and bear in mind that every worl1 I
shall read will be the words of Sir John A. Macdonald, the
description of Sir John A. Macdonald of those Indians, in
his report to His Excellency the Governor General. This
is what he says, with reference to those Indians that he is
excluding from Manitoba and Keewatin:-

" The band who occupy the reserve at Lac Seul are in a very prosper
ous condition, possessing fine fields, in which they raise crops of cereals
and roots. They also occupy well-built housses, and keep them neat
and clean. There is considerable competition among them as to who
shall have the best farm. These Indians have adopted the system so un-
common in Indian coormunities, and yet so desirable, of residinig on
separate farms, instead of aIl living in close proximity to each other.
The latter system is disadvantage.>us from a sanitary point of view, and
it retards greatly the progress of the Indiana in industry, self-reliance
and enterprise. A ver good school is in operation in the vicinity of
the reserve, and the Indian children who attend it are making satisfac.
tory progress."

These are the Manitoba Indiana described by Sir John A.
Macdonald in his report, whom he proposes to shut ont from
participating in that inalienable right of the Indians to vote
as mentioned by the ion. member for Algoma (Mr. Dawson).

"The Indiana owning the reserves at the Manitou River posess large
and very well oultivated solde cf potatoes and corn. They are described
as a remarkably energeti and industrious clas of Indians."

Further down the report goes on to say, and lot me direct
the attention of the Minister of Public Works to this:

" Adverting to the reserves and bands which come under Treaty No.
1, the principal reserve is that of St. Peter's, situated on the Red River;
and the band of Chippewa and Swampy Oree Indians, who occupy it,
comprise the most numerous Indian oommunity in the Province of
Manitoba. These Indiana raise large quantities of produce, and the
hay on the reserve is generally an enormous crop. The crops of the
past year were, however, not as abundant as is usually the case. Theese
Indians own a large number of live stock, and many of them are the pos-
sessors of improved kinds of machinery, euch as reapers, mowers thresh.
ing machines, etc.; aise ownirg light carriages for driving purposses, and
large double waggone for use in their farrming operations, the old 'Red
River cart' being discarded for the more modern conveyance. The
oatch of fish by these Indians is usually very large, and that h f laï t yuar
was no exception.

MXr. FzusoN (Brant).

"They consteneted a rosd of feur miles in 'length, besides building a
anmber of bridges and ditchee on the reserve during the year.

" There are several good schools in operation on this reserve."

They are christian people, I believe. They are, however,
shut out by the First Minister, after daysof considering this
Indian question. You canmnot mnd, in anyof the Provinces,
a description of a band of Indians more advanced than this
band la Manitoba. Yet the hon. gentleman deliberately
excludes them from this Bill. Yet we are having a uniform
Bill. oHere the most advaneed and the most intelligent of
the Indians are te be shut ont. By-and-bye I shall show
what classes of Indians are to have votes. Here is another
extract from the Firat Miniter's report:

" The band oeeupying the reserve at fort &ler-anderfound themselves
in rather trying circumstances last winter, owing to the failure of the
grain crop of the previous season, the acarcity of fish and the absence of
remunerative labor, which they formerly hal no difficulty in obtaining
at a saw mill which was operated for several years on te reserve, but
which was last year removed to another point.

" Two echools are conducted on the reserve. One of these- institu-
tions, which is established in the interests of the children cf the Roman
Catholic portion of the community, is described as being most ably
managed.'

Yet they are deliberately excluded by this measure. Here
is another extract:

" The band occupying the reserve at Fairford are lu a most satisfac-
tory condition. Every year the progrese of this community le notice-
able; and in no year was it more remarkable than last season, the crops
having been greatly in excess of those of previos years, and consisting
of wheat, barley, oats, potatoes ana hay. Their cattle are also increas-.
ing in number.

The council tof this band framed, with the assistance of the agent,
rules and regulations for the better government of the reserve, under
the provisions of the Indian Act, 1880, and these hiving been submitted
to Your Excellency in U-uncil, were duly approved of, and thus have
become law.

" There are two good schools on the reserve, and the pupils in attend-
ansce are making very satisfactory progress in their studies.''

But these are Indians purposely and designedly shat out
from voting by the First Minister. Here is another ex.
tract:

" On the reserve at Crane River a much better state of thinga exists.
The Indians have fine gardens, and their splendid fields of potatoe, the
superintendent reports, are kept scrupulously free oftweeds. These Indians
devote almost their entire time to agriculture. Their cattle are increas-
ing lu number and are well carel for.

"The school on this reserve is ably conducted and the pupils are
making very satistactory progress. The school house recently erected
is reported to be an ornament to the reserve.

" The band who own the reserve on Water Hen River are in equally
as good, if not in rather better circumstances, thau the band lest reterred
to. They display remarkable industry in the tillage of the soil, which
ie amply rewarded by the comfort in which they live, their families
being well clothed and fed, and the number of new dwelling houses and
stables erected by them affords a further gratifying indication of im-
provement in their tastes and habite. These Indians also possess a
splendid herd ot cattle, in which they take great pride.

" They have a very excellent school on the reserve, at whieh the
pupils are instructed in the Engliah, French and Ojibewa languages,
and show remarkable proficiency in these as well asuin their other
studies."

These are Indian bands purpsely excluded by the hon.
gentleman's proposition from Ie right to vote. Let me read
a description of some of the bands to whom the First Minis-
ter proposes, among others, to give the rigaht to vote, while
at the same time he shuts ont these Cihristian Indians.
flore is a description of the condition of Indians in British
Columbia, to whom the hon, gentleman gives the kight to
vote, while ho refuses to give that right to the Indians of
Manitoba:

"IA considerable amount of immorality, arising from the use of
intoxicants, and the cohabitation of Indian men andwomen with ouh 'r
than their own consorts, is reportéd to exist on this reserve (Williams
Lake). This condition of things results, as a matter of course, in the
prevalence of disease and poverty, and in the existenoe of great nahap-
piness.

" Special legislation to put a stop to thia evil of illicit interconrse on
the part of Indians who, at least, profess to be christianised, appears to
be necessary.

"l I heathen tribes of Indians however, the kindred evil of polygamy
has always been practised, and Leathen Indians will only be brought to
refrain from practising it wheu the onligitenment, 'which ever attends
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the inauguration of the christian religion among the heathen, shall have
changed their views in this as well as in other matters.

" On the other hand, were legislation, having for its object the forcible
suppression of the evil, to be introduced, I fear that, if it proved opera-
tive at al, it would only become so after very serions trouble had
ensued, especially with the more populona tribes; and the enforcement
of ouch a law1 would certainly be attended with difficulties of a most
compliested, character when it came to be applied to individual cases.
For ianat*nce, the settiement of the question of priority of right when
several women claimed the same man as busbandwould be most diffi-
cult; and then another question, most difficult of solution, would arise,
in regard to the legal rights of the children, issue of such marriages. I
apprehend, however, that the enforcement of any law that would inter-
fere with their preconceived ideas as to marital rights would be so
strongly resisted by heathen tribes generally as to render it inoperative.
Moreover, the inculcation in the minds of Indians of principles that will
lead them, froin congcientious convictions, to abandon voluntarily the
habit of polganmy, as wpll as other heathenish practices, is, I submit,
the work of thosp who charge themselves witb the responsibility of
imparting instrueuon to th.m ln the tenetas of christianity.1'

I have read from the Eirst Minister's own report. What
are we askedI to do ? I ask no favor from the ,(,onservative
press; but I dosire, in the interestsof thepeople, and inthe
intereeta of morality and of righteousness, that they do for
once publish what is the truth; that they for once lot that
class of the community who take their intelligence from
thoir papers know thatthe First Minister has this.afternoon
submitted to the oommittee a clause, the efset of which is,
within the walls of this.great national temple of justice and
righteousness, to ask this christian Parliament to put a
clause on the Statute Book of Canada that exalte heathen
polygamy, with ite practices, above christian religion, with
its virtues.

Mr. PLATT. Thé hon. member for Algoma (Mr. Daw-
son) has expressed surprise at the action of Opposition
members inconnéetion with the ,matter beforethe. commit.
tee. The Opposition will cease expressing sarprise at his
opinionsif thehon.,gentleman speakamany moretimes on the
Indian question. He seems to have undertaken to enlighten
the HousQ as to the bearing of whatever amendment is pro-
posed on, the Indian clauses of this Bill. Re has expressed
pleasureat almost every amendment made by the First Min-
ister, and ho allows an amendment which he auggested him.
self to be superseded by another; and yet this hon. gentleman
now has the boldness to tell the Opposition that that amend-
ment should suffle.. I suppose the hon. gentleman
will allow members of thé Opposition to judge for them-
selves of the meaning of this particular amendment.
If we take the construction put upon it by him, or if we bad
aceepted his construction of the original clause, we might
have been satisfied. It meant anything or nothing, according
to the hon. gentleman's opinion, and %e instilla his opinion
into the minds of hon. gentlemen opposite, until they are led
themselves to believe that the meaning of the clause was
entirelv d*fforent from that which the First Minister said it
was. Now, the First Minister has not vouchsafed an expla-
nation of the amendment, and the hon. member for Algoma
bas given his explaýauîion. By-and-bye, when the First
Minister gives his explanation, it will be found as different
from that of the member for Algoma as was his explana-
tion of the original statement from the explanation given
by that hon. gentleman. Well, Sir, the.amendment in your
hands certainly. ha given rise to disappointment on both
sides of the louse. It must have bean a.disappointment to
members on the Government side, when they found an
amendment proposed which gives a fiat contradiction to
nearly all the arguments they have advanced in relation to
the Indian clause. They have been telling oc that the
tribal Indiana were not to be enfranchised, and several of
them expressd. themselves to the effect that, if that
were the meaning of the clause, the louse would
flot find them supporting the measure ; and that
is one of the reasons why the First Minister has seen
fit to make the change. He las had a double purpose
'Uview. le wishod tolead thé Oppouitionand.theécountry

to suppose that hé was meeting us half way, and he was
convincing his own followers that he was removing an
objectionable feature from thé measure whon hé placed the
amendment in your hands. Well, he may have convinced
those supporters who were opposed to the original clause
of the Bill, but I can assure you that he bas not convinced
us on this side that he bas made any advance in the direc.
tion he pointed out, or lessened the obnoxious character of
the clause of which wecomplained before. I say, so far as the
two clauses are concerned, the original and the amendment,
as far as I am personally concerned, I prefer the original
clause. In that we had uniformity; in this.we have destroyed
funiformity and have increased the power placed in the
bands of the Indian agent. I find that the Indians have
been given such location tickets as are mentioned in, the
lproposed amendient, and I do not know exactly what
it means. I find that it is stated in the report with regard
to the Golden Lake a cy, South Algoma: (The, hon.
gentleman hère quoe from the report in question.) I
would like som bon. gentleman to state whether i is hie
own land-whether the Government have issued a patent
to him? If so, in what position does he stand? Does hé
own the lands in fe simple ? And owning hie own land,
working it for his own benefit, paying no municipal or pro-
vincial taxes, is it not a misnomer to call the land his ownu?
I not that land stili at the disposal of tie, agent aud the
Superintendent General ? Is it not compétent for the aent,
or the Sapenintendent General, to remove those Indians
from those locations? They have simply got holdings by
th» grce and favor of. the agent, and they feel agreater
cbigation after reoeiving those tickets than beforereceiving
ttem, and, therefore, giving votes only to suh Indius as
xeceive separate location tickets increasea the power and
influence of the agent and the Government to a dangerous
,xtent. He will have in that very way the making up of
tbe list. Before the votem' list is made ap,at ail the Indian
agent can.go through the réserve, locating such;as ho thinke
proper, giving tickets only to those who are friends and
supportersof the Government If there are some Indians
who, in his opinion, will not vote as hé wishes, they willnot
get location tickets, and only those will get them who, in
his opinion, will support himself and his frienda. For that
reason I am justified in saying that the amendient is
even more obnoxious to hon, gentlemen on this side
than was the original clause. But, after all, doos the
amnendment relieve the Indian from those disabilities
uinder which he lives at the présent time? l ho aay
less the ward of the Government? I say no. Is ho
any less responsible to the Government for almost hie
every act ? The amendment does nothingtowards remov-
ing those disabilities which havé heretofore been held
sufficient to disqualify him from cuatiDg his vote. Why, Sir,
the Superintendent Géneral today, under the Bill proposod,
as in years gone by, will bave power of being almost
supreme upon the reserves. Hé is the man who favors the
LIndian in finding a market for his flour or bis fis, hé gires
him seeds and, perhaps, some of the implements upon his
ftrm. Hé may give thein permission to cut wood; he is the
man who pays the annuity; hé assiste ia the managing. of
their schools and the employment of their teachers, and to
some extent he assisté in the payment of those toachers. He
writes their wills, orsanctions them after they are written.
He is the man who gives them the location ticket upon
which they are to qualify as voters. More than that; ho is
supreme amongst them, in a judicial capacity. Let me give
you a description of the extent to which the Indian agent
has shown himsolf capable of exereising judicial powers
on the Indian reserve. (The hon. gentleman thon
quoted from the report on Indian Affairs for 1885.)
The Indian agent is supreme; and for that reason we have
objected to the enfranchisement of the Indians on the re-
seryeswhile theyare under the control of the Indian agent.
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This amendment, as the previous speaker has pointed out,1he b) an Indian or not, what 18 the first qualification of a
does not destroy the effect of the measure, so far as its ap- votor? When about to pass a Bil adding to the present
parent intent is concerned. The hon. gentleman has been electorate, what cias of people should we feel natu-
very careful in this amendment not to exclude from the rally called upon to add? Are we te choose from
operation of the Act the Indians of Ontario. In no instance amongat the most ignorant in the land or from
do we find any change made, where there is a possibility of among the more intelligent? I say the first quali-
the Indians acting beneficially to certain politicians in fication for a voter is an adequate knowledge of the
Ontario. The allusions to the Ontario statute show that duties and responsibilities of a member of Parliament.
the fight over this Bill is not a fight between two parties A man who does fot know what is required of his repre-
here so much as a fight between hon. gentlemen opposite and sentative is not a man upon whom we should seek to thrnst
the Legislature of Ontario; and if there is a pernicious the franchise. If he has it, well and good; but a man who
clause in that Act, that is deemed sufficient justification for has not adequate knowledge to understand what he wishes
inserting it here. With regard to the question of anifor- his representatives to do for him and what his representa-
mity, the right hon. gentleman seems willing to sacrifice it tive is eupowered te do, is not a fit and proper person te
on every occasion. It was at first the crowning argu- have thrust upon him the responsibility of the franchise.
ment for this Bill; now it is of no necessity what- Then, the voter shonld have the disposition to act luthe
ever; but the right hon, gentleman is careful not to interest of the country; he should have the desire te do
sacrifice that principle unless there is something to right. Have we any evidence whatever that the Indians,
be gained by the sacrifice. lt would be a sacrifice of especially those who are living on a reserve and are
uniformity to disfranchise a part of the Civil Service. That separated te a great extent from the rest ofthe cemmunity,
has been steadily resisted. It was a sacrifice of uniformity are desirous mainly of the publie good? What is there te
when a portion of the fishermen were excepted. In every induce them to act in concert with the rest ef their fellow
instance in which there has been a breach of the principle citizens throughout the rest of the Dominion, and in the
of uniformity it has not been done by depriving of the fran- interest of the country? We have it laid down as a law by
chise those people who, to a certain extent, might be said Bailley, that:IlAny part of a cemmunity that may be
to be under the influence of the Government. The fishermen separated from the rest-any body ofmen, however large
receive a bounty, therefore we must add them to the list; or however small, will prefer its own intereat te that of the
the Civil Service are under the control of the Government, whole when those two interests interfere with each other."
therefore they must not be disfranchised. While we cast lasit ikely that the interest of the public and tho.intereat
off the Indians of Manitoba and the North-West Territories, of the Indians on the reserves will be identical for many
we must retain the Indians of Ontario, because we need yearsis it not rather likely that the two will interfere?
them for a purpose. It has been made easy for the classes Do we net know that the impression of the white people i
I have mentioned to become registered, but there are a that these reserves and the udians upon them are a great
class of voters whose registration the Government have drawback te the advancement of civilisation and commerce?
taken care to make difficult. I will not refer at any great Are net our people anxieus these tribal relations shonld be
length to the exclusion of the Indians of Manitoba and the broken up and the Indians now on the reserve be scattered,
North-West Territories by this amendment; but I am and become mingled with the community at large, and
surprised that the right lon. gentleman should have run those tracts which are now almost unproductive be made t
the risk of dealing so partially with the Indians. One blossom as a rose, and become equal iu value with the sur-
would think that as Superintendent General he would have rounding country? For many years te core, se long as
been very careful indeed not to do so, for fear he would rouse these reserves are upheld, a diversity of interests will exist
the jealousy of some and excite the admiration of others between the Indians and the whites, and se long these
of those savage tribes. The hon. gentleman once expressed men, whom we are now about te constitute voters, will act
his opinion that this Parliament should act very carefully in their ewn individual interest and net in the interest of
towards the Indians of this country. lin 1872, when an the public at large. lon, gentlemen opposite are ne doubt
election Bill was before this Parliament, promoted by the mucli disappointed at the continuation of the debate, but
right bon. gentleman who now leads the Government, one many on this aide are likewise disappointed. I say the
of his followers, Mr. Chauveau, proposed to restore the First Minister is responsiblefor its continuation. Befere lie
right to vote to a small Indian tribe which had been placed the amendment in your hands, Sir, li could have
deprived of the right by some arrangement of the muni- made sucl concessions as would have been acceptable
cipal list, and Sir John Macdonald spoke as follows:- te thisfouse and te the country, for enough las

" As a matter of necessity, if these thirty-four Indians were allowed beon said te Iead him te a correct conclu Aon as
to have an asseasment list, other Indians imilarly situated must have to the wishes of lon, gentlemen on both bides.
the same right. The question was, were we prepared te allow Indians lad li even shown a desire te meet the wislies of the Rouse
all over the Dominion to vote. is hon. friend must admit that these and the people the debate would have ceaed long ago;
thirty-four Indiana should not be accorded privileges wbich were denied
to others. It would be soothing the feelings of thirty-tour Indians and were the wishes of both sides consnlted, the unanimeus
wounding the feelings of 3,400. His hon. friend would see that it would advice would be te strike eut the Indian clause altegether
be the giving of every Indian throughout the Dominion being a hou- and let the Indians become enfranchised threugh the only
holder to the value ot 20 rentai, the right to vote, and Le did not think ein
the Government was prepared to go so far."

Act was intended for that very purpose; we have laid down
The hon. gentleman beems to have forgotten the necessity the road by which the Indian can travel te the privilege
of dealing impartially with the Incians ; and now he 'awhichhon, gentlemen opposite are seeking te give him
going to gratify the feelings of one section of the Indians of witbout an effort on bis part, and when he will have reached
this country and wound the feelings of another section. that goal, we will have accemplished a double purpese.
What he was very careful not to do in 1872 lie is willing We will have given him the franchise which he can ezeroise
to do in 1885, whatever may be the results of his action. with discretion and te the benefit o? the country, and, te a
lie finds it necessary to depart from the rule of impartiality, certain extent, we will have id ouselves of the difculty
and to adopt a rule of very great partiality in dealing and trouble O? maintiing these reserves. 1 may Bay
with the Indians. We have heard a great deal said that the indian Act miglt be amended. Let us adept an
about the inubility of the Indians, about their being dis- easier method. By ail means let us enfranchise the indian
qualified in various ways trom exerting influence on the and place upon hlm ai the responsibilities o? citizenship
political affairs of the day at the ballot box, but whether before we entitle him te vote. There are many raons
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against giving the tribal Indians that right; there are the diffi-
culties that will occur at election times from these people
taking part in elections, such as the danger of strong drink
being distributed among them. We have two measures,
both of which professedly are intended for the elevation
of the Indians-the Indian Act and this Bill. The one tends
to elevate the Indian in a particular sense, lift him up stop by
step from the foot of the ladder, until he becomes a true,
genuine citizen of the country, when ho will have conferred
upon him, as a matter of course, the privilege of exercising the
franchise. This Bill seems rather an instrument calculated to
further degrade the Indians. It will not lift him up a single
step, but will thrust upon him a responsibility he dare not and
cannot exorcise of his own free will. What a great contrast
between the two measures. I have here a couple of articles
written by different authors, which describe exactly the
effect of the two. The following remarks from Baillie
aptly illustrates the Indian Act:

"Far from enslaving, it makes more and more free those on whom
it is exercised; and in this respect it differs wholly from the vulgar sway
which ambition thirats for. It awakens a kindred power in others, calts
their faculties into new life, and particnlarly strengthens them to follow
their own deliberate convictions of truth and duty. It breathes con-
scious energy, self-respect, moral independence, and a scorn of every
foreign yoke.'

That explains the aim and result of the Indian Act, if carried
to its legitimate conclusion; but the Bill we are now consider-
ing is aptly described in the words of Dr. Channing:

"IThere is another power over man very different from this ; a i.ower,
not to quicken and relevate, but to crush and subdue ; a power which
roba men of the free use of their nature, takes them out of their own
hands, and compels them to bend to another's will. This is the sway
whlch men grasp at most eagerly, and which it is our great purpose to
expose. To reign, to give laws, to clothe their own wills with omni-
potence, to annihilate all other wills, to spoil the individual of that
self direction which is hie most precious right-this bas ever been
deemed, by multitudes, the highest prize for competition and conflict.
The most envied men are those who have succeeded in proatrating
multitudes, in subjecting whole communities to their single will. It is
the love of this power, in all its forma, which we are auxious to hold up
to reprobation. If any crime should be placed by society beyond pardon,
it la this."

Here, I think, we have a brief and apt description of the
intent and purpose and aims of the two Bills which we
have been considering in comparison with each other. Let
us amend or enlarge the Indian Act, so that we can carry
out the purpose for which it was enacted, and leave the
enfranchisement of the Indian where it was left when that
Act was placed on the Statute Book, and whon they have
gone up grade by grade and arrived at the true status of a
citizen they will obtain the franchise and be able to exercise
it with benefit to himself and the country.

Mr. SOKERVILLE (Brant). This question, it may be
admitted by ahi parties, has been pretty fully discussed, at
least on this side of the House. There can be no doubt in
the minds of the people that the Opposition have endeavored
to do their duty in this matter. Parliament is supposed to
be a deliberative body. It is supposed that the gentlemen
who are sent here to represent the people will express their
opinions on the varions subjects which are brought up for
discussion, but during this debate we have had a peculiar
spectacle presented to the people. We have had introduced
une of the most important measures ever proposed since
Confederation, and we have on record the opinion expressed
by the Premier himself, thlat this Act was of such great
importance that it would require the whole of one Session
to discuss it properly. In the face of that statement, we are
perfectly justified in discussing it clause by clause ; but I fail
to understand why it is that hon. gentlemen who sit on
the other side are so loath to express their opinions
on this important question, and how they can justify
their course in studiously remaining silent. Occasionally,
goaded on by the arguments and the taunts which hav e been
thrown at them from this side of the Êouse, they have
endeavored to say something in justification of the Bill,
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but in all the apeeches I have heard and read from
that side they h ave studiously avoided coming to
the discussion of the question before the iouse.
They have attempted, in their own way, to make the
country believe that the views expressed by the Opposition
are not sound, and the Government press, in the Province
of Ontario, at least, have taken the same position; they
have refused to publish the actual facts in oennection with
this measure, or to give the Bill itself, and they have mis-
represented the arguments presented in this House, and the
statements made by the Premier in introducing this
measure. They have persisted in publishing statements
which have been proved to be false on the floor of the Uouse,
and by the Opposition press in their contentions with the
Government organs. I do not wonder that that portion of
the press which voices the sentiments of gentlemen oppo-
site has acted in this way. We know that the Ministerial
press is a subsidised press; that it is not a free press; that
the organs of the Government are bought up by the money
which belongs to the people of this country; that they are,
like the Indians, the wards of the Government, sustained
by the pal) which is fed to them by the Government; that
they meet around the Government tible, and pick up the
crumbs scattered to them from time to time. The Govern.
ment press of this country is not freo. It is bound
in the same shackles which bind the Indians, to whom
this Bill proposes to give votes, and, therefore, it
doos not voice the soatiments of the people. I
glad to know there are some independent Conser-
vatives in this country, who have signed petitions
expressing disapprobation of this measure. I know that
this fact has caused a great deal of dissatisfaction among
gentlemen opposite, who have seen these petitions presented
day after day, and have been convinced that there is a feel-
ing aroused throughout this Dominion which will tell upon
them. Notwithstanding all the stateinents that these
signatures have been placed there without authority, in fact,
that they have been forged, hon. gentlemen are, no doubt,
uncomfortabre in their positions. They know, after examin-
ing those petitions, that names of many prominent Conser-
vatives in several constituencies are to be found appended
to them. The day will come when they will have to give
an account of their stewardship, and will have to show why
they have sat there in dumb silence when such an import-
ant measure has been under discusion-why they have
refused to open their mouths, either by the agreement come
to in their caucus or the mandate given forth by the First
Minister, which compels them to romain silent. They
are not worthy representatives of a free people in a country
possessed of free institutions and a free government. They
are not mon worthy of being ontrusted with the task of repre-
senting froc constituencies, men who dare not lift up their
voices in justification of the course they are pursuing.
Do we find tie First Minister attempting to justify this sBc-
tion of the Bill ? Not a bit of it. We find he pretends that
ho is making a concession, and he gets up in the House and
announces that after weeks and weeks of consideration of
this important Indian clause he as come to the conclusion
that he will make some alteration in the original Bill. But
does he make any statements to justify the change, or to
justify giving the vote to the Indians at all ? Not one word
in justification either of the change or of the original pro-
position to give all the Indians of the Dominion a vote. I
contend that the Government supporters and the Govern.
ment organs may say what they please with regard to this
matter, but it is on the records of this House that the First
Minister contemplated by the Bill, and the BilI shows it,
giving votes to ail the Indians throughout, not only the older
Provinces, but the North-West Territories and British
Columbia. If we want any more evidence of this, we have
it in the fact that the First Minister has come down here
to-daywith an amendment which excludes Manitoba, Ke..
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watin and the North-West Territories'; and yet the news- ruie, are not possessed of the necessary intelligence
papers supporting the Government have been stating for which would enable them to arrive at a proper con-
weeks past that the First Minister never contemplated clusion with respect to any matter that *it core
passing such a measure as this, and I believe the hon. mom- under the consideration of any court. They are not
ber for South Brant (Mr. Paterson) read a statement from responsible in othor ways. They are not in a position
the Montreal Gazette to the same effect. All the organs of the to be sued. If they convract a debt, no one can recover.
Government must know that it was the original intention Thoy are not, even in this respect, on the same lovel as
of the First Minister that all these Indians should be given your own chuld, becauso, if a white man's child contracta
votes, but not enfranchised. But to-day we find the First debt, the lather may be made responsible. But these
Minister bringing down a proposition that Manitoba, Indians, who are not responsible for any debts they may
Keewatin and the North-West shall be exempted from the contract, are to be entrusted with votes, whilo our boys, Dow
provisions of this Bill. Sir, we contend that the amend- fighting for the liborties of the people in the North-West, who
ment is no improvenent, so far as the older Provinces are may be over 18 yoars of age, are not entrusted with that
concerned, on his original proposition ; we find, in fact, power. Those young mon have undertaken responsibilitieS
that the amendment is even more objectionable, and I which are greater than any which the Indians are reqnired
have no doubt it will be more objectionable to the country to assume. Furthermore, I wish te note the fact that a large
at large than the original Bill. The original Bill contem- number of inteigent citizens of this country will be dis.
plated dividing up the reserve and giving votes to all the franchised by this Bill This, of course, is denied by some
Indians on the reserve; but this amendment gives a vote hon. gentlemen opposite, and by some of the organs of the
to the men who obtain a location ticket from the Indian Government. But I noticed the other day a report of a
agent. I would like to ask hon. gentlemen opposite meeting held at Brantford, whero careful calculations had
whether it is likely that the Indian agent will be found been made as to the number of mechanies and other laboring
giving location tickets to bad Indians ? bocause, I pro- men in that city who would be disfranchised by this Bill.
sume the agent will think that all the Indians are bad wbo I suppose the calculation was correct, or it would not have
will not vote for the reprosentative of.the Great Mother in been mado at a public meeting, at which parties in favor of the
this country, who will not vote for constitutional Billcould have denied its accuracy. The calculation was that
Tory government, who will not vote for the per-sovoral hundrods would be se disfranchisod. When the 1h11
petuation of the power of the right hon. gentleman isaplied to other cities and tewns it wiIl likowise be foand
and his supporters. I fancy that the Indians who that a large number of intelligent people will ho disfran-
will support the Government will be considered good chised, while the Gevernment proposes to enfranchise the
Indians, and will get their location tickets, and be tribal Indians on the resorves. We have had tho statement
entitled to vote. Therefore, I do not sec that any conces- of the representative of East Toronto (Mr. Small), that tho
sion has been made by the First Minister in this amend- Bil will not disfranchise more than 50 cf the Toronto
ment. I have heard it somotimes remarked by hon. gen- voluntors in the Norttps West. I sbou!d ike to ask the hon.
temen opposite that no special advantage was propose to gentleman what right hoelias to disfranchise ven 50 voters?
be given to the Indians by glving them the vote. I do What will the people think of their reprosentative, whe ho
not know whether these hon. gentlemen boliovo that or not. rises in this louse and says the Bi will only disfranoise
1 think my hon. friend from .Agoma (Mr. Dawson) Tas 50 volunteers in the North-West?
often contended that ne advantago yver other citizens Mr. SMALL. The 50 volunteers to whom I referred
would be givo2 to the Indians in giving thom a riglit to weuid not have votes in consequence of being minors.
vote. Now, I think thI facts are ail against this assumpn Mr. SOMErVILLE. The hon, gentleman said it wouhd
tion. contend that every man in this country is entitled rac ete
ts a vote, and I bolieve it would have been botter for theoisep
Dominion at large if we had adopted rnanhood suffrage Mr. SMALL. No; of course not. They wiIl have te ho
than the provisions of this Bill. But, Sir, I an forced teenfranehised firast. But they wil not have votes.
the conclusion that this Indiah clause is an effort to intro- Mr. SOME VILLE The statement of the hon. gntie-
duce class legislation bere. The .&ct contomPlates that the man was, that only 50 voluinteerhef those nw fighting in
white man or the colored man shah be possessed of a certain the North-West would be disfranchised by this Bih.l
preperty qualification te entitie him trvote. With regard tofnSometon. MEMBERS. o, no.
the Indian it is different. fle is net responsiblr, in a great
many ways, as the white or the colorod man are res- Mjr. SOMERVILLE. Every hon, gentleman knows that
ponsible-ho is net, in fact, a free agent at al,) was is statement. oie knws himself that was his state-
but is, te ail intents and purpeses, an infant in theoye of tho ment. But thB hon, gentleman ow rises a d endeavors teo
law, and yet we are proposing te give thseomon votes in creep eut ofthe difficuty in which ho paced himself, by
Dominion olectionsý The First Minister lias oftmn described saying that they wouhd not be disfranchised because they
themI as wards of the Goversment.u t lny are net considered wre n et now enfraunchised.
fit te be entrBsted with the management of their own affairs; Mr. SMALL. I cannot make the heon, gentleman under-
they cannot control their swn lands; they cannot rent their stand what I said.
own farms; they have net sufficient enterprise, in many r.S ER LE. robynt.Tettrcs

insanestoprvid tei ow sedgran ad wont is appied o oer ites and to n t ilTliewisere un

iithft h h.gentleman are sehedled about that it is difi-
given te them, as was statdd her, to-day, they have net sense cu
enough to put it inte the earth, but prefer rather te eat it up. tfor anyono te understand them. I arnsurprised that
They are, accerding te the First Minister, unable te under- the p rple f E ast Toronto undorstood him, and that they
take the moat simple form of municipal germe ot, and yet shoud have sent him e ru te misrepresent thom.
he proposes te give them a vote, in order, as Ibeieve, t atir. CHAI RMAN. The hon. momber mu t net say that.
swamp the votes of white mon in seme eunties of this er. SOMERVILLE. n e mia rsresents the volanteeris,

I think my hoill n. fre ro AlgeoaOn(r. wo)hs5pouter nteNrhWs

Domnio, epecall inth Prwine e Onari. nd in' certainiy. If, however, I have said anything uparliament-
other respects the Indian is net a free man. Rie is net ay mpeae owtda trequired to do jury duty, and in that case thoe conclusionof Mr. SMALL. The 5 ontea r itoomIref
the Government is a wise one, as ne intelligent man in ru not e on gnemn of beingtminors.
this country would desire t have his casetried befre Mr. SOMERVILLE. The hn. gentleman is mistaken
an Indian jury, for the simple re on that Indians as a in saying I ad faustomed to that. o do ot trouble t

Mir, SQIXAYZLI (Brant),
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House frequently, and so the hon. gentleman cannot say to
what I am accustomed.

Mr. SMALL. I have heard you talking a great deal of
rubbish.

Mr. SOMERVILLE. The hon. member for Algoma
stated, with a good deal of force, that the Indians are brave
mon. Is that any reason why they should be given a vote ?
The Zulus of Africa are brave men, and they showed bravery
in all engagements with British forces. I see no roason
why, because Indians show bravery, they should be given
the vote. Then the hon. momber for Algoma (Mr.iDawson)
went on to take the same line of argument that organs of
the Government have taken, that it never was the intention
of the Government to give a vote to the wild Indians of the
west, which, I think, has been satisfactority explained
already. But I should like to call the hon, gentleman's
attention to thefactthat inOntariowehave somoIndians who
may be said to be yet wild Indians. There is a large number
of pagan Indians on the Grand River, men who are
not civilised in any way whatever; but they are said
to be more trustworthy than some of the civilised
Indians. They, no doubt, have holdings and picces of
land which they cultivate, and on which they live, and
according to the statement of the hon. gentleman, they
should be entitled to vote. They are not quite so savage as
some of the Indiana who have taken up arms in the North.
West, but there are quite a number of such Indians in one
of the best districts of Ontario. Thon I find the hon.
gentleman referring to the New Brunswick Indians. Tho
bon. nember for Algoma has said they have beon degraded
b>' the white mon.

Mr. DAWSON. I said they were so represented by one
of the representatives of New Brunswick.

Mr. SOMERVILLE. If the statement was not correct
the hon, gentleman should not have repeated it here. It
must have been correct. or the hon. gentleman would not
have said they were degraded if they were not degraded.
The hon, gentleman is willing to have those degraded
ladians vote. I do not think he can justify this proceeding.

Mr. DAWSON. I said the representatives said that.

Mr. SOMERVILLE. The hon. gentleman assumed
from the statement mado that it was correct. If the
degraded Indians are to be given votes in New Brunswick
and the West how can the hon. member for Algoma justify
that position ?

Mr. DAWSON. I did not say that.
correct it afforded very good ground for
a different system should be adopted.

I said if it was
our believing wby

Mr. SOMERVILLE. The hon. member for Cardwell
(Mr. White), in a short speech, talked very eloquently
about some Indian chief at Caughnawaga, who was an
enterprising man and able to manage his own affairs.
There are, of course, some exceptional cases where Indians
are possessed of intelligence and are capa ble of doing busi-
ness and managing their own affairs. Whon they reach
such a condition they should stop out of the Indian reserve
and become free citizens of a free country, and then they
should be properly enfranchised, and would have to assume
all the responsibilities of white men. But I do not think it
is right, Sir, that one single Indian should be selected out of
a band, or that a certain number of Indians out of the
whole Indian population of the Dominion shoald be selected
as a justification for the proposition that all Indians
should be given votes. And then, as a sample of the
intelligence of these Indians, whom this House now pro.
poses to enfranchise, I might refer to what was stated by
the hon. member for East Grey, in a short-speech which ho
delivered here the other evening :
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"In the election before last ln the Inskoka distriet, the timber

inspector there, who supported kr. Mowat's candidate, went out among
the Indians, and it was cnrrently reported, and I believe correctly, that
ho bought u p nearly all the Indiana in the district, collected them al lit
une place, and took them to the poilasand got ther to vote. After that be
took the Indians away, took their dresses from them and put themi oa
the squaws, and took theminn, and got them to poli their votes."
Now, are those the kind of votera we want in this country?
Are those the kind of votera the hon, member fbr Cardwell
would like to have ?

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). I can tell ihe hon, member
that it was just such votera that defeated me in Montreal-
voters by the telegraph system, as it was called, where
people changed their dresses and voted as other people,

Mr. SOMERVILLE. Were they'Indians?
Mr. WHITE. No; white people.
Mr. SOMERVILLE. Did the mon put their olothes

on the women, and did the women vote? I think, Sir, if
the women of Montreal voted against the hon. gentleman
they showed their good sense, but I doubt if they were so
degraded as to dress themselves in men's clothing and go
to the polls, and put in their votes against the hon. gentle-
man. I would likre to ask the hon. gentleman, assuming
that his statement is correct-and not knowing the facta, I
assume it is correct-is that any justification for him giving
those mon votes who have been degraded to such a degree
-the voters in the district of Algoma ?

Mr. DAWSON. Not Algoma-Muskoka.
Mr. SOMERVILLI4. Yes, Muskoka. You have a parti.

cular regard for Algoma. I would ask the hon. member for
Cardwell if he can justify, before the House and the coun.
try, or before the elootors of Cardwell, the proposition to
give votes to the class of people whose actions have been
described by the hon. member for Eat Grey.

Mr. HESSON. Who was most to blame, the Indians or
Mowat's white mon ?

Mr. SOMERVILLE. The hon, gentleman is awfully
trou bled about Mr. Mowat. If thore ais anything ho dislikes
it is the name of Mowat.

Mr. BEATY. It is a moto in his oye.
Mr. SOMERVILLE. It is well to see that some of the

hon. gentlemen reprosenting Toronto are waking up. We
have had two speeches from them to.night, one from the
hon. member for Eust Toronto, and the other by the hon,
membor for West Toronto, the latter being a joko, or an
rttempt at a joke. I would just say that it is rather sur.
prising that the name of Mr. Mowat should have such a
baneful influence on hon. gentlemen opposite, whenever it
is mentioned in a discussion here. They seem to think
that ho is capable of doing aIl that it is possible to do in
Ontario. I know that their leader has assumed, in times
past, that ho was a greater constitutional lawyer than Mr.
Mowat, but the courts of this country, and of the old
country, have docided that Mr. Mowat is the greater con-
stitutional lawyer.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. The hon. gentleman is getting very
far away from the question.

Mr. SOMERVILLE. I will try to get back to the
Indians, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. FERGUiON (Leeds). Get back to the squaws.

Mr. SOMERVILLE. Perbaps you have some Indians in
your county, and you will be getting back to the squaws.
Among the hon. members of the louse who are heartily in
accord with the Premier in regard to this Bill, we find the
hon. member for East Hastings, who is very anxious that
the Bill should pass. He has substantial reasons for desir-
ieg that the Bill should pass. le is one of the mon repre-
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Benting the Conservative side in this House, who are bold
enough to say that he believes in the provisions of this Bill,
and that the Indians should have votes. And why ? Sim-
ply because there is, in hie constituency, a band of Indians,
and in that constituency there are a large number of Orange
lodges, which are mainly composed of Indians. There are
Orange lodges composed entirely of Indians, and we all
know the hon. member for East Hastings is a bright and
shining light in the Orange order. No doubt it would be
very convertient for him to go out on the Indian reserve in
his cnstituency at election time and address hie brethren in
hie regalla. No doubt it would be inspiring to them, that
their representative in Parliament should come and address
them in their lodges, and try to induce them to vote for
himeelf, as the Governmont candidate, in any election which
might take place there. But it is well to inquire what the
First Minister expects to gain by the passage of this Indian
clause of his Franchise Bill. Does ho introduce it from
patriotic motives ? Is it from a desire to elevate the Indian
and make him a better man and a better citizen ? I think
it muet be perfectly clear to the mind of every gentleman in
this House that no such reason actuates the First Minister
in introducing this clause. I am satisfied that there are not
half a dozen gentlemen supporting him who believe that he
is actuated by any such desire. 1 am satisfied they do not
bolieve it, d1mply because thoy do not get up here and
express their opinion in support of this Bill, and bocause the
Eirst Minister does noV himself say so. I am forced, there-
fore, to the conclusion that ho does not care for the eleva-
tion of the Indian, that he does not hope to raise him out
of tbe serfdom which he is placed under, as a ward of
the Government, dependent on the generosity and, in
many cases, the charity of the Government. Hie idea in
introducing this clause is df another character altogether.
He knows that with bis local agent and his revising bar-
rister ho will be able to secure on all the reserves of this
Dominion the almost solid vote of the Indians; and this is
his only and sole object in introducing this clause into thisi
Bill. He says ho was only imitating the example set by
the Hon. Oliver Mowat, the Premier of Ontario, in doing
so. Now, I want to read the enactment of the Ontario law
with regard to this, to show that the enfranchisement of the
Indians by the two Acts is not placed on the same basis.
(The hou. gentleman read from the law referred to). I
contend that there is no similarity between the provisions of
the Ontario Act and those of this Bill with regard to thei
enfranchising of the Indians; and the statement of the
First Minister that he was simply adopting the enactment
of Mr. Mowat cannot be substantiated or justified, for the
simple reason that it is not founded upon fact. Then, wei
are told that by this amendmônt the Indian who resides
on a reserve, and who bas improvements to the value of
$150, and a location ticket, is to be entitled to vote;1
but I want to call the attention of this committee(
to the fact that on a large number of the reserves in Ontarioi
the improvements have been made, even the bouses and the
fonces have been built, by and at the expense of the Govern-
ment. These improvements are not the improvements made
by the Indians themselves, but are made at the expense of the
people of this country, for infants under the care and man-
agement of the Indian agent; and therefore an Indian in
those circumstances does not occupy the samre position asi
another elector of the country, who bas made bis own1
improvements on his own property. There is not much1
difficulty in discovering the motive which has actuated thei
hon. First Minister in seeking to give votes to all thei
Indians of the Dominion, except those of Manitoba and theE
North-West. There are fifteen counties in Ontario alone i
which will be more or less affected by this Indian vote.
There are a number of gentlemen who occupy seats in this
11ouse and who give a vigorous opposition occasionally ùo
the measures proposed by the Gover9ment, whose positions

Mr. SOMERVILLE (Brant).

will be endangered by this provision; and no doubt the
motive of the First Minister was not to elevate the Indians
or to place them in a botter position to secure the rights
and privileges of the white man, butto try to defeat several
of the gentlemen who sit on the Opposition benches in this
House; and I would like to ask how such a course can be
justified ? I thinir I can demonstrate to this House that the
liberties of the entire people of this Dominion may be
injured,the very expression of their opinion may be thwarted
by giving votes to the Indians on the reserves. Suppose
that after the next general election parties come to this
House about equally divided; suppose the First Minister
comes back here with only two or three of a majority, though
I fancy ho will not have that, and suppose this Bill is passed
in the meantime, and the Indians on the reserves are
enfranchised : I would like to ask this louse if it is not
manifest that the whole freedom of the citizens of this
country may be injured by this Bill; they would have
obtained their small majority through the influence of the
Indian voteand thereby be enabled to retain power and place
here against the will of the great majority of the white
voters of this Dominion. They would be robbing the free
citizens of this country of the right to say who should be the
members of the Government to control the affairs of this
country and who should represent them in this Parliament.
In that case, I would like to ask if the voice and the f ree
will of the people of this Dominion would not be subverted
by this Bill. Could the Czar of Russia introduce a more
tyrannical measure than this ? I would like to know if the
hon. gentleman has any right to endanger the whole electo-
rate of this Dominion by such a measure as this, in order to
bolster up the party in power. I believe in party govern.
ment; I believe that in this country, as well as in others
possessing representative institutions, we must have gov-
ernment by party; but I fail to see where party govern-
ment is in existence at the present time. It is a one-man
Government we have here, as clearly evinced in the discus-
sion of this measure. The supporters of the First Minister
have taken no part in the discussion whatever; the First
Minister introduced a Bill, ho decided it should be put
through, and his supporters will come to his rescue, no
doubt, when the vote takes place; but I believe there is a
day of retribution coming, I believe the time will come
when these men will have to stand before their electors and
justify their course in this House in supporting this mon-
strous proposition to give votes to the wards of the Govern-
ment and give them the opportunity of out-voting the free
citizens of the Dominion. I would like to ask how it is that,
for the first time in the history of the world, a measure of
this kind has been introduced hore? In no country
enjoying responsible government has the vote been given
to the Indians. In the United States no attempt has ever
been made to give them votes, although in many of the
older States there are bands of Indians just as intelligent as
any we have in our Provinces. There has been no party man
or statesman in the American Republic who has ever dared
to outrage the people of that country by attempting to
grant the suffrage to the Indians on reserves. We all know
the course pursued by the First Minister at former elections,
in order that he might retain place and power; but in
introducing this measure, and in forcing his supporters to
vote it through, ho has excelled himself. His supporters
have not had the courage to stand up like mon and express
their reasons for the vote they propose to give; they have
not stood up like representatives of a free people and
atteripted to argue against the propositions laid down and
sustained so ably by hon. gentlemen on this side; and I say
it is a shame that mon who come here to represent the
people should sit here, as they have sat for weeks past, not
daring to open their mouths. They sit there quietly, occu-
pying the sition of serfs.

Mr. CHIRMAN. The word lis not parliamentary.
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Mr. SOMERVILLE. i do not want to say anything

offensive to hon, gentlemen opposite; they are really not
serfs, I believe, and I will call them simply a mechanical
majority. They believe, with the hon, member for King's
(Mr. Foster), that it is the duty of gentlemen who repre-
sent the constituencies of the Dominion to come here
merely for the purpose of recording the will of the Premier
or the will of the Government. But I think that hon. gen-
tlemen opposite ought to have some respect for themselves
and some respect for their constituencies, and ought to dis.-
cuss this as intelligent men; they ought to have some
respect for the electors who sent them here. If they had,
they would express their opinions on this Indian clause.
The men who sent them here will require some explanation
at their hands. I do not believe that the members on this
side could be induced to support any Government, or the
leader of any Government, who introduced any such out-
rageous proposition as this; I believe there is an indepen-
dent feeling amongst the Reform representatives in this
House, which precludes the possibility of their supporting
anything of the kind. Further, 1 do not believe that
any Reform leader would introduce any such outrageous
proposition. No intelligent elector in this Dominion, Con-
servative or Reformer, will justify this measure. We have
had expressions of opinion from Independent Conservatives
and Liberal Conservatives and Conservatives pure and
simple, who have declared, by signing the petitions sent
here, that they are not prepared to uphold the Government
in enacting this measure. The people should be consulted
before such a measure as this is made law. We are
not afraid to go to the people; we are anxions to go; we
believe the people are not prepared to sustain this Govern-
ment in this outrageous attempt to thwart the will of the
people; we would be only too glad if the First Minister
would dissolve this House to-morrow and go to the country,
and I am satisfied that not only on this Bill, but on all other
subjects, the First Minister would find he is not sustained
by the people. It is somewhat strange that the First
Minister should claim that this measure is a reform
measure; it would be strange, indeed, if a reform measure
should emanate from the leader of the Government or
his colleagues. The history of the world indicates
that reforms have been fought for always by Reformers,
and any reforms which the people have secured have
been secured through the exertions of the Reformers.
But I fancy this is merely a pretence of the Govern-
ment to protect themselves before the electorate. I fancy
that the indignation of the people of Canada will be
widespread with regard to this outrageous proposition, and
that the meetings which have been held in a large number
of the towns and cities of Ontario indicate only a tithe of the
feeling which is spreading through the Dominion in regard
to it. I am satisfied that if the Government does not
retrace its steps and withdraw this Bill, or take out the
obnoxious clauses before the House rises a wave of indigna-
tion will spread throughout the Dominion, and the gentle-
men on the Treasury benches will yet discover that they have
made a mistake in attempting, by this Bill, to strengthen
their power and injure the freedom of the citizens of
this country, by giving a vote to tribal Indians, who are not
capable of managing their own affairs, and who, in ninety-
nine cases ont of every hundred, are not sufficiently intelli-
gent to mark their ballots, and who will be directly under
the control of the Government agent and the revising
barrister. If time would permit, thousands more would
sign petitions against the passage of this Bill; but I hope
that good sense will yet prevail, and that the Government
will see they are not justified in pursuing the course they
have adopted. How is it that no members of the Govern-
ment, except the First Minister, have said anything in
justification of this measure? We know they are capable
of doing so if they could justify it, and I am forced to the

conclusion that they cannot justify it, and I believe they
will find at the next eloction that the people cannot be
induced, by the bonds of party allegiance, to forget their
manhood and desert those principles of justice which every
free man ought to uphold.

Mr. TROW. Every member ought to enter his protest
against this measure, which has probably created more
excitement throughout the country than any which has
emanated from the Government during its carcer. The
numerous petitions which we receivo are signed, evidently,
by members of both political parties. This bas been denied by
some hon. gentlemen opposi!e; but I can vouch for the fact
that those I have received from my constituency are signed
by many leading Conservatives, I have no doubt that, if the
Governmcnt persist in pushing this mcasure through Ihis
House, they will lose prestige with the people. I do not
know but that the Opposition, in discussing this measure, is
conducting a political contest much cheaper than they could
in going round their respective counties. This discussion
has been confiued almost entirely to members of the
Opposition. It is an unfair fight--a one-sided fight,

Mr. BOWELL. You cannot complain, if you havo it aIl
your own way.

Mr. TROW. We should not have it our own way.
Mr. BOWELL. Your leader did not say so.
Mr. TROW. My hon. friend, the Minister of Customs,

who bas so much debating ability, when he was on this
side of the louse would not allow any measure to pass
without having a fling ut its promoters. The bon. gen-
tleman who just took bis sent said hon. gentlemen opposite
weie a servile following. I do not wish to say that, but
they are an obedient following. I do not know that thore
is any man in the Dominion or on the continent of
America whob as so mucb control over bis followers as
Sir John Macdonald has. I have known him in this debate te
raise bis hand when an hon. gentleman got up to speak, and
he fell down instantaneously, as if he was shot. There was
no disptcasure; it was simply a jack-in-the-box; it was
instantaneously and effectively done. It is surprising that
they have not a spirit of independence, that they do not
say: This is a measure which affects my riding; potitions
have been sent in, signed by supporters of mine, and I must
speak and explain my views in reference to it. I have
noticed many hon. gentlemen who have attempted to speak,
but they dare not. I have no doubt that the hon. member
for Cardwell (Mr. White), who is a very fluent and flowery
speaker, is very anxious to bear bis part in the discussion,
but ho is dumb, liko the rost. I am surprised, also, that the
Conservative press is so relicent of late. You will find that
that end of the gallery, which is usually filled by reporters
in the Conservative interest, has been vacated.

An hon. MEMBER. Talked to death.

Mr. TROW. They have nothing to do. They are lying
dormant. Thore is no item of news in the Conservative
press in reference to the Franchise Bill. They are anxious
for some information; they are anxious for the hon. gentle-
men who represent their views bere to express themselves
on the floor of the House. There are two sides to every
question. The Bill before the House is revolutionary in ils
nature, and ought never to be brought before this Parlia-
ment without first having been pronounced upon by the
people. It has not been asked for by anyone, that I have
heard of.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. The hon, gentleman will please con-
fine himseolf to the motion before the House, and not discues
the Bill.

Mr. TROW. Very well, Mr. Chairman. Now, the hon.
member for Algoma (Mr. Dawson), who has resided among
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the Indians for half a century, and who understands them,
if anybody does, says that the Indians having the same
qualifications as the white men certainly should not be
deprived of the franchise. Who is to be the valuator of
their lands? An Indian having three or four acres of
improved land certainly would be valued by the Indian
agent at $150, so that all Indians on the reserve would ho
qualified to vote. It would not exclude any Indian, so far
as I know. At the same time, their relations with the Gov-
ernment are such that they would vote as the agent die.
tated to them. Probably ninety-nine out of overy hundred of
them cannot write, and they would have to go before the
agent or the deputy returning officer and ask which way
they should vote. Of course, he, as their instructor, as
their father confessor, almost, would naturally advise them
to vote with the Government of the day. We find by the
reports that even the Indians who, by having a few acres
of improved land, would be qualified to vote, are not proper
parties to be entrusted with the franchise, the dearest
right that any Briton can possess. I will read a few
lines from the Indian report of the First Minister. (The bon.
gentleman read from the report concerning the Chippewa
bands on Lake Huron, showing their indifference to the
school facilities provided for their children. He also read
from the report concerning the condition of the Indians of
Vancouver Island, and the immorality prevailing amongst
them.) The hon. member for Algoma (Mr. Dawson) stated
that the half-breeds of Manitoba, properly speaking, were
Indiansé I am surprised that he made that statement,
because he has been in Manitoba, and must know that the
half-breeds, as a rule, are educated, and most of them are
agriculturists. They are not wards of the Government,
and are entirely different from the Indians whom the
First Minister wishes to enfranchise. Numerous meetings
have been held throughout the country to protest against
the passing of this Bill. We find that on Saturday night
last a very large mass meeting was held in the city of
Montreal, attended by over 3,000 people.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). About 175.
Mr. DESJARDINS. Three hundred.

Mr. TROW. The paper says there were over 3,000 elec-
tors present, of ail shades of politics, who were unanimous
in condemning the Bill. Meetings were also held at Inger-
sol and at Embro. I think it is the duty of hon. gentle-
men opposite to use their influence with the First Minister
to induce him to modify the Bill, especially in one pr two
particulars. It is an extraordinary fact that the First Minis-
ter bas not met the Opposition at the general elections since
Confederation in a fair fight. First, he spent money lavish-
ly. Next, it was misrepresentation. Next, by cutting and
carving 50 or 60 different ridings. Ris present object is to
take chai ge of the voters' lists, to give revising barristers an
opportunity of putting on such voters as they please. We
consider it our duty to fight this matter out manfully. We
are satisfied there is a piece of leaven that is leavening the
whole lump; that the discussions here have convinced many
of the Conservative voters in South Perth; and that, as
regards North Perth, in view of the petition I presented
to-day and the petition I presented a few days ago, the case
of the present representative of that riding is hopeless. The
measure should be withdrawn.

although he formerly lived at Shakespeare. I have gone
carefully through the list he prosented from Stratford, on
which there were 163 names, after the petition had been
peddled round from house to house and from hotel to hotel-I
know all about it because I spent a week at home, and the hon.
gentleman did nothing of the kind-and I find only nine
names which I would pronounce as those of Conservatives out
of the whole 163. If I wrote to each of those gentlemen, they
would respectively give very good reasons why they signc d.

Some hon. MEI4BERS. Hear, hear.

Mr. HESSON. Those reasons would be very good on
their side, but not in justification of the Reform party,
whose members pressed them to sign. With respect to the
whole petitions presented by the hon. gentleman, I find but
nine Conservatives out of 574 electors. I do not pretend to
say that those gentlemen had not some reasonable cause
urged upon them; but every one of them who signed it would
not only be willing to sign a petition to send the hon. mem-
ber for South Perth (Mr. Trow) to Batouche's Crossing,
or anywhere else, but also to transport the whole Grit party
out of the House. I must confess that I never saw more
indignation expressed by intelligent electors than I met
with on my journey, and especially during the week I spent
in my own town-expressions almost of contempt, for the
manner in which the House was spending its time, and the
manner in which hon. gentlemen opposite were wasting the
time of the House, causing expense to the people, and
inconvenience to the business mon of Canada, simply because
the Governmont were discharging their daty, in bringing
down a Bill entirely within their power and jurisdiction.
Yet hon. gentlemen opposite expected that the country
was going to rise in arms and express terrible indignation.
The hon. gentleman speaks of meetings that have been
held, but what are those meetings ? There is one
city of 9,000 inhabitants in the county of Perth, and they
have not had sufficient indignation to get up a meeting, and
the same is true of every town and township in the county
the hon. gentleman reprosents. Now, if that is evidence of
indignation with this Bill, I am at a loss to know what
indignation really means. The hon. gentleman has
referred to meetings held elsewhere. Well, if he had read
the Mail of to-day he would have seen an accoant of a
meeting which was not quite according to his mind. It is
beaded "A Grit Indignation Meeting closes with cheer3 for
Sir John." I do not think we will object to that kind of
meeting, especially when I inform you it was attended by
Mr. Preston, the paid agent of the Reform party, who travels
throughout the country, as the agents of the Farmer's Union
did, to stir up indignation and misrepresent the case to those
who did not read the matter for thomselves, and had not
heard it explained. We find that the paid agent of the
Reform party was sent down to Ridgetown, where he called
a meeting to misropresent the case.

Mr. DAVIES. What were the misrepresentations?
Mr. HESSON. It was represented there that an attempt

was made to enfranchise the Indians of the North-West.
Mr. DAVIES. And was not that attempted at first ?
Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Why is there an amendment

excluding them ?

Mr. HESSON. It is too late in the day to utter such
Mr. RESSON. I wish to refer briefly to the remarks statements to the people. I believe the electors of Canada

made by the last speaker. The hon. gentleman has referred understand the question, because the press has disoussed it;
to the petition he presented from North Perth, which ho but hon. gentlemen were not satisfied with that. They
thinks goes to prove that Conservatives are largoly petition- complain that hon. gentlemen on this side have chosen to
ing the House. I cannot allow the matter to pass without sit still and allow them a full opportunity of ,debating this
entering my protest against the hon. gentleman's state- question; they speak of the followers of the Government
ments. I think Iknow the electors of Stratford, after a being dumb, of their being servile followers, and they
residence there of over forty years, as well as does the hon. apply to them nearly all the harsh names they can find in
gentleman, who has only latterly gone to reside there, their vocabulary, because we allow them to debate this

Mr. Taow.
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question undisturbed. The reason we did not engage in the tioned the number of timos that one hon. menber addressed
discussion was not because we could not find something in the fouse on Lhis sud, I beliovo, a number of other ques-
favor of the Bill, not because the Government had not a tions. fon. gentlemen oppositewere once in Opption,
right to pass the Bill, not because they had not fully consi- and I have quietly Iooked over the discussions of 17 and
dered every clause, though changes might be found desir- 1878, to sec how mueh time they occupied. I flnd that the
able as the Bill proceeded. The Government have never Minisfer of Customs addressed the flouse in 1877, 110 times,
proposed to legislate for the whole people, without consult- and i1878, 95 times; Sir Charles Tupper, in 1877, addresed
ing them, they do consult their friends from time to time, the fouse 158 times, and in 1878, 144 times; the hon. mem-
and that is what has made them. strong in the House, and ber for Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell) spoko, in 1877, 148
strong in the confidence of the people behind them. Now, times, and in 1878, 112 times; tho hon. First Nîînister, him.
with regard to the challenge of the hon. member for Brant self, thought it necessary, as leader of the Opposition, to
(Mr. Paterson), to appeal to the people, we have, in our re- address the fouse, in 1877, 253 times, and in 1878, 129
collection, challenges of that kind made on former occasions, timos; and the Minister of Public Works was not suent on
when hon. gentlemen had to go to the country a year too these occasions, either, but in 1878 addressed the fouse 129
soon for them, and I do not think they had much to boast of. times. So that hon. gentlemen opposite, when they feit it

Mr. PATERSON. You gerrymandered the country. their duty to oppose the measures before the flouse, did net
Mr. hesitate te take up the time of the Flouse; but beause weMr. HESSON. They had nothing to boast of, and when feol it our duty, on this occasion, to offor our objections and

they came back, they came back, if not in a smaller criticisms, they say it is obstruction.
minority, at least not in increased numbers. .I do not sup-
pose it is the duty of the Government to dissolve the flouse Mr. HESSON. Would the hon, gentleman allow me te
at the will of any particular individual in this House, but hon. say that whon I referred to the number of tiros an bon.
gentlemen seem to think that they alone represent the will member addressed this fouse it was on one single Bill, on
of the people of Canada, and that really we had no right wbich ho spoko seventy-throe timos. If I had takon the
bore except to listen to them. Now, that we listen quietly, trouble te ascertain the number of times lo and others
now that the press has been quiet, though their own papers addressed the fouse daring the wholc Session, tho mumber
bave net been Bilent, why shouid they complain if the Govern would have been very much larger.
ment is going to do somnethingwhich is to provo so disastrous Mr. MoMULLEN. We bave boeengiving our opinion on
to the country, and especially to the Conservative pfrty; two very important questions-he enranchisemot of civil
and if Consorvatives are signing these petitions, it is the servants and the enfranchiseoment of tho Indians. 1took
very thing which should gratify them. We are sient, and occasion, whoen this Bil was introduced, to warn i Gover.
.Mini3ters are suent, because the Minister in char-ge o'the ment of the extended discussion which would, ne doubt,
Bill lias, I think, in sufficiently clear language for thecom.tak place on a tmeasure of this kind. I think there is no
prehension of any hon, gentleman, explainedlis views. I question that could o introduced ito Parhiament more
do not think theiBill required mucli explanation, b,3cao likely te soc re rxtlnded discussion than one rolating to the,
oach clause explains itisohfas it goos on. 1 rose te say, with franchise. Lt affects ivery man who sits in this lisuse, and
regard te thoepotitions, that I have looked over the names it is one in whichte people are deeply interestedI, n
carefully, and that I know the naines of the electors as w tl England, when measures relating to the franchise are
as the hon. member for South Perth (Mr. Trow) dots, and brought forward, they are di1ussed at greath ongth and
that I challenge him te a test in that matter. I do it should certainly ho expected that these criticisma
not think hon. gentlemen on this side should be lectured would tako place in this country upon a Bi l of
ais we have been, niglit after niglit, because we chose sncb an important character. If you shonild take ono
te sit silently and allow hon, gentlemen opposite to have of the shortha d reporters eut teo a private room with
the time they desire, because we treat them in a courteous thememboers whoeare supporting the Governmeut, and
ranner, although fvery one of them, almost, without ask thom to stateprivatoly wt thoeir views ctre wi
exception, lias been called te order during the discussion. regard to the intention of the First Minister as to the
The hou. gentleman says"lne," but if hie wil look ut enfranHisement of the Indians, and what they said was
Ilansard ho will find that net only has the Chairman called taken down and publitshed, 1 venture te say that it would
them te order, but that they have been called to order by be theMost ridiculous exposure of their views in connection
hou, gentlemen on this sida, who felt their temper riled by with that mattor that could becenceived of; becaueo I do
the remarks that have been made by liou, gentlemen oppo- net believe there are haîf a dozen mon on the Government
site throughout this long debate. side who eau give a clear and distinct statement cf what

Mr. INcMIJLLEN.flâad the hon. member for Nerth the First Minister mous by this measur. lie stated t
Perth delivored lis speech a littte earlier in the discussion, one time, thatetintended te enfranhifie asl the Indians of
possibly it miglit have deterred hon. members on this side the Nerth-West ho afterwards withdrew from that pesi

from proceeding further. hls remarks have sown tion,ud now ho confines the enfranchisement tethe
pointedly the position which ihon. gentlemen opposite are Indians of the older Provinces and those of British Colum
disposed teo take with regard to this measure. lie stated bia. understood that one of the embrs stated that it
that whe on was at home lhe found a unanimous con- was net the intention te enfranthise the Indians .fBritish
demnation of the course adopted by the Opposition. Well, Cumbia; but sec nothing in the ameddment te show me
I must say that it is the firat tme that we have heard of that that state ndent is trus. We have been creoping from
ay anouncemeut of that kind; and possibly, had lie gone one peint te onother, and changes have been made in the
te theOpposition .sd quietly whspered about the Bi continuously. Lt is difficult to Pstatewhat fmrther
indignation ho found i i the country, without expos-.eimendments may xot yet bc made. The bon. Fir t
eag nuste te ilouse, we migt have quietly with fMinister bas not yet, ovîdently, settled in his own
drawrt from the discussion, ua d not made a further m ind what ho intends on this whele Quetion. Per.
exhibiion of ourselves to the country and te the o ause. hap n it is because the Opposition have faintelligently
alowever, I think the duty performed by the Opposition, so discussod the queseion that ho das obtained glght upen it. I
far, in placeof being condemned by thi people cf this Do- would like te sec a question of tho importance of this ques.
minion bas be n fly appreciated by them. It iasvbeen tien fully sd fairly discussed ou ail sides; sud I have foit
said that a great deal of time ias been taken u by us, sd semewhat surprised that the followers of the Goverumen
the hon. momber for a orth or h (Ma b caleon) mo bave, from day to day, declined to uioe their voio inoeup.
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port of the possition taken by the First Minister. Perhaps
they do not agree with the views ho holds, or else they
have decided to place the matter entirely iu his charge,
and allow him simply to carry the Bill, with whatever
amendments ho thinks proper to introduce, and then do as
the hon. member for King's (fr. Foster) says, register the
will of the Government. Now, thora are two great objec.
tions to the enfranchisement of the Indians. In the first
place, they are absolutely and completely under the con-
trol of the Superintendent General, and in the next place
they will be absolutely under the control of the revising
barrister. If they are to be permitted to vote at all on a
portion of the reserve, it will bo through the kindness and
assistance of the Superintendent General. Their names
will not be on the assessment roll, because they will not
be taxed ; and they will only be put on the voters' list
through the operations of the Superintendent General
and the revising barrister. It is very easy for
any person, knowing the influence the Superintendent
General exorcises over them, to tell how these people
will probably vote. I da not think thore is any doubt in
the minds of hon. gentlemen opposite that they will only be
granted their privilege of voting because they will be
expected to give their votes to the Government in power. It
is extremely objectionable that any percentage of electors
should be placed in that position. If there is anythingthat
we should hold sacred and dear, it is the right of the fran-
chise to be exercised by a free and independent people, with-
out danger of its being overbalanced by the votes of those
whom the Government control. There is no necessity why
we should so far depart from the ordinary course followed
in enfranchising the people of the Dominion. Jadging from
the reports, those Indians are only a class of semi-civilised
creatures, not possessed of the education or information
sufficient to enable them intelligently to discharge the
duties of electors. What appears to be excoedingly ridieu.
lous in the whole proceeding is, that this Bill should
exclude the sons of tenant farmers, intelligent
young men, who have had the advantages of a liberal
school education and have been brought up in a christian
community, from the franchise, and give it to those
untutored, semi-civilised, irresponsible beings. In the
United States no Indian can vote who does not pay taxes
and discharge the dutLies of an ordinary citizen; and, fulfill-
ing those obligations, ho is, as a matter of course, placed on
a level with other people. The word " Indian " need not be
used at all. It will be time enough for us to consider this
Indian question when we will have manhood suffrage,
which, perhaps, we will have before very long. But until we
reach that point we should not pass a special clause giving
the franchise to the Indians. The only conclusion we can
arrive at with regard to this Bill is that it was introduced
fer a political purpose, that of strengthening the Govern-
ir ent and weakening the Opposition. A device similar in
its intent to this was adopted at the last elections, and now,
before another general election, we find the Government
taking this means to avoid defeat. It is the intention of the
First Minister, I believe, to press this measure through at
any cost, but if ho thinks that we will at all weaken in the
discharge of our duty ho is greatly mistaken. At the last
general election I heard it ofien said that the Opposition
were charging the Government with acts which they did
not charge against themr on the floor of the House. As
regards the Franchise Bill, we are determined that no sncb
charge will be advanced, with the slightest basis for the
assertion. The hon. member for Algoma (Mr. Dawson)
urged that the Indians should b enfranchised, on the ground
that many of them might have houses on the reserve, and
might have made improvements on their lots to the
extent of $150; but ho omitted to mendion that they pay
no taxes or assessments of any kind. Instead of thrusting
upon those people the privilege of Citizenship, we should

Mr. McMiuLUn,

try and raise them from the position they occupy, by educa-
tional influences; and thon, when they showed
their willingness to assume all the obligations, as
well as enjoy all the privileges of citizonship,
1 would have no objection to give thom votes.
You might as well, in South Brant, for instance, say that
100 Conservatives, instead of having one ballot, should have
two. Under the amendment introduced by the First Min-
ister it would be possible to enfranchise every Indian living
on a reserve in the older Provinces, and I have no doubt it
is the intention to do that. The hon. member for Cardwell,
the other evening, stated it was only the intention to enfran-
chise Indians who held property separate altogether from
reserves, but the member for Algoma says the amendment
is to enfranchise Indians who live upon reserves and have
improvements worth $150, over and above the property they
hold. I should like to know which is right. We might
know if the First Minister were here, but ho is not, and we
are talking to empty benches. Still, we shall continue to
offer our objections. The First Minister's time may be
taken up by other important measures, and I sympathise
with him in that particular, but he should be here to listen
to remonstrances from this side, and we should have a fair
hearing for any amendments we have to propose. We have
been offering amendments and making objections, but we
have not been successful in getting any of our amendments
accepted. I offered one myself.

Mr. CHIAIRHMAN. Question.
Mr. Mc MULLEN. I shall come to the Indian.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. You are going into the whole matter.

Mr. McMULLRN. It is very hard to confine us to the
Indian, bocause we have not been successful in our amend.
monts on other clauses. However, I shall refer to the
Indian. We should educate the Indians to the standard of
intelligence before we place the franchise in their hands.
They will require, in many cases, to have thoir ballots
marked for thom, and if the subordinates of the Superinton-
dont General are at the polls, is it not reasonable to sup.
pose that the Indians will vote for the Government
from whom they get their allowance every year. I
would like to hear hon. gentlemen opposite give thoir
reasons for supporting this Bill, but in place of that
they pin thomselves right down to the clause and shut
their eyes to every objection. I would not like to
say that the First Minister has gagged his followers;
I am glad to say that there is at least one hon, gentleman
who cannot be gagged, and that is the hon. member for
North Perth (ir. lesson). He has broken through the
rale to night and offered some remarks with regard to the
Indians. The hon. member for North Bruce (Mr. McNeill)
is also largely interested in the Indian question, as there are
a good many of them in his constituency, and I should like
very well to hear his views on the subject of giving them
the franchise. I have been a good deal through the Algoma
district, and I must say in all my travels I never met an
Indian that I bolieve you could educate in half an hour what
a vote was, let alone marking the ballot. They are people
who never heard of such a thing, and I do not think they
have any idea of the honor there is tho econferred upon
them. I am sure that in place of their discharging
the duty intelligently the revising barrister and Super-
intendent General will do the whole work for them.
It is stated, with respect to the Indians, that on receiving
potatoes for seod they planted them whole, and shortly
afterwards dug them up and eat them. Yet it is proposel
to enfranchise such Indians. Again, it has been found, with
respect to Indians in the woods, that they cannot be depended
upon. I desire the representatives from Quebec to under-
stand that there is no ground for the assertion that this Bill

as been introdued beause the present Ontario Government
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bas introduced a Bill to disfranchise a number of people in in Opposition, used these words in regard to the Indian
that Province. Such is not the fact, and the Mowat Bill race. I read from Bansard, page 1991, vol. 2:
bas widely extended the suffrage. I was in Montreal onl "We have seen the Indian race improved by education, but you ean
Saturday, and had an interview with a Conservative with not make the Indian a white man."
respect to this Bill. He told me that the general feeling in The Minister of Public Works endorsed that statement; and
Montreal among moderato Conservatives is antagonistic to yet those Indians, who, in the opinion of the Government,
the Bill. They were in favor of retaining the present fran- were children in 1876 and savages in 1883, are, in 1885, to
chise. In discussing this measure we are simply discharg- ho put on a par with the white man. Now, i am going
ing our duty, and when our party come to occupy the to read some extracts from the Indian report, to show
Treasury bonches we shall amend the Act in the way we the condition of the Indians in British Columbia and
have indicated. elsewhere. (The hon. gentleman read a number of extracts

Mr. MULOCK. I entirely agree with the sentiments from the Indian report for 1884).
which the hon. member for North Perth gays were expressed Sir RICIHARD CARTWRIGHT. I think it is time to
by his constituents: that it is not in the interest of the coun- adjourn.
try that the time of the House should ho taken up by
obstruction, or whatever it may be called, but this Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Go on; it is early yet.
debate bas been a most important one, dealing with a Mr. PATERSON (Brant). It is a quarter past two. I
measure which is most unnecessary, and which should not, think our constituents will feel that we have done our duty
at ail events, have been introduced at the time it was intro- to-day.
duced. When the Indian clause was first introduced it An hon. MEMBER. And more than your duty.proposed to give the franchise to every Indian possessing
the necessary qualification, but as time went on varions Sir RICHARD CARTWRIIGHT. I move that tho com-
views were presented by varions members. I will not mittee rise, report progress, and ask leave to sit again.
raise any verbal criticism of the amendment, except with Some hon. MEMBERS. Lost ; carried.
regard to this point: that I think the amendment will be Mt
open to the construction of enfranchising a whole band, Mr. CHAIRNIAN. I think the noes have it.
merely because they jointly occupy a separate property, and Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I do not think we
that the whole band jointly have made improvements to the could possibly get through to night. I know there are
extent of $150, so that I think a verbal amendment is several other gentlemen who wish to speak on this matter.
necessary to limit it in accordance with what appears to be Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. This is the fifth week
the intention of the First Minister. The various changes we have been discussing this measure, and the Indian ques.
which have been made in this Indian clause have, so far as tion bas been discussed, I think, three out of the five weeks.
they have gone, met the prejudices or criticisms which have Then, again, there was a positive pledge made by the
been raised against the measure, but I am sorry to say hon. member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills) that this clause waS
that I cannot give my assent to the amendment. What- to be voted on by Saturday night, and that we wore to
ever may be the opinion of ion. members as to have the next clause, relating to revising barristers, on
property qualification, or manhood suffrage, I think Tuesday morning. That arrangement has been shamelessly
ail are agreed that it is most desirable that voters should broken, in order that the hon. member for West Duiham
possess some degree of intelligence and education, so that might make bis speech to day.
they May exorcise the franchise wisely; and though it may Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. When was that arrange-be difficult to test such a qualification, yet in this Bill md
intelligence or education appears to have been left out of ment madee? Because I was present on Frida night, an
he question, and now an amendment is proposed, contain- I do not recollect that any agreement was made as to any-

ing a general proposition which, I think, in its language, thing more than that two or three motions should be made, if
will overreach tie object of the promoter of te Bill.I the disqualification clauses were allowed to go on. Was this

think it is impossible to enfranchise a class in this way and pledge made on Saturday?
de justice. There are Indians and Indians. There are Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No; it was made on Fri.
some Indians who are capable of exercising the franchise day night.
intelligently, and others .who are not, but the amendment Sir RICHARD CARTWRLGH I'. But on Friday night I
provides no means of discrimination. I refer for a moment wa present myself.
to some remarks which were made last Session, and reported ,SreeNm.
in Ransard, second volume, page 1110. (The hon. gentle- Si JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon. gentleman was
quoted from the debates in question). The hon. member nit present when the arrangement was made botween Mr.
for Northumberland, who speaks from a long experience, Mills and Sir Hector Langevin.
said he was not aware of a single Indian in the Province of Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I was bere until the
New Brunswick who was to-day able, intelligently, to exer- House adjourned at 12 o'clock, and I did not understand,
cise the franchise, and it is clear that the Indians of Nova certainly, that any arrangement was made as to taking the
Scotia, as a class, are not entitled to enjoy the franchise. vote on the Indian question on Saturday.
On the same page of Hansard the Premier said, speaking Mr. DAVIES. The hon. member for Bothwell, on Satur-
of the Indians of British Columbia: (The hon. gentleman day, most distinctly repudiated having come to any snch
again quoted from ffansard). The on. gentleman, then arrangement, and he repudiated it in the presence of the
the Minister of Public Works, gave bis opinion on the Minister of Publie Works.
Indians on the 22nd of May, 1883-1 read from ffansard, Sir H ECTOR L ANGEVIN. I stated in the prsence of
Page 1376--referring principally to the Indians of the the hon. member what I state now, and it was this: It was
North-Westeunderstood that we would pua the 7th and 8th clauses, and

"If you wish to educate thee children you must separate them from the Frst Minister would move his motion between th, 7nh
their parents during the time they are educated. If you leave them in o ta teth L •

the family they may know how to read and write, but they still remain and 8th clauses, and thon we would take up tie 9ti clause;
savages.' but, inuamuch as ther. were amendments to be made to the
A year ago he told us that, and to-day ho proposes to give 9th clause, we would only pass the paragraph on the printed
them the franchise. In 1876 there was a Bill before the Bill, but we would not tinally pass the 9th clause, in order
louse to consolidate the Indian Act; and the Premier, thon that the nOxt day, Saturday, the First Minister might make
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his motion, adding a new paragraph concerning the
Indians, which would be paragraph C, and that the hon.
member, on his side, was to move one or two additional
paragraphs; one was about the Civil Service, and the
other about revising barristers. He wanted to amend
paragraph B, and to add a new paragraph about civil
servants, and it was well understood these would be gone
through on Saturday. But when we met here on Saturday,
instead of the hon. gentleman allowing the First Minister
to go on with his motion, he got up and made a speech, and
moved the revising barrister paragraph, which was lost.
Immediately afterwards, the hon. member for West Elgin
(Mr. Casey) made a speech, as if he were to make a motion
to the paragraph about the Civil Service; but it was only
to give time to the hon. member for Bothwell to prepare
his motion, which lie was thon preparing, and he then got
up and made his motion. The First Minister was, there.
fore, prevented from making his motion, because these gen-
tlemen, along with others, took all the time, until six o'clock
on Saturday. That was the understanding. Of course, the
hon. gentleman thought otherwise on Saturday, and hore
we are, at nearly half-past two o'clock, about this motion,
and we are now asked to adjourn.

Mr. DAVIES. I understand the hon. gentleman to say
that this was a private arrangement which took place
between him and the hon. member for Bothwell. There
was no understanding on the floor of the House. The bon.
member for Bothwell is not here to speak for himsolf. But
he did not understand it as the Minister of Public Works
now understands it, when it was mentioned on Saturday.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I mentioned it twice, and
certainly he did not rise in his place to deny it.

Mr. DAVIES. He stated he would take the earliest
opportunity to do so.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. He did not venture to do
it then.

Mr. DAVIES. I was sitting alongside of him, and I
heard him say that he did not make any such arrangement
as the Minister of Public Works now states. But that arrange-
ment was a private one, and is a matter between the Minister
of Public Works and the member for Bothwell, when he is
present; and thorefore I think that if any misunderstand.
ing took place between them the member for Bothwell
should be present when the Minister of Public Works makes
his statement.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon. gentleman says
it was a private arrangement. We all know perfectly well
what it was.

Mr. DAVIES. I say I assume it was, because no public
arrangement was made.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Arrangements are gener-
ally made in that way. We know perfectly well that the
nominal leader of the Opposition has, to a certain degree,
abdicated his functions, and Mr. Mills was obviously leading
on that side, and I think hon, gentlemen of the Opposition
were bound by any arrangement he made, public or private.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGEIT. There is no doubt about
that. If Mr. Mills so understood the matter, everybody
here would hold themselves, and rightly hold themselves,
to be bound by it. But, I must say this: I was present
bore myself up to 12 o'clock on Friday night, up to the time
the House adjourned, and I recollect very well the lon.
member for Bothwell coming to me and telling me that
he thought it would be well to adjourn, if we got clause
7 and 8, I think, passed, and the two sub-sections of
the other one, to which there were some amendments to be
made. He asked me if I was willing to agree to that, and
I said yes. That is ail I recollect about the matter. I had
no conversation with the Minister of Public Works, though

Sir .BOTOIn L&NMVIN.

I am quite sure the Minister of Public Works would not
make any statement he did not believe to be correct, and I
am certain the hon. member for Bothwell would not have
made an arrangement of that kind and thon broken it. I
do not understand the First Minister to have been concerned
in it in any way.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No; but I have given
my sense of it from the information I got from my hon.
friend. The two gentlemen met behind the Speaker's
Chair and made the arrangement.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I got my information
from the member for Bothwell. As a matter of fact, I may
say to the hon. gentleman that I was, myself, responsible
for the conduct of th Opposition on Friday-not Saturday,
as I was not here then. But on Friday evening I was here,
and I perfectly recollect that the hon. member for Bothwell
came to me and mentioned the matter, as I have stated. I
was a good deal astonished to hear that there had been any
dispute on Saturday about the matter. I think it unfortu-
nate there should be any misunderstanding of this kind,
because, of course, if there is, there is an end to any possi-
bility of making other arrangements. At the prosent
moment, I may say that I do not think that the discussion
is likely to ho protracted long to-morrow, but I do know
that two or three bon. gentleman desire to speak. The
hon. gentleman must recollect that the amendment which
he proposed, and which I have just had an opportunity of
inspecting, was one of some serious importance, differing
materially from the proposition those gentlemen had sup-
posed was likely to be made with respect to the Indians.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I did not understand from
the Minister of Public Works that we were to have a vote
on the Indian question on Saturday. I think the hon.
gentleman did not say so. I understood an opportunity
would be given to the First Minister to propose his amend-
ment. Of course, if he says he had an understanding with
the hon. member for Bothwell that a vote should be taken
on the Indian question on Saturday, that places a different
question upon it.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. That was the understanding.

Mr. PATERSON. That is cortainly a surprise to me. I
do not see how the hon. member for Bothwell made the
proposition, knowing that a great many members desired
to speak. He certainly says he did not do so. The
Minister of Public Works had not stated, until now, that
there was to be a vote. I know the hon. member for Both.
well wants to speak himself on this question, as do several
other members, and I think it would be unfair to him.
Certainly, I do not want to be a party, nor does the hon.
member for Bothwell, to anything like a violation of good
faith. That should not be charged, especially when the
hon. member is not present.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD.
gentleman opposite has taken the
floor, of stating that to-morrow
within reasonable time-

As I understand, the hon.
responsibility, across the
this will be disposed of

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Yes; within reason-
able time. This particular Indian question.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes; I shall move the
committee rise.

Mr. PATERSON. Is it understood that no amendments
are to be permitted.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What I understand is,
that the Indian question is to be closed to-morrow-this
debate you have introduced on your proposition.
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Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. This whole question, s

that we may get upon the next clause. It will not shut O
amendments.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I think that is reasoi
able.

Mr. MULOCK. Perhaps the hon. gentleman will allom
me to repeat what I said before he came in. I desire t
know whether by this amendment it is intended to requir
each Indian to have improvements to the value of $150 ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes. My attention ha
been called to the matter; ad now that we have got int
good humor again, I should like to amend it by wording i
in the singular instead of the plural.

Committee rose and reported.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved the adjournment o

the House.

Motion agreed to, and the House adjourned at 2:30 a.m.
Wednesday.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

WSDNESDAY, 27th May, 1885.

The Srmzxm took the Chair ut half-past One o'clock.

PaYEns.

TIE DISTURBANCE IN THE NORTH-WEST.

Mr. CARON. I received to-day, from General Middleton,
a telegram, dated Battleford, which I think will possess
interest to the House. It is as follows:

" I have made prisoners of Poundmaker, Lame Man, Yellow Mud
Blanket, Breaking-through-the-ice-about the most influential and
dangerous men about him. I also have two men who killed Payne,
Indian instructor, and Treemont, the rancher-White Bear, who killed
Payne, and Wahwanite, who killed Treemont. My next task will be
Big Bear. Poundmaker brought in two team sand gave up 210 arme
and five revolvers. I ordered them to give up flour, horses and cattle,
and am sending part of the police to see that they are all given up. The
90thjustarrived in camp by steamer; rest coming by land. If obliged, pro-
pose to organise force of mounted infantry from police, Boulton's mounted
scouts and some mounted artillery-in all about 300 men-with light
carts and as little baggage and supplies as possible, so as te scour the
whole country and strike rapidly. I expect Big Bear will soon give up.
If he does, I shall treat him as I have done Poundmaker; if he does not,
I shall attack him."

THE FRANCHISE BILL.

House again resolved itself into Committee on Bill (No.
103) respecting the Electoral Franchise.

(In the Committee.)

Mr. BLAKE. Probably it would have been better if the
Minister of Militia had read this dispatch in support of the
First Minister's admendment now under the consideration
of the committee.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. A suggestion was made
by the hon. member for North York (Mr. Mulock), as to
the wording of my amendment, and I quite agree with him
in regard to it. I therefore propose that the latter part of
the clause should be put in the singular instead of the
plural. At the same time, I desire to provide for a case
which certainly did not occur to me. It might happen that
an Indian living on a reserve might not have a vote there,
but he might have property elesewhere. I would propose,
with the consent of the committee, that after the word
" Territories," the following words be inserted :

go . And any Indian on any reserve elsewhere in Canada, who ls not
Utin possession'and occupation of a separate and distinct tract of land insuch reserve, and whose improvements on such separate tract are notof the value ýat least of $150, and is not otherwise possessed of thequalifications entitling him to be registered on the list of votera under

3-this Act.
Mr. MULOCK. Would it not be botter to divide it into

w two paragraphe, paragraph "C" to be "Indians in Mani-
o toba, Keewatin and the North-West Territories," and the
e remainder of the paragraph to be sub-section "lB."

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I have no objection.

Mr. MILLS. Before I address myself to the subject
e of the amendment and the clause of the Bill before the
t committee, I wish to make an observation or two witb

reference to the statement made by the First Minister last
evening during my absence. The First Minister informed
the committee that an arrangement had been made between

f the Minister of Public Works and myself, and that that
arrangement had been departed from-in fact, that we had
broken through the arrangement, and the hon. gentleman
said we had shamefally disregarded the arrangement which
had been had between us. Now, I beg leave to give to that
statement a most explicit denial. The hon. gentleman and
myself had a discussion with regard to the point at which
the committee should stop on Friday evening. I suggested
to the Minister of Public Works that we should stop when
we reached the end of section 8. The hon. gentleman
expressed his desire that we should go through the pro.
visions of clause 9. I mentioned to him that we had
amendments to move, and three of those amendments,
of which I had a knowledge, I mentioned to him.
Ie also stated that the First Minister intended-
as we knew, from his announcement, if he adhered
to his intention-to move an amendment to this
section, and I agreed on behalf of our friends bore-for my
hon. friend from South Huron (Sir Richard Cartwright)
was leading the Opposition that evening-that we should
consider the provisions of section 9, with the
understanding that the section was not carried, and that it
should be open to us next day to move the amendments we
desired ,Now, the understanding between the hon. gentle-
man and myself had reference solely to the point we should
reach, and the condition in which clause 9 should stand when
we closed our proceedings in the committea on Friday
evening. We had no discussion as to the length of time

t which should be taken up with the consideration of sectiun
9, or any amendment to it, on the following day. Sir, I
had no authority to agree to any such understanding, and
the hon. gentleman did not propose it. There was no inti-
mation that there *ould be any such agreement between
us; the sole subject of discussion between the Minister of
Public Works and myself was the condition in which we
should leave section 9 when the debate closed; and when
the hon. the First Minister proposed an amendment I sup-
posed ho was proposing to carry the clause, and I objected.
The committee remember that very well. Now, the sub-
ject of this clause, and of the arrangement between the hun,
gentleman and mysolf, was referred to by the First Minister
in the discussion on Saturday. The First Minister said:

'' As this resolution has been disposed of "-
This was a resolution proposing to exclude the Civil
Service from the list of voters--
"and as there is another resolution on this head which I intend to
present, I do not think it would be worth while to go into it now. 8till,
ido not think that hon. gentlemen have carried out the arrangement,
which was that 1 was to have the opportunity ofrmoving that to-day."

Now, that was what the hon. gentleman stated the arrange-
ment to be. Ho did not for one moment, on Saturday, hint
that we were to take up the subject of the Indian, and that
we were to close the discussion on that day. He never
intimated such a thing on that day. H1e added :
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"That was frustrated by the debate which arose, and in which the

hon. members have been repeating the same thing over and over. I do
not think the arrangement has been carried out in a good spirit."

I took exception to that statement. I said :1
'' I do not agree with the hon. gentleman. He said he wished to carry

the two mb-sections of the9th section, without carrying the section
and I toldhim that there were three ameodments which we
desired to make, one relating to the revising officer, the
one just voted down, and the one relatin gto the Indians.
I thought that, as the discussion on the Indian uestion was
likely to be longer than that on the other two, it woul be more con-
venient to take the other two first, and I intimated that when I rose. I
would have taken my seat if the hon. gentleman h4Àd intimated that it
was hie desire to begin with the Indians ; but knowing what the nature
of the amendment was and what sort of discussion was likely to take
place on this particularly short day, I thought it was more desirable to
get the others disposed of than to bring up a discussion which we cer-
tainly could not have got through to-day.

Now, Sir, there was an expressed declaration of the reasons
I proposed to move those two amendments first, and I waited
for a moment, in order that the First Minister m ight object,
if ho saw proper. I did so because I believed the discussion
on them would be comparatively short, and we would be
able to get through with them, and I stated I thought it was
more desirable to do that than to take up the discussion of
the Indian question, which we certainly could not have got
through with on Saturday. Now, if there was any such
understanding, why did not the hon. gentleman take excep-
tion to my observations then ? But ho did not do it, and
the conclusive answer to his statement now is, that ho did
not do it because there was no such understanding. Why,
Sir, the hon. gentleman never intimated to me that ho
desired any such understanding, and ho knew we came to
no such understanding. All the hon. gentleman proposed
to discuss was: Shall we stop at the end of section 8 or go
on to section 9 as it stands? I wished to stop at section 8,
because we had these amendments to move, and the hon.
gentleman said we will go through section 9 as it is here,
but not carry it, and leave it open till next day. But as to
what we might do on that section, there was no understand-
ing whatever. I reported the matter precisely as it was to
the hon. member for South Huron (Sir Richard Cartwright),
because ho was in charge of the Opposition on that day. I
do not propose to make any further observations on this
matter, but I must express my astonishment that any state-
ment like that should have been made to the committee.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Well, I was not a party
to that arrangement at all. I can only speak, from the
statement made to me by my hon. friend the Minister of
Public Works, as to what that arrangement was. As I
understood it from him, it was thie-that all the amendments
that might ho moved by hon. gentlemen on the other side
would be moved the next day, that I should have an oppor.
tunity of moving my resolution respecting the Indians on
the same day, that that clause should be got rid of on that
day, and that on Tuesday morning we should commence the
discussion on the revising barrister; and my hon. friend
reiterated that statement last night. I was going on with
my amendment, when the hon. gentleman rose and moved
his amendment respecting 1revising barristers, I think it was.
I could have no objection to that, as I really understood from
my bon. friend that the wbole thing was Lo ho finished.
Then the hon. member for West Elgin (Mr. Casey) rose and
commenced speaking, and did not sit down until the hon.
member for Bothwell had prepared hurriedly the secind reso
lution, and then the one sat down and the other got up and
proposed the second amendment. That was about the Civil
Service. That was rather remarkable, but still believing
that the arrangement would be carried out, I thought there
would be plenty of time to dispose of it; but when we
approached six o'clock, I found that the whole time had
been taken up in discussing these two amondments. There-
fore, I gave up the matter, and 1 said I really did not think
the arrangement had been carried out in the correct spirit.

Mr. MILLS.

My hon. friend, i think, will reiterate the statement that it
was a decided bargain that that whole clause relating to the
Indians should be disposed of on Saturday, so that on Tues-
day we might commence the discussion of the registration
clause, and the appointment of the revising barristers.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I an sorry that there
should be any misunderstanding; but when the matter was
fresher in our momories than it is to-day, that is to say, on
Saturday, I stated the case as I understood it, and I
repeated it yesterday. I find in the Hansard that I stated
this :

'' There may be a miunderstanding, but I stated to the hon. gentle-
man that the Firet Minister would make his motion about the Indians
to-day as section 0, and that the hon. gentleman would then make his
motion about the civil servants and that about the other matter. I
thought the hon. gentleman understood fully that the First Minister was
to move first, because I told him it would be section C, coming immedi-
ately after sections A and B."

What confirms me in my recollection of that statement is
that, when the House went into Committee of the Whole on
this matter on Saturday, the hon. member for Bothwell
said:

" Perhaps before the right hon. gentleman moves his motion with
regard to the Indian clause, we might, on this side, propose our amend-
ment with regard to revising barristers."

Showing that the hon. gentleman expected that the First
Minister would make his motion about the Indians as sub-
section C, which was to come after sections A and B sections,
which had been accepted on Friday night; so I think
the hon. gentleman will see that the statement I made was
perfectly in accord with the understanding between us. Of
course, I do not say that the hon. gentleman had any inten-
tion of deceiving us; I would nover say that of any hon.
member of this House. It is an unfortunate thing that
there should be a misnnderstanding; but I inferred from
these statements that the intention was that the hon. First
Minister should make bis motion first, and that after that
was disposed of, the hon. gentleman should move about the
Civil Service and the revising officers.

Mr. BLAKE. There are two entirely distinct questions.
One is the question which was discussed the other day; the
other is the question now raised, and which, I believe, was
raised last night. The question as to whether the Indian
amendment s ould be moved first, is one thing; the other
as to whether the debate should terminate on this clause on
Saturday is quite another thing. The hon. member for
Bothwell stated in my hearing on Saturday, upon the sug-
gestion of the hon. First Minister, that the arrangement
had not been carried out in a good spirit, that he himself at
the opening of the discussion had suggested to the First
Minister that probably it would be more convenient to take
the two amendments of the Opposition before he moved his
améndment. I heard him say that, and the hon. gentleman
appeared to assent to it; ho acknowledges having assented
to it. The hon. First Minister did not object, and permitted
those two amendments teobe moved. I therefore do not
see that there was anything improper in the hon. member
for Bothwell making that suggestion, and leaving it to him
to decide whether ho should make his proposition with
reference to the Indians first, or whether these two amend-
monts should be taken first; but upon that day there was
no statement made to this louse that there was an agree-
ment that the debate on this particular clause should close
on Saturday and that the debate on the revising barristers
should commence on Tuesday. I agree with the hon. Minister
of Public Works not only in form but in spirit; and what I
regretted was to hear that the hon.First Minister had used a
phrase, which I hope on reflection he will recall, that there
had been a shameless disregard of an arrangement. Of course,
if there is a misunderstanding it is to be regretted, because
arrangements privately made across the floor are for the
convenience of public business, and unlews they are clearly
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understood, and fairly and honorably observed on both sides,
it will be much to be regretted. But it would be infinitely
more lamentable if there should be a suspicion on one side
or the other that there had been a wilful violation of good
faith. In what spirit did the hon. First Minister and the
hon. Minister of Public Works meet this House on Satur-
day ? The First Minister stated that the arrangement had
not been carried ont in good spirit. He moved the adjourn-
ment of the House at six o'clock, having got rid of the two
amendments; and he did not thon say that it had been
agreed that the debate should close on his amendment that
night; ho said ho was to have the opportunity of moving
first. Then the hon. Minister of Publie Works, in the fair
way in which ho conducts business, began his observations
by saying that there must have been a misunderstanding,
and then ho said that ho had stated to my hon. friend from
Bothwell that the First Minister would make his motion
first. My hon. friend has acknowledged that, and said ho
offered that suggestion to the First Minister for the
convenience of business, which the First Minister
adopted, and which occasioned that departuro from the
arrangement which my hou. friend would have made.
But the Minister of Public Works did not upon Saturday
Bay that it was agreed between him and my hon. friend
from Bothwell that the discussion should close upon that
clause. fe made no statement thon, nor has ho said to-day
that that was part of the arrangement. That is the charge
which the First Minister made, I understand, during the
absence of my hon. friend from Bothwell last night. My
hon. friend had therefore nothing to answer upon that
Saturday upon the subject. The First Minister moved the
adjournment at six, because it was impossible to get through
the discussion in time, and be in a position to move his
Indian clause upon the resumption of the House. He did not
thon declare, nor has the Minister of Public Works declared,
that there had been anything said as to the discussion being
closed on that day. It was not until yesterday that state-
ment was made. Thon the First Minister closed the whole
matter by saying , it is a misunderstanding, and I shall
say no more about it. Thon, upon the Tuesday,
ho resumed not merely the discussion of the original
alleged misunderstanding as to the order of the
motion, but ho makes a fresh statement, and says upon
further consideration it has been recollected there was
another term in the agreement which was not merely what
should be done, but also the course the discussion should
take in the way of its being concluded. I do not know
what the First Minister said, but ho bas repeated bis state-
ment just now, and the Minister of Public Works has said
to-day, that was part of the arrangement as ho understood
it. If ho did so understand it, of course I will accept bis
statement, but it was unfortunate it was not stated on the
occasion when the nature of the understanding came under
discussion, namely, on the Saturday itself; and it makes it
plain that my hon. friend, from his point of view, is equally
warranted in stating very positively that it was not bis
understanding. I have heard nothing but what was said in
the committee on Saturday, and there was not the slightest
pretence on Saturday, when the hon. gentleman was making
his explanation, with bis colleague beside him, that there
was an arrangement that the discussion sbould be closed on
Satuirday. He said it was a misunderstanding, and that he
would say no more about it. It is a pity ho did not adhere
to that statement.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The reason why I acce-
ded to the hon. gentleman going on with hie two motions on
Friday was very obvions. It was in my mind that all the
amendments were to be concluded on tbat day. It was a
matter Of little consequence in what manner these different
amendments should be moved, but it was more proper that
this anendment quo ad the revising barrister should be

moved before the Indian new clause, because the clause read
before it referred to the revising barristers and others who
wore to be disqualified. I saw, when the proposition was
made, that it was a very reasonable one, and I aoceded to
it; it was in my mind that the whole thing would be closed
on that day. True, as the hon. gentleman says, there was
no expresa mention made of the understanding that we
shoild go on to the next clause relating to the revising bar-
risters the next day, and that was rather an omission. But
having said it was a misunderstanding, there was no more
to b. said about it. I would certainly not have said more
about it, if it had not been that yesterday the debate on the
Indian clause was pressed, as I and every hon. gentleman
fot, and argued for the purpose of throwing over the
division yesterday; and I considered, when it was really
understood by my hon. friend, and conveyed to me as the
understanding, that the whole thing was to be closed on
Saturday night, and whon it was debated with the obvious
object of preventing division being takon last night, that
cortainly the agreement was brokon, both in spirit and in
letter.

Sir BE-TOR LANGEVIN. When I had that under-
standing with the member for Bothwell, I stated to him
exactly what I have stated here, and I will show why the
inference I drew wae the proper one. I stated that the
First Minister would make his motion about Indians Satur-
day, as section C, and that the bon, gentleman would
thon make his motion about the Civil Service, and also
about the other matter. I knew perfectly well, that of the
three motions, the one about the Indians would be debated
more than the other; and when I stated to the hon. gentle-
man, that on the following day, Saturday, the First Minis-
ter would make his motion as Section C, and thon would
take the other, the inference was, that the motion of the
First Minister would go through that day. It is only a
recollection that came to my mind whilst the discussion
was going on, that whon I had an understanding with the
hon. member for Bothwell about the work to be completed
on Friday, hoesuggested to take sections 7 and 8 only, and I
said: That is not work enough, tho First Minister has a
motion to make that will come between 7 and 8, and thon
we shall take section 9 down to the revising barrister, so as
to finish that work. Then ho said: Wo cannot finish
section 9, because I will have a motion or two
to make in addition.,* I answered the First Minister
bas bis motion about the Indians and will make that as
clause C. He said, we had botter take section 9, so that we
can consider it, without finally passing it. I stated then, my
hon. friend, the First Minister, would make his motion section
C on Saturday. It stands to reason, coming after A and B,
that it should be the first motion ; and I am very sorry there
should b any misunderstanding about it. Of course, the
work being completed about section 9 on Saturday, the
revising barrister clause was the next one to come up on
Tuesday, and it was perfectly well understood it would be
so. The discussion wasquite different on Saturday. Instead
of the First Minister moving his motion about the Indians,
the hon. member for Bothwell made hie motion, with the
prefix that I read just now, about the revising barrister, and
thon the hon. membor for West Elgin (Mr. Casey) got up
and began to make a speech on the Civil Service, immedi-
ately after which the hon. momber for Bothwell made a
second motion, so that my hon. friend on my right had no
chance whatever to make his motion about the Indians
with advantage, the discussion continuing until six o'clock.

Mr. BLAKE. I must differ once again from the Minister
of Public Works. I heard my hon. friend make a sugges-
tion to the First Minister, as to the comparative conven-
ience of the order of motions, and the Firet Minister
assented to his views. It was in that way alone they came
to be taken in that way; but, with reference to the state-
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ment of the First Minister as to the other part, I am very
glad he made it, and it was worthy of himself to have made
it. It appears to be perfectly plain, it was an inference the
Minister of Public Works drew; and ho drew the inference
because the First Minister was going to move the other
clause first, and the other amendments following, all would
be completed Saturday. The Minister of Public Works has
not stated it was argued between himself and the hon. mem-
ber for Bothwell, these three amendments would bo com-
pleted Saturday.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I stated to the hon. gen-
tleman that the First Minister would make his motion
about the Indians on Saturday, as section C, and that the
hon. gentleman would thon make bis motions about the
Civil Service and the other matter. That was Saturday.
Of course we cannot tie hon. members on both sides and
prevent them speaking; but, so far as we were concerned, I
thought this motion would go through, ard the three
amendments with it.

Mr. BLAKE. We know all the views of the arrange-
ment. What my hon. friend says is that bis inference
was the order would be, first the motion about the Indians,
and thon the two motions of my hon. friend from
Bothwell. There was not a distinct statement that the
two motions would be read that day, still less concluded.
And so the whole tissue of statement upon which the First
Minister declared that there had been a shameless disregard
of an arrangement comes to this, that an inference was
drawn by the Minister of Public Works, from his own state-
ment as to the order in which the motions would be taken
up, that the debate would thon be concluled. I do not say
he drew an unwarrantable inference, though I think ho
drew a strong one, but, if there was an arrangement that
the debate should be closed that day, it would have been
more convenient that it should have been stated here. It
does not appear to have been so stated, and it is very easy
to understand, from the very fair statement of the Minister
of Public Works, that there was a misunderstanding, and
that my hon. friend from Bothwell did not mean to agree to
anything except as to the order in which the discussion
should take place.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The inference I drew, and
the understanding I suggested in regard to the section was
so clear to me that, when I related to my hon. friend on
my right that the understanding was such, ho stated that
lis motion would come first, and the hon. gentleman's two
motions would come afterwards, and that therefore we
should be free for the revising barristers on the Tuesday.
That is what I thought was understood between the hon.
gentleman and myself, and I can only repeat that it is a
pity that there should be any misunderstanding.

Mr. MILLS. When the hon. gentleman came to section
9, when you, Mr. Chairman, were in the Chair, i got up and
repeated what I understood to be the understanding, in
order that the whole committee might be informed as to
the terms upon which the adjournment was to take place.
I have looked at Kansard, and I find there is no report of
that, but I daresay it will be in the recollection of the com-
mittee that that took place. There were two matters about
which we were anxious to come to an understanding. One
was where we should stop, whether at section 8 or section
9; the second was in what state section 9 was to be lett
when we did stop. The reason for leaving it in that way
was that the hon. gentleman said the First Minister wished
to move an amendment. I said I wished to move certain
amendments. I did not understand that there was any
agreement as to the order in which those amendments were
to be moved, and, when I aaked the consent of the Firat
Minister to move my amendments first, it was because, as
the leader of the House, as the Minister in charge of the

Mr. BLAKE.

Bill, as the member who moved the adjournment of the
House, I supposed it was his right to move his amendment
first; not because I thought there was any arrangement on
that subject between the Minister of Public Works and
myself. Our discussion with regard to the motions that
were to be made was merely for the purpose of giving him
our reasons for keeping section 9 open, and he stated the
First Mini-ter's intention to make the amendment in order
to assure me that there was no intention to prevent us
from amending section 9. That is precisely how the
matter stood

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I suppose that is the
end of it. As to the motion now before you there is a
suggestion by my hon. friend from North York (Mr.
Mulock), that the amendment had botter be divided into
two. I have no objection to that, but, for Heaven's sake
do not let us have a separate discussion on the two motions.

Mr. BL AKE. Of course not.
Mr. MILLS. Before I enter into the general discussion

of this question, I would say with regard to the amendment
that, whether the First Minister intends it or not, the resuit
will be that, if an Indian, who is part holder or a holder
along with his tribe of 4n Indian reservation, chooses to live
off the reservation, even though ho may have made no
improvements, ho will be still entitled to a vote under this
amendment.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD, No.
Mr. MILLS. Yes, that is clear. The hon. gentleman

disqualifies certain Indiana from voting, ho states what
Indians are to be disqualified. An Indian who is a resident
upon a reservation, if the reservation is sufficient, when
divided amongst the band, apart from this amendment,
would be entitled to his vote as a part holder in the reserva-
tion. If ho does not reside on the reservation, he is not dis-
qualified; this amendment does not reach him. If a whole
band of Indiana were to live off the reservation, although
they had no improvements upon it, if the reservation
was sufficient in value to give all the Indians over 21
years of age a vote, such Indiana would be entitled to vote.
They are not excluded by this amendment. I think this is
a very important departure from anything that we have
had in the electoral law of Canada before, and I think it is
entitled to more careful consideration than it las hitherto
received. I am surprised that hon. gentlemen from
Ontario who know the character of the Indians residing
within their electoral districts can have so long remainel
silent and allowed the Bill to reach this stage without
making an earnest protest. It is necessary to look at the
history of the Indian population and to see what the policy
of the Imperial Government has been in regard to them.
Hon. gentleman sometimes forget that some of these Indian
bands have been under the influence and jurisdiction of the
Crown for more than two centuries. We know, in looking
at the history of the discovery of this continent, that the
Indian population was held to be in such a condition that
they had no rights of property in the soil. The Crown
took possession of the country, and it was recognised as the
property of the Crown, notwithstanding that the Indians
occupied it for the purpose of hunting. As early as the
time of James 1, we find the law officers of the Crown
declaring that the recognition of any right of the Indians
in the soil was based on public policy and on a desire to
secure peace in the settlement of the country. and not
because the Indians had any property in the soil. In fact,
you find grants made to the Hudson Bay Company, to Sir
Fernando Gorges, to the Plymouth Company, to Attorney-
General Heath, to Ogilvie and a number of others, to Wil-
liam Penn and the Duke of York, in fee simple,
of large extenta of territory, without any attempt
being made to deal with the Indian population. In
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fact, the Indians were held to be in so low a state of civili-
sation that they had no rights of property in the soil. This
same rule we find recognised in nearly all the colonies, and
the poicy of the Crown was, when grants were made, not to
deal with the Indians at all with reference to the possession
of the country, but to leave those to whom a proprietary
right had been conceded, to make such terms as they might
think proper with the Indian population. This was the case
in the State of New York when that colony was granted to
the Duke of York, and when certain parties undertook to
deal with the Indians, and to obtain from them a title to
the soil and to hold lands in opposition to the grantees of
the Duke of York. Chief Justices Holt and Pollorfen were
consulted by the Lords of Trade and Plantation who were
advised that the Indians had no property whatever in the
soil, and that the Crown might deal with them as a matter
of publie policy or convenience for the purpose of protect-
ing their interest and securing peace to the settiers ; but
that when the Crown made a grant of a large extent of
territory to any of its subjects, it was the business ot those
subjects to deal with the ndian population. So you will
find that in the early history of the English colonies ofiNorth
America, the Governmentestablished no Indian Department
and made no arrangement with the Indian population, but
they left the lord proprietors, to whom this vast extent of
territory had been granted by the Crown, to
deal with the Indians in their own particular districts.
Thus, on the grant made to the Duke of York, of the Pro.
vince of New York, the Duke, or his governors, dealt with
the Indians in this manner. They were his wards, they
were under his control, they stood in the same relation to
the lord proprietors of the country that the serfs in England,
before the abolition of slavery, stood to the noblemen upon
whose estates they resided. That was their position, and
when William Penn came into the possession of the colonyi
of Pennsylvania, and when he dealt with the Indian popula-
tion, he professed to purchase the country from them, he
made treaties with them in order to secure their good will,
and to prevent any injury [happening to his people whom
he brought out for the purpose of colonising the large extent
of country which the Crown had granted him. In dealing
with the Indian population he dealt with them as his wards,
and that policy was continued by the English Governmont,
who completely ignored the Indian population in all their
transactions. I say the policy of treating the Indians as
wards or villeins of the proprietors of those1
extensive grants was continued down until the
year 1755. At that time the French were making
inroads upon the borders of the country claimed by
Great Britain along the Ohio, and along the south9
shores of the lakes. They were making treaties and
establishing friendly relations with the Indian population,C
seeking to secure their trade, seeking to secure their sup-C
port as allies, against the various English colonists to theL
south. Well, there was a convention called in the colonyj
of New York, in 1755, to consider the question of a federalE
union of all the British possessions in North America, andt
as a preliminary to carrying out that scheme, it 'was pro-
vided that the Indians should be taken from under the
control of the different proprietary governments, and placed0
under the control of two superintendents. There was a Mr.a
Stone, who was made superintendent of what was calledt
the Southern Department, and Sir William Johnson, the
superintendent of what was called the Northern Department.
Two superintendencies were established, and the Indians
who, up to that time, had been treated as wards under ther
coutrol of the proprietary governments on the continent,i
Were afterwards treated as wards of the Crown.t
That, I say, was the beginning of the system
of taking recognition of the Indian population on1
behalf of the Orown. Shortly after this, certain
treaty arrangements were made between the Englishe
Governimnt and the Six Nations through these twoa

superintendents, and the policy of dealing with the Indians
of securing to them certain reservations and protecting.
them in certain rights was adopted as a matter of public
policy, in order to prevent a renewal of those conflicts
which arose shortly after the conquest of Canada. It is
true that some English moralists, men like Governor Endi-
cott, Roger Williams and Wm. Penn, undertook to deal
with the Indians as baving certain proprietary rights,
But this was not the general policy of the Imporial Gov-
einment; on the contrary, they held that the Sovereign
was lord of the fee, and that the Indian population were to
be treated with by the different proprietors, and paid such
sums as those might think necessary to secure peace and
security to those who were engaged in colonising those
parts of the proprietary governments as were set out for
settlement.

Mr. DAWSON. I rise to a point of ordor. The discus-
sion which the hon. gentleman is bringing up is a very
good one, and might be necessary at a future poriod, but it
is evidently itended to influence a case now before the
courts as to the rights of the Indians in the soil., He has
no right to do this on the question of enfranchising the
Indians. There ought to be some notice given before a
discussion of this kind is started, in order that others might
be prepared to have something to say about it.

Mr. MILLS. I have no intention whatever to influence
any pending case. I am only entering into this discussion
to trace the policy of the English Government towards the
Indians and to point out the present condition of the Indians.
I want to show what the Government bas under-
taken to do for the Indians, and to show what progress they
had made during the 200 years that they were wards of
the lord proprietors who had obtained the lands under
grant from the Crown itself. I wish to call the attention of
the committee to this question, whether the condition of
the Indians is such as to lead us to suppose that they are
likely to make such progress at an early day as to fit them
for the exorcise of the franchise that is about to be con-
ferred upon them.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No, it is a question of
order; and I think the question is well taken.

Mr. MILLS. I deny there is any such proposition.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. A point of order bas been

taken, and must be docided. Lot us argue upon that.
Mr. MILLS. I am speaking to the point of order.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon, gentleman is

going on with his speech.

Mr. M[LLS. Not at all. I was showing the pertinence
of my remarks to this question. We are bore proposing to
confer the franchise upon a population that are in a somi-
barbarous condition-upon people who are not allowed to
hold their lands, and I wish to show that this population
bave baen under the surveillance of the Government for
two centuries, and it is my right to do so.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Now, about this point of
order. The hon. gentleman commenced with an elaborate
argument to show that the Indians never had any right in
their own country, that the whole country belonged to the
Crown. That bas nothing to do with this question, which
is, whether the Indian on reserves shaoll b qualified or dis-
qualified. Now, the hon. gentleman will not argue that
reserves, specially set aside by the Crown, do not belong to
the tribe of which each individual Indian is a member, so
that the general argument whether the whole country
riginallybelonged to the Indians or not, or whether they
had any title, bas nothing t do with this motion. The hon.
gentleman is clearly out of order. The committee has
already decided that the tribal Indians may have a vote,
and thia is simply the disqualification of a portion of them.

1885. 2143



COMMONS DEBATES. MAY 27,

The hon. gentleman is making a speech in order to prove
that the decision could be overridden by saying that certain
tribal Indians should not have votes. That is not the
question; that bas been decided by the committee. The
question is what individuals shall be excepted from the
general principle that tribal Indians might vote, if other-
wise qualified.

Mr. MILLS. If the hon. gentleman is right in his con-
tention, if the committee has already decided that the
tribal Indians shall vote, why does he now propose an
amendment that tribal Indians in Manitoba and the North-
West shall not vote. We can limit it still further. The
whole question of the limitation and fitness of the Indians
to vote is before the committee.

Mr. BLAKE. If the committee has decided that a par-
ticular class, the Indians of the North-West, shall vote, how
is it in order for the hon. gentleman to propose an amend-
ment to take away that right ? That is what the hon.
gentleman is doing. If the committee has so decided, the
hon. gentleman is out of order. If the committee has not
so decided, it is open to move that Indians in Ontario, New
Brunswick, or any part of Canada should be excluded, and
therefore the whole question is open.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. With respect to the point last raised,
I think the question of the enfranchisement of the Indians
was passed and confirmed by this committee on the amend-
ment, and it was clearly understood that exceptions should
be made, and that therefore reopens the question. So I do
not think any reference to that point is out of order. A
discussion as to the proprietary rights of the Indians as af-
fecting anything outside of this House,-if the hon. gentle-
man pursues that course of reasoning I shall certainly con-
eider his remarks out of order. I do not, however, know
that he las doue so thus far.

Mr. DAWSON. I have no objection to a discussion of
the proprietary rights of the Indians, if it is understood that
we all shall be allowed equal latitude.

Mr. MILLS. I am not proposing to discuss the proprie-
tary rights of the Indians. No doubt we shall have an
opportunity of doing so on another motion. Looking at
the progress made with this Bill we shall have quite enough
to attend to within the four corners of the Bill, and the pub-
lic are specially interested in this Indian question at the
p rsent moment, not in the proprietary rights of the
Indian population. lt is the political right which the hon.
gentleman proposes to confer upon Indians in which the
public are particularly interested; and it is to that question
I propose to invite the attention of the committee. In
order that we may be better able to consider the political
enfranchisement of the Indians, it js important to know
what is the intellectual and industrial statue of that popula-
tion and what progress they have made-whether that
special clas to whom it is proposed to confer the franchise
is likely to elevate them or to lower the political institutions
of the country. The relations of the Indians to the
Crown are to some extent involved in this question, for, as
the hon. member for South Brant (Mr. Paterson) las said,
some of the Indian tribes residing within Canada have
always denied that they were subjects of the Crown. They
say they are allies of the Crown, that treaty relations recog-
nises them as such, and this is specially applicable to the
Six Nation Indians, who reside near Brantford, in the county
of Hastings and in other portions of the Dominion. The
15th article of the Treaty of Utrecht recognizes them as
allies of the Crown. There was an alliance made between
them and the Imperial Government for the purpose of
resisting French encroachments on the Ohio, and in other
portions of the King's Dominion between what was the
French country and the Thirteen Colonies. The hon. gen-
tleman proposes to deal with the Indians contrary to the

Sir JoHN A. MAoDONALD.

terms of the treaty which exista between them and the
Crown. I do not know how far, in a court of law, those
Indians would be held to be regarded as British subjects.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Hear, hear.

Mr. MILLS. The hon. gentleman says hear, hear.
There are the Treaties of Lancaster, Logstown and Utrecht
between England and France, which recognises them not
as subjects, but as allies. They refused to be called sub-
jects, and the hon. gentleman knows they have refused to
accept enfranchisement in many cases because they
thought they would be making concessions which would
interfere with the ancient pretensions which they have on all
fitting occasions invariably upheld. Those Indians were
under the control of the British Government for more than
two centuries. Before that time the Six Nation Indians
were under the control of the Dutch. They were armed by
the Dutch, and they were able to make conquests among
the surrounding tribes, even exterminating many tribes in
Ontario, and they settled down in the vicinity of Albany
and had placed over them an English superintendent who
gave them instruction and rendered them assistance.
School teachers were appointed, clergymen were sent
amongst them for the purpose of giving thom religious
instruction; and this was done for more than a century
before the United States ceased to be British colonies.
After the war of independence, they left their reservations in
the State of New York and had reservations granted to them
in Ontario. Since 1783, for more than a century, they have
been under British influence, undor the instruction of
religions and secular teachers, and we see at this day that
a large number of them adhere to their ancient habits,
and that a considerable number of them living in Brantford
still claim to be pagan Indians. If they have shown them-
selves so much opposed to assimilation, to the adoption of
the habits of the white population, how does the hon. gen-
tleman expect that by conferring upon them the electoral
franchise it will better fit them for citizenship? iMost
people from other countries who come and settle here are
soon absorbed in the surrounding population. They for-
get their ancient language and habits. They bring a cer-
tain amount of knowledge and industrial practices to the
common stock, but these and they too are merged in the
rest of the population. But the Indians are in a wholly
different position. They do not readily adopt the habits of
civilised life. They do not intermingle with the white
population. They have no disposition to assimilate,
no desire to imitate the white population, preferring
to maintain their ancient habits and usages. And
it does seem to me an extraordinary proposition, when
these people have made scarcely any progress for two
centuries, that the hon. gentleman should transfer them to
the voters' lists. Now, Sir, we know that this provision of
the hon. gentleman's Bill, although brought forward for the
first time, has been under consideration for the last two or
three years. It has not been announced to the public; the
public have not been informed of his intentions; but I
remember very well that the party who ran in opposition
to me at the last election announced to his friends that the
First Minister was to introduce a Bill enfranchising the
Indians of Moraviantown on the Thames, the Indians of
Walpole Island, and the Indians in the vicinity of
Brantford, and that it was at that time seriously
contemplated to enfranchise the Indian population. Well,
Sir, I now wish to call the attention Of the committee
to the preparation the hon. gentleman has been making
with a view to the enfranchisement of the Indians. The
hon. gentleman felt it would not do to suddenly enfranchise
the Indian population without some preparatory steps being
taken to secure the good opinion, and to make a favor-
able impression on the minds of the Indian population.
It would seem that there are certain Indian bands scat-
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tered through Ontario, were a portion of the reserves they
received from the Government have been sold by the Crown,
and the monaeys have not been accoanted for. I believe it
is stated that some of these sales took place as early as
1820, and from that day to this, the moneys derived from
those sales have not been accounted for by the Superin-
tendent General or the party administering Indian affairs.
Let me call the attention of the committee to an Order in
Council which the hon. gentleman adopted and which,
although I do not know that he has laid it before Parliament,
would be of very great importance in the discussion of this
Bill. On the 30th of June lat an Order in Council was
carried, in which it is stated :

" On a report dated 7th June, 1884, from the Superintendent General
of Indian Affairs, stating with reference to a claim made by a band of
Indians known as the Mississaguas, of the Credit, who at one time
occupied a reserve in the township of Toronto, Ontario, but who subse-
quently removed to the Grand River, and are now settled upon lands in
the township of Onandaga, which forme part of the Six Nations Indian
reserve, that certain moneys which were received by the Orown Lande
Department of the old Province of Canada, in payment for lande surren-
dered by these Indiana in the year 1820, to be sold for their benefit, but
which moneys were never placed to their credit, and that after careful
enquiry has been made in thie matter it has been ascertained that the
claim of the Indians is a just one.

" The Minister reports on the subject under consideration as followe:
That in the year 1858 the special commissioners who were appointed
for the purpose of investigating Indian matters in the old Province of
Canada reported, with reference to the Miseissagua band in question,
that in 1828 there was a balance then due these Indiana amounting to
$8,303.50, together with interest thereon, and on comparing the total
quantity of land in the reserves which were surrendered, and which
were situated at Port Credit, Oakville and Bronte, with the quantity
ascertained to have been subsequently sold, the statement of the com-
missioners as to the amount due in 1828 appears to be correct; and eub-
sequently to that year the sales recorded of the lands at Port Credit
described in the surrender as block F, would appear to have produced
the sn of $6,316.37, and the interest on this amonut, calculated from
ths dates of the different sales at six per cent., amounts to $18,362.61,
making a total aum due these Indians for the sales at Port Credit of
$24,678.98.

" That with regard to the sales of lots in what was formerly known as
the Bronte Reserve, and which is described as Block G in the surrender,
it would appear from a statement received from the Crown Lande
Department, that the amount collected from 9 the purchasers was
$2,218.25, upon which sum the interest at six per cent. from the dates of
sales amounts to $6,069.73, the total amount therefore due these Indians
on account of the land last referred to, is $8,287.98.

" That with regard to the lands at Oakville, which are described as
Block B in the surrender, it is concluded from the papers and state-
mente of record in the Department, that the amount received therefor,
viz : $1,080, is included in the amount stated by the epecial commis-
sioners to bave been due these Indiana in 1828 as above described.

" It will thus be seen that the several amounts due these Indians are
as followse.-

BLOax B.

Amount due by the Commissionere' Report, in 1858, to be due in the
year 1828-~

Principal ............... .. . ...... ...... $ 8,303 60
Interest thereon at 6 per cent...............27401 5

$35,705 05

BLocx F.
Amount shown by the Statement from the Crown Lands Department,

Toronto, to have been paid on account of Sales-
Principal .... ............................................. $ 6,316 37
Interest thereon at 6 per cent. from dates of

sales.......,..................... 18,362 61

$24,678 98

BLoOK G.
Amount shown to have been paid as per Statement from Crown Lands

Department-
Principal .........-..........................$ 2,218 25
Interet at 6 per cent........................ 6,069 78

$ 8,287 98

Total.....,.........................................568,672 01

Let me say here that the hon. gentleman seems at once to
have communicated to the Indians at Brantford, this report
which he made to Council and the Order in Council
itself. The hon. gentleman informed these Indians, with-
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out communicating with the Government of Ontario or the
Government of Quebec, that this sum was due them.
I understand that the invariable rule has been that no sum
or charge was to be made to the debt of the Provinces
of Ontario and Quebec, without the assent of the Govern-
ments of those Provinces, and without communication first
having been made to them. The hon. gentleman shakos his
head, but that rule has been adhered to so far as I know in
every instance except this, and the hon. gentleman himself
bas refused, since the adoption of this report, to entertain a
similar proposition without first having communication with
the Governments of those Provinces. In 1841, when the
union took place between Upper and Lower Canada, the debt
of the old Provinces was assumed jointly by the new Govern-
ment. This debt was a debt existing before the union ; it
is a debt chargeable to the Government of the two
Provinces if it were a just debt. Yet the hon. gentleman
bas taken upon himself, without any legal authority what-
ever, to make a charge against the Government of
Ontario and the Government of Quebec. How could ho
do that ? This is a debt sixty years old and I
say, Mr. Chairman,-and this is my point in this
case-that the whole charge was made for the purpose of
securing the political good will of those Indians before the
franchise was conferred on them. I say it was a most
improper proceeding. It was not only contrary to law,
contrary to the practice prevailing, contrary to the conduct
required by good faith towards the Governments of Ontario
and Quebec, but it was a most improper action looking at
what the hon. gentleman intended to do. For three'years
the hon. gentleman bas bon contemplating conferring the
elective franchise upon the Indians, and before doing that ho
has raked up an old claim, which for adght I know may have
already been properly met, and he bas admitted it to the
Indians as against the Local Government without any com-
munication to the Government on the subject. Hure is a
communication, dated the 5th of September, addressed to
the Superintendent-General by the local superintendent at
Brantford:

" Sir, I have the honor to acquaint you that at a meeting of the
Mississaguas of the Credit in council held yesterday, the following reso-
lution was unanimously adopted :-Moved by John Oheechok, seconded
by James A. Wood, Resolved: Thi council do heartily thank the right
lion. the Superintendent-General ofIndian Affaire, for his kind attention
and consideration, in having the claims of the band satisfied, in the
manner set forth in the Order in Council of the 30th June last."-

There is the expressed good will of the Indian, and for what ?
For this, that the hon.gentleman has made a charge against
Ontario and Quebec of $70,000 without the knowlcdge or
assent of cither of those Provinces. Like Artemus Ward,
who was ready to sacrifice his wife's relations for the pur-

pose cf upholding the union, the hon. gentleman is pre-
pared to impose any amount of burdens upon the Goveru-
monts of Ontario and Quebec for the purpose of securing
the good will of the Indian population upon the ove of thoir
political enfranchisement. I am not going to enter into a
discussion as to whether this was a valid claim or not; in
point of law it is not; but I do not pretend to say that it
ought to be ruled out on that ground, if it could be shown
that this money had never been accounted for, and that the
Indians had not recoived the sum for which the reservations
had been sold. But the hon. gentleman had not the facts to
enable him to decide conclusively that that was the case.
It was an obligation of sixty years old, which he had not
considored before, although ho had been in office nearly
forty years; and it was his bounden duty to call
the attention of the Governments of Ontario and
Qnebec to the matter, 80 as to give them the
opportunity to say whether they were willing to assume
this obligation or not. The hon. gentleman gave thOm no
such opportunity, and he bas exhibited this extraordinary
haste to incur this liability on behalf Of these two Govern-
monts on the ove of introducing the Bill to enfranchise

1885. 2145



COMMONS DEBATES. MAY 27,
the Indians. Firt he employs agents to organise them
into Orange societies, then he proposes to vote them this
large sum of money, and thon to confer upon them the
elective franchise. This question was before the Logis-
lature of Ontario last winter, and I wish to call the atten-
tion of the committee to the observations made upon it by
the treasurer, and the committee will then be better able
to judge of the propriety of the hon. gentleman's course.
The treasurer says:

" We are confronted with a claim of $68,000-
Mr. CHAIRMAN. It has been pointed out to me that

this las nothing to do with the question.
Mr. MILLS. I think it has very much to do with the

franchise. If the hon. gentleman undertakes to give the
Indians a bribe, and thon to confer the franchise upon them,
it is something the House should take notice of; and I wish
to state these facts to the committee so as to enable them to
judge whether persons so treated can exorcise the franchise
independently. If the hon. gentleman proposes to recog-
nise debts of 60 years' standing-

Mr. CHAIRMAN. I do not think we can go into the
merits of that. It is not relevant.

Mr. MILLS. It is relevant as showing the nature of the
transaction.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. What has that to do with
the franchise ?

Mr. MILLS. It has everything to do with it. The hon.
gentleman proposes to confer the elective franchise upon
men to whom he has given, without the sanction of Parlia-
ment, at the expense of the Local Governments and with-
ont thoir sanction, a large sum of money, and thon to con-
fer the elective franchise upon them. If that is not rele-
vant, it is impossible for me to understand what is relevant.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). If the hon. gentleman is able
to point out that the Government possesses certain influ-
ences that they can exercise over those who are being
enfranchised by this Bill, and further proceeds to show that
there is a danger that they might use those influences, it
seems to me pertinent to the question. It would be one of
the reasons that might be urged, and urged strongly
against giving Indians in that position a vote. The hon.
member for Bothwell claims that they are not only in that
position, but that they have exercised that influence. As I
understand, that is his lino of argument.

Mr. MILLS. That is precisely my position.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The charge is that some

Indians have been bribed by the Government declaring that
a certain sum of money was due them, that the Government
acted improperly in bribing them, and that therefore the
Indians must be disfranchised.

Sir RICH A RD CARTWRIGHT. No, I think one main
argument my hon. friend is bringing against giving the
Indians votes is that the Indians are, from the nature of
the case, to a great extent in the hands of the Government
of the day, and in illustration of that he is pointing out that
particular transaction. It seems to me that it is a very
pertinent thing, and a very strong argument. If the rela-
tions which exist between the Government of the day and
the Indians are such that the interests of a whole band
may be largely affected by the Government of the day,
there is no doubt that they are in a very special sense at
the mercy of the Government, far more than ordinary
white mon would be. It seems to me that to establish that
my hon. friend should be allowed to give illustrations
showing what has actually occurred.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The Governnent decidesj
that certain contractors on the railway have a right to aj

Mr. MILLS.

certain sum of money; there is a report saying that a cer-
tain sum is due them-therefore we should pass a Bill that
all contractors shall have no vote.

Mr. VAIL. You are now proposing to enfranchise a
certain class which had not the franchise before, and it is
perfectly right that any hon. member debating this ques-
tion should state why he believes this class is not an inde-
pendent class and should not have the franchise. My hon.
friend from Bothwell is attempting to show why it should
not enjoy the franchise, and he ought to be allowed to state
the circumstances which warrant that assertion.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. The hon. gentleman is going much
further. iHe is discussing whether, with reference to a
certain debt, these people are entitled to it or not. Such a
discussion is not relevant to the case. He can refer to
certain facts that have transpired, but cannot enter into
them as a discussion.

Mr. M1LLS. I had no intention of going into the merits
of the case. I was showing that no matter what the merits
might be, this was not a thing that the First Minister
ought to have done, and that if there was a debt at all it
was a debt to the Provinces which it was for the Provinces
to decide whether they would recognise or not. I was
stating that the First Minister had departed from the recog-
nised rule, and that he was doing so for some object or
other, which object was being developed in the Bill now
before us.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. If the hon. gentleman
brings a charge of that kind, I will be glad to meet him;
but it has nothing to do with the subject under discussion.
He is taking an unworthy advantagc of his position to
make statements which he ias no right to make, and which
are utterly false and untrue, like all the statements of the
hon. gentleman.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I desire your ruling,
Mr. Chairman, as to whether the statement made by the
First Minister, that my hon. friend from Bothwell is in the
habit of habitually making false statements, comes within
the limits of the ordinary rules of debate. If you so rule,
we will be happy to meet the hon. gentleman as to the
value of his statements.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. I understood the hon. the First Min-
ister to say that, like many of the statements or most of
the statements made by the hon. member for Bothwell (Mr.
Mills), this one was false. I do not think that was saying
he always makes false statements.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I raise another point, that
the First Minister, having charged my hon. friend from
Bothwell with making a false statement, my hon. friend
must be permitted to prove that the statement he is making
is not faise.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I said that whenever the
hon. gentleman brought up the charge, I would be ready to
answer it; but he as no right, and it is an unworthy and
unparliamentary course to try and raise it in this discus-
sion.

Mr. MILLS. The hon. gentleman said a good deal more
than that. e has said a good deal more than that many
times this Session, in the House and out of the House. I
have not thought it worth while to notice many of the hon.
gentleman's statenents, but I will tell him this, that he as
made statements that are untrue, and I wiil at a fitting
opportunity prove they are untrue.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Ail right.

Mr. MILLS. I will do more. I say the lon. gentleman
is not believed on his own side any more than ho is on this
side. You have ruled, Sir, that I am not at liberty to read
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the statement of the treasurer of the Province of Ontario
for the purpose of showing the true inwardness of this
transaction, as a part of this enfranchisement Bill. I
submit to your ruling, and will not discuss that question
further, but I will take another opportunity, if not in the
House somewhere else, of bringing the whole of those facts
before the public, in order that they may judge precisely
the character of the hon. gentleman's transactions. I hold
in my hand the report of the First Minister, and among the
other things which the hon. gentleman has stated in this
report is the following:

" The Oneida band erected a new building to serve as a council hall
and as a lodge for the Good Templars and the Orange society."

Mr. WALLACE (West York). Hear, hear.

Mr. MILLS. No doubt the hon. gentlernan is pleased
with that. I told the Minister of Public Works when this
Bill was introduced, that the object was to get rid of hon.
gentlemen on this side, and to transfer his followers from
that side to this, after the hon. gentleman had been duly
strengthened by the Indian vote and the lodges that are
established amongst them. The hon. gentleman has, in this
report, mentioned only one lodge, that on the Oneida
reserve, but he knows that the Indians of Walpole have
been so organised, that the Moravian Indians through the
exertions of his agent, Mr. Beaty, of Highgate, have also
been organised into Orange lodges, and we have no doubt
that the same policy and practice has been generally pur-
sued, and that in this Bill, as well as by those liberal dona-
tions, the Indian population is being fitted for the exercise
cf the franchise in the way best suited to the hon. gentle-
muan's interests. I say that the Indian population are unfitted
for the exorcise of the franchise; I say that, as a race, they
are not capable of any great improvement. There is, here
and there, an Indian amongst them who is qualified for
enfranchisement, and where he is, the elective franchise
ought to be conferred upon him as an incident of those
qualifications which he possesses, as any other citi-
zen. But the hon. gentleman's Bill proposes to
do more than that; it proposes to enfranchise the
Indians of the various reserves where their improvements
are worth the small sum he mentions, although their ability
to hold those improvements is wholly due to the interference
of the Government in protecting the property as an Indian
possession. Lot me call the attention of the House to this
fact that the Indian fund, which raises some of those Indian
bands above want, is not due to the industry and thrift of
the bands themselves. What is their position? When many
of those bands came across from the United States, after
the American revolution, reserves of very considerable size
were marked out for them. Those reserves were larger
than were required for their own immediate interest, and
they consented to the surrender and sale of a portion of the
soil. This surrender and sale has created an Indian fund
belonging to the band to whom the reservation belongs, and
that fund has principaUy contributed to the support of the
Indian population. It is impossible to show that there
are any Indian bands in this country which have any
money accumulated, except that which has been accumu-
lated for them by the Government through the sell-
ing of a portion of the reserve so surrendered ; yet the hon.
gentleman proposes to enfranchise those Indians who have
exhibited none of the elements of progress and thrifti
required on the part of any other population of Canada.
The Chippawas, the Ottawas, the Delawares, the
Oneidas, the Six Nations, are all the Indians who
reside south of Lake Huron and north of Lake
Brie and Ontario and who came acros the border.
They were Indians under the control of the Crown before
Canada became a British possession, and, when the terri-
tories south of the lakes ceased to be British, these Indians
came acros into Canada, and had reserves granted to them,

) and the moneys which have been accumulated and consti-
tuted fuinds belongng to the different bands have been
moneys derived from the sale of a portion of the reserves
in the way I have indicated. The condition of the Indian
population in the Maritime Provinces and in some parts of
the Province of Quebec, where the reserves are of very
limited extent, shows what the Indian will do when he has
no special advantage conferred upon him by the special
interference of the Government. It is well known that the
maxims of the Indians are that it is botter to lie than to oit,
better to sit than to stand, better to stand than to walk,
botter to walk than to run. These are the maxima of a
thriftless population, who do not desire improvement, who
will not make those exertions that are necessary for
improvement. Great sacrifices have been made on behalf
of the Indian population. Missionaries and school teach-
ers have gone among them, Government inter-
ference las been exercised over them, special
officers are appointed for the purpose of pro.
tecting these wards of the Government who are
incapable of protecting themselves. I should like to know
of any Province in which there are not agents for the pur-
pose of looking after the Indians. You know what would
become of the Indian if the Government did not interfere
in his behalf. You do not allow the natural law of the sur-
vival of the fittest to operate in regard to him. You pre-
vent his extinction by want or disease by special interfer-
ence in his behalf. Yet these are the men, these objects
of charity, upon whom you propose to confer the
electoral franchise. Lot me call the attention of the
committee to the relation which existe between the
Government and the Indian population. There le
not a rule that you apply under the Independence
of Parliament Act for the purpose of disqualifying certain
parties from sitting in this House that does not apply
against giving the Indian the elective franchise. He la not
in a position of independence. His relations to the Govern-
ment are of such a character that itl is against his interest,
as it is against the interest of the State, that the elective
franchise should be conferred upon him. Before Confeder-
ation we had an Act providing for the enfranchisement
of the Indian population, and the only band of
Indiana enfranchised under that Act were the Wyan-
dottes, a band of so-called Indians that had almost
ceased to be Indians, and in whom yon could hardly
trace any Indian blood. The Indian Act places the
control of the Indians entirely in the lands of the Superin-
tendent-General. The hon. gentleman proposes to give to
Indians having a separate holding the vote, but whether
they have a separate holding or not depends upon his will.
The law says that le, in the exercise of his own disoretion
as Superintendent-General, shall decide whether the Indian
reservation shall romain a unit or shall be sub-divided and
allotted to different individuals. That lis not an exercise of
the judicial power. Itl is purely a matter of discretion and
it l an arbitrary discretion, bound by no rule, and it is ln
the power of the Superintendent-General to refuse a division
of the property when ho thinks the Indians in any band
are politically hostile to him. If hie improvements are
taken from an Indian, the Superintendent-General can say
whether the sum. to be paid for them shall be taken out of
the funds of the Indians or shall be obtained from other
sources, so that it is in his power to impose charges upon
the band and to withhold compensation from particular
Indians. The fact is that the power over the Indian la abso-
late, and it is a population of that character on whom the
hon. gentleman proposes to confer the elective franchise. No
people could be more helpless. When the first English
settlements were taking place on this continent, when eth
Crown sold its property to an individual, the Indians
became the was ofthepurchaser from the Crown. They
stood in the same relation to him that the serfs did to the
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lord of the manor in England before serfdom was abolished.
That state of things lasted until 1755, and from that time
downward, the Government have assumed the wardship of
the Indian population. They took it out of the hands of
the lords proprietors, who had purchased from the Crown
large estates on this continent, and the Government still
retain that hold over the Indians. In reading the sections
of this Bill, you recognise the relation between the villein
and the lord of the manor, and there would have been as
much propriety in conferring the franchise upon the villeins
on an estate in former times as upon the Indians while they
stand in this relation to the Crown. By this Indian Act it
is provided that the Superintendent-General may issue a
location ticket when he approves of it and not before. He
is the sole judge. He is not obliged to assign any reason
to anybody-to lis colleague or to the Indian who may
make the application. When the Indian gets a location
ticket, he cannot transfer to anyone out of the band his
interest in the land and cannot transfer to another Indian
without having the consent of the Superintendent-General.
Why, Sir, is such a man a free man ? Can hé exorcise the
elective franchise freely ? Can hé vote against a Minister
of the Crown, or against a candidate who supports the
Minister of the Crown, while such power rests in the hands
of the Minister ? Then we find with regard to leaseholds,
that if an Indian who has a location ticket, chooses to lease
part of lis lands to another party with the consent of the
superintendent, unless he cultivates it in a way to suit the
superintendent, then this officer may refuse to allow him to
receive the rents and profits of his own land. Is that man
free to vote as hé thinks proper ? I do not care how
intelligent hé is; apart altogether from the question of
the general intelligence of the Indians, you place him in
such a position that if hé had the intelligence of an ordinary
white man, hé could not exercise his freedom in voting
while his relation to the Crown is such as it is at present.
Now, Sir, this Indian' discussion has presented many
phases since this Bill was first introduced. When it was
introduced I asked the First Minister whether his
intention was to enfranchise the Indians of British
Columbia and Manitoba, and hé replied, "Yes. " I asked
him whether it was his intention to enfran-
chise the Indians of the North-West Territories as
soon as they were represented in this House, and
hé said it was. In fact hé made a broad declaration as to
these Indians with regard to the electoral franchise. After
some discussion had taken place it was discovered that this
might not, after all, be a very popular proposition, especially
as the Indians of the North-West were engaged in commit-
ting depredations, and the hon. gentleman wished to resile
from that position. He endeavored to explain that he only
had the Indians of the older Provinces in his mind. It is
true, his attention was specially called to the Indians of
British Columbia and Manitoba; it is true that the conse-
quences of the adoption of this Bill with regard to the
North-West Territory, as soon as they would be repre-
sented, were also called to his attention, and hé gave, with
regard to all these, an affirmative answer as to what Indians
were to vote. At a later périod hé resiled somewhat
from that position, and hé said that only the Indians of the
older Provinces were to vote. Now we have this amend-
ment before us. We find he has gone back from the posi-
tion he took with regard to the Indians of British Colum-
bia, and he now intends that they shall exercise the elec-
toral franchise. Well, Sir, I have no doubt that there has
been a change in that particular again, because one hon.
member on that side declared hé was most anxious that
the Indians of British Columbia should have the elective
franchise. The Indians in that country are numerous
and formidable, they have overawed the white popula-
tion, have created not a little anxiety, and are still
subject to their ancient habits, as was shown by my hon.
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friend from South Brant (Mr. Paterson). I say we are very
sure that when the hon. member spoke, the First Minister
had again made up his mind not to leave British Columbia
out, but to include the Indians of that Province in the class
who were to be enfranchised. But, Sir, we find that the
organs of the hon. gentleman everywhere represent that he
only proposed t put the Indians upon the same footing as
white men and tW give them the same opportunities; and yet
to-day, when the hon. gentleman put that amendment in
your hands, hé assured the House hé was doing the Indian
an injustice, that hé was requiring of him a larger qualifica-
tion than hé was requiring of other citizens.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I did not say so.
Mr. MILLS. f[so understood the hon. gentleman. We

find, Sir, under the provision of this Bill, that these Indians
scattered throughout Ontario, who have homes upon reserva-
tions, if they withdraw from reservations, would be
entitled to vote. Sir, if you look at the reservations in that
Province, you will find that there are twelve constituencies,
at least, that may have their political complexion changed
by the Indian vote. In fact, whether there are twenty-four
Reformers or twenty-four 'Tories sitting in this House as
representatives of those particular constituencies, may
depend upon the direction in which this Indian vote shall
be cast. Now, the hon. gentleman may think that a matter
of small consequence, but I have known Governments in
the United Kingdom to last for a considerable period of
time with a smaller majority than twenty-four. I call the
attention of thé members of this House to this point,
whether they are from Ontario or other Provinces, that the
question as té which party shall control the Government of
this country at the next election may depend solely upon
the votes of the Indians in the Province of Ontario alone.
Sir, I regard this as a matter of no little importance, what.
ever hon, gentlemen may think. But let me tell this House
that the vote of this country will not be the vote
of the white population as it is, with the Indian
population added to one aide. The petitions which have
been received from nearly every constituency, and
especially from those constituencies in which Indians re-
side, show that there has been no question before this
country since 1837 that has so deeply moved the population
of the Province of Ontario as this Franchise Bill, and no
portion of that Bill has created se profound an impression
upon the people as that section which we are at this
moment considering. Whatever the hon. gentleman may
think, I am satisfied of this, that in the county I represent
if the hon. gentleman adds two hundred Indian votes t his
own aide, there will be more than 200 Conservative votes,
which were on his side, that will be found on the other side
at the next election. There can be no doubt that will be
the result.

Mr. IHESSON. Then what are you complaining about ?
Mr. MILLS. I am complaining about the infamy of the

proposition.
Mr. HESSON. If the proposition gives you a majority,

that is all you desire.
Mr. MILLS. I have stated, and I repeat it, that I do not

propose to admit as a principle that we are bound t do
evil that good may come; t accept a measure wrong in
itself, because I believe it will not work té the injury of
myself and my friends, which was the object the hon.
gentleman had in view when hé proposed it. We know
the malevolent motive from which the proposition has
emanated. It has been declared again and again. The hon.
gentleman's supporters-I will not use a stronger expression
-in the country have admitted that the measure was for
the purpose of strangling certain représentatives on this
side that the Gerrymander Bill failed t defeat. But I tell
the hon. gentleman and the hon. member for North Perth
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that it is not every scheme of political janisarianism that
succeeds. Men are not so easily strangled except by public
opinion, and there is too much sense of fairness among the
people to allow them to be led to adopt a course se discredit-
able to themselves and so disastrous to the well being of
the country. Whenever our condition is such that members
on either side of theI ouse are disposed to support
that which they believe to be wrong in iteilf
becarse it is proposed by their leaders, we have
reached a condition very closely bordering on revo-
lution. We know how the civil war in the neigh-
boring republic grew up, and how nearly the hon. gentle-
man is standing on the brink of a precipice which may lead
to serions disaster to the country. But we trust there is
sufficient moral strength in the country, sufficient sense of
fairness in the Conservative party, not to follow the hon.
gentleman in the atrocious course in which hoe is now lead-
ing bis followers.

Mr. DAWSON. I have only a word to say, and it is with
respect te the first part of tie hon. gentleman's speech.
The hon. member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills) opened his
speech with the question of the Indian territorial rights, but
as he bas not persisted in discussing that matter it is quite
unnecessary for me to enter into it now, further than in
reply to the few words he uttered, to say that when that
question comes up I shall be prepared to show that the right
to the soil was originally in the Indians, that it was
acknowledged to be so by the mperial Governmont of
Great Britain, that it has been acknowledged te be so by
the Federal Government of the United States, and that both
the Imperial Government of Great Britain and the Federal
Government of the United States simply exercised a pre-
emptive right to purchase from the Indians. In
the United States the separate States were pre-
vented from purchasing from the Indians. By the rule
of Great Britain, whatever may have occurred in the early
settlement of the country, latterly when the country
became organised, and even before the cession of this
country by France, there was a well considered system by
which the rights of the Indians were acknowledged That
being the case, I shall be prepared to show that it was the
policy of the Crown to acknowledge the Indians' territorial
rights. The hon. member for South Brant (Mr. Paterson)
yesterday read extracts from the report of the Indian
Department, showing how far advanced some of the
Indians were in the Province of Manitoba, and how unjust
it was to deprive them of the franchise and give it to other
Indians. I will read a short extract relating te the band to
which the discussion which bas just taken place bas
particular reference. It is as follows :-

" The Six Nation Indiang, whose reserve is situated on the Grand
River, in the Counties of Brant and Haldimand, are increasing in num-
bers and in prosperity. Many of their farms are well cultivated, and
the proauets of the soil and of the dairy exhibited at their annual agri-
cultural exhibitions command the admiration of all persons who
attend them. Their exhibition of this year was remarkably successful;
and the Six Nations combined with it the centennial celebration of the
grant made to them by the Crown of the tract of land of which their
reserve forme a part, in recognition of their loyalty and valor, as prac-
tically proved on numerons occasions on the fied cf battie, in defence
of the British flag. The exhibition as well attended, and addresses
COmmendatory of the fealty and prowess of their ancestors, and of the
progress made by the present generation in civilisation were delivered
by members of the Senate and of the House of Commons, and by other
distinguished persons. The quantity of new land broken by these
Indians during the year amounted to nearly six hundred acres. They
have an excellent school system on the reserve; and the institutions
are efficiently conducted."

Surely there is not great risk in giving the franchise to such
people ?

Mr. CAMERON (Middlesex). I have no desire to enter
into the larger question which has been suggested by the
remarks of the hon, gentleman who has just sat down, but it
is evident that we have a considerable amount of Indian dis-
cussion yet before us. I intend, however, to confine myself

to the question of the propriety of conferring the right to
vote on-unenfranchised Indians. That proposal has still the
same characteristies that marked it when the Bill was
originally introduced. In the first discussion of the clause
there was a general concensus of opinion that it was not
the intention of the Government to confer the franchise on
Indians in the Territories and Dominion generally; that it
was to be conferred upon a particular class of Iridians, the
Indian whobad practicallyassumed all theresponsibilities of a
civilised state, the Indian who held a holding in his own right.
Eventually, that construction of the Bill was abandoned.
The First Minister explained in reply to the hon. member
for Bothwell (Mr. Mills), that the intention was to give
votes to the Indians of the eastern Provinces, and the
Indians in Manitoba, the North-West Territories and
British Columbia. Subsequently, the First Minister said it
was his intention to confine this provision to the Indians in
the eastern Provinces, and we had a proposition submitted
as an amendment to the clause by that hon. gentleman,
apparently giving a st'll different phase to the case, and to-
day wo bave stili another phase given to it. These changes
have each, apparently, been made to meet objections made
on this side of the House, as well as the representations
made by supporters of the Government to mcmbers of the
Government. But, notwithstanding these objections and
representations, notwithstanding the feelings expressed in
the country with reference to this provision of the Bill,
practically we have come back to where we started and to
the original intention of the Bill. There is the same inten-
tion and determination of the First Minister in these
amendments to give a vote to all the tribal Indians, as was
originally intended by him. It has been contendedthatthe
Indian has arrived at such a stage of mental, moral and mate.
rial development as to entitle him te the franchise equally with
the white citizen. I should have been glad if that were the
case, but the reports on Indian affairs do not convey that
assurance with any strongth or definiteness. The First
Minister in speaking on this question on the 4th of May,
said ho took it that the Indians of the Province of Ontario,
could, as a rule, read as well as the white mon. Now, if
that wer e the case it would not only be contrary to the
well known desire of the iReform party throughout the
Dominion to refuse them the franchise, but it would bo con-
trary to right and justice in every respect. I think that
phase of the question has been amply and satisfactorily
settied by the views already expressed on this aide of the
House. Hon. gentlemen have been told over and over
again that the tribal Indian is still a minor, that the state
administers all his material affairs, and yet it ie proposed
by the present amendment, that the Indian, no matter
what bis relationship to the state or to the remainder of the
community, should bave the right to a vote. I wish to
refer for a moment to the position which the Indian in the
neighboring country occupies toward the state, because
it is stated in an organ of hon. entlemen oppo-
site, and one which must more t an usuatly b.
held to express their opinions, that the Indian in
the United States bas the same privileges as the
white men. Now, I havq looked over the State constitu-
tions and I find only in the State of Minnesota, is the
Indian dealt with in any way whatever. The constitution
of that State provides that every male of 21 years, of the
following classes shall have votes: First, white citizens of
the United States; secondly, whito foreigners who have
declared their intention to become citizens; third, persons
of mixed white and Indian blood, who have adopted the
customs and habits of civilisation; fourthly, perons Of
Indian blood residing in the State, who have opted the
language, customs, and habits of civilisation, after an exam-
ination before any district court of the State, in such man-
ner as may be provided by law, and shall have been proved
by such court, capable of enjoying the rights of citizenship
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within the State. Now, that is the most liberal provision
which exists in any State in the Union, and it may com-
mend itself to hon. gentlemen opposite who, though they
show a disposition to follow the instincts of British institu-
tions, are disposed, in many cases, to follow the procedure
that bas been adopted in the country to the south of us.
I should be glad if they adopted in this instance the very
wise limitation that has been made in the constitution of
the State to which I have referred, that limitation boing the
most liberal in any state of the Union. Moreover, the lan-
guage of the Act of Congress, of 1866, which dealt with the
question of citizenship, and involved the then recent enfran-
chisement of the negro, provided:

" All persons born in the United States and not subject to any foreign
power, excluding the Indian, if not taxed, are hereby declared to be
citizens of the United States."
Morse on "Citizenship," defining this clause, says:

" This does not include Indians born in and subject to the jurisdiction
of the United States - but an Indian, if taxed, and if hie tribal relations
have been abandoned, is a citizen."
Similar to this is the position which bas been taken on this side
of the House with reference to conferring the right to vote on
the Indian, and we have invariably shown the distinction
which bas arisen for the first time upon the introduction
of this Bill, regarding the status of the Indian; that he is to
be enfranchised for the purpose of voting, but is not to be en-
franchised in any other respect; ha still ramains a minor,
with respect to the disposition of anything ha acquires, and
with respect to the management of his private affairs. While
ha still remains under the control of the Superintendent-
General ha is to receive the most sacred rights of citizen-
ship, the right to say who shall govern bim, and in what
way ha shall be governed ; and it is proposed to do that
while white people who do not possess property of the
value of $300, who do not earn $300 a year, and who do
not pay a rental of $20 a year, are not entitled to vote. If
we have thought it well to restrict the qualifications in
these respects, is it sufficient to say that the Indian who
shall have made improvements on his private reservation
to the value of $150 shall be capable of voting? How are
these improvements made ? It doces not require a very
careful examination of the report of the Indian Department
to see that in many instances not only are the Indians
aided in their means of subsistence, but in building houses
and in furnishing them with appliances for tilling their
land. Are these the means by which the white citizen
secures the right to vote? Is it by virtue of a grant from the
Department of Indian Affairs that ha has the right to say
who shall represent him in this House? Not by any
means ; he has to secure the necessary qualifica-
tions by his own labor. Under these circumstances
is the Indian going to be a free citizen in the exercise of the
franchise ? It is fatal to free institutions and unbecoming
of hon. gentlemen opposite to submit a proposition of that
kind to any representative body which has a proper respect
for British institutions. It is fatal to the principles on
which our constitution is founded ; and the undermining of
our constitution is begun when such a proposition as this is
seriously contemplated. It has been held by the First
Minister that the Indians in the Povince of Ontario are in
a fit condition, in the way of education and intelligence, to
exercise the franchise. I will refer to the report of the
Superintendent General for the year 1884 to see
whether that is the case or not. (The hon.
gentleman read from tho report referred to.) Any
Indian who is disposed to accept the fall privileges of
enfranchisement can become enfranchised under the Indian
Act. Wherever the perniclous influences of the liquor
traffic have been brought to bear on the Indian, he has
retrograded perceptibly, and it is to people susceptible to
such influences that it is proposed to give the franchise.
Stringent provisions have been made against the exercise

Mr. CAmERoN (Miidlesex).

of undue influence over the electorate, and yet this pro-
vision gives the right to vote to an Indian, while the
Indian Department has the power to give him or to with-
hold from him, that sustenance which may be necessary to
him in consequence of his own improvidence and lack of
thrift. The reports of the Superintendent General show that
but little educational progress has been made amongst the
Indians, even of the most advanced bands, and by these
it appears that everywhere the Indian is stili under the
direct supervision of the Gavernment. He may be refused
a concession, or given a concession, but in every instance
he can be made to understand that the concession is depen-
dont on the course he will pursue towards the Government
candidate. Now, Sir, 1 will quote one or two more cases
from the report as it regards the Province of Quebec, to
show that both in regard to the intellectual development of
the Indians, and in regard to their industrial progress, they
are still far behind the white settlers. (The hon, gentle-
man proceeded to read from the report concerning the
Indians of Cornwall Island, St. Louis, County of Laprairie,
and Caughnawaga.) In Caughnawaga, I understand the
Indians are supposed to be the most intelligent and pro-
gressive of any, and still it is stated here that there are only
a few successful farmers among them. (The hon. gentle-
man proceeded to read from the report concerning the Mic-
mac Indians of New Brunswick, in the County oflRichmond,
and the Indians in the Càunties of Picton and Colchester,
Nova Scotia, showing the condition of agriculture
among them, and thair low in tellectual development ) In
Prince Ed ward Island also the condition of affairs is reported
to be unsatisfactory. I have endeavored to show, from the
Superintendent Goneral's own report, the condition of the
Indians at the present time as regards their qualification to
exercise the franchise. The report incontestably proves
that the qualifications deemed necessary for freemen to
exercise the franchise are not possessed by the Indians. It
would be very interesting, if I were not precluded from
doing so, to glance at the returns indicating the condition
of the bands under Chief Beardy, under the Chief occupying
the Duck Lake reserve, Big Bear, Poundmaker and others
in tho North-West Territories, who have reently occupied
a hostile attitude towards this country. They are spoken of
as being industrious and frugal, but this statement must h
a comparative one, bccause these bands who are spoken of as
industrious are really dissatisfied with their surroundings and
are in revolt. it is important that this committee should
anticipate the ultimae consequences of enfranchising
the Indians. With respect to the Indians of British
Columbia, it was at first understood that the First Minister
did not propose to give them the right to vote, and an hon.
member was even ruled out of order on the ground that the
Act did not apply to them. We are, however, informed by
the most recent amendment of the First Minister, that the
Indians of British Columbia are toa be enfranchised. In
the report for 1884, the hope was expressed that some
of the more civilised bands in these Provinces, will avail
themselves of the provisions of the Indian Advancement
Act. It was only a hope that was indulgad in, that they
would take advantage of these small minicipal privileges
and facilities, and yet it is seriously proposed that we shall
now give to these Indians the power of determining who
shall or who shall not be members of this House, notwith-
standing that they are still participants in the advantages
conferred by the Crown. (The hon. gentleman here quoted
a number of other extracts from the report of the Super-
intendent General as to the Indians of British Columbia.)
We are not to assume by any means that they are to have
these separate holdings in fee; they are merely to acquire
the right of occupancy in each of those holdings, they are
still wards and minors, and yet they are to exercise the
right of voting. Then as to the schools, in those particular
localities in British Columbia, I fmd the following. (The
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hon. gentleman here quoted further from the report.)
Such is the idea held by these Indians whom it is now pro.
posed to give the right of franchise as to the advantages of
education, and such are their actions when facilities are
afforded them to obtain that education. Within the last 21
years the white people of this country have absolutoly
expended a sum approaching $200,000,000 in order to
perfect the education of their children, and yet, while they
have voluntarily submitted to this taxation, the House
solemnly refused the motion of the hon. member for Nor-
thumberland in favor of manhood suffrage, and it is pro-
posed te give the franchise to these Indians, who are not
enly not educated, but who are indisposed to take advan.
tage of the offers which missionaries and others present, in
order that they might acquire an education. Such men, I
say, have not the first qualification which is expected in
citizens who exercise the franchise, and it is false t one of
our 'mot sacred political bulwarks that such mon should be
empowered to say who shall or shall not be legislators,
occupying seats in this House. (The hon. gentleman
quoted further from the report, with reference to the
Indians of British Columbia.) The Tyendenaga reserve,
in the County of Hastings, which has been referred to
more than once, I am prepared to admit, is one of the best
reserves in the Province of Ontario, so far as material
improvement is concerned, but lot us see what the relation of
that band is to the Government and to the Superintendent
General.

Mr. WHITE (Hastings). They are independent of both
the Government and the Superintendent General. The
money that is given to them is their own money; they do
not thank the Government for it. The land was sold, and
they invested their money with the Government.

Mr. CAMERON (Middlesex). According to the report,
the money was not distributed alone as annuities, and conse-
quently they are to some extent under the control of the Gov-
ernment. If it were an annuity such as I would be glad to
know the hon. gentleman possessed, an annuity le had pur-
chased from the Government, under any provision the Gov-
ernment would make, and that would leave him entirely
independent of the Governmont of the day, or, for that
matter, the Opposition, I would say there was no point in
the objection IL am making; but I contend that, excluding
the annuity, there are objections sufficient in the other
items that are distributed by the Government to make good
my contention that these men cannot enjoy the freedom
which it is absolutely necessary they should enjoy in order
that we may have from them an expression of opinion at
the polls as free as that from others.

Mr. WHITE (Hastings). 1 say they are as free as you
are.

Mr. CAMERON (Middlesex). I think it would be better
if the hon. gentleman would get up and give his view of
the case fairly at length.

Mr. WHITE. I have done so.
Mr. CAMRRON. Since this amendment has been sub-

mitted, the hon. gentleman has made no remark except in
an interjectory manner, in answer to the observations I have
made. I do not know whether the First Minister has given
him particular instructions to remain silent, but I say if these
amendments are not open to the objections we make, hon.
gentlemen opposite should endeavor to give some proof that
they are not. Since this question has been under
discussion, we have had any number of differ-
eut constructions placed on the clause before us.
It is contended that it applies to no Indians who have not
separate reserves, that, in fact, it means practically what is
defined in the Ontario Act. That however has been con-
tradicted more than once by the First Minister himself.
Then we have had the amendment submitted yesterday, and

which has been changed again to-day. We have had all
these amendments made with the one purpose, to give a
vote to Indian-, no matter whether they have severed them-
selves from the tribal relations or not, no matter whether
they have acquired any property in the reserve that would
be of the flimsiost character or not, and no matter
whether they practically work the reserves upon
which they are or not. The evident purpose and inten-
tion of the Bill, as amended, is to admit to the fran-
chise all the Indians that a partisan revising offi-
cor will consider himself justified in admittin.
Its intention is to enfranchise as many of the Indians as it

is possible to find of mature ago on a reserve. The bon.
member for Algoma has more than once stated, and stated
explicitly, that he would not support any auch proposition,
and ho endeavors to shelter himself now bohind the con-
tention that this would not be effected by the amondment
before us. But i hold it will, and it is for hon, gentlemen
opposite, who are not desirous that the clause should have
that wide latitude, to suggest somo ether wording which
will confine it within the limits they desire to givo it. Hon.
gentlemen opposite have demured to our contention that
the provision has the width we allege. Well, if it is net
their intention that it should have that width, why should
they be adverse to such a change being made in the con-
struction of the clause as will more definitely determine its
intention. We are not opposed to the vote beingr given to
the enfranchised Indian. He can secure that right under
the law as it now stands; under the Act of 18S0, ho ias ail
the same facilities to acquire the right to vote as any citizen
has. Conseqiently thero would be no reason or purpso
whatover in this clause wo are discussing, if it was not in .
tended the unenfranchised indian should seocure the right of
which the enactments now on the Statute Book deprivedhim.
I hope that the provisions of this clause will yet be limited
to those Indians who would be enfranchised under the
Indian Act. The First Minister bas expressed his opinion
that it is unfortunate that the Indians have net been relieved
from thoir tribal relations long before this. It is in bis
power to make such a proposition to this Houso as will
facilitate the emancipation of those Indians, and nothing
would be more popular in th localities lying contiguous to
the Indian retervations. 1 do not attempt to show that that
course would be a judicious one. I do not propose it.
leave it for ion. gentlemen opposite to judge, but, if they
maintain that the Indian has reached that stage of intel-
lectual development that makes him a capable citizen, we
have no right to retain him in the position of minority which
he now occupies, and we have no right to hamper the
development of the locality in which ho lives by retaining
him in the tribal relationship while we give him the right
to vote. In regard to other classes of the community,
provisions are made that they must live in houses of a
certain value, or pay a certain amount of rent, or derive a
certain amount of income or wages, but we are abandoning
those provisions in reference to the lcast educated class of
the community, and are making qualifications apply te
the Indians which we oursolves furnish them. Tho
Department bas the liberty to give the Indian the aid from
the Indian funds that bis necessities may require, and on
that expenditure by the Department he may acquire the
right to the franchise. That is not what the country
understands by this Bill, and it would be becoming
on the part of the Government to await the verdict
of the country in relation to this measure. If bon.
gentlemen opposite are as confident of the popular
approval of this measure as they pretend to be, why do
they not appeal to the people of the country lu defence of
it ? But it is because they dare not do so, it is because
they desire to appeal at the next election to another elee-
torate than the one to which they appealed in 1882. We
have heard no defence of thie meaure from hon. gentlemen
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opposite-if I except the hon. member for Algoma (Mr.
Dawson) who, I really believe, wishes to deal honestly and
fairly about this matter. We have had no defence of this
proposition in its altered form. The alteration, Sir, has not
removed our objections to the Bill. We find that the same
principle underlies it still, namely, the principlie of giving
a vote to the enfranchised Indian instead of giving it to the
Indian on the interest that he holds in the tribal reserva.
tion. Sir, I would be glad to sce this provision of the
Bill eliminated; I would be glad if hon. gentlemen
opposite would have the courage of their convic-
tions and vote it down before it is too late. If
they expect to derive any personal advantage from it, I
think they will be mistaken. I believe that the people,
independently of their political predilections, will condemu
this measure when they have an opportunity. We have
already seen many of them change their political allegiance
when the question of the National Policy was submitted to
them in 1878, and in 1882. I am prepared to admit the
fact, while I question the reasons that induced them to
change their allegiance. But I say that fact proves conclu-
sively that the people of Canada are not so bigoted in their
adherence to party, that they will not follow their own
convictions of what is to their interest and best in the
interest of the country. And I do Dot believe that
the people are so bound down by party thraldom that
they will follow hon. gentlemen opposite to the length of
submitting to the degradation involved by the passage of
this Bill; and from an intimate acquaintance with a few
constituencies, at least, I am satisfied that when the time
comes they will mark their disapproval of this iniquitous
neasure.

Mr. FAIRBANK. I arn glad that thore are a few min-
utes left for me to express my opinion on this clause. It is
true that I said a few words upon it on a former occasion,
but it was under most unfavorable circumstances, at the
beginning of the last day of that now well-known Session of
fifty-seven hours, while the sunlight was breaking through
those windows.

Mr. LANDRY (Montmagny). Give us something fresh.
Mr. FAIRBANK. Tho first question claiming our

attention is, what was the the state of the Indians
under the Bill as introduced? As I understood it, it
clearly defined how it was that Indians, who jointly
or separately had property qualification, whether in
a band or out of a band, on a reserve or off a reserve
in any Province, having representation here, and in any
Territory as soon as it had representation here, should
have the franchise. The remarks made by the First Min-
ister in answer to the pertinent questions propounded by
the hon. member for Bothwell, (Mr. Mills), have been
referred to sufficiently often that 1 need not repeat them.
Ilowever, they are questions and answers which hon. gen-
tiemen opposite have not heard the last of. On a subse-
quent day the member for Marquette (Mr. Watson) put the
same questions to the First Minister. His answer was :
I have already answered that question. That answer had
been treated by the Ministerial press as a joke. It was no
joking matter. To use the First Minister's phrase, that
allegation is too thin. In the present amendment that
question is fully stated and finally settled. It defines by
excluding from the Bill some provisions that were in it
before. If they were not in, there was no nocessity for
putting them onut.

The Committee rose, and it being six o'clock, the Speaker
left the chair.

After Recess.
House again resolved itself into Committee.
Mr. FAIRBANK. In the few moments allotted to me

before the committee rose, I endeavored to point out the
Mr. VAnson (Middlesez),

scope of the Bill as it passed the second reading and went
to the committee. I pointed out that it embraced the
entire Dominion. There have been contrary contentions
maintained by hon. gentlemen opposite and by their press.
The amendments introduced by the First Minister will
for ever settle this question. It las been claimed that the
Bill only applied to the older Provinces. To-day, under
the amendment submitted, British Columbia is included
and made subject to the provisions of the Bill. I am chiefiy
interested at this time in enquiring its effect within the
older Provinces. The amendment provides, what the Bill
did not provide for, that the Indians to whom is to be given
the vote should have a separate holding; that is to say, that
they, with the consent of the band and what is more impor-
tant with the consent of the Superintendent General, Indians
should have allotted to them respectively a portion of land.
It provides that there shall be improvements upon this land.
This point of improvement is intended to convey the idea
that it is evidence of the Indian's industry, intelligence and
fitness to vote. When hon. gentlemen opposite at some further
stage of the discussion are uncorked, and we hear from them,
we shall hear them dwell upen this point to a certain extent.
They will say that those Indians have a property qualifica-
tion, and why should they not vote as other men ? Through-
out the discussion in the Ministerial press the point has
been kept out of view that giving the vote was not enfran-
chising. The enfranchisement of the Indians is provided
for by law. It is a certain process by which he is made
free from the disabilities under which he labored, and he is
released from his tribal condition. I wish to examine for a
moment into this question of improvements. I am well
aware that much consolation is eKpected to be drawn from
it; that it is to let hon. gentlemen opposite down more
casily. I have said that the allotment was made by the
consent of the band and Superintendent General; indeed,
without the consent of the latter the Indians could do very
little indeed. The improvements must amount to the value
of $150. Let us for a moment consider them. They will
consist in part of the dwelling. It is not very extravagant
that we should estimate the value at $70, even as an Indian's
dwelling, then it remains to provide for 880 more of improve-
ments. In Oatario the landsoccupied byIndians were at one
period heavily timbered. The average value of cloaring
land there may be said to be $20 per acre. Lands slashed
would bo classed as partially improved-say 810 per acre,
therefore, if r.n Indian las a log cabin or a house worth $70
and has slashed eight acres of timber for the purpose of
selling the timber to somebody else, he will have made the
necessary improvements under this Bill. He will have
given evidence of the industry and the intelligen3e which
hon. gentlemen ask for. It will not matter though the
Government has made this clearing, as they have made it in
many instances, or erected the building, still the man is
qualified to vote. It would be far better if a very small
piece of land is tilled, if there is a srnall corn patch culti-
vated entirely by the squaw, that will ail be evidence of his
fitness to vote. Who is to make this valuation? The
Ministerial press, to some extent at all events, have stated
that the list which goes before the revising barrister will be
the list prepared by the municipal officers. But how is it to
reach the reserve ? Is there not a high wall around the
reserve which will prevent the municipal list from entering
it? This will be worked by the revising barrister, or by
the judge who, the mem ber for West Toronto said, would do
the work so quickly that it would not occupy more than ten
days in any constituency. But if the value of improvements
were much greater, it does not touch the point. The point
is giving a vote to a man who does not possess the liberty
to exercise the right as we possess it.

Mr. WHITE (Hastings). They have as much liberty as
you have.
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Mr. FAIRBANK. Unfortunately, I cannot hear the gen-

tleman. I say the point of the question was the giving of
votes to mon who are not citizens in the same sense in which
we are citizens, and who are not amenable to all the laws,
as we are. The question has been asked from the Minis-
terial side of the flouse, how many Indians this Bill would
enfranchise, and though it has not been answered, I think
we can approximate the number which it is intended to
enfranchise or to give the vote to. In Bothwell, I bolieve,
it is expected to give a sufficient number of votes to finish
the work which the gerrymander and the returning officer
could not do. In South Brant it is hoped to farnish a suffi-
cient number to serve the hon, gentleman who now repre-
sents the constituency in the same manner. In East Hast-
ings it is hoped that there will b a sufficient number of
Indian votes to make what was a doubtful constituency,
secure for the hon. gentleman who represents it now.

Mr. WHITE (Hastings). That has been said for 16 years.

Mr. FAIRBANK. In other constituencies it is expected
to do the same kind of work. The First Minister, yester-
day, in answer to un observation of the hon. momber for East
York (Mr. Mackenzie), told us what was expected from this
measure. He said of the Indian votes, that these votes will
make you sick. It is expected that the Indian votes, of
which one end is held by the Superintendent General, will
make the Grits sick. Sir, it seems to me in the nature of
an Indian alliance. We had one in the North-West lately-
an attempt at an alliance between Louis Riel and the Indians
of that section. It did not succeed, and this attempted alli-
ance may succeed no botter. After the explanation we
have had, it is hardly necessary to enquiro how the Indians
came into the Bill. Who put them there, and when ? Who,
asked for it? Was it himself? Was it his neighbors? The
petitions which have been presented to the flouse show
whether it was his neighbors who have asked him to be put
thore or not. The Indian was not there a short time ago.
Who put him there ? The First Minister has answered that
question-to make the Grits sick. We were not in much
doubt about it. The expressions of joy from some members
on the Ministerial side indicated quite clearly who it was
asked to have them put there. Sir, a short time ago woman
was in the Bill before us. The Indian was not in it. Woman
is now out and the, Indian is in. He was quietly led in,
bare-footed or in moccasins so as not to make any noise.
Woman was publicly kicked out, and I think she will
remember the manner of her exit. Mr. Disraeli said that
Lord Palmerston had caught the Reform party in bathing,
and had stolen their clothes. I think the First Minister has
been bathing in the stream of promises, of which ho is fbnd.
The women of Canada chanced to go by there and they
seated themselves upon his clothes; hoe cannot get ashore,
and now ho seems to be paddling to the other shore to a
wigwam standing there, where he hopes to borrow a blanket
to keep him warm in the winter of his discontent. Sir,
when the Indian assumes the responsibilities, the liabilities,
and duties of white men, I would be the last man in Canada
to stand up and oppose his enfranchisement. I give place
to no man in my friendly feelings towards the indian, but
until ho assumes those duties and responsibilities, 1 believe
the vote will be anything but beneficial to him, if it is
given to the banded Indian, and he accepts it, because
there are serious doubts in my mind whether his own
discretion and judgment will not lead him to decline it,
but if it is given and accepted it will not be beneficial to
the Indian. Will ho vote as an individual ? No, Sir; ho
will vote as a band; the couneil fires will be lighted when
ho goes to the polis. If it is accepted and has the effects in
certain districts which it is expected to have, if it overcomes
the white majority, ill-feeling betweon the white mani and
the Indian will be inevitable. That is not in the Indian's
interest. The citizens of a constituency who are in the

870

majority, the full citizens, liable to ail the provisions of the
law, on finding their will thwarted by an unemancipated
Indian vote, wiil lnot be satisfied, and the impressions formed
by them will not be beneficial to the Indians. We shall
hear the plea: Why should the Indian not have a vote if ho
bas the property qualifications of a white man ? Sir, does
the tax collector enter the Indian reservation ? Does the
collector of debt enter tho Indian reservation ? Has the
inilitia bugle any note that catis the Indian to military
duty ? When a public highway strikes an Indian reserve
it has to go around it or bridge it. las the head of the
Indian Dopartment any papers in his pigeon-holes to-day
asking for contributions to those so situated ? Sir, did the
picture ever present itself to you of a Minister canvass-
ing an Indian reserve for votes ? Fancy the Minister of Cus-
toms visiting an Indian roserve for votes, making his
approaches gradually. Ie commences , ith tho young, dis.
posed to teach the young idea how to shoot, by putting cop-
pers on a stick; ho makes a further advance, not with the
three R's, but with the threo B's-brooms, baskets and
beads; still further, ho carries on a fur trado, buys muskrat
skins, and pays with bits of mink. The thought occurs to my
mind, how are the mighty fallon ! A right hon. gentleman
whom we have recently heard much of as having been forty
years in public life, who bas for a quarter of a century
directed the destinies of Canada, who has heretofore been
acoustomed annually to hunt for politicai elephants, coming
down to set traps for rats and mice on an Indian reserve 1
Sir, bas ho so little confidence in the white man that he bas
to fait back on the Iudian ? Is the white man to have no
rights that the Indian need regard ? The proposition
to place the ballot box on the Indian reserve meets
with approval nowhere. It suits the purpose of gentle-
men opposite to ridicule the petitions that have been
presented to this flouse. They may see the day
when thoy will regret that. i have not referred to the
petitions which have been presented by myself; but those
petitions contain the names of as intelligent and prominent
Conservatives as there are in the district 1 represent. For the
Indian I would ask that he be allowed to enjoy his conneil,
his bands and bis traditions, that ho be treated with kind-
ness, with liberality, with honesty and with truth, and that
the best mon bo brought in contaot with him. The Indian
of North America has suffered enough; add no new suf-
ferings to him. Do not introduce him into political war
fare; do not force him to come to Parliament and oit Up
until two o'clock in the morning; do not lay upon him the
charge of obstructing business because the Government will
not bring business down; do not force him into a position
to be found fault with becauso ho will not support a moasure
designed and intended to porpetuate a party in power, and
having no other design.

Mr. LISTER. I feel that I need offer no apology to this
House for asking their attention for a few moments white I
discuss the measure now under consideration.

Mr. WHITE (Hastings). The eighth time.
Mr. LISTER. Sir, the hon. member for East Hastings

is becoming a nuisance in this House.
Mr. WHITE. You apologise to the louse for the eighth

time.
Mr. LISTER. This Bill bas boon for the last four or fivo

weeks debated by this flouse, but the section now under
discussion has only been incidentally referred to. The
question of giving the Indian a vote is oae of momontous
importance; it is a question whieh should roceive the
serious consideration of ail the members of this flouse,
whether they be supporters or opponents of the Government.
It is proposed by this Bill to confer upon a class of the
community rights they have nover had before; it is pro.
posed to throw into the electorate of this country a class of
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people totally unacquainted with the affairs of the country,
with the political issues which come before this Parliament,
and with everything that should fit a man to fulfil theduties
of a citizen of the country. lI discussing this question
there are several things to be considered. In the first place,
it is the duty of Parliament, bofore they confer upon the
Indian that great privilege, to be satisfied beyond al] perad-
venture that tho person to wh i n they are giving this right
is sufficiently intelligent and sufficiently advanced in civili-
sation to appreciate that right and to:exercise it intelligently.
If the person who is to be onfranchised doos not possess
theso qualifications it is a dangerous thing for the Govern-
ment to add to the electorate of the country that class of
people. I need only refer to the reports of the hon, gen-
tleman who Icads this Government, to show that the Indian
is not fitted to exercise the franchise. I will confine myself,
however, to that portion of the report which deals with the
Walpole Indians, and the band of Chippewas residing near
the town of Sarnia. I find that, so far as the Chippewa
band is concerned, living near the town of Sarnia, the hon.
gentleman reports that, with the exception of two or three
of them, they have made no advancement during a number
of years; that much of the land which was originally
cleared by the Government for the Indians has been
neglected, and is covered with brush wood. Speaking of
the Chippewas, the hon, gentleman gives a similar account;
their cleared land is less in extent than it was ten or twelve
years ago. I have referred to those two instances simply
to show that, so far as those Indians are concerned, for the
last twenty or thirty years no advancement has been made
by them, according to the report of the Superin-
tendent General; and they are a very favorable por-
tion, compared with the other Indians the hon. gentle-
man also proposes to enfranchise. To a very small
extent do they associate with the whites ; they
are totally unacquainted with the ways and manners of the
whites, and I believe only within the last year have they
attempted to elect their own chiefs. Their roserves are a
source of injury instead of benefit to the country. One of
the most important roads in the eounty of Lambton runs
along the reserve, and there is no worse road in the coun-
try ; repeated applications have been made to the Indian
office to obtain assistance for the purpose of putting that
road in condition, but so far these efforts have been fruitless.
The applicants have been told that they must go to the
Indians on the reserves to get their permission to have the
funds in the hands of the Indian Department expended on
the road ; but it is well known the Indians will not, under
any consideration, give their consent to a proposal of that
kind. The consequence is, that one of the best situated
roads in the county of Lambton is left in a state dangerous
to public travel. •

Mr. WHITE (Hastings). You say the Goverument
control the Indians, and you now say the Indians control
their own f unds.

Mr. LISTER. They do not. Tho Indian superintendent
says to the people who ask for the assistance to build the
roads that they must go to the Indians and get their sanc-
tion before the Government will be willing to pay the
money; but it does not follow that the Indian superin-
tendent has not the right, if ho thinks proper, to take the
money for the purpose of building the road. I only men-
tion the fact to show the difficulty people living near the
reserves have to encounter in dealing with the reserves.
In the county of Lambton there are 6,000 acres of land
on the reserves, 5,600 of which have never had a plough
put through it. No effort is made to cultivate the land,
and instead of that large block being fertile, and an advan-
tage to the country at large, it lies there useless. Another
objection which has been urged over and over again is,

Mr. LiSTR.

that so long as the Indians labor under disabilities
they should not bave the right conferred upon them to vote.
Before giving the Indian the franchise you should remove
from him the disabilities which now exist, and by law
declare him a free man, and relieve him from the control of
the Superintendent General and his minions. This is the
most proposterous proposition ever submitted to Parliament,
that a man who controls 16,000 or 18,000 Indians in the
Province of Ontaro, as absolutely as the Southerner did his
slaves, should ask this free Parliament to givo these people
the right to vote and to allow their votes to weigh against
those of the white mon who assume all the responsibilities
of citizonship and render service to the country in various
ways. lt bas been stated that we took days in discussing
whether an Indian was a person, but the Superinten-
dent General, in his interpretation clause, declares that
the expression "person " means any individual other
than an Indian, so that, according to him, an
Indian is not a person. The clauses of the Indian
Act provide a very simple means by which those
Indians who desire it can obtain enfranchisement, but this
Bill proposes to give the vote to those who have no respon-
sibility, who pay no taxes, and whom the First Minister
has declared unfit for the simplest form of municipal govern-
ment. If Indians do not take advantage of the enfranchising
clauses of the existing law, simple as they are, that is a
most convincing proof that they do not wish to obtain the
privileges of citizenship. It is pretended that an Indiau
has a right to acquire property, and it is said that that
proporty belongs to the Indian. But if that property be-
longs to the Indian, accumtalated by his thrift and industry,
the Governmont step in and say that he shall have no right
to dispose of it as ho pleases, that the will of the deceased
Indian shall be frustrated if the First Minister thinks
proper to disallow it. That is the man who the First
Minister says is intelligent enough to have the right to vote.
Then the Indian cannot dispose of or sel[ his timber; ho
cannot lease his land.

Mr. WHITE (Hastings). Yes, ho can. I say that the
Indians do lease their land.

Mr. LISTER. The hon, gentleman says ho can sell it.
Mr. WHITE. I did not say anything of the kind.
Mr. LISTER. That shows the utter ignorance of the

hon, gentleman who undertook to correct me, as ho will see
by reading section 21 of the Indian Act. (The hon. gentle-
man read section 21). Does the hon. gentleman still say
that the Indians have a right to lease thoir land ?

Mr. WHITE. I do. I say they do it, too.
Mr. LISTER. There is one ground upon which the hon.

gentleman has been basing the giving of the franchise to
the Indian, namely, because ho has a right to lease his
land. But the statute law of this country says distinctly
that ho shall not seil, nor shall ho lease, the land upon
which he resides. Then, Sir, it is proposed that the man
who has no proprietary interest in the land, who cannot
sell it, who cannot mortgage it, who cannot lease it-it is
proposed by the infamous measure now under consi-
deration to give that man the right to cast his ballot
for members of this House. More than that: if the hon.
gentleman will look at section 26 of the same Act he will
find that the Indian cannot even sell the timber which is
growing upon his land. (The hon. gentleman read section
26). SD ho will see that the Indian cannot even sell the
timber, or the minerals, or the stone upon the land ho is
entitled to occupy upon the reserve without the written
consent of the Superintendent General. Yet the hon. gentle-
man will get up in this Ilouse and say that that man shahl
exercise his right as a citizen of this country, the highest
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right of a citizen, that of casting a ballot for a member o
Parliament.

Mr. WHITE (Hastings). The farmers' sons and the
mechanies'sons who are enfranchised bore, have they a righ
to sell land ? Have they a right to mortgage land?

Mr.LISTER. The hon. gentleman compares the farmers
sons of the country with the Indians.

Mr. WHITE. No, I do not.
Mr. LIS rER. I want the House to take notice of that.
Mr. WHITE. I.consider the Indians as good as you or I

or any other man in this country.

Mr. LISTER. All right.

Mr. CHAIR UAN. The hon. member for Hastings is eut
of order. He bas no right to interrupt an hon. gentleman
when he is speaking, and I hope he will not do it again.

Mr. LISTER. Then, Sir, let us go a step further. It is
proposed to give the vote to the unenfranchised Indian.

hat are his legal rights ? I again refer the hon. gentle-
man to the Indian Act, section 78. (The hon. gentleman
reads the section in question). So that an Indian may
have 810,000 worth upon his holding on the reserve; he
may contract debts to any amount, yet no judgment can
have any force or effect against his property upon that
reserve. No property can be seized under execution against
that Indian except it is property on the reserve that is
liable to taxation. Even the poorest man in this country,
if he contracts a debt, ias to pay it. He is brought up
before ajudge, on ajudgment summons, and if he does not
pay the debt the chances are that he is incarcerated in gaol.
But the privileged Indian of this country, the particular
ward of the Government, the individual over whom the
Government takes such a lively interest, and protects his
land and timber for him, he may contract a debt to any
amount, from one end of the country to the other, and yet no
one has any redress against him, by execution or otherwise,
as long as that Indian holds his property upon the reserve.
What is proposed to be done is dangerous to the Indians
themselves, and it is an injustice to them. The Indians
have not asked for ropresentation in this louse, and that
they shall have the right to vote conferred on them. There
bas been no pelition, no evidence whatever, that the Indians
want to exercise the franchise. I believe they do not want
this right conferred on them, because the moment it is con-
ferred the thin end of the wedge enters into the Indian
system under which they have lived. Hon. gentlemen
opposite may talk, but when an clection comes round no
doubt we shahl find the hon. member for East Hastings can-
vassing the Indians in his couanty, going through the reserve
with a horde of camp followers, using every possible argu-
ment to persuade the Indians to vote for him. To place the
Indians who have not had the simplest form of municipal
government, who know nothing of the institutions under
which they live, at the mercy of a horde of politicians look-
ing for votes, unscrupulous as to the means to be used
to obtain votes, is to place the Indians in an unenviable
position. The effect will surely be to destroy the Indian
system which has existed here for 50 or 60 years. Tbo
moment they begin to appreciate their strength and to find
they are able to control the election in a county-because
In some counties they will be able to thwart the will of the
white men-at that moment the danger arises. Portions
ef the Indians will be found to be anxious to have landts
granted them, and they will bring such strong pressure to
bear upon the representatives that they will be compoilied
to yield to their wishes. If hon. gentlemen think that such
is in the interest of the Indians they will support the Bill.
But if the effect of giving the franchise to Indians, when
they have not asked for it and do not want it, is as I have

f stated, thon a man is no friend to the Indians who will urge
that they be given the vote. The First Minister has this

e matter under consideration no doubt some little time,
t Within the last year he has dismissed the Liberal

agents throughout Ontario and substituted Conserva.
tives, whom I will not call tools of his own. He
lad a motive in doing that, and it was that when
ho gave the Indians the vote be would have them
under his control. The position of the agents them-
selves, for in the event of a change of Government they
must understand they cannot retain their position, is also
imporilled. It has been said that Mr. Mowat has given the
right to vote to the Indians. I admit that is the case, to a
certain extent. There are two classes which are given the
right to vote under the Ontario Act. First, those who have
beon enfranchised; second, those not enfranchised, but who
do not live with the tribes, and who do not receive any
annuity or interest money, and who do not reside among
Indians. If Indians occupy such a position as that of the
latter class they are net under the influence of the Dominion
Government, and so far as outside influence goos, they are
the same as any other members of the community; and if
those men have, by thrift, acquired property, there is no
reason why they should not be allowed to vote. They
pay taxes, do not reside upon roserves and have severed
their tribal relations, and there is no reason why
those mon should not be entitled to vote. It is
impossible, under the hon. gentleman's Act, that these
men can exorcise the franchise freely, because anybody
who reads the Indian Act must satisfy himseolf that the
influence of the Governmentis all-powerful with the Indian,
and that if the Indian does not yield to the will of the
Government it may thwart him in every possible way.
In fact, it is almost impossible for the Indian to get along
unless ho yields to the wishes of the powers that bc. Under
these circumstances, I say that there never was so mon.
strous and scandalous a proposition made to any Parliament
in the wide world as to enfranchise these mon, who are
dependent on the will of the Governmcnt, who have no
rights whatever, so far as the law is concerned, and who
have no control over thoir own property. I mistako the
feelings of the people of this ountry if they are prepared
to accept and consent to so monstrous a proposition. I
believe it will nover be sanctionod by the people of the
country. I believe it is an innovation upon our parliamentary
system ; that it is a revolutionary measure. If hon.
gentlemen had submitted such a Bill as this bcforo the
eloctions of 1882 I bolievo they would have been defeated,
and that when they go to the country again the people will
z.how thoir utter condemnation of the measure by defoating
the men who have so misused the canfidence which the
people put in their hands. There never was, in the wholo
history of this country such a moasure proposod, and I
bolieve it is impossible for mon ever again to introJuce to
this or any other Parliament so iniquitous a measuro.

Mr. WHITE (Hastings). I notice that ghere are a number
of young mombers in this louse, and I am glad to see
young men in the House, becaEuse they are generally kind,
energetic and intelligent. The younger momubers of ibis
House, in addressing the committee, have frequently refer-
red to the east riding of Hastings. I have said before, and
I now repeat, though 1 do not like te repeat what I formerly
said-I do not like to listen to speeches preparod and
written on paper. I do not like to se men rising to address
the flouse, and having to road a lot of books in order to
make a few remarks. I have no noto of what I am going
to say, and no blue book, and I have not written down the
remarks I intend to make. I Uave had the honor of being
sixteen years a momber of this louso, and surely it does
not stand well for young members to say that I fear
re-election. Like every other member of the louse,
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I am in the hands of my friends. They may
not select me, but if they do, I will guaran-
tee, with or without the Indian vote, that I will
carry the east riding of Hastings by the parties
I have worked for at 84 or $5 a month thirty-three
or thirty-four years ago-those who know who I
am, what I am, where I came from, and how I
live. The statement bas been made by three of the gentle-
men who have addressed the Louse that omong the
Indians in their section of the country there is not a
man entitled to the franchise. In addressing you
the other evening I said I would not refer to other
Indian reserves, but I think I have a right to refer to the
reserve in East Hastings. The staternent was made last
night that there are a number of Orange lodges in that
reserve. It is not true; there is one. There are some
of the Indians on that reserve who belong to Orange lodges,
some to temperance lodges, some to Masonic lodges, and
some to Oddfellows. I think they generally belong to the
Church of England, and on the reserve they have two
churches. They pay a minister, but if the bishop sends a
clergyman to them of whom they do not approve, they make
the bishop remove him. Some members of the band insisted
that they should employ Church of England school teachers,
but lot me say to their credit that they employ teachers, no
matter whether they are Catholics or Protestants, no matter
what Protestant church they belong to. To say they are
not independent of the Government is to say what is not
correct. They got from the Crown of Great Britain a whole
township ; they surrendered three fourths of that territory,
and the money which is invested out of the sale of these
lands is theirs. It belongs to no one but the Indian band.
I ask, in the nameof common sense, if it is not right, when
the land i8 sold, and the money is collected and invested,
that they should be entitled to the interest of it ? Is it not
as much theirs as any money that is invested in Govern-
ment funds ?

Mr. LISTER. Give them the deed of their lands.
Mr. WHITE (Hastings). I was speaking of the land

which was sold and the money invested. I say they are
just as well entitled to the interest of that money as any
party in this flouse or in this country who invests money
in the Post Office Department or in Government bonds.
Who will deny it? 1o man can. They are asked by Mr.
Mowat's Bill to resign the interest of this money in order
to be enfranchised, but I say that it would not be fair, right
or just. Then we are told that they do not rent their lands.
The Indians in ourtownship make their own arrangements;
they go to the Indian council and make the arrangements
with the white men to rent their land. They go to the
council and lease their lands, the lease is signed, and the rents
are collected. The renis are claimed in advaince. They are
sent to Ottawa, and the check is sent back on the Bank of
Montreal to the Indians.

Mr. LISTER. Does the hon, gentleman say that the Jaw
permits them to do that?

Mr. WHITE (Hastings). I think if the law did not permit
them they would not do it.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Why does the check come to
Ottawa, if they do their own work ?

Mr. WHITE. I will tell the hon. gentleman. A few years
ago, since I became a member of this House, a number of
people bought the rents in advance; they got the orders
from the Indians, and sent the orders to Ottawa, and the
Government allowed them to collect the rents through the
orders ; but I insisted that the money should be paid at
Ottawa, and that the checks should go back to the Indians,
who could do as they liked witi them. In my township,
the rents are collected six- months in advance; they are
sent to Ottawa, and in less than one week the checks on

Mr. Warra (Hastings).

the Bank of Montreal are returned to the Indians. The
Indians are treated in the same way as the hon. gentleman
himself or any other man who has business with the Govern-
ment. Is there anything wrong in that, and have the
Government any control over men in that position? They
have not. It is said that the Indians have no roads. The
Indian band, last year or the year before, purchased
from an Indian woman of that tribe, a lot of
land at Deseronto for $8,000 ; they cut it into lots
and sold half of it for $35,000 ; they paid the owner
the $8,O00 and invested $27,000 with the Government;
and they are going to draw $20,000 to put up wire,
board, and cedar fencn on their lands; and I have no
hesitation in saying that two years from to-day there will
not be any land better fenced than the Indian reserve in the
county of Hastings. Why do you not go and teach your
Indians to do likewise? Go and do your duty by the
Indians and you will find them worthy of every position.
In our township some of their lands are rented to white
men and we collect from the white men on the Indian
reserve $700, which goes into the municipal treasury.
When a road is to be built the Indian council pays part,
and the township council the other part, but in fact the
Indians pay the whole, because $700 are collected
on the reserve. Now, are they not just as much
enfranchised as any man in this House? Do they not
pay taxes ? Do they not build roads ? I say they do. We
have no trouble in building roads in that township. We
have seven miles of grave! road running from Richmond to
the village of Deseronto; it is a free gravel road, passing
through the reserve ; it bas te be kept up by the municipal
council; but all other roads are built partly by the council
and partly by the Indians. They support their churches
and schools ; they employ common school teachers, without
regard to the church they belong to, which shows them to
be as independent and free as other citizens in the com-
munity. They belong to what organisation they please,
they are as well entitled to vote as the white man. Then,
we are told that they have not a right to make a bargain,
or to buy or sell. They sell their barley; they send their
milk to the cheese factories; they buy and sell their horses,
their buggies, their reaping and mowing machines, the sanme
as white citizens. I could name a gentleman employed
by this House who lends money te the Indians on the
reserves, and who gets hisumterest as regularly as
from white men, and perhaps more so. Under
these circumstances, why should they not vote? But
hon. gentlemen opposite say we compare the farmers' sons
with the Indians. I contend in many cases that the Indian is
as good as a white man, I care not whether ho is English,
Irish, Scotch, German or Canadian. Why is he not ? Is he
not a responsible bein(g? ie is just as loyal and good
as the Grits who sneer at him. I ask if the farmer's
son bas a right to sell or lease bis father's farm. Has the
mechanic's son the right to sell or lease his father's pro-
perty ? Not at all; yet he has the right te vote. Then,
the Indian who bas bis land allotted to him, and has $150
worth of improvements made upon it, will, under this Bill,
have a vote. I ask, does the Idian not pay cash for the
lumber, nails, glass and putty ho uses in bis
buildings, as well as the white man? If ho puts
barns and other buildings on bis land why, in the
name of common sense, should he net have the right to
vote, if ho has $150 worth of property? Is ho not respon-
sible to the laws of the country ? Does ho not wear clothes,
and smoke tobacco, and pay duty, as well as any-
body else ? And does ho not pay taxes upon these
articles ? Yet it is said we are net a friend of
the Indian in allowimg him te be enfranchised. I
contend that we are. If hon. gentlemen opposite discharge
their duty on the different reserves, as I have tried, in my
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humble way, to discharge mine to the Indians of the east
riding of Hastings, they would find the Indians
qualified to vote as intelligent mon. The hon. mem-
ber for Middlesex said, and I was proud to hoar him
say so, that lie was quite willing to admit the Indians
of the east riding of Hastings were further advancd
in civilisation than any other Indians in the country.
Why do not hon. gentlemen opposite discharge their
duty to the Indians? Why do they not advise them?
Tell them what is in their own interest and benefit;
insist upon the Government doing their duty to them; and
then you will have as good and intelligent Indians as there
are in the east riding of Hastings. Hon. gentlemen oppo-
site say we are going to have 100,000 votes less under this
Bill than under the Mowat Act. I say it is not true; I say
it will increase the vote; because property will be repre-
sented, no matter where situated, and a man will
have the right to vote where he as taxable prop-
erty, anywhere in the country. Take the Bill, as it is
now proposed to be passed, and it will be seen that
the difference of income between $250 and $300 is very
slight. There is no industrious mechanie or laborer
who will not earn $0, and when you take a $100 assessed
value, you will find it will give $150 real value, and thus
give the vote to men who are on the assessment roll for
$100. I am satisfied, as soon as this Bill passes, there will
be no trouble over it in any part of the courtry. I have
had the pleasure of meeting my constituents two or three
times since the Bill bas been introduced, and did not hear
a person say a word about the franchise; their only cry
was : Wby is the House remaining so long in Session, for
we see nothing wrong or injurious in the Bill, and when
we get Mr. Mowat's Bill, and put the two Bide by side, we
are satisfied the difference will be so slight that there is
nothing to find fault with? Hon. gentlemen opposite are
keeping this House in session a great deal longer than they
should; they know that very few hon. gentlemen can afford
to remain here from their business and their homes, and it
becomes exceedingly monotonous to have to listen f rom day
day to the same speeches. The hon. gentleman who bas
just taken his seat, made a few remarks on this question.
But how many times had he addressed the House already ?
Some eight or nine times. Has he not readthe same clause
eight or nine times over? I believe fis Bill should
pass. Do we not give votes to Africans and all other
people, and if the African, coming from the South
perbaps, a slave, las the right to vote, why should
not the Indian have that right? The Indians on
the Mohawk reserve celebrated their centennial in
September; they left their homes in order to live under the
British flag; they have, for a hundred years, owned property
and managed it and paid their debts, and why should they
not be given the vote, as other men ? How is it that the
Province of Quebec is not finding fault with this Bill, or
Nova Scotia, or New Brunswick, or Manitoba? The whole
objection comes from the Province of Ontario. I contend
that the changes made in this Bill are not as great as those
made by Mr. Mowat in his Bill of last spring, yet where did
the Conservative party hold meetings, get up petitions, and
keep the louse in session, as hon. gentlemen are doing ?
Hon, gentlemen opposite criticised the Bill unfairly
and not impartially. The best evidence that the right hon.
the leader of the Government is acting in the best interests
of the country is that scarcely one of the leaders of the
Opposition remains in the House, with the exception of the
hon. member for Huron (SirRichard Cartwright),and he is not
satisfied with the tactics pursued by hon. gentlemen opposite.
They eau sit there till September so can we, and until
October, November and December. We have just as much
interest in the progress of this country as lon. gentlemen
Opposite, and are as auxious as they to have good laws, and
we discharge our duties as citizens just as wel. They can

keep the House in session as long as they please; the
Government supporters will do their duty and stand true to
the Government, even should this Session run intothe next.
We, on this side, when in Opposition, did not pursue this
course. We had a policy; we educated the country up to it,
and appealed to the country suceossfully on it ut two
elections.

Mr. MILLS. Did not the hon. gentleman's leader say
that if the gerrymandering Bill had been proposed by us on
that aide, and he had been with the Opposition, ho would
have taken care that the House would have been in session
until August before he woul d allow it to pass.

Mr. WHITE. Did you heur him say so? I think you
must have dreamed it; no person in this House heard him
say so. The hon. gentleman would net make such rash
statements. The Opposition said, withdraw your Franchise
Bill; but it will not be withdrawn. It will become law, and
hon. gentlemen opposite may as well know it first as last.

Mr. MILLS. The First Minister ought to bo able to speak
for himself.

Mr. WHITE. I am proud of the Indians in the cast rid.
ing offHastings. I am happy to say they will intelligently
and impartially exorcise the franchise, without being com-
pelled to vote. They do not nllow the Government to
control them ; they control thoir own business, and I hope
the Indian will live to sec th% day when ho will have a
seat in this Hiouse. He will not thon bo etiticised, and
misrepresented, and slandered, as ho is now. I say the
criticism of the Indians by hon. gentlemen opposito is
unfair and untruthful.

Mr. DAVIES. I do not intend to tako up the time of the
committee with a speech to-night. I had intended to spoak
on the Indian question, but tho debate has been so prolongod
that I will content myself with moving an amendmont to
the amendment which the hon. the First Ministor has sub.
mitted to the House, and I will do it almost in silence. I
have a few words, howevor, to say, in order to mako my
amendment intelligible With reference to the remarks
made by the bon. gentleman who bas just sat down, which
I suppose were intended not for the House but for the
country, I think his charge against bon. gentlemen on this
side la most unfair and unjust. The remark mado by his
own leader, who bas had more experience in Parliament
than even he, with his boasted sixteen years' sittings here,
should suffice to convince him that a Bill of such a radical
nature as this cannot be disposed of in the summary way in
which ordinary legislation is disposed of. The First Minister
is on record as saying in his place, as leader of the House, that
a Bill of this kind, to be properly considered, should ocrýupy
the attention of Parliament for a whole Session, and the hon.
gentleman knows-or if not, ho bas learned by this time,
and those associated with him have learned also-that, if
important Bills of this character are brought down in the
expiring days of a Session, in the hope that they will be
forced through without criticism or dobate, thoso hon. gen-
tlemen have counted without their host, so far as the Oppo-
sition in this House are concerned. If the hon. gentleman
intended that this Bill should receive that consideration
wbich its importance deserves, it might have been brought.
down, and should have been brought down, within a fort-
night or thrce weeks of the opening of the House; and the
six or eight weeks we spent here, doing littie or nothing,
meeting and adjourning, after conversation on some trivial
subjects, might very well have been devoted to the con-
sideration of this Bill, and the cost-

Mr. WHITE (Hastings). Are you aware that we have been
forty-two days on this Bill now ?

Mr. DAVIES-and the expense which le intimates the
country will suffer from the prolongation of this debatq
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would have been entirely saved, had the First Minister is not mentioned at ail. I think I may fhirly Bay that the
brought down the Bill at the time ho ought, when it could Honse has not been treated fairly with respect to that
have been considered and discussed, and passed through amendment. Aithougl my own parliamentary experience
without any undue prolongation of the Session. The hon.las been very short, 1 have read a wood deal of parla-
gentleman devoted himself to proving that the Indians on rentary history, and I think I might fairly challenge, in
the reserve in his district are worthy of the franchise ; and, Britain itself, or in any one of its dependencies, the pro.
to hear him argue, one would suppose that they did not duction of a Bill of one-haîf the radical importance of this
come within the provisions ofthe Indian Act at all. They are Bil, affecting so deeply, as this doos, the very constitution
free men, he tells us; they own their land; they lease their of the country, by which 80 many thousands of the hitherto
land ; they buy, they sel, they make contracts, they incur free citizens of this Dominion are disqualified, and s0 many
liabilities and discharge them. The hon. gentleman must more thousands are onfranchised, who have nover been
either be very ignorant or, if the facts exist as he says they thouglt of or recognised as free citizens, who have nover
do, matters are carried on there in direct violation of the been dreamt of as exorcising the crowning privilege of a
law of the land, and he should at once take steps to with- free citizen, namely, a vote, which las been tlrust upon
draw the Indians on his reserve from the operation of the the Table without any explanation whatever. I want to
Indian Act. The hon. gentleman ought to know, and if know if there is a gentleman Sitting on this eommittee
he will take the trouble to read the Act before him, he wiil who understands why British Columbia has been exluced
see at once, that his statement that they have the power from this amendmrut.
to lease any lands on their reserve is not correct. No Mr. WHITE. Tley are good Indiana.
matter how educated they may be, no matter how civilised
they may be, the law has declared that every one of them, Mr. DAVIES. I do not ask the hon. member for East
until he is enfranchised, is a minor, a child, a ward of the Hastings. Ho makes snch ridiculous and childialiremarks
Superintendent General. The 38th section expressly enacts that I do fot think they are worth noticing. I ask any
that: hon. gentleman in this committee, why have the Indian

" No reserve or portion of a reserve shall be sold, alienated or leased, of British Columbia been placed upon a different footing
until it has been released or surrendered to the Crown for the purposes from the Indiana of Manitoba? la it bocause they are
of this Act." botter edncated? Is it because tley are botter qualified ?
And then follow the exceptions: I am not going to weary tle committee by reading oxtracts

" Ercepting that in cases of aged, sick and infirm Indians, and widows from the Indian report of the First Minister, with respect
or children left without a guardian, or in the cases of Indians engaged to tho Indians Of British Columbia, but I ar going to eau
in the practice of any one of the learned professions, or in teaching attention to the silence, to the ominons silence of hon.
schools, or in pursuing a trade which interferes with their cultivating
land on the reserve, the Superintendent General shall have the power to gentlemen who represent British Columbia in this fouse.
lease, for their support or benefit, the lands to which they are entitled." There las not been a statement made by any responsiblo
So that, even if an Indian on lis reserve has become an gentleman in this committee to justify the gîving theofran-
educated man, has joined one of the learned professions, chise to the British Columbia Indian while witholding it
standing on a par with one of the most educated men in the fromu the Manitoba Indian. Wearevotinginthodark;we
first city of Dominion, the law tells him he is a minor in are voting without explanation. The First Minister evi-
its eyes, and ho cannot sell or lease or dispose of one acre dently does not consider it necessary te give any explana-
of that land. When the hon. gentlemen removes these nation whatever. There is one curions Iact in conncction
disqualifications from the Indians on his reserve, when ho with the ndians of British Columbia, to whîeh I1wish to
places them on the footing he says they stand upon, the cali attention. Sinco this debato began I may Say that I
footing of frce men, who are able to contract, and have have road more Indian literature than i ever did bafore,
incurred the liabilities and have the privileges, and possess ard 1 flnd tbate while, according b the Led'lan Act, the
the qualifications and the disqualifications of citizens, the Indiana cf many of the Provinces are entitled, alter
conclusion of his argument would ho a sound one-they undergoing a certain probation, and by getting the sanc-
should have the right to vote. Bat, until he stablishes tion cf the band to which they belong, and by getting
these facts, and until he exempts them from the operation the approval cf the Superintendent General, te becomo
of the Indian Act, or until they themselves take advantage free mon and possess the rights and disabilities and
of the provisions of the Indian Act and become enfranchised, liabilities that belong te a free citizen cf a free country, that
and own the location on which they live, and in accordance while that right extends te the Indiana of ail the other Pro-
with the 88th Section cf the Act : vincos, it doe s not extend to those of British Columbia. The

I"From the date of suoh letters patent ail distinction between the ritish olunbia Indian must always romain a ward and a
legrl rizhts, pririleges, disatilities and liabilities Bf Indians, and those slave and theose are the mon, numbering, approximately,
of Her Majesty's other subjects, shal cease to apply to such Indian, or 40000, th t you propose to efranchise and place on a par
te the wife or inoio unmarried cilidren of sncb ndian." with the free citizens cf this Dominion; theso are the mon
Until that time lie must net talk about their standing in wlio, by your ewn legislation, yen have declared are unfit
the same position or upon the Samne footing as fiers' sons evon to udbe enfranchised, whonover can becohae enfranbhised,
or mechanics' sons, or any other free men. The hon. g tn. who cannot own land, who cannot contract te s or te buy,
tleman, although I have ne doubt, ic my own mib, that it weo are slaves, to ail intents and purposes-these are the
was farthest from bis thoughts, deli berately insultod every mon you single eut by your Bull for enfrandhisement. Sir,
farmer'sson in this Dominion, I do net think lie intended whle you are doing that in British Columbia, on the store
te do it, but when lio told the farmers' sons and the ofthe Pacifle Ocean, what are on doing down in the Pro-
mechanies' Sons that they were ne botter and no freer, and vinces on therAtanti Ocean? I Prince Edward Island
occupied ne botter position, and were ne more independent, you uaretaking 1,500 or 2,000 cf the best young men in te
quoad their vote, than the Indian on the reserve, who cannot:. island and disfranchising them. Yon have cemrnitted a
buy or selI, whe is nMt independent in any respect, who is cruel and wicked wrong, and yen know it; and you justify
the ward of thre Superintendont General, and cannot do any- that according te the law, er the principles, laid down by the
thing withont lis consent, lie insulted the free and indepen-hon. member for ing's, N. B. (Mr. Foster), as the law of
dent sens cf the farmers and mechanies ef this country. 1cmpensation-the enly answer ie gives te if. The 2mrks
In looking at the amendment preposed hy the First the 4,000, the 5,000 Indians who are not capable cf being
Minister, I notice that, aithougliManitoba,heewatin and enfranhised under the Indian Act in Britia holuebia, are
the North-West Territories are mentioned, British Columbia given the privioges of re citizen, but you are deprivng
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young men who, for thirty years, have exercised that right in
Prince Edward Island, from exercising the franchise here-
after. And that is the law of compensation. That is the just,
the fair, the honest Bill that you want us to accept, without
criticism, without remark, and more than that, not only in
this Rouse, but through your press, you condemn us for
raising a voice against it. It is based upon iniquity from
beginning to end, and you know it. The hon. gentleman
knows it. It cannot be defended, either here or in the press,
or on the platform, where the facts are acknowledged. You
do more than that. You go to the Province of New BrunE-
wick and you disfranchise men by the hundred. We have
had a report from the county of York alone of 800 free mon
who are to be disfranchised, of 500 in adjoining county of
Saunbury, 500 in the constituency of my hon. friend from
Queen's (Mr. King), and the same proportion, no doubt,
exists in other constituencies of New Brunswick, from
which we have not yet got returns. You do this, and
you do it, as it becomes you, in solemn silence, and you
complain because we, on this side, raise our voices in protest
against the iniquitous outrage. I can tell hon. gentlemen
that throughout the length and breadth of this Dominion
an agitation is spreading, but nowhere is it so strong as in
the Province of New Brunswick, if I can believe the letters
that come from there and the reports of my hon. friends
around me.

Mr. TEMPLE. I can show you some letters, also, that
perhaps you would like to read.

Mr. DAVIES. If the hon. gentleman doos roceive lot-
ters-and I don't dispute it-they are directly opposed to
those I have seen received by gentlemen on this side of the
House; and it is a most extraordinary thing, and no doubt
it will seem extraordinary to the people, that although, in
the hon. gentleman's own constituency, where these men
are being disfranchised-the hon. gentleman cannot deny
it-not only does he view this Bill with complacency but,
with positive approval.

Mr. TEMPLE. Well, I do deny it.
Mr. DAVIES. You deny the figures which are given?

Does the hon. gentleman deny the figures which are takon
from the assessment rolls of Sunbury, Queen's and York
counties? Heore is the paper which I have in my hand,
giving the names, a paper which comes from his own
county.

Mr. TEMPLE. What is the name of the paper ?
Mr. DAVIES. The York Gleaner.
Mr. TEMPLE. Oh, oh !

Mr. DAVIES. The hon. gentleman laughs, but his
laughter is no answer. This paper gives the name of every
parish in his constituency; it gives the number in each
parish that has been disfranchised by this Bill; it shows
that 804 persons, outside the city of Fredericton, bave been
disfranchised. And the hon. gentleman bas formally
accepted the disfranchisement, and given his reasons for i.
But what I am discussing now is the abominable injustice,
the double injustice, you are doing, that while you are dis-
franchising these free men who, certainly, have never
shown themselves unfit to exorcise the franchise, you are,
acting upon .this wonderful law of compensation, making
up for it by giving the franchise to the Indians of British
Columbia, who are not capable, even by your own standard,
of ever becoming free citizens. The law does not allow
them. The law says-I suppose there must be some object
in exempting them from the privilege offered to other
Indians-they shall not become enfranchised; they shall not
Own the ]and and become free citizens. Still you are enfran-
chising them. That is a matter, to a large extent, resting with
the members from British Columbia. An hon. member from
that Province, I think, a few days ago expressed approval of

this enfranchising clause, so far as Indians are concerned in
that Province. At all events, all the members from British
Columbia voted for it. The way we look at it is that, when
the members for a Province vote for a particular scheme,
we think they must know more about it than other mem-
bers. My amendment does not propose to touch British
Columbia. The hon. members from that Province must
take the responsibility of their actions and must givo an
account to their constituents. But I propose to add to the
amendment the words Ontario, Quebec, New Brunswick,
Nova Scotia and Prince Edward Island. ln other words, I
seek to place those five Provinces in the same position, in
regard to the Indians, as is Manitobs. The hon. member for
East Hastings says that in this country we admit the blacks
and persons irrespective of color to the franchise. Thank
God, in this country there is no distinction of color. If a
man is a fro citizen we do not care whether ho is black,
brown or white; but we draw a distinction botween a slave
and a fre man. J, in common with, I think, two mombers,
hold peculiar views with respect to the Chinose. I was not
in favor of their boing disfranchised; but both sides of the
louse wore in wonderful unanimity, and favored it. Tho hon.
member for East Hastings was in favor of disfranchising
the Chinese.

Mr. WHITE (Hastings). I was not in the House at the
time when the vote was taken.

Mr. DAVIES. Thon you are in favor of enfranchising
the Chinese.

Mr. WHITE. Yes; I am in favor of enfrancbising the
Chinose.

Mr. DAVIES. Thon there are four of us, and we mako
quite a strong party. The hon. member for East Hastings
spoke of the Indians on his reservo, not only as being freo
men in all respects, but as being liable to taxation and sub>
ject to all the disabilities and liabilities of white mon.

Mr. WHITE. I said they pay taxes.
Mr. DAVIES. The law says distinctly that they shall

not be liable to any taxation. (The hon.gentleman quoted a
section of the Act). So the bon. gentleman's statement of
facts is without foundation.

Mr. WHITE. I said that Indians, equally with white
men, pay taxes to municipalities; that money is taken to
build roads and bridges. The Indian council providos money
to build half the bridges and keep thom in repair.

Mr. DAVIES. I am dealing with the statement mado
by the hon. gentleman, that Indians were liable to taxation,
the same as white mon. I say that every statement on
which the hon. gentleman bas based a conclusion is
erroneous.

Mr. WHITE. 1 say they pay taxos-they pay duties to
this Government, the same as other citizens.

Mr. DAVIES. The bon. gentleman says they puy duties,
the same as white men pay, on the reserves.

Mr. WHITE. The samo as any other mon.

Mr. DAVIES, I repeat that the facts on which the hon.
gentleman bas based his conclusion are erroneous. Thero
is no tax payable on a reserve. The hon. member (Mr.
White) wound up by saying that the Indians were just as
much entitled to enfranchisement as a white man. They
are taught from childhood to look up to the Superintendent
General, at whose dictation they will vote when this Bill
becomes law. So far es the Maritime Provinces are con-
ccrned, no one member has dared to rise in his place and
say there is an Indian in the three Maritime Provinces
who is fit to exercise the franchise. They are a degraded
and dying race, going down before civilisation ; they are
doteriorating year by year ; they are a degradd and

1885. 2159



COMMONS DEBATES. MAY 27,

ignorant race, who will not have the slightest conception
of what Parliament means by this legislation, but who will
be ready to sell their vote to the highest bidder when they
got it. The attempt to confer the franchise on sncb Indians
and to disfranchise white people is one of the most infamous
propositions ever submitted to a christian Parliament. I
challange any bon. momber from the Maritime Provinces,
on either side of the House, to rise and tell the committee
that in his opinion the Indians of those Provinces form a
class of men who are worthy of being enfranchised. I turn
up to the reports of the Indian Department-and if the
reports with respect to other Provinces are on a par with
this one, they are very misleading-and Ilfind the following
with respect to the Indians of Prince Edward Island :

" In the case of some of the non-resident Indians--for instance, those
at Rocky Point-it is perhaps better that they should remain where
they are, as they are doing tolerably well, from an industrial point of
view, and occupy comfortable houses."

It is absurd to talk about those Indians occupying comfort-
able houses and doing pretty well. They live in wretched
cabins and in birch-bark wigwams,and depend on the charity
of the people in the towns. Every hon. member from the
Province knows that fact.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh, oh.
Mr. DAVIES. The jeers and sneers of hon. gentlemen

opposite are not going to make matters any botter. There
will be a day of reckoning, when hon. gentlemen opposite
will have to come face to face with those whom they have
disfranchised. And I do not know that, perhaps, you will
be as much the gainers as you imagine you will be. I
move, in amendment, to add after the words "North-West
Territories " the words, "Ontario, Quebec, New Brunswick,
Nova Scotia, and Prince Edward Island."

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon. gentleman said
ho would move his resolution silently, or that ho would
merely make a few remarks. He bas kept his word.

Mr. DAVIES. You have to thank the hon. member for
East Hastings for it.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. My attention bas been
called to a statement made some time ago, in the discus-
sion on the word "Indian "-that Manitoba, the North-West
Territories, Keewatin and British Columbia, should be
excepted. Since that time I bave heard a good deal of
debate on the matter. I have heard some hon. gentlemen
of the other side speak about the Indians of British Colum-
bia, and state that they were superior to the North-West
Indians, that they were much more industrious than the
prairie Indians, or the Indians of the plain. One hon gen-
tleman from British Columbia spoke in favor of their being
allowed the franchise, and I had the impression that that
was the general impression. I have, however, been
reminded that I had made that speech, and I would now
move that the words "British Columbia " should be inserted
as well as Manitoba, Keewatin and the North-West Terri.
tories.

Mr. MILLS. I referred, in the early part of the afternoon,
to a matter with reference to the amendment which the
First Minister has put in your hands. I again call the
attention of the committee to the phraseology of this amend-
ment. It states the Indians "in Manitoba, Keewatin, the
North-West Territories, or any Indian on any reserve, who
is not in possession, etc.," shall be disqualified, except on
the conditions herein stated. Now, what would be the
effect if we were to adopt the provision of this Act without
this amendment? I think it is clear that the Indian would
be entitled to vote upon precisely the same conditions, with
regard to property, whether that property be their interest
in the reservation, as any other class of the community simi-
larly situated. The occupant on an Indian reservation
would have the same right to vote, under oection 6, which
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we have already adopted, as the occupant of any other pro-
perty in the country. I ask the attention of any lawyer in
this flouse to the wording of that section, and I say that, so
long as an Indian is on a reserve, ho must, under the amend-
ment, have improvements worth, the value of at least
$150. But if ho is not on a reserve what is his position ?
Supposing ho is one of a band, and chooses to withdraw from
the reserve, thon ho does not require these improvements
and the provisions of section 6 will apply to him; and if the
whole of an Indian band were to withdraw from the reser-
vation and reside elswhere, the value of that reserve must
be considered, and if it is sufficient to give each one a vote,
ho is entitled to such a vote. I think that is as plain as
any matter eau well be, and as to the legal construc-
tion there is really no room for doubt. Apart from that, I
wish to call the attention of the committee to some obser-
vations made by the First Minister, as to the ground for
enfranchising the Indians under the provisions of this Act.
The hon. gentleman said :

" Oh, let me get through. When the word "Indian "was put into the
Act by myself, I must say that I had reference in my own mind to the
Indians of the old Provinces, where they are educated and have been
under a civilising process for years and year, where they have schools,
where they can read and-write-the greater portion of tnem. I take it
that the Indians in the Province of Ontario, as a rule, can read as well
as the white man."

And again le said:
" If you go to any of the reserves in the older Provinces, you will find

that the Indians have good bouses, that they and their families are well
clad, the education of their children is well attended to, their morals
are good, their strong religious feeling is evident. You will find as
good churches and as regular church-goers among the red men as among
tLe white mien. You will find that in every respect they have a right to
ba considered as equal with the whites."

Now, against his statement that the education of their chil.
dren is well attended to, that their morals are good, and
that their religious feeling is evident, I put the statements
ho has made in his report to His Excellency the Governor
General, in which he says that the Indian children, in order
to have any chance of success, must be taken from under
the control of their parents and from under parental
influence. I ask the hon. gentleman to reconcile the
one statement with the other. He declares that the
Indians are living in good houses. I contest that state-
ment, and I challenge him to the proof. I declare that it
is not true. I declare that if ho grants a commission I will
prove that it is not true-that it is wanting in accuracy in
every particular. I will show that Indians are not educated,
as ho says they are educated, that they are not attending
schools, as ho says they are attending schools. I will show
that they are not attending church, as ho says they are
attending churches. Why, Sir, if the hon. gentleman will
only examine his own reports ho will see that his statement
is not a true statement. It does not represent the facts as
they are, and I charge the hon. gentleman with making a
statement which was intended to mislead the committee
and the country in this particular. Sir, let him look at
these reports and compare the statements made in them
during the past five years with the statements made in that
speech.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. I think the hon. gentleman is exceed.
ing the limits when he says the First Minister intended to
mislead the House.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I rise to a point of
order, and I calu attention to your own ruling. I must say
that, after what passed frorn the First Minister to my hon.
friend from Botbwell to-day already, which you ruled in
order, I cannot conceoive that my hou. friend can be out of
order in making this statement.

Mr. MILLS. I would just say that the First Minister
stated to-day that I deliberately misstated facts to the House
-that I did so constantly. You ruled that it was not out
of order for one hon. gentleman to accuse another of making
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statements that were not true-of making false statements.
Now, I am not making a charge the evidence of which is
not before the committee. I referred here to a speech, and
I read the words. I turned to his own report and Ireferred
him to the words of that report. He says in that report
that the parental influence of the Indians is such that the
children cannot be improved without taking them out o
reach of that influence. He declares that their influence is
as good as that of the white population, and that they are as
intelligent. Why, Sir, I tell him that four-fifths of the
Indian population over twenty-one years of age cannot read
or write.

Mr. FARROW. Iow do you know?
Mr. MILLS. I know that is so, and I am ready to

establish the fact if it is contested ; and yet, Sir, here is a
statement made as a pretext for the enfranchisement of
these Indians that is not accurate in any one particular.
Now, I call the attention of the committee to that fact, and
I ask them whether they are ready to vote that these mon
ought to be enfranchised upon the hon. First Minister's
statement, which every hon, gentleman in this House, know-
ing anything of the Indian population, knows is wholly at
variance with the fact.3-

Amendment to amendment (Mr. Davies) negatived.
Yeas, 42; nays, 68.

On amendment of Sir John A. Macdonald,
Mr. BLAKE. If a reason were wanted for the protraction of

this debate, which the hon. member for East Hastings (Mr.
White) said was too protracted, it would be found in the
proposal now before us. The hon. First Minister has folt
the situation to be so extraordinary that ho began yesterday
afternoon by proposing to amend his own clause; and that
having been before the committee for two days, ho
is now proposing to amend his own amendment. I
do not object, on the point of form; I do not insist
that he shall find a colleague to amend his amend-
ment for him. Yet the hon. member for East Hastings
says the debate ought not to bo protractcd. Why, if it had
not been protracted up to this time the hon. First Minister
would not have seen light. His mind las been in a state
of flux and fluctuation. There are 125,000 Indians in the
Dominion, by the census. And he began by telling us that
ho was going to enfranchise them all-at least, all the male
adults, or very nearly all. Well, after a fortnight or so of
discussion, ho decided that ho would not entranchise the
Indians of Manitoba, the North-West Territories, Keewatin
or British Columbia. After the lapse of another fortnight
ho comes down and says: I have changed my mind again.
I arn not going to enfranchise the Indians of Manitoba,
Keewatin and the North-West Territories, but I will
enfranchise the Indians of British Columbia. And now
we have, I will not say his last thoughts, but his last
thoughts up to this moment, and some 35,000 Indians who,
an hour ago, were to have the franchise are disfranchised
again. Consider what a proportion of the population of
British Columbia that le. Why, it is the largest half of the
whole population of British Columbia that the hon. gentle-
man is disfranchising.

Mr. SHAKESPEARE. No.
Mr. .BLAKE. low many are there altogether in British

Columbia, does the hon. gentleman say ? I suppose ho
does not know. Well, it is a flnctuating quantity. Of course,
the hon. gentleman will understand that when I say the
larger half I was not including the disfranchised Chinese.
The census returns give the whites as 19,000 odd, the
Indians as 25,000 odd and the Chinese as 4,350. Since that
time, of course, we know there has been a considerable
increase in the Chinese population.

Mr. SHAKESPEARE. And the whites have doubled.
271

. Mr. BLAKE. I was going to say something about the
whites, but the hon. gentleman will allow me, considerin
his views, not to mix the whites and the Chinese together;
was dealing with the Chinese separately. I say the Chinese
have very largely increased'; but a considerable time ago
we decided that the Chinese should not have the franchise.

f I do not include them in the population of British Columbia;
but whon I find by the census that there are 25,000 Indians,
and by the last Indian report of the hon. First Minister
that there are some 35,000, I want to know how many
whites there are, and whether my statement is incorrect,
that as to the voting population of British Columbia, as it
was an hour ago, the Indians are the larger half of it.

Mr. SHAKESPEARE. The white population has
increased since then some 15,000.

Mr. BLAKE. I am quite aware that the white popula-
tion has very considerably incroased since that time, that
a considerable proportion of that population are engaged in
the construction of the Canadian Pacifie Railway, and that
it is uncertain how many of that portion of the population
will romain in the country. But I will accept the hon.
gentleman's figures; I will assume that thore is an increase
of 15,000. Well, 15,000 and 9,000 make 31,000, and the
tabulated statement in the hon. First Minister's report for
1884 gives the number of Indians as 34,617. So that the
larger moiety of the voting population of British Columbia,
as it was an hour ago, as it is this minute, until this amend.
ment carries, is the Indian population. Well, I say this is
an important question. It is a question with referenco to
the Province of British Columbia, about which the
hon. First Minister bas been in a state of doubt
and suspense for this long time ; he has been
hither and thither, up and down, forward and backward.
What motives, what arguments, what views, have procured
the results ho has indicated to the House from time to time
as his intentions ? We do not know. We are told without
reasonable explanation what the hon. gentleman's conclu-
sions are. He begins by telling my bon. friend: Yes, the
Indians of British Columbia are to be enfranchised. Some
time afterwards ho said : I do not think very much of
them ; I do not intend to enfranchise the Indians of British
Columbia. Two days ago ho said : Yes, I do. Now, after
two days' debate ho says: No, I do not. I do not know
whether this may load to the conclusion that, as the hon. gen-
tleman began by intending to enfranchise the whole Indian
population in all the Provinces, numbering 131,000, and as
of these 131,000 ho has now excluded by this amondment
the great bulk from the franchise, perhaps, if the debate
continues a little longer, at a subsequent stage of the Bill
the hon. gentleman may continue in the same path; and
although le is not disposed this evening, although he is not
yet ready to adopt the amendment of my hon. friend from
Queen's, P. E. I. (Mr. Davies), yet considering what we
have found bas taken place in the hon. gentleman's mind,
after the deliberation and discussion, although one-sided,
during which we have been endeavoring to convince him,
further discussion may have its effect; oach drop of water
affects the rock, and equally good results may ensue with
regard to the small remnant of the Indian population
the hon. gentleman now proposes to enfranchise. I am sure
that would be the resuit, were not the hon. gentleman's secret
object, nay his obvious object, in the whole matter, con-
nected with the Indians of the older Provinces, and not with
the Indians of tho other Provinces. I am sure the hon.
gentleman from Victoria, who furnisbed the right
hon. gentleman with figures with reference to British Col-
umbia, has heard with confusion and shame this last declar-
ation of the First Minister. We know, from what ho said
the other day, what his feelings are. He was anxious that
the red man should be given the franchise as a free and
independent voter, and for a fortnight ho was in gloom
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because the hon. gentleman said the Indians in British Col-
umbia would not be enfranchised; but after a fortnight, the
First Minister declared that, after listening to the hon. gen
tleman's appeal, he would enfranchise the Indians. Two
days later, however, after the hon. gentleman felt that the
few words which had fallen from him on the floor of the
committee had changed the iron will of the First Minister,
ho finds the iron will has become bent again, and his Indian
friends are not to be enfranchised after all. We will, no
doubt, have another eloquent appeal from him, with a view
to preventing the passage of the amendment, and to securing
for those Indians in tribal communities the rights and
liberties he thought he had obtained for them, but which
now he fnds snatched from the lip that was about to
drink. If anything was wanting to show that this debate
has not been so needlessly protracted as the on. member for
East Hastings declares it bas, it is these fluctuations of the
First Minister. He las been gathering light from various
quarters. At one time he as viewed the subject in one
way; at another time he as viewed it in another way;
his mind changes as the debate progresses. We now find
him settled to the view that, of 131,000 Indians in the
Dominion, only that smaller portion resident in the older
Provinces of the Dominion is to be enfranchised. I am
not, myself, about to oppose the hon. gentleman's amend-
ment to the amendment; I think it is a very good one.
Second and third thoughts are better, but I think this is
about the fourth thought, and fourth thoughts are the best
on this occasion, for on them he has arrived at a right con-
clusion with relerence to the Indians of British Columbia;
and perhaps, at the second stage of the Bill, we may find
the hon. gentleman has reached a right conclusion with
reference to the Indians elsewhere.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I ventured, in the few
remarks that I made to the committee last night, to esay
that the clause as proposed by the First Minister would
not become law in the shape in which it was. Though not
claiming to have the gift of prophecy, I claim to have that
prophetie utterance fulfilled. The clause has been amended;
the Province of British Columbia has been added, whether
as the result of the extracts I read from the reports of the
First Minister himself te His Excellency the Governor
General, I cannot esay. It has been added, at any rate, to
the great displeasure of the junior member for British
Columbia (Mr. Shakespeare), who has been se anxious to have
the Indians of that Province enfranchised. I read extracts
from the report of the First Minister himself, where he
pointed out that heathen polygamous tribes engaged in
their heathenish practices, and maintained that it would be
impossible, or at least unwise, by processý of law, to attempt
preventing their indulging in heathenish rites, and I con-
trasted that condition with the condition of some of the
tribes of Manitoba that were being excluded, notably the St.
Peter Indians, te whom he las in his report given
a good character. We have now, as the result of more
mature consideration, the proposition of the First Minister
to do what I ventured last night to say he would have to
do, exclude those polygamous tribes of British Columbia
from participating in the vote he is about to confer on other
Indians. The First Minister said the reason he would
exclude the Indians of the newer Provinces was because
they had not the same facilities of education that the Indians
of the older Provinces had. But what are the figures given
by the Minister himself, in his report to the Governor Gen-
eral, with reference to the education of the different Indian
bands in the different Provinces. He reports that out of
33,559 Indiana in Manitoba and the North-West Territories,
1,261. are attending sechool; while in the Province of Que-
bec, out of 1,223, only 467 attend school ; so that there are as
many Indiana attending school in Manitoba and the North-
West, in proportion, as are in the Province of Quebec. Only
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107 attend school in Nova Scotia, 118 in New Brunswick and
15 in Prince Edward Island, yet deliberately he is excluding
the Indians of Manitoba, who have more children, in propor-
tion, going to school, than have the Indians in some other Pro-
vinces. There has been no straight line pursued by the Minis-
ter in this question, and hon. gentlemen stand there convicted
in dealing with this Indian question, from their own action,
from the change in their purposes and designs, of what they
have been charged with, that the whole proposition to bring
the Indians into the electorate of this country has been
designed to weaken the force of one political party and to
strengthen another. It is evident that it is not for the eleva-
tion of the Indian. The amendment that is offered is based
upon no line that can be justified, by reason, by common
sense, or, I was going to say, by decency. There are
Indians and Indians, as the member for North York (Mr.
Mulock) said last night, and if the desire was to deal with
these Indians in an intelligent manner, the way to deal with
them is that laid down in the Indian Act, not to give the
vote to whole bodies at once. In the Province of Ontario
there are bands of Indians and there are bands of Indians.
There are some members of a band who are intelligent,
and who are far more advanced than other members of
the same band. There are other bands which have
attained to comparative intelligence, and accordiug to
the report of the Minister, there are those which are
sunk low in ignorance and low in habit, and yet there
is no distinction drawn, no educational distinction, ne
distinction other than that of property, which the most
ignorant Indian in any Province may have as well as
anyone else. 1 hold, then, that it is proved that this
proposition is not foe the advancement or the beneft of the
indian. If the First Minister has determined to tbrow aside
the consideration that we think is of importance and that
leads us to vote against his whole proposition, the fact that
the most intelligent as well as the most ignorant Indian is
under his control, has not the management of his own
affairs, and is a minor in the eye of the law; if he will not
regard that, and is determined to enfranchise some Indians,
let him not do it by Provinces, or even by bands; let him
have some kind of educational test, some test of capacity,
but do not let him, in an indiscriminate way, give the vote
to all the Indians in the Provinces, whether they be
barbarian or civilised, ignorant or educated. True states-
manship would make that imperative on the part of the
First Minister. You are doing discredit to the more
advanced Indians, the Indians described by my hon. friend
from East Hastings, by giving the most ignorant and
debased Indians in the Provinces the same right, pro-
vided they hava $150 worth of improvements made, in
the judgment of a revising officer. If the First
Minister will not regard it as an objection that these men
are not free men-and that they do not desire to become
free men is evidenced by their not taking advantage of the
Indian Act-there might be some justification for selecting
some individuals out of the bands of the hon. member for
East Hastings, some of the bands in my own county, and
many others; but this proposition is to force this vote
upon the most debased, uneducated and illiterate Indians.
There is more involved in this Indian question than I think
the First Minister has comprehended. I can speak diE-
interestedly in this matter, for the effect upon an individual
should have no weight in doing an act of justice, if it be an
act of justice, to a community, but there are questions
involved in this which require more serious consideration
before they are dealt with. Why do not the educated and
intelligent Indians avail themselves of the machinery
for enfranchisement contained in the Indian Act? The
First Minister would tell you that it is because they desire
to preserve their tribal relations. lis not that a declaration
on the part of those educated and intelligent Indians that
they do not want to become citizens of this country in the
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all acceptation of the term, but that they want to remain
part of their tribes, and to preserve their separate nation-
ality, and to have their voice and their influence there.
As they would resent any attempt on the part
of their white brothern who surround them to enter upon
their reserves, and vote for their chiefs, and make their
rales and regnlations, they will be precluded-and no doubt
they will look at it in that light-from exercising the vote
which is propose to be given to them. There are other
considerations. Has the First Minister considered the
whole cost ? How are you to vote many of these ignorant
Indians? Will your %oters' list be printed in thoir lan-
guage ? Will the notices you give them be in their lan-
guage ? In the more intelligent bands in my own county,
when some Indian cases come up in the courts of justice, the
interpreter has to be there, and how will the Indian inter-
pret your law, how will he know what answer to give when
the question is put to him, "For whom do you vote ?" The
interpreter will have to be there. These Indians speak
different languages and dialects, and many of them refuse
to converse in English, though, perhaps, in a measure, they
understand it. We are indiscriminately bringing into the
electorate of this country a people who are foreign to us in
a certain sense, and who desire te remain so. If the First
Minister desires, as I believe he does, to esee wiped out the
distinctions that exist, I am at one with him in that.
But this Bill doos not propose to do that. That is provided
for in the Indian law; under that law those Indians who
desire enfranchisement must get people to vouch for them,
and after they have been vouched for, the Superintendent
General must exorcise his discretion, and thon they must
serve a probationary term of three years before they are
allowed to obtain their land in fee simple, which is thon
entailed, so that they cannot part with it. There you have
a process of selection, and yet, while proposing te retain
those provisions, the hon. gentleman proposes to give them
ail the right to vote at once, making no distinction betwon
the intelligent and the unintelligent, the heathen and the
Christian, the semi-civilised and the civilised Indian.
I hold that if the First Minister is earnest in his desire to
benefit the Indian, te elevate him, he should, at any rate, let
this matter stand over till he has given it a little more con-
sidoration, and until he sees that this Bill will bo perfectly
Useless to accomplish in the slightest degree the elevation
of any Indian in this country, and to consider the way in
which the different bands of Indians view their relation to
the Crown, and are likely te view this clause, which, I
believe, many of them will not avail themselves of. If the
First Minister will not recognise, as we do, that the Indians,
being in a state of tutelage, not free men, in the full sense
of the word, without the responsibility of citizens, they
should therefore not be given the right to vote, I do ask
him to have some process of selection, whereby those who
are best fitted should be given the vote. It is a new thing
altogether that an Indian should have the vote, and if he
will bring some of tho within the electorate it is but
rOasonable that some distinction should guide us in giving
the vote to other than the more possession by the Indian of
$150 worth of improvements on the land he holds.

Amendment to amendment (Sir John A. Macdonald)
agreed to.

Mr. TROW. There are a certain class of men on each
of the reserves who, from their superior intelligence over
the bands with whom they associate, and witti whom they
are connected, should have the right te the franchise-I
refer to those half-breeds who are still the wards Of the
Government and are connected with the band, but are of
superior education and intelligence. I move, in amendment
to the amendment :1

Indians or persons of part Indian blood who have not been partly
enfranchiaed, and Indians or persons with part Indian blood who reside
among Indian.

Mr. CEAIRMAN. I do not think this amendment is in
order, in view of the amendnent which the committee has
already voted down.

Mr. MILLS. That was a different clause,
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. This is a disabling clause.
Mir. PATERSON (Brant). There is a distinction; it is

going a ste pfarther than we went before. The proposition
we offered before was voted down, and that was that only
enfranchised Indians should have a vote. This propo-
sition includes Indians who have not been enfranchised
under the Indian Act, but who are living among white
people, who have property, and are subject to the res on-
sibilities of property, occupying a different position rom
Indians on the resorves, whose property is not liable to
seizure. This proposition is that of the Mowat Act, word
for word, that bas boen commended, and which the First
Minister said ho was humbly following. It embraces the
very class of voters that the Mowat Act does.

Mr, BLAKE. We are now upon the cltuse proposed by
the First Minister to disqualify certain classes of Indians,
which disqualifies all Indians who, but for this proposod
amendment, would ho qualified, ail Indians excepting thoso
who have improvements to the value of $150. Now, has
the committee decided that these Indians shall have a vote ?
If it has, then the hon. gentleman's amendmont is not in
order. But the hon. gentleman's amendment proposes to
disqualify a certain class of Indians who, but for this pro-
posal, would have a vote, and it cannot but bo in order to
make another proposition with reforonco to the disqualifi-
cation of certain classes of Indians. It cannot be only the
First Minister's proposals that are in order and thosoeof
other hon. membors of the fHouse that are to be out of
order. You will observe ho proposes the disqualification of
certain indians who, undor the Bill as it now stands, would
be qualified. I think hoeis quite right to propose that,
because there was a distinct understanding that when the
disqualifying clauses came we should be able to propose
disqualifying amendments, and the First Minister, in pur-
suance of that, bas proposed, without objection, a disqualify-
ing amendment; and now my hon. fricnd proposes to
disqualify all those Indians who are living on the reserves.
Ho proposes to leave the vote to the Indians who are
enfranchised, who are not living on the reservos. It is
simply an enlargement of the disqualifying amendment of
the First Ministor. Tho First Minister says : I will
disqualify the reserve Indian, unless ho lives on a separate
allotment and his improvements are worth $150. That you
consider in order. Now ny hon. friend says: I want to
disqualify the Indian who is living on the reserve alto-
gether. It je a question of degree, not of order.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It brings up the whole
question we have been discussing. It is in order.

MIr. FLEKING. The proposition of my hon. friend is
to exclude from the franchise all Indians except those
not wholly enfranchised under the Indian Act, or such as have
not separated themselves fron the band and acquired pro-
perty, the same as other people in the country. I urge upon
the First Minster the adoption of this amendment, for the
reasons, already urged, and for other reasons. I urge it
because the House hias, at his instance, adopted the proposi-
tion to require a holder of property in cities and towns to
have property te the value of 8300 and $200 before entitled
to vote. I urge it beeause the workingmen of this country,
for whom the hon. gentleman has profossed in the past very
warm regard, are required to have $300 of property as a
necessity for thom to exorcise the franchise. The hon.
gentleman proposes to confer upon Indians, who have no
civil capacity, who do not add to the wealth of the country,
the riglt of vote, and in somae instances te hold the balance
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of power in counties, on possessing $150 of improvements
on the reserve, no matter how the improvements may
have been obtained-no matter whether they were created
by the Government or by any other means, whether the
Government have cleared the farm or farnished the lumber
to build the house. The hon. gentleman professes to be giv-
ing au enlarged franchise, and says this will be the means
of giving the working people an influence in public affairs
not hitherto possessed by them. But the hon. gentleman js
not reducing the franchise as low as obtains in some of the
Provinces. The hon, gentleman is increasing the property
qualification in Ontario for workingmen, but he is taking
away from the working people rights they would possess
but for this Bill, and giving the franchise to men who have
a simple voting power o $150. I commend to the working-
men the hon. gentleman's conduct in this matter as their
professed friend, and I urge upon him that while he requires
a workingman to acquire, by his own industry, $300 worth
of property to entitle him to vote, he is taking away that
littie influence left to the workingmen by giving the vote to
Indians under his own control.

Amendment to amendment (Mr, Trow) negatived.

Mr. KING. The members for New Brunswick have
already called the attention of the Government to the fact
that the Indians of that Province do not possess the qualifi-
cations which should entitle them to the franchise. I have
not yet heard any hon. member from that Province rise
and dispute the statement made by us in that regard. I
might call attention to the report of the First Minister, but
I desire specially to read a short extract from a speech
delivered in this flouse by the hon. member from North-
umberland (Mr. Mitchell). That hon. gentleman said :

"I may tell the right hon. Premier that I disagree entirely with the
views hlie has expressed in relation to the Indians, so far as the section
of country from which I come is concerned, at least. My Province is
amongst the oldest Provinces of this Dominion. The early settlement
of what was the Province of Nova Scotia, which covered the country
from which I come, dates back several centuries, and it may be classed
amongst the older Provinces of the Dominion ; and I can tell the right
hon. gentleman that the descriptions he has given of the Indians of the
other Provinces are as far from the actual fact as day is from night ;
and I can fully endorse the statement made by the hon. member for
Queen's (Mr. Davies), that any man who knows the tribal condition of
these Indians-the miserable, wretched state in which they exist, their
beggary, humiliating and debased condition-Ispeak of it with regret-
and knowing it, could for one moment think of giving that class of
people the elective franchise, simply could not have fairly considered
what he was attempting to do. Sir, I am speaking my honest convic-
tions, and I intend to do it to the end in this matter. The elective
franchise is too sacred to be dealt with by prejudices, by party purposes
or by whim."

Those are the words of that hon. member, a gentleman who,
I believe, on most occasions supports the Government. I
fully endorse the statement contained in that speech. I
believe it is as near the truth as anything yet stated, or that
can be stated, in regard to the Indiana of New Brunswick.
If those statements made by the hon. member for Northum-
berland are not correct, I should like any hon. member to
rise in his place and contradict them. If those statements
are true, and they have gone uncontradicted, should not an
exception be made in favor of New Brunswick? If that
statement be true, why should the Government seek to
enfranchise the Indians of that Province ? There is no
reason why the Indians of New Brunswick should have the
franchise conferred upon them. I will not say but that some
hon. members may expect this proposition to affect their
elections. I do not believe it will influence many elec-
tions. I know, in the county of Kent, there are indians,
some of whom might be enfranchised under this Act.

Mr. LANDRY (Kent). I do not believe it will give one
of them a vote.

Mr. KING. If, under this Bill, not one Indian in New
Brunswick will be entitled to vote, then why impose it on

Mr. FLEIG.

the Province ? If, after one hundred years, the Indians are
not qualified to vote under this Bill, why does the hon.
gentleman insist on this clause?

Mr. LANDRY. Because it does no harm.

Mr. KING. It has the effect of interfering with people
of the other Provinces.

Mr. LANDRY. We want to enlighten them.

Mr. KING. I do not consider it necessary that the
Indians of New Brunswick should be enfranchised. There
is not one Indian in New Brunswick who has $150 worth,
or is fit to have the franchise conferred on him.

Mr. LANDRY. I was speaking of my own county, and
I said I did not believe it would give one of them a vote.

Mr. KING. I believe they are as well qualified there as
in any part of New Brunswick, and I know something about
them. I say it is an outrage that these Indians should
have the franchise conferred on them while the Bill would
disfranchise a large number of the white people of New
Brunswick. I procured from an officer in my county a
statement of the number who would be disfranchised, and
I am informed that, during my absence, the accuracy of
that statement bas been questioned. I can only say that
the secretary.treasurer of my county is a gentleman stand-
ing high in the estimation of the people of that county, that
he is well known to almost every gentleman in this House
from New Brunswick, that ho fills the office of registrar of
deeds, of secretary-treasurer, and some other important
offices. I do not know that he had any interest in sending
a report which was not correct. The statement was one
which surprised me, but the facts are that this Bill, if it
passes, will disfranchise a very large number of persons in
my own county. I called the attention of another gentle-
man from another county to these figures, and he said ho
was surprised that such was the case. I told him that he
had better inquire in his own county, and he looked over
the lists and he found that there were some 804 who would
be disfranchised in York county. The hon. member for
Sunbury found that over 400 voters would be disfranchised
in his connty, and I say it is unfair to attempt, by a Bill of
this kind, to disfranchise the white people in New Bruns-
wick and enfranchise the Indians, when no gentleman
will claim that there is an Indian in New Brunswick who is
qualified to vote. I move, in amendment totheamendment,
to add, after the words "North-West Territories," the
words "New Brunswick."

Mr. FOSTEIR. I want the House to understand clearly
what the assertion is that the hon. member for Queen's
makes. Does he make the assertion before this flouse, that
actual information has been sent to this fHouse from either
York, or Sunbury, or Queen's, that under the operation of
this Bill exactly so many persons will be disfranchised ? Is
that the statement he makes ? Or, is this the statement he
makes: that information has been sent from those three
counties, that on looking over the assessors' lista so many
were found who were assessed on property of the value of
$100, but less than the value of $150 ? Now, which of
those is true, for there is a great difference ?

Mr. KING. I would like to answer the hon. gentleman.
The statement he last made is the statement I made, that
on the assesment liEst the secretary-treasurer of my
own county informe me that ho finds-I do not recollect
the exact number, but 420 and some odd persons, who are
assessed on real estate of a less value than $150, but
exceeding $100.

Mr. FOSTER. If the hon. gentleman will take the
Kansard report of his remarks, ho will find that the state-
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ment he made a little while ago and the statement ho makes
now are not one and the same. He stated before that that
many would be disfranchised.

Mr. DAVIES. So there are.

Mr. KING. That would be the effect of it. I under-
stand that the hon. gentleman has stated that the assessed
value of property is far below the actual value, but I do not
believe the hon. gentleman will go before bis municipal
council at the next meeting and tell them that they are
appointing mon, sworn to make.a true valuation of property,
for assossment purposes, based on the actual cash value
of the property, and that these men do not do their duty.
That may be correct of the officers of his own county, but
it is a charge which I would not have the hardihood to
apply to the officers of my county. I believe, on the con-
trary, that on account of the large depreciation in the
value of real estate which as been going on in many parts
of New Brunswick, property is assessed too high rather
than too low. The lists in many places have remained the
same for ton years. I am voting on property, myself, which
I would sell for half its assessed value, and the hon. mem-
ber for Sunbiiry owns property in my county, and ho is
paying taxes on a valuation of 81,000 in excess of the
value he puts upon it.

Mr. VAIL. When the First Minister made his short
explanation with regard to this Bill, ho gave us to under-
stand that he intended to include the Indians in ail the
Provinces, but I did not suppose for a moment that he
intended to give a vote to ail thoso people living on the
reserves, whether they were intelligent enough to understand
their duties as voters or not. My idea was that he intended
to give votes only to that class who were given votes by
the Ontario Act, in which case I would have found no fault,
because I think that ail intelligent Indians, ai Indians
capable of exercising the franchise, and understanding fully
the obligations and responsibilities of electors, should be
entitled te vote. Shortly afterwards, however, in answer to
my hon. friend from Bothwell, the right bon. gentleman
stated that ho intended to give the vote to the Indians of
the North-West-to Poundmaker and Big Bear, and all tho
rest of them; and upon hearing that statement i made
up my mind that the whole thing was a huge joke,
and that he did not intend to enfranchise any of the
Indians. A few days afterwards we heard whispers
from the other side that the First Minister did intend
to enfranchise some of the Indians, but that when ho
explained to whom ho intended to give the vote they
were sure hon, gentlemen on this side could not object.
A little later on the First Minister stated that ho intended,
by an amendment, to confine the vote to a certain
number of Indians, which would includa those living,
on reserves who bld and occupied land on which their
improvements amounted to $150. When we beard that ho
intended to include ail tribal Indians, while ho kept the
power in bis own hands to say w ho should and who should
not bo entitled to vote, we made up our minds that, after all,
our first impression was correct, that ho intended to give
the vote to ail the Indians in the older Provinces that it
was at ail possible for him to enfranchise. Now, I do not
know a great deal about the Indians of Ontario; but if the
Indians we have in the Maritime Provinces at all compare
with the Indians in Ontario, I cannot, for my life, see the
justification for giving the franchise to any Indians who are
on the reserves and who live as the Indians, generally
speaking, do in the Maritime Provinces. In the couuty
I represent there are some 200 or 300 Indians. A fow of
the younger men are employed in the spring of the year in
driving logs and timber down the streams, and some few
work in the mills; but with that exception they employ
thenselves in fishing and shooting, and their whole time in

summer is spent off the reserve. They spend no time in
improving their lands; they pay no taxes: they are not
worthy of being called by tIh name of citizens, and they
are not such people as should roally be enfranchised. I
notice that the appropriation made for the Indians in Nova
Scotia is, in al], some 85,000, of which $1,400 or $1,500 is
expended in paying agents, $1,200 or $1,300 in buying
food and the necessaries of life, and some 81,300 or $1,400
in the purchase of seed grain, potatoes, and farming
implemonts, in order to induce them, if possible, to
cultivate the soil to somo extent, in order to provido
a living for their families through the winter. Now,
if the Government find it neeossary to expend over
one-fifth of the whole grant for the 2,000 or 3,000
Indians in Nova Scotia, in food, to enable them to get
through the winter, it is quite clear that they do not
occupy sufficient land to entitle them to a vote under
this Bill, nor cultivato their land to a sufficiont extent to
give us any hope that they will in the future bocomo useful
mombers of society, or convince us that it will be of
any advantage to the State to endow theim with the
privilego of voting. I will just refer for a moment to the
reports of the local agents in the county of Digby, to
show that there is no such improvement going on among the
Indians of Nova Scotia as to justify the Government in
expecting anything in the future from them. (The hon.
gentleman thon read from the reports of 1877, 1878 and 1884.)
We ought to be satisfied by this that there is no improve-
ment going on among the Indians in tho Province of Nova
Scotia, at loast in the western portion. I know nothing of
the eastern portion, where, I believe, thore are a few Indians
of a little botter class thau tiose of the west. Our Indians
spend the time huiting, fishing and shooting, principally
porpoises, and do nothing else for their support; they take
no interest in polities and know nothing of politics, except
that Sir John is the Premier, and they look to him for the
money they are to roceive. With all due deference to what
the feelings of the right hon. gentleman may be in regard
to the Indians, ho is not doing thom any favor by granting
them this privilego, and by doing so tho whites will feet
they are degraded to a great extent. In Ontario, where
tbere i- a large number of Indians, their votes, in many con-
stituclicies, wili bwitunpi> tho white vote, and ono can
easily understand with what a feeling of abhorrence the
white citizens will regard a law which gives the voto to
such a class as this. I cannot believe the right hon. gen-
tleman would be so persistent in his determination
to force this Bill through the louse, at a great
expenso to the country, unless ho was going to
derive from it some political advantage over his opponents.
To say that this country will beubnefited by enfrancbising
the Indians is to state somothing no intelligent man should
believe. If these mon are intelligent enough to vote, why
does the hon. gentleman koep their monoey in the treasury of
the Dominion ? Why does ho rot distribute it among them?
If they are a people capable of properly using the franchise,
they are capable of managing their own proporty and
transmitting it to their descendants. I felt called upon to
take part in this debate, because nothing has been said
with regard to the public sentiment in Nova Scotia, and it
might, therefore, be inferred that the Indians in that Pro-
vince were fitted to exorcise the franchise. That they are
not, cannot be denied. Has any man froi the Maritime Pro-
vinces asked for this Bill ? True, the hon. member for Rich-
mond (Mr. Paint) said that ho thought the Indian ought to
have the right to vote, but there is not a man in this Louse
besides that bon. gentleman who holds that opinion. If the
Indians are to be given a vote, lot them be first put on the
same footing as white men, and then I shall have no objec-
tion to allowing them to vote. This Bill will disfranchise
many people who have hithorto voted on the personal quali-
fication in Nova Scotia, while at t bsame time, it enfran-
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chises those Indians who pay no taxes. It will therefore
croate a great deal of dissatisfaction. I admit that the income
clause will cover a few of these men, but the papers in
Nova Scotia, which were of a different opinion at first, are
beginning to discover that many will be disfranchised who
had votes under the personal property qualification.

Mr. PAINT. I am sure the hon. gentleman muet be
pleased at the attention with which the House has listened
to his remarks. Let me present another picture. In the
county of Richmond the Indians have a chapel which costs
them 88,000, which they paid for out of their own money,
and they have a comfortable globe bouse. A large number
of them can read and write; a number live in frame
houses and some in log houses, and they have cattle. I can
say the same for the county of Victoria, but I do not know
so much about the other two counties in the island of Cape
Breton. In the county of Inverness, however, they have a
very valuable tract, that bas not been much infringed upon
so far. The timber upon it is nearly intact, apart from the
damage by gales. The member for Inverness (Mr. Cameron)
can answer for that.

Mr. VAIL..
nf I vrnA ss

not sanction any sncb measure. When the hon. member for
North Bruce (Mr. McNeill) gets back to Wiarton, where
those 28 Conservatives are who signed that petition which
was presented the other day, and signed it principally for the
reason that this Bill will enfranchise the Indians living a
short distance from their place, ho will have a hot and lively
time.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Question.

Mr. PAINT. That is not to the point.

Mr. ALLEN, We are talkiing about the Indian franchise,
and I am giving the reason why the gentlemen in North
Bruce signed the petition.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. You are discussing the petitions, not
the question before the committee.

Mr. ALLEN. The petition was a request to this House
not to pass the Franchise Bill. They sent a petition because
they believed the Indians should not have a vote while they
are under the control of the Government.

Mr. CHAIRMIAN. I hope the hon. gentleman will keepThe bon, gentleman referred to the county close to the question.
oI nve e mr.

Some hon. MEM.BERS. le did not.

Mr. VAIL. He said thev were in as good a state ysthev

Mr. ALLEN. I understand the question is the enfran-
chisement of the Indians.

ý . y ý qàv
were in his own county.IMr.

Some hon. MEMBERSÔ No; ho did not. Mr. ALLEN. I ar giving reasons why they should not

Mr. VAIL. I am not sure that they are not under the be enfranchised, namely, because thoy are wards of the
same agent. Govern ment, and hecause, while the Goverument controls

Mr. AINT No.their Iccal affairg, and wbile the local agent je te be the partyMr. PAINT. No.who is to recommend thm to gt the location ticket which
Mr. ALL.Theloca agnt sys:will give them a right to vote, ihey cannot give -a free andMr. VAIL. The local agent says :n

" When not in real destitution, they seem always happy and contentedunbiassed vote. I was speaking to an Indian agent on
much more so than other people would be under similar circumstances.' Monday, anih is more bewildered, I think, than any an

I have met, with reference to the qualification of Indians.
That does not look to me as if they had chapels, and bouses, He says ho believos no Indian in the baud which ho controls
and barns to make them happy and comfortable. willhaveavote, He certainlydoes not understaad this Bil.

Mr. ALLEN. At the town of Owen Sound we had a Nor do the lcading Conservatives in my town wbo say no
band of about 300 Indians living for ton years. OurIndian Indian in the North-West could vote; and whcn I shcwed
experience bas been noither profitable nor pleasant, and I thcn a statement made by the First Minister, that BigeBear
believe the present course of the Government bas a ton and othr ladians ef the North-West could vote, they woro
dency to make Indians dishonest, dissatisfied, and worse alrost incredulous, and said the Hansard I shewed them was
citizens than they otherwise would be. If the Indians were intecil the Globe office. The people in the country are not
treated as other people, if the Indians in the Saugeen pen- satisfied that Indians should be allowed te vote while they
insula,. who receive aniually from 812,000 to $18,000 in two remain wards of the Goverament. Joth Conservatives and
bands, which number about 700, were to divide the property Reformers in Ihat part of the country condemu the mensure,
which they consider belongs to them, and if they were and vou wilI find that those hon. members who will vote for
allowed to become citizens and to manage their own affairs, it iu this flouse wil hoft at bore at the next election.
and to be responsible for thoir debts, and to sue and be sued, I Mr.KIRK. The bon. mem ber for Richmond (Mr. Paint)
believe they would be in a botter position than they now are. bas said that la hie ceunty the Indians were se well off that
We have found the Indians thriftless, drunkards, and unwil- they had built for themselves a church worth $8,000, and a
ling to pay their just debts. We found them an intolerable manse, for both of which they bnci paid. Now, if the
nuisance in Owen Sound, and we experienced a very great Indians of Richmond county bave doue that, tbey have
relief when they were moved forty miles further down the doue more, I tbink, than the white people of Nova Scotia
bay. I was at home on Monday, and I know the feeling in have clone, ln the county ofiRichmond thera are 248that part of the country in reference to this clause of the Indias, and te pny $8,000 if would require upwards of $30
Franchise Bill. Both Reformers and Conservatives, in the per head for each man, woman and child, including the
county of Bruce and in the county of Grey, say they will papeoses; or, rcckoning five individuals te a family, thisoppose the Government on this Bill; that it is giving an church alone, te say uothing of the manse, cost $160 for
undue advantage, placing the Indians in a position they each farity. New, I venture te say that thore le ro settlo-
should not occupy as long as they are wards of the Govern- ment of white people in thoDominion of Canada, I do not
ment and treated as minors. I will support and vote for a care how wealthy, wbo have doue more than that towards
measure putting the Indians on the same footing as white building n church. I think the hon, gentleman je entirely
men, allowing them to transact their own business. In my wrong in mnking that statement, as muclise as some other
part of the country many gentlemen of all shades of politics hon. gentlemen who daim that the franchise is going te
say openly that this Bill is iot for the benefit of the Indian, increase the number of voters in the Dominion. Whilst I
butisintended for party purposes, and there are Conservatives p I wish tered a short paragrnph fror the flifax
in m constituency who ar liberal enough to say they willR0rak4 with reference to a statemeut made by mysein

MrMHARAN.o t sthVisuliiatoLo.h
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this House on a former occasion. (The hon. gentleman read
the article in question.) I do not know, and neither does
the editor of the Halifax Berald know, that the Indians are
enfranchised in Nova Scotia. I will promise the editor of
the Jlerald a leather medal if he can point out to me one
instance of an Indian ever having voted in the Province of
Nova Scotia under the local law.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I know of one Indian in my own
constituency who does, and he always has voted for me.

Mr. KIRK. If the hon. gentleman will satisfy me of one
case he shall have the leather modal. I would like bim to
give the time, place and circumstances under which any
Indian gave a vote. I know perfectly well that Indians
who are in the same condition as white men can vote, but
I say that the laws of the Province of Nova Scotia prevent
the Indians from voting who receive aid from the Govern-
ment as paupers, and I know that there is not one Indian
in the whole Province of Nova Scotia who does not
frequently receive such aid ; and under the law of the Pro-
vince, neither black, nor white, nor red man can vote who has
received aid as a pau.per from the (Government, or from any
source. In that way, although Indians may be enfranchised,
they will not have votes. The Indians in that Province are
an illiterate, ignorant class and, moreover, an improvidont
class. Under this Bill not more than twenty Indians will
bave votes in Nova Scotia, if the assessment roll were taken
as a basis; but with the aid of a revising barrister a great
many would be enfranchised. I was astonished when I
heard the First Minister's statement as to the intelligent
and oducated condition of the Indians of the older Provinces.
I thought that Nova Scotia was one of the older Provinces ;
and thon I thought that perhaps he looked upon Nova
Scotia as a new Province, or had forgotten altogether the
condition of the Indians there, as described n his own
report. The hon. member for Queen's stated that four-fifths
of the Indians could neither read nor write. That is the
case, so far as Nova Scotia is concerned. There are only
four Indian schools in the Province, three of which
are in Cape Breton Island. In Nova Scotia, how-
ever, the Indians have a iight to attend the
public schools. In King's county I observe that only
one is in attendance, and that is about the proportion
throughout the Province. Special mention is made in the
report of the Indian Department of the death of one Indian,
who was the only self-supporting Indian in the county of
Queen's. I can see no reason why the Indians should be
enfranchised. There must have been some powerful reason
for seeking to socure the Indian a vote. It cannot
ho in consequence of the number of indians in Nova
Scotia and New Brunswick, because there are not many
in these Provinces, but in consequence of the number in
Ontario. I can fancy the Minister of Marine and Fisheries
visiting the county of Colchester, where there are a good
many Indians. He will call a public meeting in the town
hall at Truro. He will attempt to make a speech to the
free and independent electors there. Not many Indians
will come to that meeting; so ho will afterwards hold a
special meeting in one of the Indian's wigwams. 1 fancy
seeing the Minister addressing the Micmacs as the free and
indopendent electors of the Dominion of Canada, and going
round. among the squaws, and kissing the papooses, in
order to influence their husband's and pa's to vote. I am
happy to say that, in my county, there are no Indians, and
I therefore will not be troubled with anything of this kind.
There are members on this side of the House whom
they fear, and hon. gentlemen opposite are determined to
get rid of them. In 1882 they tried the Gerrymander Act,
but it failed to get rid of these me. Hon. gentlemen
opposite seemed to be afraid to meet those on this side in
fair, open and manly discussion, and se they adopt other
means. They impose the franchise on the Indian, and try

to get rid of these gentlemen by the tomahawk and the
scalping knife.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I think it is out of order
to discuss the Gerrymander Bill, and besides it is contrary
to the arrangement by which we were to get through this
clause long ago.

Mr. PAINT. The hon. gentleman has doubted the
accuracy of my statement. I say the chapel and globe are
good, substantial stiuctures, erected by the Indians, and are
worth 88,000. I was astonisbed to hear the hon. member
for Digby accusing the Indians of poverty and misery, when
the hon. gentleman should remember that the statement
went through all the press of this Dominion that the main-
taining of the pauper poor in hie county had been sold at
auction.

Mr. KIRK. What does the hon. gentleman say? That
the people of my county have been sold by auction ?
Ther ais not a word of truth in the statement. It is false.

Mr. VAIL. The hon. gentleman has reforred to the
people being put up at auction in my county. I merely
state that the statement he las made has no foundation in
fact.

Mr. MULOCK. The First Minister stated this ovening
that it was not intended that the Indian ontitled to land, as
tribal Indians, should qualify on the value of the land itself,
if he happened to move off the reservo; and by the wording
of the amendment, the land which is held by the Indian
may be itself made the qualification, if ho happons to move
off the reservo. I think the intention of the Minister would
be botter expressed if the words "on the reserve " wero
struck out.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The other clause says
"in possession and occupation."

Mr. MULOCK. But it may not mean actual occupation.
Amendment to the amendment agreed to.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). As the Indians are to have
the same privileges of white mon, will liquors be allowed
to be sold to them?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That has nothing to do
with the franchise.

Mr. PATERSON. But what will be the effect ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It will not give that
privilege.

Mr. PATERSON. At present,these newly made citizens
are visited by agents, who are paid to report to Parliament
what potatoes they grow, what children have been born,
and so on. I want to know if the special privileges con-
ferrod on them will not bc extended, and if we will not bave
agents appointed in tho different counties to report to this
Parhiament how we are getting on.

Mr. MILLS. I wish to call the attention of the First
Minister to the fact that there are many of the Indians who
do not speak English or French, and that there is no pro-
vision made for interpreting. It seems to me the hon, gen-
tlemen will find it necessary to make such a provision in
this Bill, or by an amendment in the Election Act.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. If so, we would have to
provide for the Germans, and the Poles, and the Menno-
nites, and people from the south and west of Ireland, who
do not speak the English language.

Mr. MILLS. Not at all.
On section 10,
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I do not think this is

quite a reasonable hour; I think we ought to have flnished
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a while ago. However, I do not complain; we have got
through a very important portion of the Bill, and we have
now entered upon another portion, which has received a
great deal of discussion, and which, I must say, within
reasonable grounds, called for discussion, though I think
the bounds were immensely exceeded. lowever, I do not
wish to press for anything more to-night, and I will move
that the committee now rise, report progress, and ask leave 1
to sit again.

Committee rose and reported progress.

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

Motion agreed to, and the House adjourned at 12:35 a.m.,
Thursday.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

THIURSDAY, 28th May, 1885.

THE SPEAKER took the Chair at half.past One o'clock.

OFFICIAL REPORT OF THE DEBATES.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). I beg to move that the third
report of the Select Committee appointed to supervise the
official report of the debates be adoptod. I might say that
last week, when the report was presented, the leader of the
Opposition asked that a statement should be made as to the
probable saving effected by the proposed changes, and that
we should adjourn the debate se as te take up the ques-
tion--

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. We cannot take it up
today.

Mr. WHITE. No; but 1 propose simply to make
a statement as to the probable saving to be effected
by the adoption of the report presented last week. I mighlt
say that in the present edition of Hansard thero is 1,à50
copies of what is called the daily edition-that is, the num-
ber sent around to members every day. Of the bound
edition there are 1,100 copies of English and 350 French.
Under the proposed arrangement we will have 600 copies
of English and 180 of French, it being proposed that each
member, instead of receiving five copies, shall receive but
two, which will effect a saving in the num ber of copies of
670 altogether. The cost of the composition, that is, the
mere typesetting, will not be materially changed by the
new process, because there will be the same amount of mat-
ter to be set up, but a very considerable saving will be
effected in binding, paper, and presswork, in the boxes in
which these Hansards are sent to members, and in the
express charges in sending them. The saving on these
items is estimated in the aggregate at $4,000. That state-
ment has been made up by Mr. Hartney, Mr. Brewer, and
also Mr. Romaine, who made a very careful estimate of the
probable saving. The amounts paid for salaries of reporters,
translators, French proof-reader, English proof-reader-the
gentleman who prepares the indeg-and the amanu-
enses, will be the same. The cost of Bansard last
year, which we suppose may be regarded as a reason-
able Session, was 838,114.84, but that did not include
the increase in the salaries of the translators and the
short-hand writers. The reporters, transtators, proof-
readers and amannenses cost now, at the rate which was
agreed to be given last Session, in the aggregate $26,696.,

Sir JoHN A. MACDONALD.

The proposal made by the reporters themselves, and which
forms part of this report, is a mere suggestion. Of course,
the Debates Committee have no power to make an absolute
recommendation on that question, and the offer is stated,
that is, that the reporters, whose salaries are now annual
salaries, and who are practically officers of the House, should
be employed during the recess, where the Government
require the use of short-hand writers, in connection with
commissions, the court of claims about to be established, the
Supreme Court, if necessary, departmental enquiries, or
other work of that description. By returns which have
been brought down this year 1 find that that the cost, dur-
in.g the last three yoars, of mere special reporting work,
chiefly on commissions, amounted to about $4,000 a year ;
so that the saving in printing and from the use of the
reporters in that way would be about $8,000 in the aggregate.
I may say, howevei -if one may anticipate a report which
will probably be shortly made from the Printing Committee
- that if the printing of Hansard is included in the contract
for the general printing of Parliament, the probability
is that the cost of printing will be very much reduced.
The contract for the printing of Ransard now is a
special contract. It was made with the contractors for
the printing of Parliament-in fact, no, one else in the city
was able to undertake it-and they charge 60 cents a
thousand ems for composition. Looking at the matter with
some practical experience, I think that will probably be
reduced at least one-fourth, if the printing of Ransard is
included in the general contract. So that, according to my
estimate, the saving that would be efiected by all these
changes is about $10,000 a yoar. Hon. members will
notice by the report presented, that the form of -fansard is
proposed to be changed. Instead of having the large, bulky
volume, in large type, the proposal is to mak it an octavo
volume, uniforn with our Journals and Sessional Papers,
and printed in smaller type; as, after all, it is a matter of
record, and the question of larger type is of no possible
value. In that way we make a large saving of presswork
and paper, and also in binding. We pay, to-day, for the
bindng, 90 cents a volume. The estimate made as to what
it will cost in the new form is 40 cents a volume, less than
onehalf; and I may say that the estimate I have made is
on the basis of three volumes octavo, instoad of two large
quarto volumes. The whole saving, as I said, will amount
to about $10,000 a year.

Mr. BLAKE. I thought the hon. gentleman had
arranged to give us the information as to the probable sav-
ing before he proposed to move the adoption of the report.

Mr. WHITE, I am going to move the adjournment of
the debate.

Mr. BLAKE. I asked twenty-four hours' notice. I may
say, however, that the information the hon. gentleman has
given requires to be supplemented by a division of the sav.
ing into two items. I think different considerations apply
to the reduction in the number of copies and to the size of
type, and we ought to know, before we are called upon to
deal with the two propositions, what the effects of each,
separately, would be.

Mr. WHITE. The reduction on the printing and paper
and binding will be somewhere about one-half

Mr. BLAKE. About $2,000 each.

Mr. WHITE. Yes; that is about the estimate.

Mr. SPEAKER. I would suggest that instead of the
debate being adjourned the motion be withdrawn.

Mr. BLAKE. Will the hon. gentleman move it to-mor-
row.
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Mr. WHITE. We will give twenty-four hours' notice.

Motion to concur in Report withdrawn.

IMPORTATIONS OF PRISOE MANUFACTURES.

Mr. PLATT asked, Have any importations of manufac-
tured goods, the product of prison labor, imported from the
United States, been seized or detained by the Customs
authorities of Canada ? If so, who were the importers,
and what disposition has been made of such goods ?

Mr. BOWELL. Sever al importations of goods, in whole
and in part the product of prison labor, have been detained
by the Customs. In every case where it ias been conclu-
sively shown that the order for the goods was given prior
to the passing of the resolutions, the importers have been
permitted to re-export the goods. It is not deemed advis-
able to give the names of the importers.

GOVERNMENT QUARANTINE.

Mr. TASCHEREAU asked, Whother it is the intention
of the Government to appoint, as has been already done,
visiting physicians stationed at Father Point, who will
visit and accompany, as far as the quarantine station at
Grosse Isle, if there is reason, or Quebec, each steamship,
whether carrying mails from beyond the sea or emigrants
or passengers, and who will report on the sanitary con-
dition of the steamship ?

Mr. POPE. With respect to the first part of the
question, it has been done already. At present, all the mail
steamers that call at Rimouski are examined by a physician
there; all other vessels and steamers are examined at
Grosse Isle.

TUE DISTURBANCE IN THE NORTH-WEST.

Mr. LANGELIER asked, Whether it is true that the
Militia Department deducted from the amount of pay due
to Achille Blais, a private of the 9th Battalion, who died at
Winnipeg while he was in the service of the country, the
funeraliexpenses of the said Blais ?

Mr. CARON. So far as the information the Department
has obtained is concerned, it is not true, Every expense
connected with the death of any of the volunteers has been
met by the Government, so far as they could be ascertained
by the Department.

Mr. LANGELIER asked, Wbether it is true, as stated
by the special correspondent of the Toronto Mail at Clark's
Crossing, on the 8th May, that soldiers pillaged the housos
Of half-breeds and destroyed a quantity of articles belonging
to them; if it is true that they demolished Madame Tourand's
house at Fish Bay, broke her furniture and broke up a
sewing machine and a stove; if iL is true that at Gabriel's
Crossing they destroyed the windows of the residence of
one Vandal, broke up the clock and bedsteads and strcwed
the floor with the romains of broken furniture, and then,
next day, set the house on fire; if it is the intention of the
Government to instruet commanding officers to take the
necOssary stops to prevent a repetition of such excesses and
to punish those who have been guilty of them ?

Mr. CARON. It is not true. Strict orders were given by
General Middleton to the force not to enter any house or
touch any property, under pain of severe punishment. Ofdi-
cial despatchos received mention nothing about Madame
Tourand'afurniture, sewing machine or stove. Some broken
glass must be expected where guns are brought to bear
Upon a village; but no official account has been received as
to the number broken on Mr. Vandal's reuidence-nor about
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his clock or bis bedstead. The intention of the Govern
ment is to allow the commanding officer, who knows his
duty as a soldier, to look after the troops under his oom.
mand.

Mr. BLAKE asked, Whether the Government has recdved
despaches not yet laid on the Table giving accounts of : 1.
The Duck Lake fight ; 2. The Fish Creek fight ; 3. The
fights at and near Batoche ; 4. The fight with Pound-
maker ; 5. The evacuation of Carlton ; 6. The affair at
Frog Lake; 7. The affair at Fort Pitt; And from whom
have such despatchos been received, and when ?

Mr. CARON. Telegrams were received, whioh I coin-
municated, from time to time, to the House. Now, that
the troubles are, I hope, vory nearly finished, the Depart-
ment expect to receive official reports of the different
engagements which are mentioned in this question, which
reports will be laid upon the Table.

Mr. BLAKE asked, Whether the Government has given
any instructions to or communicated with General Middle.
ton, as to the disposition of any of the insurgents who have
surrendered ?

Mr. CARON, No instructions were issued to General
Middleton, except in so far as instructing him to send to
Regina the persons whom he considered should be commit-
ted for trial.

Mr. BLAKE asked, What is the number of claims, so far',
recognised by the half-breed commission now at work?
What is the number ofelaims rejected by the commission ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The commissioners have,
up to date, reported the issue of 140 certificates for scrip to
North-West half-breeds. There is no report from the com-
missioners, up to date, having reference to rejected claims.

Mr. BLAKE asked, Whether the number of the North-
West Police exceeds that authorized by law, and, if so, to
what extent ?

Sir JOHN A. MAÇDONALD. About 240 recruits have
been engaged, in view of the proposed increase of the force,
We hope to get a good many from the battalions now in
the west when they are ordered home.

Mr. BLAKE asked, How many claims preferred by Mani-
toba half-breed minors, romain, for want of proof, as yet
unacknowledged by the Government? How many claims
so proforred have been rejected ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The report from the
Department is that :-(I.) There are fifteen claims filed in
the Department of the Interior preforred by Manitoba half-
breed minors which require additional evidence before they
can be recognised. (2.) Tn e Department has no means of
ascertaining how many of those which were preferred will
be rejected, until the evidence in each case has been received.

Mr. BLAKE. The question is, how many have been
rejected; none have been, I suppose.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I presume not, from the
answer.

Mr. BLAKE asked, Whether the Government gave
General Middleton any instructions or suggestions, or bad
any prior communication with him, or has recoived any
despatch not brought down, from him, on the subject of:
(1.) His message or proclamation to the insurgents after
the Fish Greek fight? (2.) Or his message to Louis Riel at
Batoche ?

Mr. CARON. No instructions were issued about the first
or second portion of this guestion. As to the question refer-
ring to the letter written by General Middleton, that letter
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was reai here by myself, when it was communicated to me answer will be endorsed on its back. All I can say, how-
by telegram. ever, is, that no action was taken.

Mr. BLAKE asked, Whether the Government intends to
propose to Parliament some incroase of pay to the volun-
teers on active service in the North-West, so that their
families may not be depondent oa private contributions for
subsistence during the absence of their bread-winners ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The whole question of
the treatment of the volunteers on a3tive service, and of
their families and also with respect to the families of those
who have, unfortunately,"fallen, and also with respect to the
wounded, is under consideration of the Government, and the
matter will be submitted to Parliament during the present
session.

Mr. BLAKE asked, Were the seven-pounder guns used in
the fight with Poundmader, Mounted Police guns ? If not,
to what part of the force did they belong ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. They belong to the
Mounted Police.

PAYMENT OP CLERKS IN DEPARTMENTS.

Mr. BLAKE asked, Whether any of the clerks in any of
the Departments have not recéived their pay at the ordinary
times of payment? If so how many clerks, and in what
Departments, for how long and for what reason? Whether
the delay in despatching parties on the Geological Survey
is attributable to there being no available appropriation?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. There are no clerks in
the Department of the Interior who have not received their
pay at the ordinary times of payment. The Director of
the Geological Survey says: " No delay has, up to the pre-
sent, occurred on that account. Two parties have been
dispatched, one to Hudson Bay and one to Lake Mistassini.
The other officers have been busy with the preparation of
their maps. The lateness of the season also made it advisable
not to take the field as early as usual, viz., the middle of
may."

Mr. BOWELL. There has been no delay in my Depart-
tnent.

DOMINION AN D PROVINCIAL FRANCHISES.

Mr. BLAKE asked, Whether the First Minister received
from the Prime Minister of Nova Scotia the following des-
patch ;-

HALWIx, February 17th, 1885.

kight Honorable Sir John A. Macdonald, Ottawa.

In view of the intention of the Dominion and Provincial Governments
to introduce Franchise Bills, it seems probable that there will be much
confusion and inconvenience. it is very desirable, for the convenience
cf the public, that the Dominion and provincial franchise be the same.
On behalf of the Nova Scotia Government I would suggest that action
be deferred for the present, and tbat during the recess a conference be
held between the Dominion Government and such of the Provincial
Governments as may consent to participate, with a view to an agree-
tnent on a uniform franchise. Please let me know by wire whether you
can entertain the proposal.

W. E. FIELDING.

Whether the said despatch las been acknowledged, and if
so, when ? Whether the said despatch has been answered,
and if so, when ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. A telegram from Mr.
Pielding about the franchise has been received. I have
searched for it and cannot lay hands upon it. I have no
doubt I will find it; we are now looking for it, and the

Mr. CaRON.

DOMINION LANDS PATENTS-CHARGES OF
FRAUD.

Mr. BLAKE askcd, Whether besides Laing, the clerk at
Ottawa, one Mathewman, a clerk at Winnipeg, is implicated
in charges of fraud in connection with the procuring of
patents of Dominion lands? Whether it has been ascertained
that Mathewman has for a long time been taking bribes
either in money or in scrip or land for the procuring and
expediting of patents ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. There is not now and
never was at any period, a clerk in the service of the
Department of the Interior, either at Winnipeg or elsewhere,
of the name of Mathewman, There is a brother-in-law of
Mr. Laing, whose name is Mathewman, but he is a resident
of Ottawa, although it is understood he las at varions times
made lengthened visits to Winnipeg. The whole subject
covered by this enquiry is at present under investigation.

GOVERNMENT AGENTS IN NORTH-WEST TERRI-
TORIES-FEES FROM SETTLERS.

Mr. BLAKE asked, Whether the Government has
received any information that any of its agents in the
North-West Territories have taken for their own use fees or
money from settlers in connection with land cases?

Sir JOHN A. MAC DONALD. The Government has not
received any information that any of Lthe agents of the
Department of the Interior have taken, for their own use,
fees or money from settlers in land cases, but it has been
made cause of complaint against some of the agents that in
their capacity as justices of the peace, they have taken fees
for affidavits, which wore made before them for the con-
venience of settlers, and which, if made before other
magistrates, would have been subject to the fee charged by
the agents.

COLONISATION COMPANIES-TOWNSHIP
SUIRVE fS.

Mr. BLAKE asked, What were the dates of the surveys
of the townships allotted to the Prince Albert Colonisation
Company, and of the approval of those surveys ? How
many settlers were reported by the surveyors on the tract ?
How many settlers were reported by the inspector of
colonisation companies on the tract prior to the commence-
ment of settlenent by the company. At what date or
dates did the inspector report on this tract? How many
reports did he make ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The following is the
information asked for :-

PRINCE ALBERT COLONISATION COMPANY.
Tp. 45a, R. 26, w. 2nd Mer., surveyed season'83 ; approved 18th Sept., '83

46a, " 26, " " May, '83; "1 19th April, '84
' 45a, " 27, " " season '83; " 18th Sept., '83
4 45, ''27, " " " '82; " 22nd Dec., '82
" 44, "28, " " Feb. '83; " 18th July, '83
" 45a, "28, " " March '83 ; " l5th Nov , '83
" 43, " 28, " " season '83; not approved.

The surveyor reported five settlers on the tract. The inspec-
tor of colonisation societies reported ton settlers on the
tract prior to the commencement of settlement by the com-
pany. Date of the report of the inspector, 19th November,
1884. The inspector made only one report on this com-
pany's tract. The total number of settlers on the tract at
that time was twenty-nine, including the ten settlers who
were on the land prior to the commencement of settlement
by theoompany.
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Mr. BLAKE asked, What were the dates of the surveys

Of the townships allotted to the Edmonton and Saskatche-
wan Colonisation Company, and of the approval of those
surveys? How many settlers were reported by the sur-
veyors on the tract? How many settlers were reported by
the inspector of colonisation companies on the tract prior
to the commencement of settlement by the company ? At
what date or dates did the inspector report on this tract ?
How many reports did he make ?

Sir JON A. MACDONALD. The surveys were made
and approved as follows:
Tp. 53, R. 23, w. 4th Mer., survoyed sesson '82, approved 22nd June, '83

" 54, di 23, " di 4. '82 , if 22ad June, '8355 23Ptg '82 il '2 d une,13
« 53, " 24, " " " '82, " 25th June, '83
" 54, " 24, " " " '82, " 12th Feb , '83
" 55, " 24, " " " '83, " 2nd April, '83

The surveyor reported 44 settlers on the tract. The inspec.
tor of colonization societies reported 49 settlers on the tract
prier to the commencement of settlement by the company.
Date of the reports of the inspector, 30th August, 1884.
The inspector made two reports, both on the same date;
one upon townships 53 and 54 in ranges 23 and 24; and the
other upon township 55 in ranges 23 and 24. The total
number of settlers on the tract at that time was 115, in-
cluding the 49 settlers who were on the land prior to the
commencement of settlement by the company.

MANITOBA ROUNDHOUSE.

Mr. BLAKE asked, When, and in whose name, did the
patent for the roundhouse property in Manitoba issue? Is
it one of the patents irregularly issued?

Sir JOHN A. MACDO SALD. It was incidentally ascer-
tained about a year ago, that the roundhouse at Selkirk is
probably upon a part of lot 72. This lot is shown, by evi.
dence furnished to the Department in the usual way, to
have been occupied at the time of the transfer by one
George Johnstone, a half-breed, who sold to onA Thomas
Taylor, in the month of July, 1874; Taylor, in November
of the same year, sold to one David Glass, barrister-now
city solicitor-of Winnipeg, and at the time of the purchase,
I am informed, a merber of the firm of Sifton, Glass L'
Fleming, railway and telegraph contractors; Glass sold to
one John S. Dennis, jr., of Winnipeg, Dominion Land Sur-
voyor, on the 13th Laarch, 1882; and shortly afterwards,
the claim having been approved by the Departrmont of
Justice, patent issued to Dennis. If the Department of the
Interior, at or before the date of issue of the patent, had
had information that the roundhouse was upon this lot, the
ground occupied by it would have been exempted from the
operations of the patent.

FRENCH CANADIANS IN CUSOMS DEPARTMENT.

Mr. CATUDAL asked, What are the names of the two
French Canadians employed in the inside branch of the
Customs Department at Ottawa? What is the annual
salary or monthly pay of each ? When were they
appointed ?

Mr. BOWELL. The names are Charles Boivin and Alide
Lacerte, they received, respectively, $600 and 8500. The
first was appointed 14th July, 1883, and the second, Ist
June, 1882. These officers were appointed to the inside
service on vacancies being created through the superanua-
tion of Messrs. Hay and Peachy. M

WATERPROOF BLANKETS.
Mr. CATUDAL. Ias the Militia Dapartment purchased

a quantity of rubber or waterproof blankets for the use of
the Volunteers in the North.West or elsewhere ? If so, from

whom were snob blankets or covering purchased and what
prices were paid ?

Mr. CARON. The Department of Militia bas bought
1,700 waterproof blankets from Georgo May of Ottawa, at
01.40 each; 1,200 from the Gutta Percha and Rubber Man-
ufactnring Company of Toronto, at $1.38 each, and 500 from
the Goodyear Rubber Company of Montreal, at $1,25 each,
making in all 3,400 waterproof blankets,

PETITIONS AGAINST THE FRANCHISE BILL.

Mr. McNEILL. I desire to make a personal explana.
tion. A short time ago I received a letter, which I hold
here, from a gentleman in Wiarton. I am under rather
embarrassing conditions in connection with tbis letter, for I
have not yet received authority to read it, but, under the
peculiar circumstances in which I stand, I am satisfied that
my friend would allow me, in justification of my own char-
acter for veracity, to read this letter to the House. A day
or two after the receipt of the letter-and I say this onlyto
explain why I read it-I received a communication from
the hon. member for West Ontario (Mir. Edgar), calling
my attention to a petition which had been sent from Wiar.
ton against the passage of the Franchise Bill, and which ho
informed me had been signed by 28 Conservatives. I
replied to bis letter immediately, thanking him for
bis communication, telling him I had heard of the
petition already, and also something as to the means that
had been employed to obtain signatures to it. Being in
possession of the information I then had, I attached not the
very smallest importance to the petition, so far as it was an
exposition of the views of those who had signed it, but I
considered it interesting as an evidence of the manner in
which the signatures were obtained to that petition. I was
in the Library on the subsequent day when the hon. gentle.
man made a reference to a paragraph which had appeared
in one of the local papers, and as I was not present, my
hon. friend from Cardwell (Mr. White), said that he thought
that the hon. gentleman, under the circumstances, ought to
have rcad the communication that I had sent to hin. The
hon. member for West Ontario (Mr. Elgar), said that no
doubt, if I were in my place, I would be able to say whothor
the names had been obtained improperly.

Mr. EDGAR. No, whether they were forgeries or not,

Mr. McNEILL. Well, I was informe'] that the hon. gen.
tienan was speaking of whether they were obtainod by
misrepresentation or not; but, of course, I accept the hon.
gentleman's statement. Nevertheless. my hon. friend
thought that the hon. member for West Ontario (Mr.
Edgar), being in possession of this document froin me,
might have communicatod the contents of it to the
House. My hon, friend who sits near me, froi Cape Bre-
ton, had been shown by me the letter which I had
received from the hon. member from West Ontario.
He then got up in his place, and very kindly, in my
absence, in order to jastify the statement I had made
in my letter to the hon. gentleman, said he was aware
that I had received a letter from one of my constitu-
enta, stating that those signatures had been obtained by
misrepresentation. Now, the House will excuse me for the
length Of time I have taken in respect to this matter,
because I am desirous of explaining hW the contents of
this letter came before the House at all. Whon I received
this letter, I had no intention of reading it, unless I had
permission from the writer. Bat, under the ciroumstancos,
as I have said, I think it would be only right that I should
communicate to the louse the contents of the letter. It is
dated the 14th May, and I receired it two days before the
hon. gentleman brought up the matter in the flouse. This
is the letter:
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"WURTON, 14th May, 1885.

"ALx. MoNUaLe Esq.

"I have no doubt yen will be surprised when you see the number of
Conservatives that have signed the petitions, as I was myself. But when
you are aequainted with the means .used to get signera you will not
wonder at te number of names on it.

" Alex. Campbell, of Manlay's drug store, handled the petitions. As
petitions are a common occurrence, and almost everybody signa them if
the party operating them·s liked, that has been the case in this instance.
Few of those signing it took the trouble to read it, and raimply took
Campbell's word for the contents. Some say they signed it without
knowing what it was. To others the petition (that is Oonservatives) was
read including the North-West Indians, etc. All kinds of deception was
practised, as only Grits know how to practise it, and the Conservatives
who eigned the petition, when it is too late, are very angry at themselvea
for allowing any Grit to so far impose on them. I write on behalf of
those Conservativea who have signed, showing how their signatures
were obtained. These are facts that have come under my own observa-
tion when it waa too late to remedy them."

I think hon. gentlemen will admit that when I was in pos-
session of that information I was perfectly justified in mak-
ing the statement I did. Of course I cannot read the name
of my informant, but I may say that the person who wrote
this etter to me is as honorable, and upright, and as thor-
oughly trustworthy a man as can be found anywhere, and I
am just as certain as I can be of anything told me by any
man, that the gentleman who wrote me this letter was
requested by some of the signers of that petition to do so;
and I am just as certain, also, that he believed when he wrote
the letter that he was expressing the views of all those Con-
servatives who signed that document. I may also say that
since then I have received. a letter from another gentleman
in reference to the petition, in which this passage occurs:

"A large number of names were got by fraud and misrepresentation,
so far as I can learn."
Now, so far as the document presented by the hon. gentle-
man a day or two ago is concerned, I would just say that
having looked it over since then I must in all candor confess
that I see names upon that document of thoroughly intelli-
gent men, who have always been considered, and who are,
good Conservatives. It is only just and right that I should
make that statement. But I may say at the same time that
there are other names upon that document, which are pur-
ported to be signed only by Conservatives, of men who, I
think I can say without doubt, voted against me at the last
election ; and I think I shall be able in a short time to give
the House further information on this matter. I should
just like to say that so far as I am concerned I think that
the Conservatives who signed that petition are perfectly
justified in signiDg it; are perfectly justified in signing any
petition to this House which they believe to be a righteous
petition. I am satisfied that hon. members on both sides of
this House will agree with me when I say that I am not one
of those who hold that the best friends of their party are
those who, in ordinary parlance, "go it blind," or in other
words, who put party before country; but I do say, and I
repeat, that I am satisfied that many of those who signed
this last document would not have signed it had they been
in possession of all the facts in connection with the matter.

Mr. LANDERKIN. I have got a letter also from Wiarton
which you will permit me to read, as it will assist my hon.
friend from North Bruce (Mr. McNeill) to put those Con-
servatives who signed this petition in a proper light. I do
not like to see it stated that intelligent Conservatives would
sign a petition not knowing the nature of it. I think it is
a reflection upon them which I would not allow, as I have a
great many Conservative friends myself, and I could not
allow the Conservative party to be so slandered without
entering my protest against it.

Mr. McNEILL. I am quite certain the hon, gentleman
does not wish to misrepresent what I said.

Mr. LANDERKIN. No, I am not going to.
Mr. MONUml.

Mr. MaNEILL. I did not say that any gentleman who
signed that petition did so without knowing the nature of
it.

Mr. LANDERKIN. I will read this letter, with your
permission, which says:

" I am happy to inforn you that 27 Wiarton Conservatives aigned a
petition against the Franchise Bill. Now, I see by the Tory papers that
the Tory crowd claim a fraud. Such is not the case. Surely it does
not reflect much credit upon Wiarton Conservatives to say they don't
know what they sigu, as well as to say they don't know which way to
vote, and only go the way they are dragged by the nose."

THE FRANCHISE BILL.

Jlouse again resolved itself into Committee on Bill (No.
103) respecting the Electoral Franchise.

(In the Committee.)

On section 10,
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. This is a subject that

has already been discussed at considerable length, that is to
say, the mode of registration and the officer who is to
be appointed to register the voters. I may say that with
respect to the 10 and 11th clauses, which have excited most
discussion with respect to the persons to be appointed, the
revising officer, that several hon. members in speaking to
the clause objected to the word "may " and desired it to be
" shall." I do not think that is necessary under the ordin-
ary mode of statutory construction ; but the word "may"
will be altered to "shall". The clause reads at present:

"A revising officer to be appointed under this Act may,"

I change that to:

" A revising officer to be appointed under this Act shall, in any Pro-
vince, except Quebec."

I propose to except Quebec and British Columbia. The
reason I make British Columbia an exception as well as
Quebec from the general rule laid down as to tho appoint-
ment is, that on the mainland, in the interior of British
Columbia, there are no practicing barristers and there are
some judges who may be appointed, but they may not all
be available. With the exception of these two Provinces
it is proposed that the revising officer shall be either a
judge or a junior judge of any County or District Court
(putting in the word "district ") in the Province in which
he is to act, or a barrister of at least five years' standing at
the bar of such Province. In the Province of Quebec he
shall be either a judge of the Superior Court of Lower
Canada, or an advocate or notary (it is proposed to insert
"notary ") of at least five years' standing. As the House
knows, the notaries in the Province of Quebec are leading
men, and are as much, if not more, acquainted with, and
employed in, matters connected with real property than are
advocates. With respect to the Province of British
Columbia I propose that the following words be inserted:-

And in the Province of British Columbia the revising officer shall be
either a judge of the Superior Court or of the County or District
Courts, or a barrister of at least five years standing, or a stipendiary
magistrate.

Stipendiary magistrates are men-at least sorne of them-
who formerly performed judicial functions, they were Gold
Commissioners and acted generally in a judicial capacity.
The clause as I now propose to submit it to the committee
will read as follows :-

Any revising officer to be appointed under this Act shall, in any
Province except Quebec and British Columbia, be either a judge or
junior judge of any County or District Court in the Province in whteh he
is to act, or a barrister of at least five years' standing at the bar of such
Province. In the Province of Quebec he shall be either a judge of the
Superior Court of Lower Canada or an advacate or notary of that
Province of at least five years' standing.
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There is a proviso added to the clatise, which I propose to
amend. It provides that the same returning officer may b
appointed for and require to discharge the duties in respect
to more than one electoral district. I also propose that he
n'ay be appointed for a portion of an electoral district. I
add that clause because judicial districts, certainly in
Ontario, and I believe it is the same in other Provinces, and
electoral districts, are not the same. Take the case of an
electoral district. A large portion of that district belongs
to one electoral district. There may be a portion of it
attached to another electoral district for electoral purposes.
Then it will be more convenient to make the judge of the
municipal and judicial district the revising barrister of that
portion of hie judicial district which belongs for electoral
purposes to another district. Then, after the lengthy discus.
sion which I have already mentioned, I propose that in all
cases where the revising officer is not a judge himeelf, there
shall be an appeal to the courts, and that shall be as well on
fact as on law, and it shall not rest with the r.evising officer
to grant it. Under an appeal made under the conditions
specified in the Bill, the appeal shall go. These are the
suggestions I make with respect to this branch of the sub.
ject. The first clause before us is merely authorising the
appointment of the revising officer, the tenure of hie office,
and so on. I move the adoption of section 10.

Mr. BLAKE. The proposals which the hon. gentleman
have laid before us are, I regret to hear, inadequate to the
position of the case as it has been demonstrated in the dis-
cussions to which ho las referred. The clause which we
have before us, the hon. gentleman has thought, and rightly
thought, involves, in order to its consideration, an explana-
tion of hie purposes with respect to dealing with the
subject. But that clause in iteolf, even standing alone and
without reference to the other clauses, deals with this sub-
ject in a manner which I think is entirely unsatisfactory,
because it prescribes, in general terme, the duties of the
functionary who is to b appointed by the Governor in
Council. That duty is declared to be, not to revise but to
prepare, revise and complote the list ; and therefore, we
are face to face in this clause, limiting ourselves to the four
corners of it, and not extending our view as we may fairly
do as we have been invited to do by the explanation of the
hon. gentleman, with the two questions: The mode of the
appointment of the revising officer; and a general descrip-
tion of the functions of that officer. I object to the duties
assigned to the revising officer. I say that the
name of that officer is, having regard to hie duties,
a misnomer. The hon. gentleman does not propose to make
a revising officer; ho proposes to make an officer who
will make the lista, and having made them, revise
them, and,j having revised them, complete them ;
and therefore the primary function of this revising officer
le to do something which he is afterwards to revise. Now,
I say that that very statement of the case, shows that there
is here a proposed combination of functions, which are
certainly distinct; and, to a certain extent, as I think I
shall demonstrate, incompatible functions. I say it is bet-
ter that the person who is to revise the list, should revise
the handiwork of another, rather than hie own. We have
had a good deal of revising going on the last two or three
weeks in this Parliament, and one of the inconveniences
has been the conjunction of the offices of maker and reviser1
of the document. The revision would have been better, the1
amiendments more extensive, much more would have been1
struck out, and put in, had it not been that the reviser in
chief of the document now under consideration, was also
the maker of that document, and was obviously desirous
that his handiwork should be confessed by him as little1
imperfect as possible. Now, practice shows the propriety
and convenience of the separation of those offices, as well.
Whence do we draw, whonce does the hon, gentleman

invite us frequently to draw, our inspiration in our legisla.
tion, except from the old land, and the practice in England
ever since-so far as I know-they have had a system of
registering and revising the lists, and certainly ever since
the time of the passage of the great Reform Bill of
1832, bas been in accordance with the argument I present
to you, namely, that the functions of making and of revising
the lista ought to be, as it is there, in wholly separate hande,
There the liste are made by those who best know how to
make the liste. The lists are made by the local authorittes
of the small sub-divisions, having that local and minute
knowledge of the inhabitants in the sub-division, of their
position, of their property, of their standing, whioh enables
them to make a good list, and the list so made is revised by
another and distinct officer, appointed by other persons,
and in a different fashion. Then, Sir, wo are not noces.
sarily confined to our knowledge of the English practice as
a guide-but we can refer as a guide to English practice
which has worked satisfactorily. It is not simply because
it has been written down in English Statute Books, but
bocause it has been found to work so woll-not without
inconvenience and difficulty, I admit-but so well, so much
botter than any other scheme that can be devised and that,
although attention is being directed to this subject
continuously, although it forms a largo part of the pi actl.
cal working of the eloction law, although the franchise
bas been extended several times, and although propositions
for the extension of the franchise and the more perfect rep.
resentation of the people in Pailiament have been bafore
the English people and the English Hlouso of Commons, off
and on, for a great many years, you do not find any serious
proposal to alter this arrangement by which the local auth.
orities of the small sub-divisions, having the knowledge and
experience to which I have referred, make the primary lists,
We are not, however, confined to Engli statute law, or
English experience; we can turn to ourown. We fInd that
in the different Provinces in which liste have been prepared,
the system ihas rulod with us up to this time, of a local
making of the liste. I do not speak of a provincial making
of the listse, I do not use the word local in that sense, but
with reference to the small subdiiviiions of the octoral
district, the municipal sub-divisions out of which the elec-
toral district is composed, and when I peak of local author-
ities, I speak of that class of authorities which are created
under-it may be the Provincial Legislature, it is true-but
in which the men are appointed, as a rale, by the people of
the locality themselves. I say, thon, with us, in the old
Provinces of Cisnada, before Canada was a Dominion; in the
other Provinces, where there are lists, since Canada has been
created a Dominion, the rule has been the preparation of these
lista by local authorities. So that we eau appeal to our own
practice, to our own experience, as another reason why we
should adopt this plan. I may go further, Sir. This, if It
is not the first time, as I have said before, when the hon.
gentleman has brought forward a Franchise Bill in this
Parliament, and bis Bills of the earlier years, the Bill of
1869 I think, the Bill of 1870 I am sure, contained different
provisions from this. It contained the provision, objection.
able as I conceive in the highest degree, that the Governor
in Council should appoint the persons to make the liste,
but it recognised the wisdom of the view that the perbons
to make the liste should not be the persons to revise it. For
the hon. gentleman in that measure proposed a board of
three persons for each eloctoral district, who should make
the first list. He felt that a more minute local knowledge
was necessary than could be obtained by the appointment
of any one individual for an electoral district, and therefore
ho proposed more than one so that there might be an
aggregation in the mind of the board, of the local knowledge
which was ossential, and he proposed a bo:1 1 to prepare the
first list, and after that preparation of the first list, the
revision of that liât, and the framing of the voters'
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list for the flrst year, was to be with the judiciary they may disoharge their duties to the munie!.
-with the County Court judges, with the District Court pality, is an essential element in the making of a good list.

judges in Quebec. The Province of Nova Scotia had, at Talk to me about being able to make a lit fron the âssess-
that time no County Courts, and in that Province on that ment roll witbout more knowludge; you cannot do it. There
ground, the hon. gentleman made special provision for the may be Provinces and there may be counties-I know there
appointment of a revising barrister. But throughout the are counties in the Province of Ontaro-in which by
whole of the rest of the Dominion, where he could find degrees the assosment has approximated to the real
county judges, or district or superior judges, as in Quebec, value cf the property; but I know also that
the hon. gentleman proposed a separate board for making there are many instances in which the assesment
the lists, and the subsequent operation-not for the first farnishes no just basis on which you cau calcu.
year only, but for all time thereafter-was put in the hands late the value of a man's property; bocause it is rated at
of the judiciary exclusively. The list which was revised mach under its real value. Lt was only yesterday that the
first by the judge, was to be the basis of the list for every hon. member for King's, N.B., (Mr. Foster) was complain.
subsequent year, so that the Government nomination had ing of my bon. friend from Quoen's (Mr. Davies), because
nothing to do with any such proceeding. Now, the reason lie had used an argument derived frora the assesament rol
of the thing is in accordance with these views. I ask as te the disfraucbising operation of the Bil in his Pro.
whether I do not establish a very strong primd facie case for vince, and ho said that was net a good argument, because
the adoption of these views, when I point to the legislation you could fot depend on the assessment roll, for, aithongh,
and the practice of England in like matters, to the 25 per cent of the present voters miglt be disfranchised if
legislation and the practice of the Provinces of you did, they would mot be disfranchised bause their pro-
old Canada and of the Provinces since Canada was confedPart was worth more, that appeared by the assessment
erated in like matters, when I point to the hon. gentleman's roîl. Upon that arose an issue of fact. My hon. friend
proposal in a like matter, in the years 1869 and 1870. But, said the roll represented the real value in the Province;
Sir, one may ask why it is that there is this consensus of and how had that beeubrouglt about? A few years ago
legislation and of practice. It is founded I believe on good the assemment had been an undervaluation, but the real
sense, on the exigency of the case. What should be our value had depreciated whule the roll had kept up, se that
object ? Our object should be to obtain as good and full a there was an approximation. That state of thinge exists in
primary list as possible. As little as possible ought to be some cases; lu ail cases it does not exist; but even if you
required to be subject to an appeal, which is a source of were to confine yourself te the roll, local knowledge is
trouble and expense and loss of time to the individual voter required to enable you to judge who should be on the list.
or to the party organisation-I say, as little should be left But that is not ail.IUder this measure large numbers of
to an appeal as possible; and, in order that as little should persons are entitled to the vote who do net appear ou any
be left to appeaf or revision, in order that as little as possi- assesment rolat ail, and therefore the qualification o?
ble should be left to the subsequent proceedings, requiring these persons must be ascertained fron other sources o?
attendance -of parties and the taking of evidence at information than the assessment roll.,From what source?
a time teobe fixed, it is necessary that the first From the local knowledge of the indivîduai within a small
liEst should be as full and complete as possible. area within which a man's intimate local knowiedge
in the effort to secure a proper representation of the people extende; li knows the people, li knows the property on
in Parliament we can deal with no more important topie which they live, lie knows those who have incoMnes. Ie
than the machinery for the making of the lisis; and it has may not be able with the most complote knovlodgo te give
been recognised in the discussions in the English Parliament an absolutely perfect list; but if lie, with ail the ktiowledgo
as an object of primary and growing importance to secure liebas, eau enly give you an approximately accurate list,
that by a plan giving as little room for doubt and difficulty how accurate will be that which is mace by ene man for
and omission and erroneous insertions as possible, so that the whole district? Lt is clear that an essential elenent
the voter shall get on the list with as little troulle to him- for the making ef a complote list is the euh-division cf the
self as possible. If that is the view in England, where work among a number of persons in the different localities,
wealth abounds, where party organisations exist in every with regard te which chas accurate aud full knowledge.
constituency which is at all equally divided, where it is a New, Sir, the mode in which thie le to b. obtained is by
custom to have an attorney or several attorneys in the differ.taking as the makere of these liste those municipal
ont parts of the riding engaged from year to year in making functionaries, who, fron their knowledge of the peo-
out and completing the lists, where a system almost perfect pie, and fron the general nature of the work
in its operation has prevailed for years, involving a very they have te accomplish for the municipality, have
great expense-if that was important there, how much more the requisite information to enable tientotegive
important is it here. That difficulty has given risle to recent you agood list, and these persons being appointed
legislation in England with the view of reducing the by the people-in sent cases threugh the medium of elec-
expenses of elections-not the expense of the immediate tiens, in sent cases iudirectly through the medium of the
canvass at the polls, but the constant drain of expenses, councils whom the people themselves elet-are responsi-
even upon wealthy candidates and wealthy party organisa-hie directly te that emaîl community whon they serve, iu
tions, which were going on from year to year for a consider- the midet of which they live, and o? which.they have
able time before the elections; and with the object of reme- knowledge; and in eaci eue performing for that emaîl por-
dying this abuse which had grown up, it was pointed out tien o? the conmuuity te which li is reeponsible, the
that the list must be so made as to cause as little expense function o? making the primary list, you have the best
and inconvenience as possible to the voter in getting his guarantee you eau have for its being well made. I am net
name placed upon it. Now, bow can that object be reached ? saying that the system le perfect. Ilon, gentlemen bandy
It is assential to reaching that object that there should be charges acrose the floor ef frauduleut asseasments There
minute local knowledge on the part of those who make the is ne doubt there have heen frauduient liets made, and for
primary lists. It can be made effectively only by those political purposes; but if you soarcl the records, and look
who know a small ares of the country, who know every- at tho number o? cases la which there have been
body in that area, where they live, how they live, and who appeals, you wrn find that the number o? cases
have that general information that we usually in which there le serious grouud for complaint is
have about our neighbor. That local knowledgeinfinitesimaliy enail compared with the wholo numbor of
on the part of certain individuals in order that. caes in which the funotion i. dischsrged by those offlors
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1 say that in the whole Province round, in the townships orJ
villages or towns in which this function is discharged, the
primary function of preparing that from which the list is
ultimately to be made, ascertain the number of cases in
which there are careful liste made, in which there is no
serious ground of complaint. Tbey go unheard of, unno-
ticed; nobody says anything about them. They are like
God's blessings, air and water and sunlight; but there are
cloudy days and rainy days, cold and wintry days, and
those make a mark, and we grumble about them. So it is
with the lists. There are municipality cases in which the
officer does not rise to his duty, in which lie bas erred or,worse
than erred, acted improperly, and those you must expect
under any human machinery. Do you suppose you are
making a perfect human machine? Do you suppose that
any machinery you can make will be automatically per-
fect? Do you suppose that there will not be difficulties
and inconveniences in this machinery ? Of course there
will; but we have had a practical experience of great
value, of large extent, for a great number of years, in the
making of lists, which, practically, has answered very well
on the whole, and it bas this immense advantage: That the
people are accustomed to it, that the people have confidence
in it, lthat the people know that their right to be put on the
list is dependent upon a man living in their own small
community, known to them, and who holds his office
during their good will. I say, therefore, before you reject
that plan and adopt another, you have carefully to consider,
not whether there may be an occasional instance of an
abuse of this power, but whether, upon the whole, this
plan has worked well, and whether it does not give pros-
pects for working at least as well as the one you propose.
Is the one you propose likely to work botter ? If it is not,
you had botter leave things as they are; there is no use in
chaùging except for the purpose of improvement. Now,
this work has to go on in the different Provinces, and it has
to go on practically by this class of officials. They have
to keep on making lists for the purpose of ascortaining
who the voters shall be, whether you pass this Bill or not,
and there is another reason for not making a change
unless there is some imperative necessity. Why should
we make a double function ? Why have two sets of mon
preparing lists practically of a majority of people, the same
mu each community ? Why should we have one set of liste
prepared by officials, not appointed by the Local Govern-
ments, if that is your abhorrence, but appointed by the
people themselves, the electors themselves, through the
medium of their councillors, as a rule, and then
have another set prepared by some county judge
or barrister? Why appoint some conty judge or
some barrister to do practically the same work for
yon ? Of course, I do not say that the lists will be the
same, because you have a divergent franchise; but we know
that divergent franchise will to a very large extent, embrace
a very large number of men who will be on both lists; and
the question of the excess on the larger list is, after ail, a
question which is comparatively easy to settle if you have
that local knowledge which is an essential element in a
satisfactory settlement. This is, as I have said, the advan-
tage of having the present plan, of having a plan which will
be continued, whether you like it or not, as a means of pre-
paring electoral lists for the provincial elections; and to
impose upon the people the duty of looking to a double
making of the lists is, it seems to me, a very serious thing.
I say you impose that upon them when you propose that
other fanctionaries shall make the liste. Any man who
knows that under the least liberal of the two franchises ho
is entitled to vote, knows practically that ho will be on the
list, if he las confidence in the local authorities; but he
will have now to make another enquiry as to a different
mode of treatment by another functionary, who is a resident
in a county town or in some large place in the oounty, with

reference to a Dominion election. I maintain, therefore,
that we ought to leave the making of the lists with those
local offleers who have the best means of knowing those
things which are essential to the making of a good list, and
it will not be denied that wo can impose this duty upon
thom as we have heretofore imposed administrative, officiai
and judicial duties, from time to time, upon any of the oiti-
zens of Canada, as well by virtue of their officiai titles as
by virtue of their names. In Ontario, I should say that it
would be botter to authorise the local municipality itseolf to
name the person who should make the lists-the municipal
council or the represontative of the municipal council in the
locality. The worst plan of all is that which pute the mak-
ing of the lists in the hands of the Government of the day.
Now, let us consider what the proposal is. The proposal is
that the revising officer, who may ho, as the hon.gentleman
hints to us ho most often will be, a County Court judge or a
district judge, shall make the primarylista. How is ho
going to make them ? Ho, of course, has not that minute
knowledge of the condition in life of ail the people within
his county, of the qualifications and position of the men,
young and old, which each, in his own little area-the
municipal authorities to whom I have referred-naturally,
and as a part of his duty, possesses. Ho will have to rely
upon information given. If ho is going to make anything
like a correct primary list, ho will have to make a
visitation of some kind, and to find out, here,
there and the other, from this man and that,
who ought to beo n the list. He cannot make a domiciliar
visitation. It is not intended ho should go up and down
the concession lines and find out who is entitled t, vote and
who is not ; ho bas to take the assessment roll in a senso
as a primary basis, but when we givo him the assessment
roil, and even with reference to tho names on the asoses.
ment roll, there is much ho is expected to attain by personal
enquiry. I may say that is not the idea ; the hon. gentle-
man bas not pretended it is. If it were we know the
County Court judge could not discharge the duty consis-
tently with the proper performance of his other duties. It
would be impossible for him to make such an inquisition as
that ; but the revising officer, whether ho b barrister or
County Court judge, will have to communicate with people
here and there, possessing minute local knowledge, and try
and find out from them who should bo on the list. Ils it not
botter to take those people thomselves and mako them
responsible before the light of day, before the face of the
people, for the making of the primary lists, than to allow
Mr. Justice so and so, or Mr. B3arrister so and so, the revis-
ing officer, to communicate with and obtain from them,
irresponsible, without the sanction of an oath, without the
discharge of officiai duty in this regard, that information
without which hoeis belpless to preparo anything that may
be called a primary list. He has to communicate with
theso people ail over the county, get that loose information
ho will get in that way, instoad of gotting information up-
on their responsibility to the public, by thoir being persons
warranted to discharge the duty, responsible under the law
as regards those whom they wilfully put off the liste or
wrongfully put on thom, for neglect of duty to the
local authorities. I therefore contend we are on this
clause face to face with a great fundamental question, the
practical operation of which is going very seriously to affect
the reprosentation of tbis people in Parliament. Rad the
amendment of my hon. friend from Northumberland
carried it would not have accomplished all that
some people expected from it. Bocause some
people talk as if it would have saved entirely
the expense involved in your system, but it would have
acc->mplished much, because the test which was proposed-
and it is only as a test, of course, that it could have been
proposed ; it is not the test I would myself propose, the
payment of taxes-is one of very simple application, and it
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would be a comparatively easy thing to make a perfect list
according to that view. The task under this Bill, which
contains so many different franchises, based upon so many
different q.ualifications, requiring so much knowledge which
can be obtained only by investigation, except from those
who have that general knowledge of the people amongst
whom they immediately live, is a task entirely different,
and therefore, the more complicated your franchise, the
greater your number of qualifications, the larger the sets of
conditions under which people are admitted or excluded, the
narrower the distinctions of value and otherwise upon which
depends the right to be placed upon the list, the more
important it is to consider whether the capacities of already
acquired knowledge or the capacity of acquiring the know-
ledge satisfactorily by any one man, County Court judge or
other, is going to be such as that this scheme shall carry
satisfactorily, is going to be such as that the primary list
shall be well and thoroughly and completely made. Now 1
turn next to the function of this officer. His only function
under his name, the only function hoecan consistently perform
is that of revision, the function of a revising officer. The hon.
gentleman, not to day, but on former occasions, stated that
this revising officer would be the judge in a great many
cases, but he pointed out rather ominously, in one of the
statements ho made in the course of this debate, that we
must not forget that in the Province of Ontario there were
some forty counties, I think, while there were ninety-two
constituencies, as much as to say that it could not be that
always or in a good many cases the County Court judge
would be called on to discharge the duty. At a subsequent
period of the discussion, the hon. gentleman stated that
more light had flowed in upon him since ho spoke before,
and that ho had received communications from many (Jounty
Court judges, indicating that they would make no difficulty,
and that they thought the work could be well and thoroughly
performed.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Several County Court
judges, not many.

Mr. BLAKE. I beg the hon. gentleman's pardon-
several only. I told him at that time, and I tell him now,
that the proper function, the fanction that could be practi-
cally discharged, that of revision, the function which they
are discharging now, ho will find no difficulty whatever in
obtaining their assistance to discharge, always supposing
ho gives them some remuneration for it; but, as to their
undertaking to make the lists and do it satisfactorily, I do
not think that is within the bounds of reason to expect. I
maintain that, if it is to be the rule that the County Court
judge shall be the officer, and, if it is only in those cases in
which ho declines, either from reluctance to undertake that
task, which would be very rare, or from inability to dis-
charge it coincidently with the discharge of his judicial
functions, which will also be very rare, I say if, in these
cases, the appointment of revising officer is to be made,
this clause ought to be amended further, and the provision
ought to be distinct and express that the County Court
judge or junior judge, describing him properly, shall b the
revising officer in ail cases except when ho doclines to act.
And I say that, in those cases in which ho declines to act,
ho being bound to act unless ho gives due notice of decli-
nature, in those cases, be they few or be they many, the
Government should not appoint the revising officer who is
to fill his place. I say that the revising officer who is to
act under those cireumstances should be appointed by some
other authority than the Executive of the country. I main-
tain that, as to the judge, ho should not owe his appoint-
ment in this regard to the good will or pleasure of the
Executive, and I maintain a fortiori that, as to the revising
officer, ho should not owe his appointment to the good will
and pleasure of the Executive. Do you want to make the
jadge e Sted ? Pas this Bill as it is, in which you know

Mr. BARm.

his appointment as revising officer is not dependent upon
hie judicial status, but upon the will and pleasure of the
Government of the day, in which it may not hoecontinued
from year to year, except in so far as satisfactorily to them
ho discharges his duty; pass this Bill in the way yon wish,
if you want the revising officer to be suspected, if he is not
a judge. It has been impudently stated, in a sheet sup-
porting the Governmont from time to time, for years past,
that I could not oppose this proposition because I once
referred the hon. gentleman to the revising offlcer in Eng-
land, because, when ho was proposing a board of three per-
sons to be named by himself, I pointed out that the Eng-
lish system of revising offlcers worked on a different line,
and that the revising barrister was appointed not by the
Executive, but by the judges of the land. Therefore, for-
sooth, because I am not in favor of the principle
of this mode of appointment, because I objected thon
to what the hon. gentleman was proposing in this very
regard, I am bound to favor it now. I am not inclined, I
hope, to place on too low a position the political morality
of our country, the political morality of parties, the stand-
ing of those who at one time or another may have the
majority in this country, but I say that you have got to
remember, whatever elevated view you may take with refer-
once to our status, however far you may be disposed to go
in the assertion that Canada will not depart from those
principles of justice and fair play which must underlie parlia-
mentary government and all other forms of government-
and without it, your talk of self-government is a farce, and
your talk of parliamentary governmont is worse than a
farce-however much you may be dispoEed to affirm that
no party when in power will use its power to aggrandise
itself to the prejudice of the minority, to perpetuate its own
power by unfair means, we cannot contend that we are less
Iiable to misuse our strength, that we are less restrained b
high considerations of the character to which I have refered,
that we are less moved by those baser considerations to
which I have refered than the English people, the English
parties, the English Governments; and yet there no Gov-
ernment was bold enough to propose to the free Parliament
of England that it should be entrusted with the nomination
of the men to make or to revise the list, no Parliament has
bee base enough to surrender to the Executive Govern-
ment, in which it confided, that power. They felt that it
was a power which ought not to be askod, and they did not
ask it. They proposed a different mode of appointment.
Why ? Why is it that an English Government proposed to
an English Parliament, and aun English Parliament accepted
and recorded upon the Statute Book, where it stands, amid
all the vicissitudes of electoral laws, from that time to this,
the proposition that the judges of the land should be the
persons who should appoint the revising officers ? It was
because they folt that it was a power with which the Gov-
orn ment of the day ought not to ask that it should be entras-
ted. It was because they felt that the appointment coming from
that source was coming from a suspected and a painted
source in the eyes of the people; it was because they felt
that those engaged in the discharge of this duty could not
do it with a fair chance of being considered impartial
betwoen the two great parties, if they were the nominees
of the Government of the day; it was because they folt
that the well working of the system depended upon the
adoption of that special and peculiar provision which, in
this case, and for those purposes, they used. Now, Sir, I
have referred more than once, and i shall refer again, to
the hon. gentleman's own statement on this subject. When
ho first introduced his Bill h otold us the revising officer in
England was appointed by the Lord Chancellor, who, we
know, although a judge, is also a political officer, and a
great member of his political party, a great member of the
Administration; and the inference was naturally drawn
that as we have not a political ofcer like the Lord Chan-
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cellor here, that as there is no member of the Cabinet here appeal, first, as of riglt, and, secondly, in fict as well as i
who is Lord Chancellor, it was no great stop, in fact it was law. We are not tek to whorntlaat)ipi is to bo, a-1yet
followilg up the same lines, that what was done by that We have rot got the dotails of th-t appeal beiwr
political officer in England, should be done by the Governor us, but weotire given a general principle of action. Th
In Council here. I have called the hon. gentleman's atten- bon, gentleman bas confeFsed that hi8 t-st pOpositioIl îi
tion more than once to the mistake in fact which ho made indofousible as it stood; the lion. genleman bas con
when he made that statement, to the fact that ho was fessed that it would rot do to bave the revising oflicor
inaccurate in declaring that a political officer had the power to say whether there should bo anlappea!, that it
appointment of revising barristers in England, to the fact would not do te rostrict tbe appeal Vo questions oflmx. Th
that the revising barristers of the metropolitan county arelion. gentleman bas confosscd that the powcrs, the final
appointed by the Lord Chief Justice, and the revising bar- and conclusive powors, practicatly, that ho was abolt to
risters of all the other counties are appointed by the senior confer upon his nominces, tho revising offlcers, wero powers
judge of the Court of Assize, going on summer circuit, if I which ho ought fot se to confer, and ho is about te amend
remember aright. There, in the county for which ho is to tho Bil and te render it in that regard less outrageous than
make the appointment, on the bench of justice, that justice it was whon ho tirst prossed itapon the attonion of tli
which he is called upon to dispense at the same moment te Iouse. Sir, that nan would tako but a very cursery, i mperfoct
the people of the county, in public, before their faces, with and superficial viow of this maLter, who would suppose that
the two great political parties reprosented, the judge, the the amondmont of the lon. gentleman romoves the ovil
non-politicalofficer, is called upon to discharge, as one of The evil is at the source, the taint is at the source, the difli-
his functions, this power, this office, of appointing the revis- culty is at the source. It is the muspeetud aud impropor
ing barristers. I say you cannot devise a botter plan, so anthority who is te appoint tho officor, that aakos
far as I know, in principle, however much you may vary in tho difficulty. Why, Sir, te say that our lresent
detail than that; I say you cannot find a stronger proof systom involves occasionally some injustice in the
that the power which the hon. gentleman proposes to take making of the lists te thone party or tho other,
to himself of appointing the person, whether ho be that occasienally anlovor zoulous und impropor Con-
judge or barrister, is a power which would not be askod servative assessor or fnctionury, makes tho lis
in England, which would not be given in England, and if wrongly, and occasioially an improper and over zua-
not asked and not given in England, I want to know why eus Rcform assesser doos the sume and that that is a
it should be asked and given here. I want to know on what reason for tiis chang-I do not suy for a change but for
ground the hon. gentleman sets himself so much higher tiis change-is absuud; because tiis change is eue which
than an English Prime Minister, having control of Englishts the dead weight et a rovising oficor uitthe ime on
and Imperial affairs, and controlling an English Parliament, one side, which says iL shah beinmince et the Govern-
that he should say that the appointment of such a man, ment in ah cases who shah mako the list, and the otitr
surrounded by those checks and restraints by which ho is party, the party cf tho minerity, shah have the fnacion cf
surrounded in the exorcise of his power, should be entrusted appeal. It is a vory great blessing that iL is able te appeal,
to him. I aver, thorefore, that the revising officer, what- but it is a vory great mistôrtunc titt it should always
ever bis functions, in the rare cases the hon, gentleman have te appoul. And as a maLter et tact many appoals
says, in the cases, b they few or many, in which the holder will net take place, bocaudo te dificulty, the exponsete
of that office is unable to execute the duty, thon his bs cf ime, tho nncortainty, the trouble would provent the
appointment ought to come from an unobjectionable source. appeals which ougbt te take place. But, as I said on the
What is to bethis duty which is goirig to be discharged ? It second reading of the Bilte ists wil ho made right for
is the duty of making and revising the lists of the jury the appointors of the rcvising oficers. Wo arc te have an
empanelled to try the Government of the day, which is toappeal, and, theugh we are thankful for amati mories,
try the question between the Government and the Opposi- though ho gives us now at this late bour, tho right te make
tion. Why should those who are in the majority, who have an appeal, we insist, witb ait tho force wititwhich we eat
all the advantage which place gives, which power gives, insist, that ho bas net the right te tako te himsoîfte
which patronage gives, which majority gives-why should power cf'appeinting the maker cftho ists cf thoso who
they in addition have the power of naming the men who are te judgo hlm. To toso propetals ef his, wiicitare
are to settle the lists of those who are to determine whether te combine the functions cfmaking and rcvisingte listH
they shall continue to hold this power or not ? I ask for inoebingle mane who canntbcompent Le do the
answers to these arguments. We have not hoard any thing, who cannot be competent to do iL for te roasens 1
answers yet. We have heard no reason given why the have stated, and te remove the makingoetLit from
views taken in other countries, the views so obviously based tiose best qualified by knowiedgo sud experience,mad the
upon reason and justice, should not be applied here. I confidence cfte people te perform that function, and band
naintain that those mombers of Parliament who will assent ever tete GevernmentoetLe day the appointment cfte
in silence to the passing of a law to surrender to the Gov- maker and rviser, 1, fer my part, ciTer my humble, nd
ernment of the day the appointment of the men who are te oarnest, and strenueus, and lasting, and persistent epposi-
make and revise the lists, are unworthy of sitting in a free tien.
Parliament, and those who feel, as my hon. friends near me
feel, that this is a question vital to the reality of free repre- Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I do net objoot at ahi te the
Sentative institutions, are not merely at liberty, but are also lne taken byte hon. gentleman in the argument ho ba
bound, to struggle to the utmost of their ability against the juat closed. On te centrary I woutd rathor congratutato
incorporation of this vicious principle in the law of Canada. the committoe on the fact that we are arriving at tho hast,
Sir, what bas been one of the results of this discussion ? even at the eleventit hur, at a legitimate discus8ion cfte
Early onthe second reading we bord the Secretary of State say mensure before us. IL laapleaing contrast between W-day
that there was an appeal from the revising officer, as before. sudte discussion that ba been going on for the hast fivo
It was shown immediately afterwards that the Secretary of wooks. And the reasen cfte différence is, tatte hon.
State was mistaken, that just as the leader was mistaken gentleman ias, in an able argument, addrossed itislf te
about the English law, so the Secretary of State was mis- what ho conaiders te bo the delects cfte measuro and haï
taken about the law whih ho was recommending to the pointed eut in wiat respects te mensure can bo improved,
Hlouse. Now we are told, after a long interval of time, instead of hon. members talking, evidently wîth bis disap-
that there is to b. an amendment, that there is to be an.prval-
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Mr. BLAKE. No.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Instead of hon. members
evidently with his disapproval, discussing the matter, not
with a view, even after the principle was adopted by the
House, of improving and amending the measure, but of
defeating it fas aut nefas. The bon. gentleman has divided
bis subject into two parts. First, he objects to the mode of
the appointments. Second, he objects to the duties imposed
on the revising officer. Although the hon. gentleman made
that arrangement of the subject, ho addressed himself to the
latter head first. He objects to the duties that are imposed
on the revising officer. fie says that the name of the offi-
cer is a mibnomer; that the revising officer prepares the
lists. That, after the explanation that has been given,
seems to be a mere technical objection hardly worthy of
the hon. gentleman. The revising officer, according to the
clause now immediately before the committee, is to prepare,
revise and complote the list. That is true. That is the
language of the section ; but the Bill must be read as a
whole, and it will be found that the Bill makes the revising
officer really a revising officer in every respect,
except in those particulars in which there are
no means of having a revision, because there are
no means under the present franchise of having any original
list to revise. The Bill provides that the assessment roll,
whe 'e there is an assessment roll, shall bo taken as the
evidence of the franchise. The hon. gentleman may say
the language is indefinite. I am quite willing to hear sug-
gestions, although all and any suggestions that have come
from the other side I bave endeavored to meet; I do not
think they have been made in the spirit in which they have
been received. But still that will not prevent me from
receiving on the part of the minority, and receiving
with respect, any suggestions made from any party
in this committee, and of accepting them if they meet with
my judgment. I have no fault to find in this matter. I
desire to have a good measure. I desire to have a measure
that will meet, as a whole, as I believe this measure will
meet when it goes to the country, with the approbation of
the country. I desire to make this a good and beneficial
measure; 1 desire to make it as perfect a measure as dis'
cussion will make it, and I will not at any moment hesi-
tate, if I think any suggestion is made that will improve
the measure, to accept it. The hon. gentleman spoke of
the Bill as first introduced in 1869 and 1870, and said that
the propositions made in thoso Bills, I think in both of
them, according to my present recollection, that the first
list should be settled by a board of registration, and that
there should be an appeal from such board. Those hon.
gentlemen present who were sitting in Parliament when
those moasures were iaid before it must remember that the
most objectionable feature in the whole Bill, according to
the mind of the House, was that same board of registra-
tion. It was opposed on the ground of the enormous
expense it would involve. We hoar much of the expense
of the present system without such a board of registration,
and how much more would have been the expense had that
board been established with tho subsequent appeal ? So I
bave no hesitation in saying that the objection to that
system was so great, as being uncalled for, costly and
complicated, that it had of necessity to be excised, expunged
and removed from any measure of this kind before it could
meet the acceptance of either side of the House. The hon.
gentleman says the revising officer has anterior duties.
But this measure will try to deprive the revising offieers of
the necessity of having anterior dutios, and it is only in
those cases where there are no means of obtaining correct
lists that the revising officer will be otherwise than a
revising officer. The hon. gentleman draws a comparison
between the system in England and that proposed here
with respect to the appointment of those offiers. The

Sir JoHNA . MACDONALD.
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r hon. gentleman is correct in saying that I stated-and I
was incorrect-that the revising officers were appointed by
the Lord Chancellor, instead of in metropolitan counties by
the Lord Chief Justice, and in other counties by the judges
of assize. When a Minister prepares a Bill and lays it
before Parliament ho does so with the hope and expectation
of its becoming law, and a Minister ought not to introduce
a Bill without reasonable expectation of its meeting the
views of the majority of the representatives of the
people. A proposition of a similar nature to that in
England would not, I have ascertained boyond a doubt,
not only during this Session, but in many Sessions when
this question came up, have met the expectations
of Parliament. Why it is I do not say. Why there is a
difference in the public mind in Canada and in England I
do not know ; I cannot quite fathom it ; but I have an im-
pression on my ?nind, and it is an impression amounting to
a certainty, that any proposition that the appointment of
the revising officers should be left to the judiciary in the
different Provinces would not meet with the approbation of
the majority of Parliament. I, therefore, took the next
and best, because the best is the best possible mode of get-
ting good, efficient, trust worthy officers, and officers beyond
suspicion. In order to do that this clause which is now
before the committee provides that these officers shall hold
office during good behavior. They shall not be subject to
removal at caprice, or at the pleasure of the Government of
the day. I am quite well aware that this provision is open
to the objection that as to the first appointments the Gov-
ernment of the day will have the appointment of these
officers. It is true ; and it is true that the Government of
the day appoint all the judges, and with regard to them,
the practice has been, as a general rule-I myself have not
followed that rule with any great closenoss, as perhaps is
known to a good many hon. gentlemen in this House; but
the general rule, when judicial apovdutments are made by
any Goverrren 4-, whether Conservative or Liberal, other
things being equal, political friends are chosen for elevation
to the bench. But it is always understood and felt that the
moment a man is made a judge, no matter what his political
antecedents may have been, as he is appointed during good
behavior and cannot be removed at the beck or will ot the
Government of the day, ho at once gets a status and suf-
ficient independence to act as an honest man. So by this
Bill it is provided that the revising officer shall hold office
during good behavior. It is crue there is this distinction
made between the tenure of a judge of the Superior Court
and that of the revising officer, that in respect to the former,
the judge can only be removed by the vote of both Houses,
the Senate and the House of Commons. But it would be
obviously improper to allow the Senate to have a voice in a
matter affecting elections to Parliament. It is obvious that
this House must retain that whole subject within its own
grasp, its own supervision, and therefore, whereas a judge
of the Superior Court is removable on a vote of
both Houses, the revising officer under this Bill,
is removable on a vote of this House. So that,
if there is any reasonable ground br supposing
that the revising officer has acted improperly, partially, or
oppressively, or is a partisan, that matter being laid before
this Hlouse, which is chiefly interested, ho will be removed.
And we all know, Sir, that, no matter what party is in, if a
revising officer really performs his duty, if no wrongful act
can be proved against the revising officer, no malversation
of duty, no decided or distinct incapacity shown, no flouse
of Assembly would assume the responsibility of removing
him by a vote. It would set the whole country against the
majority to do such a thing ; the whole moral sense of the
country would be opposed to the majority who would give
a party vote to remove a revising officer, who has his tenure
of office during good behavior, unless malversation were
proved, unless his conduct proved that ho deserved to be
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removed. That, Sir, was the best and only course that
could be taken, as I understand it, and as I know and
feel, so as to meet the support of the majority of
the representatives of the people in Parliament. Now,
Sir, the hon. gentleman objects to the revising ollicer pre-
paring the lists. He says he should have nothing to do
with it. Well, Mr. Chairman, we must have some person to
do that, and in the majority of cases there can be no difli-
culty. Take Ontarno, from which I am afraid the majority
ofthe speakers on both sides have drawn their illustrations,
because the majority of speakers have come from that Pro-
vince; in the Province of Ontario what is the practice now ?
The assessor makes his lists, and ho assesses all those who
are ratable in any way, and that list is revised by the
local municipality, by the Court of Revision. There is an
appeal from the Court of Revision,boti as to law and fact,to
the County Court judge. Now, Sir, this measure means and
designs to propose that the revising officer shall do the
same acts, have the same powers and guidance as the county
court judge has at this moment in Ontario, the only differ-
ence being-and you can quite understand it, the difference
arises ex necessitate-that, whereas under the present sys-
tom in Ontario, the local assessment list is finally revised and
settled by the Courts of Revision, by the municipality, in
effect the appeal to the county judge is only in individual
cases of appeal. This system provides that the final assess-
ment list shall as now, as finally settled by the Court of
Revision, be the basis of the voters' list, the basis on which
representation is founded; and instead of individual cases
being appealed, in effect the whole list is appealed at once
to the county judge or the revising officer. The hon. gen-
tleman says that the most minute knowledge is required in
order to form those lists. Well, the revising officer iu Eng-
land has not such a minute knowledge. He is appointed
fromn the bar; the majority of the bar are assembled in
London.

Mr. BLAKE. That is to revise the lists, not to make
them.

Sir JOHIN A. MACDONALD. I understand that. The
majority of the bar are assembled in London; the young
barrister, who gets his 100 guineas or his 200 guineas, goes
to the county or riding and gets from the overseer of rates
the list as primarily made to him, and ho adds to it. That
is the system the hon. gentleman wishes to have, but there
is this distinction, that in England a revising barrister is a
stranger altogether to the county, but here we hope, as
much as possible, that the revising officers, whether they
are judges or not, shall be mon acquainted, or who ought to
be acquainted, with the general circumstances of each indi-
vidual constituency. The revising barrister in England
comes from London, and the hon. gentleman praises that sys-
tem. But if Irememberaright.-the hon. gentleman will cor-
rect me if I am wrong-there is no income franchise in Eng-
land, and the voting is taken, even under the new Reform Bill,
from the householder, combined or single, and there is no
such franchise as there is given here. But I would ask
the hon gentleman, supposing there had been, as I dare
say there will be, in England, as Eagland has in many
measures followed, in respect of time, the example of
Canada-

Mr. MILLS. Hear, hear.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD-in many cases, as I

could prove. Supposing, now, that, following our example,
there should ho a wage-earners' vote in and, or an
ifeeome vote, do you think they would alter the present
system, which the hon. gentleman praises so high ly? Do
You think therevising barrister would n.ot still be appmted'
would not still come down from London, and beobiiged
then to pursue the course which this Bill proposes. le
would have quoad householders, quoad ratepayers, the!

means before him in the list returned by the overseers;
and ho would have to assume the same responsibility, and
the same initiatory process as we propose in this Bill.
Under this Bill the names on the voters' list will be taken
from the assessment roll. Those not on the assessment
roll, I am satisfiod, experience will show, will be a small
minority in comparison with those who have established
their right to vote uipon the approved and revised assess.
ment lists in the various Provinces; and it is only in a
small degroo that ho will bo obligod to use his own judg-
ment upon the ovidence bofore him as to those whomho wil
not find on the assessment rolls of the Provinces. Now,
what is our system ? In the first place I may say it will
be the effort of the Govern ment to obtain the services of
mon in judicial positions whonever they can 'be obtained ;
and it is only in cases whero they find that that cannot be
donc, either from unwillingness, or incapacity, on account
of ill health or old age or other causes on the part of the
judge, that the Govern ment will exorcise the power given
to them of appointing revising officors. The hon. entle-
man says it should be obligatry-that there should be a
clause in the Bill providing thut only in case of declina-
turc or refusail to act by the judgo, another porson should
be appointed, But the hon. gentleman knows too well that
there are judges who having once held thoir position, feet
disinclined to give it up; he knows very well that too ofton

"Superfluous lags the veteran on theo stage,"
and that althouglh thejudge, in the opinion of the suitor,
and perhaps of the Govornmeit ought to have resigned, ho
cannot without a painful process b induced to resign. In
such cases it must bc that a porson other than the judge
shal bu appointed; but the measure wil provide that in
such cases whero a rovising officer other than the judge is
appointed, thero shall bu an appeal both as to law and fact.
It is true, il nay b oinconveniont to have such an appeal; it
may bu oxpenive moeO or less , but it s cponsive now,
under the present systom. Ali appeals are expensive, but
appeals are the exceptions. If a revising oflicer acts fairly
and is known to be an honest, straighttorward man, the
nocessity for appeal will be snall, and the only danger in
allowing appeals is-as hon. gentlemen on both sides have
seen-that it sometimos gives an advantago to a rich
man who can afford to fight it out to the last,
to keep out he poor man who has been elocted,
and has apparently got the votes of a majority
of the peoplo. But that is an incidental advantage that the
rich man has that cannot be avoided. If there is to be an
appeal at al], of course those who can afford to take advan-
tage of the appeal will do so. Sometimes we have seen it
taken improperly for the sako of delay, and for the sake,
perhaps, of wearing out the unfortunate man whose means
do not enable him to fight it out to the last. The hon. gen-
tleman says ho is so strongly opposed to this monstrous
measure that ho advises it boing opposed in every way pos-
sible. Of course, Sir, I understand that; I understand the
line the hon. gentleman bas taken; I understand the hino
hon. gentlemen opposite have taken. I pay respect te their
opinions; I am g lad to hear them expressed When they are
expressed for a genuine, legitimato purpose, and not for
another and less parliamentary object. I shall not detain the
committee any longer. I shall bo glad to hear, and I have
no doubt I shall hear, all arguments that can be offered both
for and against the system proposed by this measure; and
I can only assure the committee, as I have already stated,
that any suggestion which is made with the ovident desire
of improving the measure, or removing any doubt, or mak-
ing specifie any uncertainties in it, will be received by me
with every respect, and with an an xious desire to meet the
wi-hes of both sides of the Holuse.

Mr. BLAKE. I do not intend to answer the hon. gentle-
man's general argument; I have no doubt that will be done
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by others; but ho evidently misunderstood my statement. that they wiIl dishonestly disehargo their duty as revising
I stated that local knowledge was necessary to the making barristers, should they ho appointed to that office;
out of the lists. The hon. gentleman apprehended me to be and that from the ordinary mombers of tho profes-
guilty of a fallacy, because I was recommending the English sien who may ho appointod to fil that office, the
plan of appointing revising officers, who, he said, came from samo impartiality, the same administration of justice
London, and whose function was similar to the function of will net be obtained as will ho obtained from the
his revising officer. There he entirely misconceives the County Court judges. fe insists that the appointment
case. In England the lists are made up by the local officers, of judges should bo made obligatory, unloss in the case of
and the revising officer is simply a reviser. He comes down declinature or other special reason of that charactor; and
to the locality; objections are made that such a name that the reasons ho advances for that position is that other mon
ought to be on the list is not on, and that such a name that in the profession appointed te that particular position, mon
is on ought to be taken off; ho hears the evidence, and he who are net judicial offleers, cannet ho relied upon te dis-
deals with the case as an appeal against the list. Ho has charge their duty with impartiality. A charge of that
nothing to do with the making of the original list, which is kind is an insuit te the profession te which ho and I
made by those persons in the locality having the local belong, and I regret that insuit should have core from the
knowledge which I argued was essential to the making of recognised leader of the bar of Ontario, the Treasurer of the
the primary lists. Law Society, who, himself, in cenjunctien with the Benchers

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I did not misapprehend of the Law Society, of whom I have the honor te ho ene, is
the hou. gentleman's argument at all; but my answer was rosponsihie for calling mon te the bar and cenfiding te

that etens ththm the obligations and duties of the profession teymwhich

barrister in England takes the list prepared by the local theo ng Offierarefte bersefectd, Ir iatwho
officer, so in Canada, under this Bill, the revising officer chareIsit is aistb te dtatte hatemahi
will take the local assessment list, prepared by the localchreI aitsannultotndhttels mnn

assessor and approved by the local municipality, and thatthe world who ought te have made that charge or insinu-
assesorandappovedby he oca rnniciahiy, nd hatation is the leader of the Opposition, the head of the bar in

in that regard the duties of the revising barrister in Eng- Ontario. I ar quite sure, fror what I know of the pro-
land and those of the revising officer under this Bill are fession in Ontario, that ne man will ho appeinted te this
identical. The only difference is-and that difference I
stated plainly-that under the new franchises given b th position of revising barrister who will nt disharge isBih thed li are op ere newhoradohnet appear y t 'duty as fairly, as impartially, and as honestly as if ho weroBill there are people given votes who do not appear on thea Cunty Court jadge, and a safguard is provided by th
original list; ex necessitate there is a difference in circum- Bil, as the leader of the Government has stated, should any
stances, and therefore there must be a difference in pro- deli
vision; but for the vast proportion of the voters whose any more frequent instances than those in which it has
names appear on the assessment list the duty of the been found necessary te apply the power of the law te
revising officer in Canada and the dty of the revising deliaquencies on the part f Cunty Court judges. think
barrster in England are the same. I could if I would I arnny expressing the general opinion of the publie in
provide that if there were any means the revising officer Outarie, the general opinion, I amnsureof the profession
should only be a revising officer; but under the circum- in Ontario, when I say that mon can and'will ho found te
stances that cannot ho.stanes tat cnnotbc.discharge this duty wliere they are appointed in the place

Mr. MILLS. Oh, yes. of Ceunty Court judges or instead of County Court judges,
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Of course, by throwing becase county court judges are net te ho found te disclarge

out the Bill and keeping the present system, that can be. it, who will discharge it as fairly, henestly, and impartially
But under the present system and under the present Billd
that cannot be avoided, and my argument was and More over the duty is eue that is teho discharged in the

infeenc was an I tinktic loue wil areo ith 1gbt of day; it is net te ho discharged in a hack roem,inference was, and I tnerhe House will agree with me, without the kuowledge of the public and the scrutiny ofthat if it so happened to-morrow that in a new Reform Bill the public; it will h discharged lthe presence of repre-in England there was a vote given, such as we hae yersntative mon of hotl poitical parties; and these adminis-it to the wage-earner, or a vote given to the income payer trn hsofe ilko htwaee hyd ilbwho did not appear on the local rates, I will venture toterinisofiwill knowithat whatvr theo io
predict, and I am sure no hon. gentleman will say it would sctinuse, willow if thed er re the lin
not bo so, that the same system of appointing a revising .recidbwigitteyhwolowod be every eue fug
barrister would exist, and ho would be obliged, from the ajnj
stress of circumstances, to be as this Bill proposes he should and disgrace that always attends the hreach of an obligation
be, the revising officer in all cases where the rate rolls of houer on the part of any one committed with sud obli-
showed that a vote existed, and that he would still act as gation. I regret that the charge, or ratIer the insinuation,
the revising barrister under that nane, although he mustshuld have cere from the hon, gentleman who las made
of necessity have the power conferred upon him to put on it. 1 regret ho is net in lis place te hear my observations
the lists ab initio those names that did not appear on those and te justify lis conduet in making this insinua-
rolls, and he would still retain his mode of appointment and tien, if ho eau do se, an insinuation that the pro-
would still be appointed from a distance. fession in Ontario is se low in houer, se sunk

in public esteem, se unwortly of reliance that it
Mr. CAMERON (Victoria). I deem it my duty to the cannot be trusted te disclarge that duty whicl this Bil

profession to which I belong, more particularly in the proposes te entrust te it, and a duty, tee, whicl is te ho
Province of Ontario, to say a few words in answer to the entrusted te it under the obligation of an oath, and whiel
substance of the complaint which the leader of the Oppo- is te be performed in the presence of ail parties, whero
sition bas made against this clause in the Bill. The objec- every one las au oppertunity of seeing what is done, of
tion which ho las urged rests upon the theory that the scrutinising what is doue, and, if injustice ho done, cf
members of the profession to which we both belong, raking it public and appealing frorn the unjust decieion.
will be found so neglectful of their duty, se blind toWeknowbowthe3e ists are revised, wo knew that the
that sense of honor which we all claim is the dis. representatives of bath political parties, active members ef
tinguishing mark of our profession, that they will violate associations, bathiRefor nd Conservative, attend these
their duty, their oath of office, for partisan purposes, Courts of Revision which, it is provided hy the Bil, shah be

Mx. J.LAKe.



COMMONS DEBATES.

held by every municipality, in order that the people inter-
ested may not have to travel far, may be present and see
what is going on. We know the general interest that is
taken, in these things, at any rate in Ontario, and that
when any court of that kind is sitting there will be
numerous representatives of both parties present, who
understand all the circumstances ; and we know that what
ever the revising barrister does, will be done honestly,
conscientiously and impartially, be ho Conservative or
Liberal. In fact, if my hon. friends opposite occupied the
treasury benclhes to-day, I would be willing to sec a provi-
sion of this kind put in the Bill, having every confidence in
the honesty and integrity of the Liberal or Reform members
of the profession in Ontario, who are almost as numerous, I
presume, as the Conservative members, and who, I believe, if
appointed, as they would be under a Liberal Government,
to this office, would discharge their duty as honestly, impar-
tially as Conservative members of the profession.

Mr. MILLS. Perhaps you would like to see us make the
appointments, now.

Mr. CAMERON. My hon. friend's observation is
simply absurd, and ho knows it. He knows, as an ex-
member of the Government, that when ho sat on this side
ho did not usually appoint members of the party to which
ho was opposed to office, and I think that the character of
the appointments made by the Government of to day will
compare favorably with those made by the Government of
which ho was a member. With reference to the general
provisions of the Bill, I do not at the present moment intend
to enter into a discussion of them, nor do I propose to dis-
cuss the details of this particular part of the Bill now before
us. At a later period in the discussion, if necessary, I may
have something to say on the subject, but at prosent I sim-
ply rose, at the first opportunity, in order to say a word in
vindication of the profession to wbich I have the honor to
belong, and to express my regret that the hon. gentleman,
the recognised leader of the profession in Ontario, should so
far forget himself as to make the insinuation against us ho
has made.

Mr. MILLS. The hon. gentleman, in proposing this
section of the Bill, has adopted toward the committee a tone
wholly different from that which has characterised his
observations in the earlier discussions that we have had
upon this Bill. He bas been complimentary to my hon.
friend who leads this side of the louse. He bas spoken in
high terms of the ability with which ho has addressed him-
self to the consideration of this section of the Bill. There
is nothing which the First Minister bas said in reference to
the able speech of the leader of the Opposition which would
not ho endorsed on this side of the House, but we regret
beyond anything else that the Government and the majority
in this House have not been led with the same efficiency,
and that the hon. gentleman has not addressel himself with
the same ability and care to the consideration of the mea-
sure as my hon. friend who addressed you from this side of
the House. The First Minister proposed this measure, a
measure of very great consequence, which is revolutionary
in its character, which is making radical changes in our
parliamentary system, if it should become law, in a speech
of little more than eight minutes in length. I venture to say
that no Minister of the Crown in England bas ever introduced
an important measure of this kind with such a speech
as the leader of the Government introduced this to the con-
sideration of the House or the speech in which he moved
the second reading of the Bill. The hon. gentleman pro-
posed important changes in our constitutional s-ystem,
changes that had not been discussed on the hustings, that had
not received the attention of the people, that had not been
discussed in the press, and yet the hon.gentleman never for
one momemt addressed himself to the effects that these
changes were likely to have upon the eleoctorate of Canada.

When Mr. Gladstone introduced his recent measure,
reforming the parliamentary ropresentation of the United
Kingdom, ho went into minute details with regard to it. Ho
told the House what the effect of those changes would be,
ho told the IIouse what classes of the people would be admit-
ted, the number in the different constituncies that would be
admitted to the eloctoral franchise who had not enjoyod it
before, and what would bo the aggregate of electors that
would be addod to the electoral body throughout the United
Kingdom. The bon. gentleman gave us no information of
this sort. To-day ho addrossed himself to a discussion of
the particular clauso before us, and ho told u% how anxious
he was te reecive sungostions from this side of the louse,
and how anxions ho would bo to ndopt those suggestions if
they met withb his approval. Well, we have been rather
unfortunate in obtaining the approval of the hon. gentleman
to those changes which wo have hitherto made, and, if the
hon. gentleman is now disposed to give a little mare atten-
tion and consideration to the snggestions mado from this
side of tho Huse, I think it will be necessary that ho should
begin this Bill anew, that we shoald turn back to the first
clause and go over it again. I remomber reading an aneo.
dote of a New York clergyman who had preparod his sermon
with some cure, and who was addressing a very large audience
on a very warm day. IIe noticod that a large portion of
his audience were asoep, and, when ho had dono, ho said :
I have takon a very groat deal of care in the preparation of
this discourse, I have given the subject a very great deal of
consideiauion, and, observing that a largo portion of my
audience have not b oon listenin'g to what I have had to say,
and now, seeing they are waked up, I think I had botter
begin again. Wo aro very much in that position. We have
been obliged to give a vory great deal of attention to the
measure which the hon. gentleman bas submittod to the
louse and which wo are now considering in committoe.
Unfortunately the hon. gentleman lias kept us here from
very early hours to vory early hours again, and ho has not
been bore for the purpose of hearing those suggestions
which we have from time to time made. He has eon for
a great portion of the time absent, and, if ho is now
disposed to listen with attontion and care to what the
Opposition have to say upon this Bil, I think ho will b
obliged to begin again and te romain in his place and listen
to what we have to say, not merely with regard to this
clause but with regard to thoso other clauses which have
preceded it, and which have been adopted hy the committeo.
The hon. gentleman, in replying to my hon. friond, said:
Oh, the objections which you make to the functions of a
revising officer are rather of a te"hnical character. We say
they are not of a technical character. The objections we
make te the functions of the revising officer are of the
essence of this particular proposition. We say that the
duties imposed upon him are duties that a revising officer
ought not to undertake, that the name is a misnomer. The
revising officer ought to have nothing whatever to do with
the preparation of the list. The hon. gentleman says there
is no original list. No, there never can be an original list
under the system ho proposes, but thero is an original list
in England, which is prepared by the clerk of the munici-
pality and by the overseers of the parish. That list is made
as complote as possible. The work of revision is a work
which sometimes, although it i alw ays possible, is not found
necessary, and it often happens that a revi ingoffieer, although

appointed for the work of revision, finds there is no revision
required. The list as originally prepuured is the list that
remains for the purpose of being used in the parliamentary
elections. That is exactly the position of things in the
Provinces at this moment. The list that is repared, under
the law as it now stand4, by the clerk of thE municipality
and by the municipUl courts of revision, is a list that' is
usually regarded, or accepted, as complote in itself, and e0
revising duties of the judge are not often called into oper.
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ation. The hon. gentleman says that it is impossible to
prepare a list independently of the revising officer, I say it
is not impossible. I say there is no difficulty in pointing
out to him how such a list may be prepared, There is no
difficulty in obtaining persons with the necessary local
knowledge to prepare that list, and unless we have a proper
preparation of the list, with persons on the ground possess.
ing the necessary local knowledge, it will be impossible
that we can have a satisfactory list without a serious ex-
pense incurred every year. The hon. gentleman says ho
desires to make this a good measure. I do not think that
is possible. We may make this part of the measure
unobjectionable. It is possible to make this a very much
botter measure than it is now, but there are parts of this
measure over which we have gone, against the improve-
ment of which the hon. gentleman has set his face, which
are of so serions a character as to render the moasure
radically defective, even though all the improvements
required in this portion of the Bill should be effected. The
hon. gentleman said : It is true I proposed a revising board
in 1870, but that was objected to by my supporters and by
the country, the proposition was regarded as monstrous,
the expense would be so enormous that it would not
be for a moment entertained. Well, this is a very
extraordinary character for the hon. gentleman to give
a proposition which he himself had made, and it does
seem to|me that if we are to bave a voters' list indepen-
dent of the provincial list, thon it will be necessary to
subordinate the question of expense to the question of the
preparation of the list. If the hon. gentleman feels that it
is impossible to incur the expense necessary to make a satis-
factory list, one that will be accepted as a fair list to those
who are to be placed upon it, then I say that he ought not
to have undertaken the work at all. The question of the
exorcise of the electoral franchise is a matter too important
to be allowed to romain in an uni-atisfactory condition,
simply because the hon. gentleman canuot afford ihe
expense. But, Sir, I say that we can make it sitisfactory,
we ean improve the machinery for preparing an independent
list, without incurring any additional expense, and without
exciting suspicion that is done for the purpose of promoting
the interest of a party instead of being a means of securing
the fair expression of opinion in the country. Now this Bill
exhi bits a disposition on the part of its promoter, from be-
ginning to end, not to secure a complete and fair voters' list,
but to get such a list as will secure to the Administration a
party advantage.

Mr. BOWELL. No, nO.

Mr. MILLS. I will undortake to show that what I state
is the fact; I will undertake to show that the Minister of
Oustoms will not be quite satisfied with a fair list.

Mr. BOWELL. You have no right whatever to say that.

Mr. MILLS. I will undertake to show that this
proposition submitted to us is not a fair proposition. Sir, the
hon. gentleman says that the revising officer in England
bas no initiatory duties. Why has he no initiatory duties ?
Because the list is prepared by the municipal authorities,
because the clerk of the municipality and the overseers of
the parish prepare and complote the list? The hon. gentle-I
man bas referred to the class whose names are not upon the
assessment roll, although qualified to exorcise the elective
franchise. Well, Sir, would the duty of putting them on
the list fali upon the revising officer? Not unless
the local authorities failed to discharge their duties.
The work of putting them on the list would rest
with those who are upon the ground, who know
the facts, who know whether certain parties possess
a rating which would entitle them to go upon the voters'
list, and those parties, in a great majority of insatnces,

Mr. MILL$.

would be put by the local authorities on the list, and the
expense of amending the roll by revision would be reduced
to a minimum. Now 1 find that all the wage-earners will
not be found on the asessment roll. The asasesment roll,
then, is not an original preparation, is not such a prepara-
tion as will suporsede the necessity of a properly prepared
lit as contra-distinguished from a revised list. Thon there
are the tenants. If the hon. gentleman had, in this Bill,
adopted the rule of taking the assessed value of the pro-
perty as a test of qualification of the tenant, then the
assessment rolI would enable the party in whose hands it
was placed to see what tenants had a right to go upon the
votera' lists. But the hon. gentleman has not done that.
Ie has provided that the amount of rental paid shall doter-
mine the qualification of the tenant, and that being the case
the assessment roll gives no indication of the right of the
tenant to go upon the list, and the qualification of all ten-
ants who are qualified to go upon the list, must be ascer-
tained from other source than the assessment roll. Then
there is the class of those who have a certain income.
They may or may not be upon the assosment roll. I believe
in the Province of Qnebec there is no such thing as assess-
ment for personal property, so that in the Province of Quebec
there will be no such thing as a party on an assessment roll
assessed for income, and those who are entitled to vote in
consequence of the amount of income which they annually
have, wili not be found upon the assessment roll. Besides,
there is the class of the fisherman. Now if you take these
classes who are not likely to be found upon the assessment
roll, two of which never can be found upon the assessment
roll, you find that noarly 35 per cent of those who would be
entitled to vote under the Bill, will not be found upon the
assessment roll, and if they go upon the voters' lists they
must either appear in person and show their right, or the
fact that they are qnalified must be ascertained from some
other source. Why, Sir, if you take the parliamentary elec-
tions in this country at any time since the Union and make
a change of 5 per cent from one side to the other, you will
change the majority from one side to the other; and if that
is the case, is it not a matter of immense consequence when
you find that in the material that is placed in the hands of
the revising officer for the purpose of preparing the voters'
list, at least 30 per cent of those who are entitled to go upon
the lists, are not upon it, and whon only 5 per cent is suffi-
cient to change a minority into a majority ? I say this is a con-
dition of things that ought to be avoided. What change is to
be made in this proposition in order to get rid of that diffi.
culty? Why, Sir, to avail ourselves of the local machinery,
to say that the local officers who know the provincial law,
who have the duty imposed upon thom to prepare the
votera' list, shall, under our law and by our authority, be
called upon to prepare the votera' list for the election of
members of the House of Commons. They reside in each
township; they know, not only the farmers, the mechanies
and merchants, but they know their sons, they know the
wage-earners, they know who are steady in their habits,
who earn a sufficient amount of wages to entitle Lhem to
go upon that list; they know who are the mon of capital
who have money loaned out to their neighbors, or who are
possessed of other securities, and who have sufficient income
to enable them to go upon the list. They are therefore pre-
pared to utilise the assosment roll, so far as it can be used,
and to make a list as complote as possible. We have, then
the machinery already existing if we choose to utilise it.
There is another point I wish to refer to. In the early pai t
of this discussion I pointed out that in our contested elections
we declared that the provincial courts should be the courts
for the purpose of trying election petitions. Our right to do
that was contested, and the Judicial Committee of the Privy
Council of England were called upon to decide the point.
They held that, as we had absolute control over the subject
of the trial of oonteste4 electiona, we could designate a pro-
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vincial court for the purposeof making the trial; and if we
se designated and imposed the duty upon it, it was not
optional tW perform that duty. It became a Dominion court
for the purpose of trying actions, just the same as if a court
were created wholly independent of its having a local exis-
tence before. I say the same thing can be done with regard
te the preparation of the voters' list. If we choose to say
in this Bill, by a new clause, that the parties who are
appointed by the local law te prepare the liste shall be
officers of the Parliament of Canada for the purposes of this
Act, they will have that duty impoeed upon them, and will
be called on te fulfil it, not as officers of the Local Legisla.
tare and as officers having derived authority from local
laws, but as officers of this House, under the laws of this
Parliament. There is no more difficulty in doing that than
there was in saying that a provincial court should try con-
tested elections for the House of Commons. It is a perfectly
simple plan. We can attach te the due performance of the
duties of those officers such penalties as we think the
public interest may require, and we may give an
appeal te a county judge. We shall be acting
as is done in an analogous case in England with
respect to the preparation of lists, and also in an analogous
case under the Ontario and Quebec laws and in two at least
of the three Maritime Provinces. There is no practical
obstacle te having someone te prepare the list distinct from
the party who is te revise it. If we adopt that system, we
shall be in this position: We shall have men who know all
the people who reside in the municipality and know who
ought tW go on the voters'list, and appeals would be confined1
te a few cases where the right te vote might b in dispute
and where names might accidently have been overlooked.
It, moreover, gives the advantage of enabling parties te
enquire beforehand. Everyone knows that members of the
municipal council, assessors and clerks, become acquainted
with almost every instance of oversight; se that when the
time of revision comes they are easily corrected, and the
appeals taken before the revising officer are very few indeed.
Suppose an opposite course is adopted. Here is a county
with 40,000 or 50,000 people. The county judge or revising
officer is called on to prepare the list. He las put into his
hands copies of the various assessment rolls. He is told there
is no difficulty, that he can accept those whose names are on
the roll as owners and occupants. But there is the large class
of tenants. There are wage-earners; there are those who
have incomes, and are entitled on that account te go on the
voters' list. All those parties must apply te have their
names put on the list before the change can take place. I
know of my own observation, as do other hon. members,
that if you leave off any considerable number from the
voters' ist in any year, except that on which elections
take pce, the names practically romain off. Such is a
condition of things we ought to avoid. It is net merely
necessary that we should give facilities for having names
placed on the list, LuL we should adopt such a system
as will prevent any considerable number of names
being left off. The great objection is that 25 or 30 per
cent. of those whose names should be on the list will be
omitted from the list as prepared. Measures will have tW
be taken te have the names put on, and evidence will have
t be produced. Who is going te look after those
lits? There is hardly a member from the rural dis-
tricts who bas net ten or twelve municipalities within
his constituency. How is he to know whether the
list is properly made up ? How is ho te know
how many names have been left off? Even if a member
resides in the constituency he represents, he cannot know
more than 25 or 30 per cent of the residente. He will be
obliged te go into every polling division and call a meeting
of his friends, te go over the list, name by name. The next
point is to see that the names of parties omitted are
inserted ; tosee the party and asertain whether le will'
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attend at the Court of ]Revision and make application. The

t candidate or member must do that not in one division but
in thirty, and must spend a month in meeting friends. The
candidate must take means for the purpose of calling them
together, for the purpose of having all names put on the
list. Suppose there is net muoh political excitement pre.
vailing at the time, difficulty will be found in getting
the voters out. After all these measures are taken
the list will be. defective. Suppose that a wage-
earner wants to get away to attend the court,
his employer will not consent to his leaving, he finds it
impossible for him to get away, he has something for him
to do that particular day, especially if his political opinions
differ from those of the wage-earner, and the result is that
the wage-earner cannot get his name on the list. I say, if
any gentleman will take the trouble of counting the time
of calling meetings together in each polling division, of
examining the list, of going over that liEst with the people
of the division> of tking the necessary stops to secure
their application for the correction of a list, and the time
which is lost in attending the Court of Revision, he will
find that the expense of a proper revision each year will be
quite equal to the expense of an ordinary election. Now, I
say frankly I would rather meet my constituents under an
ordinary and fairly prepared votera' list under the present
system, and incur the exponse of an election each year,
than incur the expense of correcting and revising the liat
under the system which the hon. gentleman proposes. I
say we are called upon to take a practical view of this ques-
tion, to look at it and see the features which it will present
when it comes to be worked ont. I have given you an idea
of what it costs one man in time and labor. Consider the
amount of time lost by the various parties, the time r.
quired in;giving notice, the time required in visiting 30
different polling divisions and it will require 30 days at
least to do that-and sec how you are going to do all this
and get that list revised, and if there is not some special
favor on the other side, there is another party which will
have just the same difficulty and expense to ineur. This i
not a matter that the ;community are going to meet
together as a unit for the purpose of considering. We will
meet together as parties; the Conservative party will look
after the interest of the Conservative party, on the voters
list, and the Roform party will do the same thing. There
will therefore be double the amount of expense-thore will
be the same expense to both sides in many instances,
as there would be in the case I have mentioned,
to the one side. The hon. gentleman has told
us that once tbese revisixng officers are appointed they
will be such fair minded mon that there will be no deaire
on the part of any party in this House to remove them. I
wonder if the hon. gentleman remembers when there were
officers (,f weights and neasures appointed. How long
were they allowed to hold office after the Govern-
ment which made the appointment went out of
power. I wonder if the hon. gentlemen remembers
that not the Government, but Parliament itself,
provided for the appointment of the returning offcers; and
named them in the Bill. The Government of the day did
not ask that those returning officers should be appointed by
the Governor in Council. They propoed that they sbould
be certain responsible officers in the country, and they
were named in the Bill as the parties who were to be
returning officers in the election. H1ow long were they
allowed to retain their place after the late Administration
was defeated ? Why, Sir, we had the law changed, we had
the appointment taken ont of the handa of Parliament, we
had the former Bill repealed, and we had the Ion. gentle-
man carrying through this Hiouse a law taking the appoint-
ment of those officers into his own bands. For what pur.
pose ? Well, Sir, I know by practical experience the pur-
pose for which that was done, and I daresay there are
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other hon. gentlemen who bave had an experience some- our revitiùg officer to do what the revising officer now does
thing like mine. Now, I say that these officers are not iii Ontario. If he does, let him provide the machinery for
officers in whom the people of this country will have the the preparation of the list, and let there be an appeal from
utmost confidence. Let me take the case of the returning the list so prepared to the county judge, and let that county
officer who returned a party for Muskoka, who Parliament judge not be appointed by the Governor in Council, but by
believed had no right to Fit here. Ie was summoned Parliament ; let Parliament say in the Act that wherever the
to this House for dereliction of duty under an Order of this county judge or the district judge, as the case may be, exists,
House, to show cause why he made an improper return, and he shall be the revising officer. Thus we shall take the appoint-
I am informed, and i believe the Public-Accounts will show, mont out of the hands of the Governmont, and make the judge
that that gentleman, after being brought bore, was paid independent of the Government for the purpose of revising
by the Government whose interests lie had served, and was the list; and we shall leave with the people themselves
sent back to his business, paid by the Government for mak- the work of preparing the list. Every law of this sort is
ing a trip to Ottawa and back, after having violated his only satisfactorily carried out whon it is interpreted
duty in returning a party whom the people refased to throughthe eyes of the public-when the people themselves
elect. Yet, in the face of these violations of law, the hon. understand what the law means. Let them prepare the
gentleman asks us to believe that the people of this country voters' lists; let them say who are entitled by this law
will have confidence in the man whom he, an interested to be placed on the voters' list ; and if they have done any-
party in the contest, names as the revising officer. Why, body a wrong, there is an appeal to the county judge. But
Sir, the proposition is monstrous. It is so utterly at vari- this is a proposal to put the whole machinery, not merely
ance with every principle of natural justice that a man for the revision but for the preparation of the list in the
should be made a judge between two contesting parties by hands of the Prime Minister for the time being. It is pro-
one of them-such a proposition is so contrary to all our posed to give him some such power as the Roman centurion
notions of natural justice that it does seem to me that the we read of in the Scriptures, who said, " to one man I say
hon. gentleman could not have been serious when ho go and he goeth, to another man I say come and he cometh,
declared that ho had no doubt that Parliament and the to this man I say do this and lie doeth it." We allow him
country would have confidence in the appointments thus to say that A or B shall be the revising officer, who shali
made. Sir, the hon. gentleman admits that this is not the receive such compensation as the Prime Minister provides,
English practice. In England, in the metropolitan county and who shall say who is and who is not to go on the
of Middlesex, and in the city of London, the revising officer is voters' list. He interprets the law, from him there is no
appointed by the Lord Chief Justice, and in other counties appeal, unless ho is not a judge ; but in the majority of
by the senior judge during the summer assize, and this is cases he will be a judge, receiving bis appointment, not
only for the purpose of revising. The work of preparing from Parliament, but from the Government, from the
the list is in the hands of the municipal authorities. The Prime Minister ; and while depending upon that Minister,
hon. gentleman proposes to take from the municipal ho will bo called upon to discharge the duties he imposes
authorities the right to propare the list. He proposes upon him. The hon, gentleman said that in England the
to give the preparation of the list to this creature revising officer has not sucb local knowledge as we claim
of his own appointment, and ho proposes that not only the for him. We do not say that here the revising officer
preparation of the list shall be in bis hands, but the revision should have it, if you confine him to the work of revision ;
of the list. Why, Sir, the very man who propares the list, in England, the list is prepared by the overseers
makes it with an imperfect knowledge, makes it imperfect of the parish and the clerk of the municipality.
possibly from partisanship, possibly from ignorance, a list The hon. gentleman's reference to England is
which must necessarily be imperfect, is the man who is to not in point, because he proposes to croate an officer with
have the revision of that list which ho himself bas prepared. functions wholly different from those performed by the
Now, I say that in another feature we are not following the revising officer in that country. The hon. gentleman said
English practice. The hon. gentleman told the English that in England they may follow one practice and give the
people that ho was the one man in this country who was wage-earners votes. They are not likely to follow our
disposed to follow the English precedents, to keep English practice in England; there would be great deterioration
precedents alive here, that the other party were constantly if they did. ln England, the political standard is higher
looking across the border and were inclined to bo influenced than it is in our country. No Prime Minister of Englaud
by American opinion and precedents, and yet the hon. could persuade his followers to entertain such a propo-
gentleman in an important matter, without any necossity, sition as that now submitted to us. No Prime Minister
apart from political exigency, is proposing a radical of England has ever proposed to take the appointment
departure from the system of preparing the list which of revising officers into bis own hands and impose upon
prevails in the United Kingdom. He las proposed, Sir, them not only the work of revision, but the work of pre-
what no Government in the United Kingdom has ever asked paring the voters' lists. I do not bolieve any Parlia ment
a Parliament, what no Parliament in the United Kingdom, in England since the period of the revolution has beon so
since the fall of the Stuarts, would have ever entertained, far lost te its sense of duty as the representative body of the
and that proposition, is one which, in my opinion, will nation, so wanting in public spirit as to entertaiua such a
degrade Parliament, will prevent a fair expression of the proposition if it had been made; and yet that is the propo-
country, will prevent the preponderating political sentiment sition which the hon. gentleman makes to this louse, and
of the country, prevailing in Parliament. This provision which ho expects those who support him will vote to
of the Bill is a provision calculated to prevent a proper make law. In England, if wage-oarners were given
expression of opinion, bocause it prevents a proper prepara- votes, it would be the duty of the overseers of the
tion of the voters' lists. Sir, a prominent supporter of the parish, and net of the revising officer, to put thom on
hon, gentleman, in the city of Toronto, in a communication the list, Their work would be as complete as possible
ho wrote to a newspaper, not long since, said he before the work of revision would be undertaken, and we
regarded the stuffing of the voters' libt as being quite know that there as here, under our municipal system the
as objectionable as stuffing the ballot box. 1 think work of revision is reduced to a minimum. One hon.
so too, and I believe the majority of the people of gentleman has said that my hon. friend who leads on this
this country think so; and this proposition is one that must side of the flouse was casting a reflection upon his profes-
have the eifect of stuffing the voters' lists, whother it is so sion when ho said it was an improper thing to put the work
in intention pr not. The hon. gentleman says we want of preparing and revising the voters' liste in the hands of
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mon who were more creatures of the Prime Minister. I
have as much respect for the legal profession as that hon.
gentleman; but I do not know that they are morally more
trustworthy than any 'other class of the community. I
believe the agriculturists, the merchants, the mechanies,
the doctors, and the clergymen of the country are quite as
upright, quite as honorable, quite as distinguished for their
integrity, as those who belong to the legal profession. I do
not caie what profession these mon may belong to, I do not
care how honest in intention they may be ; what 1
do care is that those who undertake this work shall
be above suspicion, that they shall not b appointed
by the leaders on one side or on the other, but that
they shall derive their authority from some inde-
pendent source, and that they shall not be sus-
pected when they give a decision that they give it under
the pressure of the Prime Minister for the time being, which
it seems to me is the effect of the proposition submitted to
the House. I do not think this proposition ought to be
carried. I believe it is of the utmost consequence that this
work of preparation should be kept distinct from the work
of revision, that the work of preparing the lists should be
left with the different municipalities, and the work of revis-
ion to the judiciary of the country. In that way both the
preparation and the revision of the lists will be out of the
hands of the Government and out of the hands of the oppon-
ents of the Government; but they will be in the hands of
impartial persons. We know that in the various munici-
palities those who prepare the lists bolong to both political
parties. It is a rare thing to find a municipal boly in
which both parties are not represented, and even where
there is, there is a law of compensation by which the parties
who lose in one instance gain in another. But in this mea-
sure there is no such law; the dice are loaded, and they
are to be cast always in the one way, in favor of the
Administration, under the influence of the Administration.
I have no objection to hon. gentlemen governing the coun-
try as long as public opinion is in their favor, but I object
to a system that will retain them as rulers of the country
when public opinion points in the opposite direction. And
so I say, we wish to create an impartial voters' list, to leave
the people free from the shackles which the First Minister
wishes to impose upon them, to leave them free to express
their own unbiased opinion. It is true the .public occasion-
ally err, but it is botter they should go wrong freely than
that they should go right under coercion from the Treasury
benches. What we desire is that people may be allowed
freedom to express their opinions at every general election,
and that the preponderating political opinion of the country
shall always be able to secure a majority to represent it on
the floor of Parliament.

Mr. LANGELIER. Yesterday, in the course of the dis-
cussion on the amendment taking away the franchise from
certain classes of Indians, a remark was made by the hon.
member for Bothwell (Mr. Millis) that ho was not afraid of
the effect the giving of the franchise to the Indians
would have in his own constituency. I was very
much struck by the way in which that remark was
taken by an hon. gentleman opposite. It was the hon.
member for North Perth (Mr. Hesson), I believe, who said
at once, why then do you oppose it ? Evidently, in his
opinion, provided the one party had nothing to lose by a
mneasure proposed, such measure should not be opposed by
that party, even if it were ruinous t@ the country. If I
'were to take the same view the hon. member for North
Perth Seems to take, I should certainly not oppose this
portion of the Bill, for if there is one thing which, in
My opinion, will damage the Conservative and benefit
the Liberal party, it is this. I propose however to
oppose it, not because it will damage our party, but becanse
I am sure it will injure the interests of this country. Those
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who have studied at all the political institutions in other
countries, know that in all those countries which have
acquirod, in any degree, parliamentary institutions, the
making of the voters' lists has always been entrusted to the
local authorities. I shall not mention all the countries of
Europe where the representative system is in existence; I
may say however that in France, which has seen many
kinds of Government, it never occurred, oven under the
second empire, to her political mon to establish a
system by which tho Government would determine
who should and who should not vote at parliamen-
tary eloctions. What do wo see in England ? From
the first moment that lists of parliamentary
electors have been made, the making of those lists has been
confided to the local authorities; it nover occurred to any
one to confide the making of them to parties appointed by
the Government and under the dopendence more or less of
the Government. At this moment, the Imporial Parlia-
ment is about to pass one of the moit important laws con-
corning elections ever enacted, and no one has thought of
proposing to introduce such a system as the ono sought to
be forced through this Parliament, that of giving the mak-
ing of the voters' lista to officers appointod by the Govern-
ment. What is the reason given for this proposition ?
What is the reason given for taking away from the local
authorities the making out of those lists? Is it because we
have a new system of Govornment ? We have the systom
of Confederation which has been in existence for nearly 18
years, and have no complaints under it against tho prosont
mode of deciding who shall have the right to vote. Wo
have heard some lion. members bring very serious charges
against the municipal officors in Ontario entrusted with
the preparation of the lists, but I do not think any such
charge could be supported by evidence. I am sure nono
such could be made as regards the Province of Quebec, on
any just grounds. I think it was the hon. member for
North Perth (Mr. Hesson) who said that great injustices
and frauds were committed by the municipal councils.

Mr. HESSON. What I said was that it was well known
to all the members from Ontario that the eloctions, in the
main, wore carried very largely on political grounds, that
the councillors were so elected in the first place, and that
they appointed the assessors who made out the rolls, and
that the courts of revision were appointed in a similar way.
I also urzed that the leader of the Opposition was respon-
sible for'bringing party politics in the olection of the coun-
cillors, because ho advised his friends to look after the
voters' lists, and that consequently the object was to have
the preparation of the voters' lists in partisan hands.

Mr. LANGELIE R. That does not mean anything, if it
is not intended Vo mean that the lists are not properly
made. The First Minister did not give a single reason for
the change proposed, but ho said the majority of his friends
in the flouse wanted the new system. I was much struck
by that remark. Hie did not advance one argument to
show why the system which has been in existence se long,
has worked so well in the Province of Quebec, at least,
and I tbink also in the Province of Ontario and the other
Provinces, should be done away with, except the argument,
if it can be called so, that the majority ofhis friends did not
like that system. Why do they not like it? If it ha given
satisfaction to the whole country, why should it not give
satisfaction to.them ? The reason is obvious, it is beeause
that system gives justice to every one on both sides, and
that is not what the hon. gentlemen opposite want. They
want a system that will favor them. Like the dishoneet
gambler, they want to play with marked carda; or, like
the cowardly duellist, they, want to fight their adversary
after they have destroyed his weapon of defence.
That is the system they want to use ainst us. The sys-
tom that is proposed to be introdu is not only new, is
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not only a system in favor of which no good reason can be
given, because I am sure that, if any good reason could be
given, it would have been given by the Premier this after-
noon when he explained the reason for introducing that
system. The only reason he gave was that it was the wish
of the majority of this House that the change should take
place. It amounts to this that it is within the power of a
majority of this House to say stat pro ratione voluntas.
Whether there is a justification for introducing a system or
not, whether that system is unjust or not, provided it pleases
the majority, it is a good principle of legislation to intro-
duce it.

I want to show first, that the new system proposed will
be extraordinarily expensive. Figures have already been
given in the course of the long discussion through which
this Bill has passed, but I will mention facts which I am
sure will not be controverted by those who know anything
of the preparation of electoral lists in the Province of Quebec.
The hon. member for Bagot (Mr. Dupont) the other day
made the remark that, for several years, lie had been
secretary-treasurer of his municipality, and there may
be several other hon. mombers who may be as well
acquainted with the making of electoral lists as the
hon. member for Bagot. I call upon them to controvert, if
they can, the statements I am going to make. J think it
is a very moderate estimate to say that the making of a
list in a single municipality cannot take less than eight days.
It takes at the very least a week to make a good list, under
the prosent system, by the municipal officers, who also have
the making of the valuation rolls. They know each man
and each proporty. They are extremely familiar with all
the details, the knowledge of which is nocessary to the
making of a good list. Still, it takes them a week at loast
to make a good liat. There are, onu an average, fifteen muni-
cipalities in every eloctoral division, I am not speaking of
large cities, but of counties in the Province of Quebec. That
makes fifteen times eight days for the preparation of the
list. We may say, in round figures, that four months will
be required by the revising officer, supposing him not to
take more time than the local officers take now. It is self-
evident that it must take much more time in the case of a
man such as the revising officer will be, who will know
nothing of the property in that municipality, who will be a
perfect stranger, who will come there and will act only on the
information he can get through the county. He will have to
divide the municipality into polling sub-divisions. That is
another very difficult duty. I can speak from personal know-
ledge of the difficulties that a revising officer of that kind will
experience. I was carrying on an election last summer, and
that election lasted nearly two months. It was in a county
which was in a large measure new to me. I could not now
undertake to make a list of the county. ] drove through
the county in every direction several time§; still I would
not take upon mysolf to make a proper polling division of
that county, because it requires for a man to be very fami-
liar with every locality, and with the citizens of every
locality and the peculiar circumstances, to enable him to
make a good polling division. What will if be thon for a
revising barrister who will arrive quite raw, quite new, in
an electoral district to commence to make the lists in every
municipality ? He will have to act upon the information
given to him. Do you think lie will go to the heads of the
Liberal.party in every municipality to take information ?
What will he do? fHe will go to the wire-pullers of the
Conservative party in that locality to get information. The
ion. member for Victoria (Mr. Cameron) complained that
the leader of the Opposition had insulted the Bar of
Ontario by insinuating that these revising officers
would not be impartial. I shall come to that in a
few moments, but I must say, now that, supposing the
revising officer to be as impartial as it is possible to con-
ceive, it will be impossible for him to act impartially,
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because, in making the electoral lists, he will have to take
information from other parties who will not be under oatù,
he will have to take information, as I said, from the wire.
pullers of his party. Of course they will tell him : Make
the division in this way and in that other way. I am not
making idle suppositions. I am only stating what we have
already seen on several occasions, when returning officers
have been obliged to make polling divisions because they
had not been made by the municipal authorities. I have
seon some of these divisions made in the best way to prevent
a majority of the voters being able to cast their votes. We
must not suppose that all those who give information to
the revising officer will be angels, and will give only the
most honest and the fairest information. It would be hav-
ing a very high opinion of human nature to suppose that
the revising barrister will take into his confidence the
leaders of both parties in overy muncipality, in order to
get impartial and fair information from them. One thing
is sure, judging from the past and from the conduct of the
officers in the past, that the officers will apply to the
heads of the Conservative party in every place.

Coming again to the question of the great expendi-
ture that this will entail, we should add to the four months,
which, at the very least, will be required to make the list
for each county, two months at least for the revision of
those lists, especially the first list to be prepared under this
Bill. There must be, first, a list made for each municipality,
thon the municipality must, be divided into polling sub-
divisions, and then there must be a second sub-division. If
that does not take at least two menths, I shall be very much
mistaken. This makes six months that the revising officer
will have to pass in the making of the list for each munici-
pality. How much will he be paid? It will be impossible to
get any decent lawyer to give up his profession or avocation
for six months without giving him, at the very least, $1,000,
and I am very much afraid, speaking for the Province of
Quebec, that the Government wilI only get inferior, second
or third-class lawyers, to give up their profession for six
months for $1,000. That is a very moderato estimate of
what the Government will have to pay. To that we must
add the salary of a clork, and it is making a very moderato
estimate, also, to suppose that ho will be paid $300 a
year. I do not think it will be possible to get a clork
for $300 a year, but I am putting everything at the
lowest figure possible. Thon there must be a bailiff ;
that bailiff certainly will not get less than $200 for the
large quantity of work ho will have to do. That makes
altogether $1,500 for each county. Thon we have to
add to this the travelling expenses of the revising officer,
and of his clerk, of his bailiff, and the expenses of
printing. Now, we have had some experience of the cost
of printing when it is done at the expense of the Govern-
ment. During this very Session, in the Public Accounts
Committee, we have seen printers paid seventeen times the
cost of ordinary composition for certain pamphlets. We
may be quite sure that this printing will not be open to
public competition, but will be given only to friends of the
Government. Altogether, it is impossible that the expendi-
ture under this Bill will be less than $2,000 for each electoral
division, and as there are 211 electoral divisions in Canada,
and we shall probably have more after the next census, the
expenditure will reach very nearly half a million dollars-
indeed, we may say with perfect certainty that the expense
of making this list will reach half a million dollars. Well,
as I have already said, if I were to consider this measure only
from a party of point of view, I should rejoice at it. I have
not forgotten the outcry raised in the Province of Quebec
by some of the hon. gentlemen opposite from that Province,
when the Supreme Court was created. A regular howl was
raised against the Liberal party because it had,as was asserted
put the country to an immense expenditure in order to give fat
salaries to certain lawyers. I must admit that a good deal
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of damage was done our party by that cry. But what does
that court cost us now, against which such au outcry was
raised ? For the last fiscal year I see the expenditure in
connection with it was $56,426, whereas the cost of these
211 supreme courts that are going to be created by this
Bill, will be at least half a million dollars. I would like to
see what defence hou. gentlemen opposite can make to this'
proposition. I see before me some of those who raised such
a howl agaist the Supreme Court, on account of its cost and
its affording fat salaries to a few lawyers, and I would like
to know what they have to say in defence of a proposition
to give salaries to 211 lawyers, at an expense of half a
milion dollars.

But not only will this system be vory expensive,
but it will be less efficient than the system now in existence.
As I stated a few moments ago, it is a very difficult thing
to make a good election list, so difficult that even when it is
made by a local officer there are sure to be some mistakes.
I do not think there ever was a list made by the secretary-
treasurer which had not afterwards to be corrected by the
municipal council, although it was made by a local officer,
who knew every individual.living in the municipality
and the probable amount of property in his possession.
I am now, of course, speaking of the Province of Quebec,
with which I am specially acquainted, but I suppose the
case is much the same in the other Provinces. Every man
in a municipality knows what property his neighbors have,
and the assessor cannot easily be decoived on this point.
But when the list is to be prepared by a perfect stranger
going into the county, knowing neither the individuals, nor
the amount of their proporty, how is it possibls that ho can
make a correct list ? For instance, take a lawyer going
from the city of Quebec into the county of Gaspé, or the
county of Bonaventure; what can ho know of the electors
or their means? What can ho know of the wages oarned
by the laborers of that county ? A great many of the elec-
tors are away from certain counties at certain seasons of
the year, and how is this revising officer to get the informa-
tion which will enable him to put them on the list or exelude
them from it? Now, we have obtained a concession from
the First Minister, that the valuation roll shall be primd.tacie
evidence of the value of property to qualify those who are
to qualify on real estate. Several new franchises have been
admitted, and very properly admitted. Farmers' sons, or
proprietors' sons, are admitted, and wage-earners are
admitted under the Bill as it now stands. Now, how would
it be possible for a perfect stranger to go into a county and
say how many sons a farmer has who would be qualified to
vote ? It is next to impossible. The consequence is, that
that officer will have to act on second-class information,
and of course ho will take his information from the wire-
pullers of his party.

But the worst feature * of this Bill, after al], is its
injustice and its want of impartiality. By the section
now under discussion the appointment of the revising
officer is to be left to the Governor in Council. (The hon.
gentleman read section 10 of the Bill, concerning the
appointment of revising officers.) Now, I desire to
call the attention of the commit tee to a por-
tion Of the section I have just read. That por-
tion of the section is the vory best answer to the
contention of the First Minister. He said, a few moments
ago, that the system proposed is virtually the English
system. It does not require a very strong argument toi
prove that this is net correct. It is only necessary to read
the section to show that there is no comparison between the
English system and the system proposed by this Bill. As
Was stated by the hon. member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills),
under the Englishb system lists are prepared by the local
authorities, by the overseers of the county municipalities,
sud by the clerks of cities and towns. They are local offi-
cors, having local knowledge of individuals aDd of property.
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It is exactly our system, with the differences of detail which
are inevitable on account of the difference of our municipal
organisations. But taking into account the differences
that exist between oar municipal organisation and
the municipal organisation in England, there cannot
be more similarity than exists between the system now
in force in England and the system in force in this
country, up to this moment, and which it is proposed
to abandon. Are those officers in England who pre-
pare the lists those who revise thom? Not at all.
What are the duties of the revising officers in England ?
They are exactly the duties which are performod bythe
judges in this country in cases of appoal; I speak, at oast,
for the Province of Quebec, with the laws of which I ara
very familiar. I can state without fear of contradiction
that the revising officer performs the same duties as are
performed in Quebec by the judgos when an appeal is taken
from the rovision of the municipal officers. It is impossible
to have more precautions taken than are taken in Quebec
to have correct lists. The list is prepared by the local
officer, who knows everyone. It is submitted to the muni-
cipal council, to which evory elector bas a right to make
complaint. Everyone can take cognisance of the list
immediately after the municipal officer has prepared it;
and ho must swear to its correctness.

I heard a very strong remark made by the hon. mem-
ber for Victoria (Mr. Cameron) who stated that it was
an insuit to the legal profession of Ontario, at least,
to insinuate that a lawyer, being under oath, could do
anything but what was perfectly just and fair. I do
not liko the plan of opposing class to class. I belong to
the legal profession myself, and thore are very respect-
able people in that profession; but that profession is
like every othor, and i do not protend that lawyers
are above other mon, as regards justice and impartiality.
Al classes in this country should bo put on the samne foot-
ing. It must ho admitted that injustice and perjury have
been committed. As soon as the list is prepared it must be
sworn to by the officer who has prepared it. In Quebec
we have more than an oath of office taken in advance. That
was not found to be sufficiont; so, aftor the local officer bas
prepared the list, ho must take a special oath before a jus-
tice of the peace, swearing to the correctossuand impar-
tiality of the list. He must state under that special oath
that, to the best of his knowledge, it is a correct list of per-
sons entitled to vote, that ho las knowingly ommitted no
one and has not improperly insorted any name on the list.
Thore is nothing of that kind provided to be doue by the
revising officor in the Bill now under discussion. He will
only take the general oath of office. In answer to the hon.
member for Victoria, I may say that the legal profession of
Quebec occupies just as good a position as that of any other
Province; but there is party spirit in the legal profession of
Quebec as in the profession of every other Province. I do
not say that lawyers of standing would perjure themselves,
but it is very well known in Quebec, as in every other Pro-
vince, there are in the profession kings and pigmies. There
are kings, like the hon. member for Victoria, and ho cannot
judge all lawyers by himself. He, of course, would neverlower
himself by acting against his oath ; but ho cannot make him-
self responsible for every other lawyer. There are lawyers
who may perjure themselves and b false to their oath; there
are very few who would commit perjury and swear to
statements that were not correct; but party spirit may lead
men very great distances. It is a wellknown role, and one
followed in all countries, that a law should not place a man
in such a position as to compel him to choose botween hie
duty and his interest. What are we going to do ander this
this Bill if it passes the Hlouse? The revising offi-
cor will be a party mar, because it is not expectod,
judging from the antecedents of the First Min-
ister, that he will appoint mon quite independent of
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all party leanings. He will appoint party men, and perhaps
very bitter party men. Is it desirable to appoint men who
will be placed in the position Of choosing between the
interests of their party and their duty ? It is against
all principles of morality and of legislation. We can
only judge of the future by Ihe past. We have seen the
effect of the interference of the Government in the past in
election matters. It is very well to talk of respect paid to
an oath; but we have seen, in Quebec and in other Provinces,
returning officers, who are supposed to be officers occupying
as high a position, if not higher, than that which will be
occupied by the revising officer, commit improper acts. I
am going to speak of occurrences within my own personal
knowledge. In 1871 the law left the task to the
Governmont of choosing any revising officer whom
they wished. A certain revising officer was
appointed for the election in Quebec Centre. fie was
a professional man, a notary, one of the profession
from which it is proposed to select these officers. At that
time the nominations were public. No precautions were
taken to allow the free and independent electors to come
near the hustings to propose ·a candidate. The hustings
were surrounded by bullies, so much so, that any respectable
person could not get near them, and one man could not get
near the place, although he was one of the supporters of the
party, because lie had so respectable an appearance. The
returning officer was deaf to all the voices proposing an
Opposition candidate, though he heard the nomination of
the Conservative candidate. The result was, that he declared
the Conservative candidate elected by acclamation, although
it was well known that another candidate was to be pro-
posed. During the following Session an enquiry took place,
and dozens of witnesses swore before the Committee on
Privileges and Elections that they had proposed another
candidate, that they had shouted lis name very loudly, so
that every one understood the name very well, the candi-
date being a gentleman who is now in the Senate. But
although the returning officer was a professional man,
although he had taken the oath of office, as the revising
officers will do, le was deaf to all the cries of those who
proposed the Liberal candidate, althoughi hs ear was very
acute in hearing the name of the present Minister of
Public Works, and ho declared him eleocted by acclamation.

Committee rose, and it being six o'clock, the Speaker left
the Chair.

After Recess.
fouse again resolved itseolf into Committee.

Mr. LANGELIER. When the committee rose I was
showing, in reply to the statement of the hon. member for
Victoria (Mr. Cameron) that it would be an insult to the
legal profession to suppose that revising barristers, sworn to
do their duty, would act otherwise than in an impartial
manner-I was giving instances in which professional mon,
appointed*to still more important and resporisible positions
than those of revising officers, had acted in anything but a
fair and impartial manner. In 1867 there were a great many
of such cases, and one of them came before this House in 1868.
I allude to the case of the returning officer for Kamouraska.
low did ho show his impartiality and fair dealing before

the nomination came on. Ie commenced to show the
strongest spirit of partisanship. He went so far as to tie up his
dog's tail with a red ribbon in order to insult all the Liberal
party in the county, and this was but a trifle compared
with what he did when nomination came on. By his pro-
clamation he disfranchised all the municipalities where it
was generally known the Liberal party would have large
majorities. He declared those municipalities should not
vote; and this was not an isolated instance. We saw the
ame thing repeated in several countiea, where they resorted

Mr. INGELIER.

to that shameful trick of preventing electors in the Liberal
parishes from voting, and stili these men were under oath.
And in order not to perjure themselves they took
the precaution of getting the opinion of a lawyer
in favor of the course they were pursuing. 'Lhe
law at that time required the secretary-treasurers to
send duplicates of the election list to the registrar. Under
the pretext that copies instead of duplicates had been sent,
whole municipalities were distranchised; but it is a remark-
able fact that copies had also been sent from several Conser-
vative municipalities, and it was not considered that they
should be disfranchised; one course was followed towards
the Liberal municipalities and another course towards the
Conservative municipalities. Still, that was the conduct of
responsible men. This is an answer to the remark of the
hon. member for Victoria (Mr. Cameron) this afternoon, to
the effect that it was an insult to the legal profession to
suppose that legal gentlemen should be anything but impar-
taial under oath. Without going contrary to his oath, it
would be very easy for the revising barrister to say he was
acting on information, as he might be careful only to go to
the Conservative party for information. So many abuses
were committed by the returning officers to whom I have
referred, that it was thought proper by our friends, as soon
as they came into power, in 1874, to change the law. It had
always been their contention, while out of power, that the
officers connected with the election of members of the House
of Commons should not be appointed by the Government,
but should be entirely independent of the Government-
should be public officers, in responsible positions, who should
be ex ogicio returning officers; and as soon as they came
into power they made good the promises they made in
Opposition, by enacting that the registrars or sheriffs shoulk
be ex officio returning officers. In 1875, in order to put an
end to similar abuses in the local elections, the Legislature
of Quebee, directed at that time by a Conservative Govern-
ment, enacted a similar law. All this shows the danger of
the system now proposed, of putting into the hands of the
Government the appointment of officers who are going to
have so much to do with the election of members to the
House of Commons. But it is stated that these officers shall
be, as far as possible, taken from among the judges. Well,
even in the Province of Ontario and in the other Pro-
vinces which have county judges, that will bo impos-
sible, in a great many cases. I understand that in
the Province of Ontario there are only lorty-two county
judges, whereas there are ninety-two constituencies. If
the county judges were to be ex ofbicio revising
barristers, the objections of the expensiveness and the
inefficiency of the new system would remain; but there
would not be that strongest of all objections founded upon
the partiality of the lists. The county judges, being inde.
pendent of political parties, are supposed to be free from
partisanship, and to be likely to make fair lista. But in
the Province of Quebec even that would be impossible,
because we have no county judges, and it is entirely out of
the question to expect the judges of the Superior Court to
prepare the electoral lista. Their number is not large
enough, and they have not too much time for the perform-
ance of their ordinary duties. What, then, will be the
result ? The result will be that in the Province of Quebec,
at least, none but lawyers or notaries will be appointed
to make the lists. 1 would call the special attention
of hon. members from the Province of Quebec to the
danger for that Province, in particular, of the system now
proposed. I am going to quote a few lines from a book
written by a Conservative writer; it is entituled : "Le
Canada sous l'Union," by Mr. Turcotte. Speaking of the
abuses committed in the first election under the Union, the
writer shows the danger of entrusting to the Government
the appointment of the officers who are to manage the elec-
tions. At that time the appointment of the returning
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officers was put in the hands of the Government. The
result was that the then Governor General, Lord Sydenhani,
succeeded in electing a majority of the members, although
the majority of the electors were opposed to the Government
ho had formed. The following constituencies were practi.
cally disfranchised: Beauharnois, Vaudreuil, Rouville,
Montreal, Chambly and Terrebonne. In these counties
members were elected to whom the electors were opposed.
One man, who afterwards occupied a prominent position in
this country-I refer to Sir Louis H. Lafonitaine-was de-
feated by the means used by the partisan returning offleers,
and here is what ho said, speaking of his rejoction in the
county of Terrebonne, in a letter addressed to the electors:

'' Un fait patent que personne ne peut, nier, qui résulte des actes
mêmes de lord Sydenham, c'est qu'il s'est identifié personnellement
dans la lutte électorale de notre district, dont il a pris un soin particu-
lier à changer les places de polli; et que, dans ces comtés, la lutte a été
accompagnee de violence, de l'effusion de sang et de meurtres. En
fixant pour votre comté le lieu de l'élection à New Glasgow, dans les
bois, à l'extrémité des limites de ce comté, lord Sydenhma commis une
injustice flagrante."

The same system might be resorted to by a partisan revis-
ing officer. The Bill provides that it sball be the duty of
the revising barrister to divide each municipality into poli-
ing divisions. Every member of this House bas had more
or less to do with elections, and knows the influence that a
certain division into polling districts may have in favor of
the one party or the other. On the occasion to which I
refer, instead of fixing the place of nomination at the real
centre of the county, it was placed at Now Glasgow, in the
bush, at an immense distance from the central place. What
was done on that occasion by the partisan ieturning officor
might be more casily done by a reviing officer. l1e night
divide the municipality inLo polling divisions, in such a way
as to make it almost impossible, in many laces, for the
Liberals to poll their vote, or make it excef ingly expen-
sive for them to do so. I have seen that done on certain
occasions by partisan returning officers. Every man
knows, that under the present law, in the. Province of Que-
bec, at least, when the municipal councillors have not
divided a municipality into polling divisions, it is the duty
of the returning officer te do it. In some cases, where the
municipal cotncils neglected to do s, a partisan returning
cificer bas divided the municipalhty in such a way as t
practically disfranchise nearly the whole Liberal party in
certain polling divisions, the polling houses being put in
places where it was practically impossible for the Liberal
party in the municipality to exorcise their franchise.

Mr. BOWELL. The hon. gentleman doos not mean te
say that is confined exclusively te Conservative returning
officers ?

Mr. LANGELIER. No; but the same thing can be done
by the revising officers.

Mr. BOWELL. That was done in my own constituency-
not in my election, but at the last local election, in the Lib-
oral interest.

Mr. LANGELIER. What the hon. gentleman says is in
support of my contention.

Mr. BOWELL. I understood the hon, gentleman to be
contending that that would b done by the revising barris-
ter; but that, under the present system, where the return-
ing officers are confined te registrars and sheriffs, that
cannot be done. In my county the returning officer did the
same thing.

Mr. LANGELIER. When a municipal council neglects
their duty, it is the duty of the returning officer to make
the polling divisions. In a few cases the municipal council
neglected their duty, and it was done by the returning offi-
cers in the way I have stated. Under this Bill, the divisions
of a municiality by a Government officer will become the
rule. Sir . Lafontaine goes on to say:

"Il a voulu défranchiser virtuellement votre comté ; et un fait Impor-
tant a constater, c'est que là, lui, Io"d sydenhain, est descendu dans
l arèe pour combattre corps à corps avec un simple individu. C'est
lui qui engageait la lutte avec mnoi ; le Dr Mctulloch n'était qu'un prdte-
nom. Il m'a vaincu ; mais il y a de ces défaites qui sont plus honorables
que la victoire, il faut marcher dans le sang de ses concitoyens amis ou
ennemis.'

Ilere are some instances of the frauds and injustices which
have been committe:, whon a partisan officer had to do
with the conduct of an election. Well, it is proposed by
this Bill to put ail the elections into the hands of a partisan
reviring barrister. This is a danger for overy Province in
the Confedoration. It threatons this country with the over-
throw of its reprosentative institutions; but there is a
special danger to bo feared fromit, as regards the Province
of Quebec. The only guaranteo we have of presorving our
local institutions, our special institutions, which the pro-
moters of Confederation wero soe carefut to preserve, is the
free and untrammelled exorcise of the franchise by the
elcetors of the Province of Quebec. I do not suppose we
shall ever have a Governor General who will act in the
samo way as Lord Sydenham did ; but it is easy to suppose
that wo may have a Prime Minister desirous of' destroying
the local institutions of Quebec. of invading the local rights
of' Quebec, and nothing would bo casier for that Prime
Minister than to secure the election of more tools in several
countios, by appointing partisan revising barristers, who
will put on the voters' lists only the eloctors prepared in
advance to support the course proposed by the Government,
or to have revising barristers -who would practically dis.
franchise large portions of severai constituencies, thoý.e por-
tions which it was known in alvanec would be opposed to the
policy of tho vernnw nt. I repeat, if thero is a Province
in the Confederation whicli should be opposed spocially to
this portion ot the Bill, it is cortainly the Province of Que-
bec ; and I am astonished to see hon. mombers, supporters
of the Government froin that Province, prcparod to support
that portion of the Bill. When I say they are propared to
support it, I must modify that statement; they do not seom
to be prepared to support it very cordially. Not
one of thera lias dared to stand up and say ho
is satisfied withe tho Bil1 whiclh they are propared
to vote for, but I an suire, if the First Minister
were to go to very oe of thîem and ask him: Da you jrefer
this Bill should pass or not ? I am sure euch one would
answer that ho would profer ton timos over that it did not
pass. They support it only for party purposes; and I
muet say this to the credit of the Conservative mombers of
the Province of Quebec, that if they are propared to vote
for the Bill they have the decency, at least, not to say any-
thing in its favor.

After each election which our adversaries have carried,
we always hear a great deal of boasting from thom of
their immense success ; we hear them say that the
electors approve of their policy. Supposing, after this
law is in force, an election is carried by hon. gentlemen
opposite-i do not expect it will have that result-but sup-
pose it will, will they be able to boast very much of the
result ? Will they be able to say it proves that public
opinion is in their favor ? It would only prove that the
electors, selected by partisan officers, would he in their favor,
but n't at all that public opinion was in their favor. It bas
always been a great point in elections to secure fairness and
impartiality. I remom ber hearing a very interesting remark
made by the late Mr. Justice Willes, in an election case, when
giving a reason why, in election cases, the wrongfut acta of
the agent go against the principal, which is not the case in
civil cases. The reason ho gave was, that an election should
be carried only by fair means, and h compared it to a race,
which, besaid, if won by foul means, shoul not beconsidered
as gained, but as lost to the part y guilty of the fraud. Could
an election carried under this Bill by electors selected by
partisan officers be fairly considered as an eletioU arried
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on in a regular manner and showing the strength of public
opinion? I say no. There is no man who will say that the

eIection will show the public opinion of the country; it will
only show the so-called publie opinion formed by the revis-
ing barrister appointed by the Government.

I think I have proved that the system proposed will be

exremely expensive, that it will be mach more inefficient
than the present system, that it is more dangerous, that it

will bring partiality into the making of the election Ilists
and will be dangerous for the whole country, and especially
for the Province of Quebec.

Mr. VALIN. (Translation.) Mr. Chairman, I have no
doubt that the Opposition is very much afraid of the revising
officers. 'We do not fear, because we are not accustomed to
use the means which these hon. gentlemen most always use.
It is true, the present system is very well liked by these
gentlemen, because it leaves the door open for them to com-
mit frauds and to cause the lists to be revised according to
their own notions. I am speaking from personal experience
in my own county. i shall speak of what has taken place
during last election in my own county. The hon. member
who bas just spoken (Mr. Langelier) ought to know
something about it. Daring that election people have
taken the trouble to travel over every parish in the county
with a notary, making out deeds, in order to increase the
number of voters and in order to have the list revised and
names struck out. The present Bill cannot give, especially
in that part of the country, a great number of votes to these
gentlemen, and this is easily understood; but if we give
them the privilege of revising the lists we know what will
happen. What bas happened last year might happen again
this year, and I have neo doubt that that rmight be continued
in the same manner for a long time to come. Deeds have
been passed in all the parishes in my county, or nearly so,
and as many as three different votes have been given on the
same farm. Tbose who had so divided their lots were to
annul the deeds immediately after votation, but there has
been a case where the sons of a farmer declined to- annul
the deeds, and father and sons were left almost penniless.
Well, what we wish to have to-day is revisers, who
will be sufficiently independent from these gentlemen,
revisers who will be under the control of the Govern-
ment, and by this means I hope we may have justice.
The present Government do not expect to remain in
power for centuries; it may turn out some of these days
that the hon. gentlemen opposite may come into power;
and it is for that reason that, on our part, we should like to
have the right of appeal. I suppose that that right will be
used, and that everything that can be done will be done to
have as many votes struck out as will be possible. It is not
known who the revisers will be; I suppose that we are
going to appoint Liberals, because we know very well that
if the Liberals were in power they would appoint Conserva-
tives. There is not the least doubt about that. Mr. Chair-
man, so much has been Eaid about this Franchise Bill that
our ears are full of it. I believe that the gentlemen who
have said so much about this Bill are sick of it. I believe
that their own seats must have heard more about it than
hon. members on this side of the House, and that their voices
must have resounded very often in their own ears. It is
evident that if the present system was to continue these
gentlemen would not find it necessary to make great con-
teste; all that they would have to do would be to use the
means which were employed in my conuty, and go round
the country in that manner; it is well known that corruption
would soon have changed the majority of the people. We
know that we, the Conservatives, have not practised the
same system as these gentlemen, so that we will probably1
have a considerable increase of votes in my county. This
is the reason why, for my part, I am in favor of the presen c
Bill; and I oepeci>.lIy approve of that clause wbiich will give

Mr. L&xemuR

us revisers appointed by the Governmont. We will have
more chance to have justice when they will be appointed
by the Government, than if their appointment was left in
the hands of the present mayors. We know that the
mayors who, in my county, are working in the interest of
the Liberal party, are very apt to commit irregularities. I
do not know who advises them in that way, but th(n, every
year we have long lists, which give us a great deal of trouble
to revise them; and if competent mon are appointed by the
Government it will do away with a great many difficulties
with which we have to contend at the present time.

Mr. LANGELIER. The hon. gentleman practically
agrees with me. He says that, in his county, some people
in certain municipalities have been making electors by
assigning portions of their property to their sons, or to some
other relatives, in order to qualify them. The hon. gentle-
man cannot be ignorant of the fact that the law of Quebec
provides for such a case. There is an express clause in
that law, saying that, whenever it is proved before a
municipal council that a property bas been assigned or
transferred or leased to a party for the only purpose of
qualifying him as an elector, the council has the right to
strike out the name of that party. If that is not done in
the hon. gentleman's county it is his own fault or the fault
of his friends. I know his county pretty well.

Mr. VALIN. You ought to know it.
Mr. LANGELIER. Yes; 1 know it pretty well. The

hon. gentleman will not contradict me when I say that a
large majority of the municipal councils in his county are
Conservative. Why did they not correct these mistakes or
frauds of which ho speaks? I think he bas no right to
corne here and make the complaint; this is not the proper
place for it. 1i know that, on a certain occasion, ho made a
complaint against the valuation roll, which went as far as
the Court of Appeal. That shows that there is a remedy
for frauds, if frauds there are. The present system will not
shut the door to such tricks as those ho speaks of. I am not
prepared to admit or to deny the statements ho has made.
I do not know anythiug of them, but I know that the law
now proposed will not only not shut, but will open wide the
door to the commisssion of the same acts of which he com-
plains. What is thero in the present law to prevent the
making of electors by transferriug or assigning property
sufficient to qualify them ? The ouly difference is, that
when the property is assigned or transferred it is
the revising officer who will have to decide whether the
property is of sufficient value, instead of it being decided, as
now, by the municipal council. But this will not prevent
the evils of which he speaks. Now, there is a remedy. If
the secretary-treasurer does not correct those abuses the
municipal council may stop them; if the municipal council
do not stop them a judge of the Superior Court, when
appealed to, will correct those frauds or mistakes. Under
the present Bill, instead of that, we shall have the revising
barrister appointel by the Government, who will make the
list. If such frauds are committed in the interest of the
party, I can say, without much fear of being mistaken, that
the officer in question will be very chary of striking off
the names of parties put on the list in that way. He will
be, first, the party to make the list; then he will revise it;
then he will decide the appeal taken from his own revision.
What can we expect? It is possible that the revising officer
will correct his own work, and admit the mistake, but it
will show a great deal of philosophy on the part of a revi-
sing barrister to admit that he has committed a fraud or
made a great blunder; so, instead of the advantage we now
have of correctiug those frauds or mistakes, we shall have
no correction, and the fraudalent lists will remain fraudu-
lent.

Mr. McMiULLEN. We have to consider the question of
ost. 1 expected, when the First Minister addressed the
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Louse this afternoon, that he would have given us soma
information as to the probable cst that will be involved in
the inauguration of this system. It is a very importan
matter. if, by the operation of this Act, we are going t
increase the annual expenditure, it is a very important consi
deration in connection with this Bill, and one which should
be closely criticised. Several statements have been made or
this side in regard to the probable cost, but we have bac
no such statement from the other side. The only suggestion
the First Minister has made on the subject was when h
stated that the county judges bad been agitating for an
increased salary, that somo suggestions had been made in that
direction, and that, by a sum being added to their salary, they
possibly would perform the duties of revising officers in
addition to their present duties. We do not know whether the
amount added to their salaries will be the same amount
as will be given to revising officers, who are not judges.
Undoubtedly it is going to cost a considerable sum, of
money, and it is exceedingly desirable that we should bave
some more information upon this point before we can agree
to pass this clause. Now, another objectionable feature con-
nected with the revising barrister is that the Government
is asking to be empowered to fix the salary by Order in
Council. It has also been intimated that it will probably
cost more the first year than it is likely to cost in subsequent
years, because the revising officer and his assistants will
have more work to perform the first year. Now, I do not
believe that after the system las been put into operation,
and the revising barristers have been granted an
allowance for the tirst year, they will very willingly con-
sent to a reduction, even supposing the woi k should be less
in after years. I am quite sure it is not the Governmont's
intention to reduce the judges' salary alter it is once estab-
lished, and consequently there is no probability that the
amount granted to each revising officer the first year will
be reduced, but it is more likely to be increased. Now,
there is another point worthy of mention. It is going to
be impossible to fix the same salary for each officer,
because there are some constituencies in which Ihere
are 6,000 voters, while in others there are only 3,000.
Where there is a large number of voters the revising bar-
rister will expect a proportionately large allowance for dis-
charging his duties. He will not be willing to perform the
duty in a constituency of 6,000 voters for the samo salary as
ho would in a constituency of only 3,000 voters, and the
consequence will be that so many arguments will be used
in favor of increasing the salary of the revising barristers
that it will go on increasing from year to year. They will
constantly be representing the work done by them as some-
thing very onerous, to which they would like to have a
respectable salary attached. With regard to the appoint-
ment itself, I claim that it is an imprudent act on the part
of the Government to ask that they should control the
appointments in each constituency. They ought to endeavor
to rid themselves of the odium, that will undoubtedly rest
upon thom, of appointing their own political friends in every
constituency. It appears that it struck the First Minister
as necessary in the interest of his party that ho should not
only ask power to make the appointment, but that
he should make it in such a way that thc revising
officers will bold their office as long as they live,
or until such time as some serious complaint is made
against them. I hold that they should have adopted either
the course that is pursued in England, and allow the judges
of the Supreme Court, who go from circuit to circuit, to make
the appointments, or else they should have sought in some
other way to relieve themelves of the odium that will bang
around the Government for taking power to make partisan
appointments. Although the revising officer may, in some
cases, desire to do his duty with some measure of fairness,
there will always be a certain amount of dissatisfaction with
him on aocount of the fact that ho is a political partisan.

e We al know that in England, from which the Prime Min.
n ister is fond of quoting precedents, the judges make the
t appointment of the revising barristers, and we have courts
o bere similar to those of England. When the hon. gentle-
- man intended to follow so closely the English precedent he
d ought to have provided for the appointments of revising
n officers to be made by Superior Court judges. In the United
d States the appointments of supervisors or select men are
n made by the people themsolves.
e Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh, oh!

t Mr. HESSON. I hope hon. gentlemen will keep a little
more quiet. The hon. member has only spoken fifty-three
times on this subject !

e Mr. MOMULLEN. I have not spoken more frequently
t than I considered it to be my duty to speak. I have a right
. to criticise every item. I am discharging my duty, and I
f will do it fearlessly, to the end. In the Uunited States I

have said those mon are chosen by popular vote. No
a party in power, whether Democrat or Republican, has a

right to select the mon who shall fix the voters' liste. In
some places there may be a majority of Democrats
appointed, and in others a majority of Republicans; but the
people are responsiblo for the result. In this connection
wo have a right to review the work to be performed by the
revising officers. They will have to get copiesof the assess-
ment rolis in each municipality Afterwards, they will
have to make out duplicate copies of those rolUs. They
must post them up in several places, for the purpose of
giving the electors an opportunity of seing what
names they contain. After a number of days the
first revision will be held. It will be the privilege
of any elector to attend and present his objections to any
names on the list, or suggest that names be added. After
the first revision the electoral liste will be prepared. Those
will have to be posted up and romain posted for some time.
Then will come the second rovision of the list. As soon as
the first revision is over several lists will have to ho pre-
pared and posted up. Afterwards the second revision will
be held. It will have to bo held in each municipality, of
which there are from ton to fifteon in oach electoral dis-
trict. If the revising officer spends only one day in each
municipality ho wili not get through the second revision in
less than about fifteen days. I have been accustomed
to municipal work for twenty years, and I am satisfied
there will be considerable work for a revising Offi-
cer to do, and more work during the first year than
subsequently, duo toe curiosity on the part of the people.
I have no doubt that the work will be larger than it would
be after the system is in operation for several years. I
claim that by this system the Government will shoulder the
responsibility of endeavoring to cook the voters' list in
every constituency, and in place of putting thomsolves in
such a position, they should try to relive themselves of a
charge of that kind. If the Government were disposed to
place their case fairly and honestly before the country they
certainly would not seek, by a systein of this kind, to control
the voters' list in each constituency, and place themselves
under the suspicion of putting sonne names on and taking
others off. Whether thAt would bo the case or not I cannot
say; but of one thing I am certain, and that is, that there
is a general suspicion that it will be done in some cases. If
iudges are appointed I have no doubt that the duties will be
fairly and honestly performed in most cases, though there
may be such a thing as even judges forgetting their high
positions, and permitting thoir political feelings to bias
thom in the discharge of their duty. I hope, however,
that such cases will be rare. The revising barristers,
however, are like other mon, and as we admit that
there are partisans and mon holding extreme views on
ail sides of politics, when the Government appoints a
man of that stamp ho will undoubtedly try to show
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hie willingness to discharge bis duties, with an eye
to the best interests of his party, and in such cases there
will undoubtedly be great dissatisfaction, and possibly
difficulties may arise of a very serious kind. We know
that a law was passed some years ago by which the Govern-
ment took into their bands the power of appointing return-
ing officers in places where sheriffs and registrars could be
got, but perhaps were not considered desirable men to appoint.
I know that in my county we have a sheriff and two
registrars, and that one of those registrars was permitted to
stay at home, and a man was appointed in the centre
riding who never had performed the duties of returning
officer, and in many ways was completely ignorant of those
duties. While there was no evidence of bis acting in an im-
proper way, possibly, if matters had come to as close a shave
as in some other constituencies, ho might have been willing
to leDd himself to acts which might have been questionable
in themselves. We know that, by the action of one of
these returning officers the bon. member for Bothwell
was deprived of bis seat for some time, and that another man
represented the constituency in this House until the courts
awarded the bon. gentleman bis just rights; and if the
First Minister should strike such a man as that, and
appoint him a revising officer, no man would say
that ho would not ho willing to do acts just as
questionable as those which were done by that gentleman.
Tho bon. member for Victoria was very indignant this after-
noon at the leader of the Oppositisn, because ho made some
remarks which ho thought were not complimentary to
lawyers. I think the hon. gentleman exaggerated what the
leader of the Opposition said ; but, at any rate, though
lawyers are a respectable class of mon, they are like other
people, and there are among them extreme partisans, men
who would lend thomselves to political acts of a very ques-
tionable kind if they had the opportunity. I believe there
are barristers of five years' standing who, if they had,
to-morrow, the opportunity of discharging the duties of
a revising officer, would be willing to perform those duties
in the best interest of their party, and I have no doubt,
bofore we have had many years experience of this law, we
will find, in sections wh< re those men are appointed, jist as
great an outcry against the appointments which the hon.
gentleman makes as we have heard with regard to bis
appointments of returning officers. I contend that there bas
been no evidence presented to this House in favor of this pro-
vision, and the fact that the present system bas worked so
admirably well shows that this change is not a desirable one,
that it is, in fact, absolutely unnecessary. The only ground
upon which any gentleman on that side can ask that this
Bill should be put in operation is the ground of party
exigency. I believe, if you obliterate the ill-feeling which
exists betwoen the First Minister and the Attorney•General
of Ontario you would do away with the necessity of this
law altogether, and it is too bad that the country, owing to
this unfortunate state of things, should be asked to incur an
annual expense of $.300,000 or $400,000 for the opeation of
this law. The First Minister laughs when I mention these
figures, but as we have not had the slightest intimation from
him or from hon. members on that side as to what the
estimated cost will be, we are justified in holding that our
estimate is nearly correct. I hold that the system under
which the municipal councils have in their hands the pre-
paration of the lists bas worked most admirably, and that
they are the best judges and revisors. Though poli~ics may
rule in some few townships, as a general thing they
do not, and the men elected discharge their dnties
with credit to themselves and aivantage to the town-
ship. These mon, from year to year, seek the honor
of being elected to positions in the council,
and they perceive the necesity of cultivating the the good
feeling of the people and of seeing that every rightful
elector in the municipality is placed on the voters' list. ln

Mr. MOMULLEN.

the first place, the assessor has to put a fixed value on the
entire assessable property of the municipality. Before ho
proceeds to perform that duty ho las to make an affidavit,
declaring that ho will faithfully, truly and impartially dis-
charge the .duty of assessor. After that ho makes his
return to the municipality under oath. That return goes
before the court of revision, every member of which bas
to take an oath and sign a declaration that he will faith-
fully, truly and impartially, to the best of bis ability, dis-
charge bis duty as a member of the court of revision for
that municipality. They thon procoed to revise the voters'
list; and every man being well acquainted with the section
of the municipality which ho represents-as the munici-
pality is generally divided into wards-those whose names
are improperly left off are generally put on the list at
the court of revision, if there is any application. If
there is not, and the court of revision omits any
names, the parties, or their friends, can appeal to
the county judge, who appoints a place where the
appeal can be heard and witnesses examined, and
ho thon proceoeds to put on those names which ho con-
siders ought to be put on, and strikes off those ho considers
ought to be struck off. That is a convenient and cheap
way of preparing the voters' lists at present, and it has
worked admirably. Although, in some municipalities, we
have had very keen political contests, the results obtained
have been, on the whole, more satisfactory to the electors
than those that will be obtained under this new Act. When
you have a syster in lorce that bas worked so well as the
present system it is unwise te discard it, and adopt
another that is new to the country, and that will cause a
considerable amount of expense and trouble to the people,
and will end in a considerable amount of confusion. The
next officer of importance is, the municipal clerk. He las
to perform certain duties in connection with the revision of
the list; ho bas t isee that the list is forwarded to the
different oficials in the county; ho las to post copies of
the list up at different points, in order that the electors may
bave au opportunity of investigating it; andbe bas to make
a dcelaration that ho has performed bis work; ho has also
to make a return of every man in the township who is liable
to pay poil tixes or to perform statute labor. In this way
ie becomes familarised with toe names, and ho gets so
thorough a knowledge of every man in his municipality
that ho is able te judge at once whether a man is entitled
to be put on the list or net. In a municipality in my own
section of country, where there were some 900 ratepayers,
where a by-law was submitted for a bonus to a railwav,
and where there was only one voting place, the clork of the
municipality was able to name every single ratepayer, with-
out turning up the list, simply because ho had occupied
that position for fifteen years. That gives you an idea of
the extensive knowledge the municipal clerk has of the
residents of his municipality. I would like to know if such
an extensive knowledge is not a decided advantage to
any man called upon to make up the list. The revising
officer will b possessed of no such information, because ho
will probably leave bis clerk to prepare the list. If the lon.
First Minister had embodied a clause in his Bill providing
that the clcrk of each rnunicipality should be ex offcio the
clerk of the revising officer for the preparation of the list in
that municipality, it would have been a great advantage.
But I can easily conceive why ho did net do that ; all
the clerks in the municipalities are not of the saime political
stripe, and the probability is that they would not just perform
the work they would ho asked te do. But it is not too late
yet; and if the hon. First Minister would consider the ques-
tion of utilising the municipal clerks, such a change in bis
Bill would facilitate the business of making up the liste. A
very large amoaunt of money would be saved by using the
present lists. It is imprudent on our part to incur the
expense of making out second liste. The Provinces of this
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Dominion stand in the relation of partners ; there are seven
of us, and what is a saving to one is a saving to another;
and if, through the co-operation of the Dominion Government
with the Local Government, and the Local Government with
the Dominion Government, money can be saved to the people,
is it not desirable to save that money ? If by the Dominion
adopting the municipal and provincial machinery which is
in force, and which has rendered acceptable service in the
past, a saving is going to be effected to the Dominion, would
it not be wise and prudent to continue to use that machin-
ery ? It looks like rivalry among the members of a family
to inaugurate a system that is going to cost the country a
large amount of money, simply because there are some Pro-
vinces with which the present Government are not on such
terms as to enable them to accept those changes in the voters'
list which the Provinces have made-not because they are
not in the right direction, or because they do not extend the
franchise to classes who ought not to have it, but simply from
a pure spirit of spleen and bitterness. Now, the First,
Minister has told us that the municipal assesment rolls and
lists are going to be utilised, but they are only to be utilised
as a guide; and if the revising barrister chooses to value a
man's property less than that put upon it in the assessment
roll, he can do so, and he can do so while refusing to accept
any evidence to the contrary. It is all very well to talk
about appeals, but appeals are very expensive affairs; and
the poor men, who are the class that will be left out, will
not be inclined to consult a lawyer, and take all the expen.
sive measures necessary to be placed on the list, so that
the probability is, the majority of those struck off the list
will remain disfranchised. As regards the cost of this
new machinery, we have a right to feel disappointed that
the First Minister bas not ventured to give us any
estimate. Figures have been submitted by hon. members
on this side, which go to show that it wil cost between
$300,000 and $400,000 a year; but even supposing it cost
only $1,000 for each constituency, which would be only
$300 for each officer, a suma lower, I imagine, than
even a third-class man can be got for, it will foot up
to 6211,000 a year. In our presont position, I think this
expenditure should be avoided, on the ground of economy
alone, if on no other. It is unwise that we should open the
door to an expenditure of so large a sum, and leave it solely
at the disposition of the Governor in Council. The revising
officer will undoubtedly be treated and recognised as an
officer of the Government ; he will seek to discharge his
duties to the satisfaction of the Government, conscious that
if he does that he may reasonably expect an increase of
salary, or, at any rate, that his salary will be continued.
Although we have the statement of the First Minister that,
after the first year, the eixpenditure will, probably,
be much less, I venture to predict it will be
greater; I venture to predict that, in place of
the revising barrister's salary being reduced, it will
be increased. Befoe inaugurating this system we should
carefully count the cost, and we should ask ourselves where
are we going to find the money to pay for it. The people
are beginning to feel seriously alarmed at our continued
increase of expenditure, and we would be untrue to their
best interests if we continued to add.to their burdens with-
Out seriously considering whether the incroase is absolutely
necessary or not. In this case there can b no doubt that
it is not necessary. The First Minister said this afternoon,
ho was willing to accept suggestions, if we were prepared
to make them, that ho was open to conviction on
any point that might be raised, and be worthy of his con-
sideration; but ever since the discussion has commenced we
have been pressing reasons why changes should be made.
The First Minister has been so much out of the House that
we have had to state over and over again our objections to
this Bill, in order, if possible, to reach his ear, and we shall
have to continue to do that. I have made suggestions
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to-night mysOf as to utilising municipal clerks as clerks to
the revising barristers, and I am satisfied that ho did not
hear what I said, se that some other man may have to
repent them, until they reach the ear of the First Minister.
The revising barrister is given a great deal of power in
exess even of the powers given to a county judge, whose
duty it is to liston to complaints and hear evidence on both
sides when it is presented. But the revising officer can
hear evidence or not as ho pleases. lie is both judge and
jury, and can put a name on the list or put it off. If he has
reason to believe that a man is dead or has left the consti-
tuency he eau strike the name off, whether the man is dead
or has loft or not. I am satisfied that when this Act
becomes law a great deal more work will have to be per-
formed by Reform candidates than ever before. In my con-
stituency I stand in a more awkward position than most men
in this House. I have a constituency where there are fbur
county judges who have jurisdiction. There is a judge and
there is a deputy judge in my connty, and the
two ends of my constituency belong to different counties.
ln 1882, whether as a matter of kindness to me or to the
hon. moraber for North Perth, they attached a portion of
his riding to mine, and the same in regard to the county of
Dufferin. I suppose the county judge would perform the
duty in the county of Wellington ; thon, when we come to
revise the voters' list in the county of Perth, we will have
to get the county judge of that county, and in the east part
of the riding we will have to get the county judge of the
county of Dufforin; so that we will have to get three judges
to revise the voters' list for one constituency. There is
another power which it is unwise to vest in the returning
officer, and that is the power of arranging the wards. In
most cases the wards in the several townships are con-
veniently laid out a present. In some cases, perhaps, they
are not. But the revising officer is not supposed to accept
the divisions as they are now, but, if ho likes, can sub-divide
any town or township. If there are more than 200 rate-
payers in a sub-division, instead of putting off a concession
or half a concession, to bring the number within 200, he
may divide it again, and so make a good deal of con-
fusion. As has already been stated by the hon. member
from Quebec, ho may seriously inconvenience one political
party and accommodate the other. In one township in
my constituency, the ward in the south end gives as large
a Conservative majority as the ward in the north. end gives
a Reform majority. Now, if the revising officer should
think it advantageous to his party, ho might so divide the
township as to make all the Reformers go from the
north end to the south end, and some would have to travel
twelve or fourteen miles to give thoir votes, while the Con.
servativejs would have the poil at their own door. That would
be an injustice. It may be said that no man would do such a
thing, but our past experience leads us to believe that
there are mon in the world capable of doing almost every-
thing, politically, and I believe that some of these revising
officers will so divide the mancipalities as to largely favor
one party at the expense of the other. Mr. Chairman, I
felt it my duty to my constituents tu make these few
remarks, and to give my reasons why I am oppose: to the
Government assuming the appointment of the revising
officers who are to make up the voters' lists.

Mr. CAMERON (Middlesex). Before this clause is
submitted to a vote I desire to say a few words as
to the mode of preparing the voters' list. We have had
a good many years' exporience in Ontario of a system
which has proved very satisfactory. We know that in
Ontario, and some of the other Provinces, there are
simple means provided, and the municipal machinery
is set to work to secture a voters' list, and this system,
we might adopt in this ]3Bi. and at a small cost to this
country. But instead of that, it is now proposed to appoint
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revising barristers and adopt a machinery that is complicated
in character and expensive in its details. We are asked
now to sanction a system that will involve, for the salaries
of the 211 officers, an expenditureof at least 8211,000. The
First Minister has not made any estimate as to what will
be the probable cost of this measure to the country, but
some hon. gentlemen on this side have made a very reason-
able calculation, and their estimate is that it will cost
something like half a million dollars a year. No hon.
gentlemen opposite have yet challenged the correctness
of these figures, except the member for West Toronto
(Mr. Beaty), who estimated that the measure might
cost as high as $100,000 per annum. Let us take
the experience of England, where this system has been
at work for some time. We find, in the English Act,
that the revising barrister is to be paid a sum not exceeding
200 guineas per annum, and in addition there are other ex-
penses wbich necessarily belong to the working of the ma-
chinery provided ; for instance, there is a provision by which,
in populous constituencies, more than one revising officer
can be appointed. Consequently, it is a fair deduction that
in no constituency in this country can the revising officer
be expected to perform his duties for less than 81,000 a year.
Now, it bas been alleged by hon. gentlemen opposite, when-
ever they deign to speak on the question, that this system
will give us greater security in the preparation of the voters'
list; but is there any gentleman opposite who will say that
there is greater security in the existence of a revising
barrister, nominated by a gentleman supporting the Govern-
ment of the day, responsible, practically, only to them, thani
there is in the system that at present exists in the Provinces ?
Some hon. gentlemen have sought to throw contempt on the
assessors and clerks of Ontario municipalities, and have
charged them with being partisans. If it is, as these
gentlemen allege, impossible, under a system having so
many checks, to prevent fraud and the undue exercise
of power, are these not much more likely to arise1
under a system by which the revising officers are prac-
tically independent of every elector of the county. The
municipal officials are responsible to the municipal council,
and in each municipality the official is only one of two mon
who has the arrangement of the list. There is a vast differ-i
ence in regard to the preparation of lists under the present
system and that proposed. Journals supporting bon. gen-
tlemen opposite have not defended the Bill on iLs merits. I
ask hon. gentlemen opposite to point out a single Ministerial
journal in Ontario which bas discussed fairly the revising
officer clause. No statement made in regard to that official
has been made in good faith, but with the evident design
of misrepresenting the position of the officiai. Moreover,
the journals usually supporting hon, gentlemen opposite have
misrepresented the position of hon.gentlemen on this side of
the House. They have attempted, in every way, to impute
to us motives for the stand made by us in defence of the
rights of the people, charges that were in every sense unbe-
coming. It is not necessary bore to defend our position; it
will only be necessary to do so when bon. gentlemen opposite
make a more decided stand on this phase of the questionî
than they bave heretofore done. We bave not heard froin
bon. gentlemen opposite at any length in defence of this
particular clause of the Bill, which is one of the most per-
nicious and the most likely of ali the clauses to deprive the
free and independent electors of those rights that ought to
be inalienably theirs. Under our system of government we
have been constantly departing from that principle of admin-
istration that leaves it in the hands of the Government of
the day to have any connection with the electoral machin-i
ery. Up to within very recent years this HGuse hsd the
privilege of administering the law in connection with elec-1
tion protests; but the consensus of opinion induced Parlia-1
ment to abandon that system, and now allows sucb cases to
be tried by judges. There are, now, no people in the
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Dominion who are*in favor of changing the system from
that which at present exists. In that and in many other
respects we have attempted to separate the Executive from
the electoral functions of the Government. It is a stop
backwards to admit the principle involved in the clause,
and submit to the appointment of revising officers to prepare
electoral lists and make appointments for the Government.
Now, I strongly favor the system which has heretofore been
in existence for the preparation of these lists. I believe
that that system is such as to secure the preparation of the
lists as nearly perfect as they can be, and as free from the
suspicion of partisanship and favoritism which must attach
to lists prepared under the systein now proposed. I believe
the municipal officers of the two Provinces of Ontario and
Quebec, with which I am best acquainted, taking them all
in all, are equal to any other class in the community.
Besides the experience which they gain from engaging in
municipal affairs, they have the local knowledge and
acquaintance with each minor municipality which should
be possessed by men occupying such positions, and would it
not be botter that these men should have the power of pre-
paring the primary lists than the officials in whose hands
the Bill proposes to place that power. I believe that under
the Bill no perfect primary list can be prepared, and conse-
quently no final revision, that does not comtemplate the
engrafting of the municipal machinery and municipal
officials in a Bill of this kind. Though one or two gentle-
men have thrown doubt on the good faith of some of these
assessors and clerks, they have toned down their expres-
sions to such a degree that there is very little force in their
remarks. But oven if there were some complaints, does
not the appeal to the judge offer the strongest incentive to
those officers to perform their duties carefully, so that their
municipalities should not be put to expense? And though
thore is an appeal under the Bill, when the judge is not the
revising officer, it does not imply the saine closeness of
supervision that exists in the appeal from the present
voters' lists. I desire also to point out that, while
the assessor has to make a solemn declaration that he
has done his work conscientiously and thoroughly, to
the best of his belief, the revising officer is only
required to subscri be his naine to the list as being
the list for that particular constituency. It has been said
that the fact that the revising barrister has secured froin
the Law Society the privilege of practising his profession
will be a security that ho will conduct himself with pro-
priety; but while I would not depreciate the character of
the legal profession, I believe you will find that in all the
public acts of the clerks and assessors throughout the Pro.
vince of Ontario they have sbown themsolves equally
competent, equally responsible, equally well-behaved, in
proportion to their numbers, as the members of the legal
profession of that Province. But that is not taken as a
sufficient guarantee that these officers shall do their duty
fairly, for other guards are thrown around them. Still,
in the face of that fact, we are urged to accept the
parchment which has been granted to the barrister as an
ample guarantee of his moral responsibility, his legal know-
ledge, his good faith, and everything else involved in the
responsibility which the Bill places on him. I say the best
guarantee we can have is the security involved in a most
stringent supervision; otherwise, we are throwing odium on
every official in this Dominion on whom we place responsi-
bility, because in proportion to their responsibility we take
security for their good behavior. For instance, the Minis-
ter of Customs will not put a man in the position to handle
the money passing through his Departinent without taking
some kind of a security. He does not take the man's word,
he takes his bond; and I would ask if any greater responsi-
bility can be placed in the hands of any man than the pro-
paration of the electoral list, on the proper arrangement Of
which depends the rightful discharge by each constituoecy
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of its duty to the country. But we were told, some tim
ago, by the hon. member for Kent, N.B. (Mr. Landry), tha
if this is as bad a Bill as the Opposition contend, thon le
them appeal to the country upon it.

Mr.LANDRY (Kent). I did not say that. Read that,i
you can find it.

Mr. CAMERON. I cannot find it at the moment.
Mr. LANDRY. No, nor to-morrow, either.
Mr. CAMERON. However, if the hon. gentlema

disclaims it-
Mr. LANDRY. If the hon. gentleman will allow me,1

will tell him from memory what 1 did say. I stated tha
if hon. gentlemen opposite contended that the Bill was s
atrocious in its character, the Conservative party would
likely be defeated by it before the country, and that if tha
was the case, it was advantageous to them, and they ongh
to let it go, so that we might be defeated.

Mr. CAMERON. Well, if you place in the hands o
partisans the preparation of the lists, and appeal to th
country, you are not giving any fair opportunity of ai
appeal to the same electors who elected the hon. gentleman
and myself. If there is any honesty or earnestness in the
proposition of the hon. gentleman, the proper time to give
us snob an opportunity is before the Bill passes, and then
the country will be able to say whether they approve of the
measure or not. Now, I will read the hon. gentleman's
remarks, which are to be found at page 1556 of the
Debates :

IlTha errmntry has puat Ihem in their pressent position, and they mtuf
be considered as representing the willr p the country, an therefore r3
jnstified in pushing this measure through. If it be such a bad Bill as
the Opposition contend, let them appeal to the country."
Now, I accept the hon. gentleman's proposition. Give us
the opportunity to submit the Bill to the people, to say
whether such a clause as we are now discussing should
become the law of the land. But the hon. member for
Kent has not been alone in his challenge. The loading
organu of the Conservative party very recently used this
language:

" We should advise a dissolution of the House. We should accept
Mr. Edgar's insult to the loyalty of the people of Ontario as a chal-
lenge to a battle à l'outrance. We should force through all the neces-
sary measures, sacrificing everything not essential to public business,
and drag these Grit traitors and treason-mongers to the foot of the
polle, which the people of Canada would speedily convert into a gal-
lows. That would teach them a lesson in loyalty, as understsod by
the people of Canada, and especially by the people of Ontario."

We have had these challenges hurled at us from inside the
flouse and from outside the House; and yet where is the
indication that hon, gentlemen propose to follow up the
challenges they make? Is there the slightest intimation
that they will suspend the operations of this Bill until the
views of the people upon it are obtained ? Is there any
evidence whatever, except their disinclination to discusa
the measure, that there is a single individual in the country,
outside of the partisan press supporting hon. gentlemen
Opposite, who is really anxious to see this measure pass ?
Ail the evidence that has been submitted goes to show the
contrary. Wherever public feeling exists it is against the
Bill, and particularly this clause of the Bill. That feeling
existe, because there is manhood in the people of Canada-
because there is, independent of political allegiance, the
feeling that whatever party is dominant it should only be
dominant as a result of the votes of a majority of the people;
and the adoption of a clause of this kind, for placing the
elOctoral vote practically in the lands of one man,
really makes it possible, and is designed to make it
possible, that the Government shall decide what members
shall sit in this House. In this respect the Bill lacks
the first element of fairness. It lacks all that is esential
to freedom of choice by the electorate; and the country, on

e awakening to a full realisation of the purpose of the measure,
at will, in spite of the gaggingthat is attempted by this clause,
Bt in spite of the loading of the dioe, in spite of marking of the

cards, express their disapprobation of the measure, and
if particularly of this clause, on the first opportunity that will

present itself. I only regret that the offer of the hon.
member for Kent (Mr. Landry) is not sufficiently endorsed
by other hon. gentlemen on that side of the House. We have
been told by journals upporting hon. gentlemen opposite,

n that this is a transcript of the English law, so far as the revis-
ing ofcer is concerned. I think it has been already clearly
established that thore are very material differences between
the two, especially in this respect: that here the revising

o officer is made the sole controller of the voters' list, while
d in England the revising officer merely acts as reviser of the
t liEst; but I ask hon. gentlemen opposite to produce an
t instance where any of the prominent daily journals support-

ing hon. gentîmen opposite have admitted that that
distinction exists. On the contrary, they have invariably

f alleged a similarity betwoen the provisions of the two Bills.
e If we have departed from the established English prece-
n dence, if we go against the experience that bas justified
n England in continuing that provision since 1843, there must
e be some special reason for it. The First Minister tells us

that the majority of Parliament are opposed to the English
1 practice in this particular phase of the Bill, which left the

local municipal officers to prepare the primary lists and left
the revision solely in the hands of the revising officers. But
if they are opposed to that phase of the Bill, why do they
not express their opinion ? Are they only to express it
through the First Minister ? It is beneath the dignity of

t hon. gentlemen opposite to occupy such a humiliating posi-
tion. The First Minister, no doubt, was saying the truth,
when he said ho did not know why they should %e opposed
to the English practice. We also are destined to romain in

7 ignorance, since they will not or are not allowed to give
their reasons. The appointment of the revising barrister
was defended by the First Minister on the plea that any
partiban conduct on bis part would ensure lis dismissal by
this House. We have had ovidence of partisan conduct
brought before this House in more instances than one, and
my experience has been that the decision of the House
depended largely on the fact as to whether the partisan
conduct was in the interest of the majority or not.
On that fact largely depended the disposition of
the question raised as to the behavior of any particular
officer of this Parliament. I do not think an Assembly of
this kind should be entrusted with the decision of the case
of a revising barrister, whose conduct is denounced. His
position should be sufficiently independent of this House
as not to involve the contingency that his conduct might
come up bore for revision; otherwise, it cannot be expected
that lis conduct will be of a character to entitle him to the
confidence of every section of the community. It is alleged,
besides, that the moral sense of the people will act as a con-
trolling influence on the revising officer. The phrase is an
admirable one, but it expresses an opinion which, in practice,
we throw every day a doubt upon. Hon. gentlemen opposite
indulged in the fallacy that the moral sense of the people
would restrain the half-breeds and Indians of the orth-
West from rebellion. For two years and more they indulged
in that fallacy, if we are to believe the public documents, but
tbey eventually realised that the moral sense of the people
did not restrain them from rebelling. We do not trust, by
any means, to the moral sense of the people, or there would
be less legislation of a prohibitory character enacted in the
flouse. Would it be reasonable to dispense with
those enactments on the ground that the moral
sense of the people would be sufficient to restrain the
people from wrong-doing; and is it to be expected that
the moral sense of the revising barrister will be sufficient
to restrain him, if he sees a judgeship or some other emolu-
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ment in the distance, as the reward of his doing the bidding
of the Government. In answer to the objection that the
revising barrister will not have the local knowledge of the
constituency possessed by the different municipal officers in
the municipalities, the First Minister states that men will
be appointed who will be acquainted with the circum-
stances of the constituencies. But in many rural constitu-
encies it will be impossible to find a man sufficiently
acquainted with every section to properly do this work. Lot
hon. gentlemen opposite refer to their own experiences, and
ask themselves whether, in all cases, they have a thorough
acquaintance with every section of their constituencies;
and if they have not, as I think they will generally admit,
how is it they have not ? And is it possible that a man, who is
only interested in making himself acquainted with the consti-
tuency for one particular purpose, will make that acquaint-
ance which practically involves the knowledge, not only of
every individual, but also as to the individual circumstances
of each individual ? It is alleged that the majority of the
votera will be on the assessment roll. That may be the fact,
and yet every objection which has been urged against the
measure has as much force as if the reverse were the case.
The right hon. gentleman knows how many there are on both
sides of the House who hold their seats by a majority which,
if oe vote had been changed in every polling sub-division,
would have been converted into a minority. How easy would
it thon be for a man who has the least predisposition to party
instincts to put one vote off or put one on in every polling
sub-division. How many constituencies would show a differ-
ent result had that course been adopted at the last election'?
In England, they have recognised the local machinery and
have made the municipal officers their officers, as far as the
p rimary preparation of the lista is concerned, and the reasons
for doing that in this country aie all the stronger, because
our municipal machinery is much the more perfect of the two.
I assume that there is a purpose in this. There is no doubt
that, practically nominated as they will be by the supporters
of hon. gentlemen opposite, the revising officers will b the
Conservative election agents for the preparation of the
votera' lista in every constituency. I do not think hon.
gentlemen opposite fully realise the unfairnesa of the
position which the revising officers will occupy under this
Bill, which is so outrageous that I trust they will remove
these men from the aspersions that must necessarily follow
their acceptance of the position, if they are to be merely the
election agents for the party in power for the time boing. It
cannot be expected that one party is to be dominant forever
in this country, and I appeal to hon. gentlemen opposite,
when they are dealing with this matter, as between them-
selves and thoir consciences, to say whether this proposition
is a just one. I say it is scandalously unfair to take the public
money to the extent of half a million dollars a year and
use it to further the ends of one political party. In the
English Act ample provision is made for a notice to the
party appealed against, but under this Bill the revising
officer can practically disfranchise any man of his own will.
A man's name may appear on the primary list, and that
man may be satisfied that ho will be an elector ; but the
revising officer, when ho makes his final revision, can
strike the name off, without any appeal boing lodged and
without stating any reasons for the removal of the name.
la it safe or prudent to leave the electoral lista in the hands
of any man who has such powers as these ? The hon.
member for Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell), who has been
willing to put himself in our place and to look at this matter
from an honest and fair standpoint, said :

"If hon. gentlemen oppoaite happened to come into power-and
unlikelier thing rmay happeu-I would not like them to have the power
in My constituency of nonniating the man who shall say who ought te
vote for me, and I think it unfair to preu a measure of this kind, so
objectionable as it js to 8o many hon. gentlemen, when a very much
more simple remedy oan be provided."

Mr. CAMEMRN (Middlesex).

I am sure that the hon. gentleman would not have made
such a statement if he did not conceive that a revising
officer appointed under this clause was sure to develop into
a partisan, and that this would be productive of pernicious
results, to the prejudice of one or the other political party,
as they might happen to be the ins or the outs for the time
being. The Bill proposes to hand over the preparation of
the voters' list and the disposal of the people's rights to a
horde of partisan revising officers, whose first act, in the
majority of cases, will be to favor the men frm whor
they secure their appointment. It is most unfair that
such a course should be followed, and that, on the flimsy
charges that have been submitted against the present system,
a measure of such a drastic character should be proposed.
Mr. Chairman, Addison, in one of his tales, tells of a man in
his time who attended fairs to se pills which were proof
against earthquakes. I think this measure of a some-
what similar character. It is introduced to avert the
earthquake that is evidently approaching, and is destined to
create such a commotion among hon. gentlemen opposite
as that they will scarcely realise their present existence.
Now, we hear hon. gentlemen opposite and the Conservative
press frequently dilate on the injustice that is done to the
municipal councils and the municipal officers by the
encroachments of the provincial Local Government of the
Province of Ontario. Now, Sir, if that is the case, if hon.
gentlemen opposite are sincere in their contention that the
Local Government is encroaching on the rights of munici-
palities, I call upon them now to stand up in defence of these
municipalities and these municipal officers, from whom this
Bill proposes to take away rights and privileges which they
have long exercised, to the general satisfaction of the people.
I say that the assessors and the clerks of the municipalities
have proved to be capable men, and yet you propose, by this
Bill, entirely to ignore them in providing machinery for the
preparation of voters' lists. I repeat that to take away from
these municipalities the power to control electoral lists,
and appoint partisan revising officers, ignoring the machin-
ery that already exists, is the most serious encroach-
ment that has yet been attempted on the municipal powers.
'Sinco this discussion commenced no attempt bas been made
by hon. gentlemen opposite to defend this clause of the Bill.
They believe this clause is worth a whole Session's talk.
They realise that an advantage is to be gained by the
passage of this clause; but that is not the position which
their constituents expect them to occupy. The hon. mom-
ber for Lincoln (Mr. Rykert) has invariably stood up in
defence of the municipal authorities against the alleged
encroachments by the Provincial Government. Why does
ho not stand up and make some defence of this clause, and
give roasons why the municipal machinery should be no
longer used and the municipal officers abandoned. The
hon. member for North Perth (Mr. Hesson) is always
ready to make charges against the good faith of the Ontario
Government in regard to the municipalities; yet, when the
Administration have departed from one of the fundamental
principles, which he las charged the Liberals of Ontario with
abandoning, we do not hear a word from him in regard to
this clause. They have entirely forgotten the charges made
by thom on the hustings, that the Provincial Government
of Ontario are encroaching on the power of the municipali-
ties. "A needy man's budget is full of schemes." That saying
applies to the present Governmont and to this case. Inde-
pendent of the National Policy, the Government felt the
necessity, in 1882, of gerrymandering the constituencies, in
order to secure a majority in this House. The sane spirit
is prompting them in respect to this clause, which is one that
cannot be defended on its merits. Hou. gentlemen opposite
say : We have a majority; we intend to take advantageof it ;
we will have the country gagged by the time the Opposition
can appeal to them. If that is not the intention of hon.
gentlemen opposite, as indicated by their silence, what is
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their motive in not defending such an atrocious section ?
The same tactics adopted in the passage of the Gerrymander
Act are being pursued to-day. Lot hon. gentlemen
opposite look at iansard, and they will see whether any
attempt was made to defend the Gerrymander Bill on its
merits. There was no such attempt. They are willing,
to-day, to push through this offensive measure, which is con-
trary to all that is fair, and manly, and honest, as between
man and man; they are willing to remain silent, in order
that the measure may become law. Their silence, and the
misrepresentation of their organs are, howover, having the
effect of making many Conservatives feel that there mut
be something decidely wrong in this measure. I shall be,
indeed, glad to find the details to which I have objected,
altered. I should like the measure to have some reasonable
appearance of honesty about it. I should like it, not in
the interest of a political party, or in my own political
interest, but in the interest of this country. Equally as I
wish a greater element of fairness in this measure, do I
protest with earnestness and fervor against the adoption of
a clause that is fatal to fair play, on which the marks of
unfairness are manifest everywhere, that is obviously
intended to strike at one political party, while it is intended
to buoy up hon. gentlemen opposite with advantages at the
next general election.

Mr. FLEMING. Before this claue is adopted I vould
like to have the privilege of saying a few words with refer-
ence to it. The Ion. the First Minister told ns last night
that this particular clause was one that was properly open
to considerable discussion. He told us te-day that this
power which the Government was attempting to tako into
thoir hands was one to which sorne reasonablo objections
might be taken, and therefore you will noht b surprised if
some of us desire to enter upon its discussion for a few
moments. This provision is introduced into the election
law of the country for the first time, after we have been
getting along very well under the existing system since
Confederation. There has been no voice from the public
asking the old system to be changed. There has
been no portion of the community finding fault with
the existing system, and at this day, without there
being such voice, there is a provision being introduced
into this Bill that is not attempted to be dofendod
in this House or ont of this House-a provision that cannot
be defended anywhere. The First Minister, himself, to-day,
in moving the adoption of this clause, did not attempt to
defend it. He said the power which is about to be taken
into the hands of the Government is open to objection. He
says it *s not as fair a measure as that which exists in Eng-
land. He says the reason ho has not introduced the English
system here is because it did not commend itselt to the
majority of the members of this House; that ho had ascer-
tained this Session, and previous Sessions, that the majority
of this House would not adopt the English system. flow
did ho ascertain that fact? Was it from the voices we
heard in this House, from the expression of hon. members
discussing the question in open Parliament? Where was
it ascertained? It was ascertained in the caucus, where
hon. gentlemen dispose of the affairs of the country. They
have adopted this new system of governing a free country,
by giving away their views in caucus and then coming in
as a solid voting phalanx, for the purpose of earrying th rough
every measure which cannot be defended in Parliament.

Mr. SMALL. That is business.
Mr. FLEMING. The Whip from Toronto says that is

business ; ho supports that system; ho calls that respon-
sible government; ho says that is representative institu-
tions. Hon. gentlemen know that the very moment they
give up their opinions in caucus and refuse to express them
In open Parliament they abdicate their functions as repre.
sentatives of the people altogether, and become the servants

of the Ministry of the day. The hon. gentlemen have
adopted this system of expressing their opinion in caucus
and giving up what independence of thought they have
thore, and refusing in the House, in obedience to the reso-
lutions in caucus, to express thoir views upon any publie
measure which comes before the House. This is the doo-
trine we are to have adopted here; this is the doctrine
to be forced upon this country by those who are call-
ing out for trampling feet to come in thousands and wipe
out the Opposition; this is the doctrine adopted by a party
which calls upDn thousands of independent loyal electors of
Ontario to come down to Ottawa and drive these nasty
Opposition members ont of thoir places altogether.

An hon. MEMBER. There are enough here to do it;
come to the point.

Mr. FLEMING. The hon. gentleman sees the point
clearly. He sees the reason why they are hot discussing tho
power which the Government are taking into their hands by
this clause of the Bill. He sees the reason why they have
thrown away the powers which were given them as the
representatives of the people, of discussing on the floors of
Parliament measures which are brought in for the consido-
ration of the people's representatives. Hon. gentlemen
know that they have not attempted to defend this proposi-
ti -n in the face of Parliament. They know why that to-
day their First Minister, their leader, has not dofended it.
They know it is not defended by any independont journal
in the country. They know that the only defence which
has been attempted to b given to this Bill, and the powers
which are secured to the Gavernment by this particular
clause, has been an attenpt ma le by a subsidised press, that
doos not express the indeponderit opinions of any section of
this country. They know that that press, in order to induce
the people to believe lhat the provision was harmless, ias
totally misrepresented the provisions ot this Bill. They
know that they have croncealed its obnoxious provisions
from their readers, and that they have misrepresented this
Bill and absolutely told falschoods with regard to
this ptrticular clause. They know thut tboy have
b3cn instrueted, I prosume, to earn the subsidios given them
from year to year by misrepiesnting the moasures which
have been attempted to be rushed through Parliament in
silence by hon. gentlemen opposite. The painful duty is,
therefore, cast upon us, of discussing this Bill from day to
day, in order that the people of the country may know its
provisions. Where else are they to obtain their knowledge ?
They cannot obtain it from the expressions of bon. gentle-
mon opposite, bocause they do not express themselves.
They cannot obtain it from the press supporting hon. gen-
tlemen opposite, bocause, when they discuss it ut all, they
discuss it in a garbled and distorted form. They conceal
its objectionablo foatures and misrepresent almost every
feature of the Bill. Therefore, it becomes our duty, as the
representatives of the peoplo, as the only ones who will give
knowledge to the people of what is going on in Parliament,
to discuss this Bill, and therefore, we are hore discussing it.
The hon. First Miuister to-day declared that this provision
was open to objection, because it gave the Government the
power of apPointing the makers and revisers of the lists,
but that ho could not secure the passage of a Bill similar to
the law in England, where the judge of Assize in the differ-
ent conties appoints the revising officer. Ho ascertained
that fact, the hon. momber for East Toronto (Mr. Small)
tels us, in caucus. Why could ho not pass such a Bill in
this House ? Simply because the nocessities of hon. gen-
tlemen opposite are so groat that such a Bill would not
answer their purpose. There can be no other reason. I
dure any hon. gentleman to get up ani state if there is any
other reason. They dure not accept the challenge. Even
the hon. member for North Perth (Mr. Hesson), who
comes to the rescue of the Government when they are in A
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tight place, on other occasions, fails to come to their rescue
now. The hon. First Minister said to-day that this par-
ticular clause of the Bill was objectionable. Then, why
introduce it at all? If he bas not sufficient power over his
supporters to pass a Bill that is a fair Bill, such as the
English Act is, why introduce it at all ? Is there any hon.
gentleman who can answer ? Not an hon. gentleman on
the other side of the louse can do so because they dare
not state the purpose for which it is introduced. They are
silent. They know that there was no public necessity for
this Bill.

Mr. CHAIRMIAN. Will the hon, gentleman please dis-
cuss the clause?

Mr. FLEMING. The clause is the kernel of the Bill.
There is no public necessity why the Government should
take into their hands the appointment of persons to make
up the electoral lists throughout the country. I ask hon.
gentlemen opposite, if there is a sentiment of honesty left
in them,if there is a single constituency in the country that
has expressed a desire to have a revising officer appointed
by the Government for making up the list. Hon. gentle-
men are silent again-because they cannot answer. Thore is
no public neeessity for this provision; then, why does the
hon. First Minister introduce it, when ho himsolf says that
he would prefer the English systom, if ho could carry it
through this House ? If bis supporters are not suffi-
ciently enlightened to-day, let him wait until he
has educated them up to that sense of fair play
and honor that will enable him to secure their
support for a fair ard honorabln Bill. The hon. gentle-
man says that the revising officer in England is very
similar to the revising officor hre. In England the
revising officer revises the lists af ter the overseers of the
parish have made them up; in Canada, under this Bill, the
revising officer makes up the list from the very beginning-
in the words of the Bill, le is to prepare, revise and com-
plote the list. The whole electoral list is to be handed
over to an officer appointed by the Government. We are
not sufficiently verdant to believe that these officers will be
appointed in any other way than on tho nomination of the
supporters of the hon. gentleman in the differont constitu-
encies; and in those constituoncies which are represented
by hon. gentlemen on this side of the House the nomination
will be in the hands of the leading wire-pullers of the Tory
party there. I can tell who, in my county, will be asked to
nominate the revising officer; and everybody knows that
the revising officer, notwithstanding that he is going to be
a lawyer of five years' standing, will be a Tory; and when
I have said that I have said enough. When I have said
that, I do not require to say that he will b a partisan, or
will be wanting in a sense of fair play, because I have
only to refer to the conduct of the majority in this House, in

ressing forward a Bill of this kind. We know that he will
e appointed for the purposes of this Bill. His duty will be,

according to his appointment and according te bis political
light-the light which an active Tory politician always
possesses-to devise means to secure the election of the
Tory candidate. That is his primary duty; that is the
reason of bis appointment; and ho is removable by the
majority of the members of the House of Commons, who are
elected under his manipulation. But the hon. gentleman
says that there are, by this Bill, votes secured to persons
having incomes, and to wage-earners and others, that are
not enfranchised in Englard, and that. therefore. it is ne-ces-
sary there should be some person to have control over the
voters' lists from their beginning ; and therefore it is
necessary to confer additional powers upon these revising
officers, powers whieh are not conferred upon any revisin i
barrister in England. Why, the bon. gentleman must
have forgotten himself. He must know that in
Ontario, at all events, persons having incomes have

MR. FLEMNG.

votes; that under the Bill passed last Session wage
earners have votes to a much larger extent than is provided
in this Bill, and that the lists are made up by the local
authorities, under the same system as that which has pre.
vaileci for years past, without any difficulty arising. The
hon. gentleman desires to establish that there is only the
smallest shade of difference, a difference that does net
amount to anything, between this Bill and the English Bill.
The English system is that the jadges appoint the revising
barristers; the electoral lists in England are prepared by
the people themselves, through overseers; in England there
is a sense of fair play. In the Empire of Germany, under
Bismarck, there is a more liberal provision than is in this
Bill; there the lists are prepared by the municipal authori-
ties, subject to an appeal to the judiciary. In France they
are prepared by the mayor, a delegate of the prefects, and
a delegate of the municipal council. Are we going to be
worse than France? Is this free country going to be worse
than Germany ? Are we going to place ourselves more in
the hands of the Executive than Germany or France ?
There is not a country in Europe with represen-
tative institutions, in which the electorate is placed
in the position ours is about to be put in. In
Spain they have a freer way of making out voters' lists
than the one proposed bore. There the lists are prepared
by a commission composed of the alcade and four persons
appointed by the municipal council. Are we going to place
in the hands of our Exocutive a power the Government of
Spain does not exorcise? In Italy the lists are prepared by
a commission similar to our municipal council. In fact, in
all the countries in Europe that have representative institu-
tions the lists are prepared by the people themsolves, and
in all cases there is an appeal to the judiciary. Under the
Bill, as introducod here, and which has secured the approba-
tion of hon. gentlemen opposite in caucus, there was an
attempt made to fasten upon this country a provision te
appoint officers who could do what they liked with the liste,
and whose decisions are not subject to appeal. From the
time wo have had representative institutions in Canada,
the lal authorities have prepared the lists. Are we
now going back to a systom which does not obtain in any
country blessed with representative institutions, and which
is not imaginied in any free country in the world. Hon.
gentlc men opposite say they will do this because they are
in the majority, and Conservatives of the same stamp in the
country talk in the same spirit. They say: You may fight
against the Bill, but it will become law. That is the only
reply they have te make ; it is their only defence. In
the words of the hon. Minister of Agriculture, "there
ain't nothing more to it." lon. gentlemen opposite talk of
drawing their inspirations from British institutions. Filled
with the fire of British institutions, flowing over with
British valor, they make up their minds, silently, te tiethe
bands of the electorate of the country, te put shackles upon
the free expression of the public will.- By the Indian
provision and the revising barrister provision they seek te
exclude hon. members now in the House from their
seats, and te secure the election of Government
supporters in tbeir place; and yet we hear them talking
about drawing their inspirations from British insti-
tutions. Who ever heard of a Briton tying the
bands of bis opponent before striking him ? Who
ever beard of a Briton endeavoring to tic the bands of his
opponent before entering into the fight ? We will fight
you at the polis, they say, but we will first tie the hands of
thoso opposed te us. I admire the inspiration, I admire
the effects of British inspiration upon hon. gentlemen oppO-
site. It has a wonderful effect upon them. It makes them
valorous. It is the essence of bravery te tell us that they
intend te bind our bands and tie our feet before they will
enter into the contest with us before the people of the
country. And, if that is net sufficient, "'the Opposition, ait a
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time like this, don't count." The subsidised newspapers of
the country are brought in to bully the Opposition. Drag
them to the foot of the polls, which will be a gallows to
them. The rope is prepared. They are preparing the
rope in this clause to-night. Hang them, because they are
fit for nothing else. They are obstructing the Lusiness of
the country. They are obstructing the Parliament of the
country. They are obstructing us from passing a
measure intended to perpetuate us in power forever.
They are obstructing us from passing a measure which will
bind the electors of the country, which will enablo the
officers of the Government, the Tory hacks throughout the
country, to become the manipulators of the voters' lists.
We are obstructing the passage of a magnanimous measure
like that. Bring down the trampling feet of thousands
of loyal Canadians, that will rise at the call of the First
Minister and will ring with trampling feet around these
grounds, to wipe out these fellows who are obstructing the
passage of a measure so noble in its purposes. Bring
down their thousands, place them in the square out there,
commanded by the revising officers, the lieutenants in the
great brigade, Lieut.-Col. Bunting at their head, Major Meek,
Major Wilkinson, Mr. Stinson as commissary of the battalion;
bring all these gentlemen down here, with their thousands,
and Kirkland, the American, with his Gatling gun, the
thousands of trampling feet, and what dismay will be cast
upon the ranks of this small Opposition. They will fly at
once, and enable the Government to pass this Bill, which is
called for by every patriotic Canadian, without further debate
or delay, this Bill which is intended to enfranchise so many
that are not enfranchised now, which is intended to eiable
the Government to strike off all the naughty Grits
throughout the country that may be objectionable to
thom. The spirit which dictates the bringing down
of the trampling feet is the same spirit that will
eut off so many of those voters who are objection.
able to hon. gentlemen. The Opposition don't count in the
House or the country. The Opposition don't count in a
time like this. Let hon. gentlemen get up and defend this
Bill. There is a place where they will have to defend it.
No matter whether our hands are tied or not, no matter
'whether we aie bound in the contest in whieb we are a bout
to enter with hon. gentlemen opposite at the polls, or not,
when that time cornes they will find that no amount of
trampling feet will deter us from doing our duty; that we'
are determined then to do our duty as we are determined
to-day ; that though the·electoral lists may be in the hands
of their partisans throughout the country, though they may
strip off from the electoral lists those who have a right to
be there, because they don't count, because their voices
would be against them, and therefore they don't count, when
thev have done that, we will meet them on the hustings
and on the platforms of the country, and we dare them here,
or there, or elsewhere, or ahywhere, to defend a proposition
as subversive of public liberty as this is intended to be.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). We are arrived at clause 10
of the Bill, I think, and I might say to you that I am not in
favor of the clause. I do not agree with the principles of
this Bill, and many of its details are very objectionable.
This clause is perhaps one of the most objectionable in the
whole Bill. The very first words that my eye catches are
these: "That the Governor General in Council may."
We have been told by the First Minister that the word
" may " is equivalent in law to the word " shall." These
words have reference to the appointment of a gentleman to
prepare and revise and complete the lists of the voters who
are to be allowed to exercise the franchise in this free
country in the future. Now, this Governor Generat in
Council is something that I suppose is necessary in our form
Of Government, under certain circumstances and conditions.
We have, under certain circumstanoes and conditions, to

give certain powers to the Governor in Council, but I do
not know that thore is anything to compol us, in a case of
this kind, to place the power proposed to be placed hore in
the hands of the Governor in Council. It may be
necessary, at times, that some things that cannot be
done iu detail by Parliament should be done by
proclamations of the Governor General in Council,
being authorised to do that by Parliament, but I cannot
see that there is anything that would necessitate,
if such an individual as this is to bo appointed, that he
should bo appointed by the Governor General in Council;
because, as bas been brought before your notice, in Eng-
land, where an individual is appointed to revise the lst,
who, hon. gentlemen and their press are pleased to tell us,
is one performing the same duties as the one proposed to
be appointed by this Bill, the appointment is not made by
the Governor General in Council, bocause hon. gentlemen
opposite-or rather, I think, they have not attempted to
say so, but the organs of hon. gentlemen opposite have not
scrupled to say we are following the English precedent in
this case. It has a very bad look about it, to say nothing
stronger, that the Government should take into thoir own
hands the appointmont of an individual irresponsible to the
people who is to have the full control of the making, the
revising and the completing of the list of individuals who
will be pormitted to vote for members of this House. And
yet I am not astonished to find that clause in the Bill. The
whole conduct of the Governmont and of their supporters,
since this Bill has been introduced to the House, is in full
keeping with the spirit of the first proposition hore.
I think I am not going too far when I say that thoy have
apparently resorted to the Governor in Council, in appoint-
ing these officers, in order to rute the country through
secret caucus, and not through parliamentary discussion in
parliamentary halls. That bas been thoir course in the
whole matter. The Bill was introduced in aspeech of eight
minutes, and all the arguments that have been given in ils
favor have been given in a very few sentences by those
empowered to speak. The hon. member for Lennox (Mr.
Pruyn), early in tho debate, gave us to undorstand that the
provisions of this Bill had been determined upon, that its
principlcs ba been dctermincd upin, that tho Bill was to
go thro!ugh, that it did not matter what discussion took
place upon it, and it was no use for the members of the
Opposition to contend against this Bill, because the Conser-
vative party in the liouse are a unit upon this question; and
he gave us clearly to understand then that the whole matter
was arranged upon in secret caucus. And it las come to this,
that in Canada, where we supposed we had free and repre.
sentative institutions, where laws were iritroduced and dis-
cussed fully by both parties, that practice has been departed
from, and a party meet in secret caucus, whero honor binds
them te keep their mouths sealedas to what transpires in the
caucus, when not even their own friends in the country are
informed of what takes place; yet in that secret place is to
be perfected and completed that which is to form one of the
statute laws of this free country of ours. Sir, it is fitting
that a measure which is conceived and carried through in that
spirit should have, in one of its clauses, a provision that the
Governor in Council may appoint an individual with the
powers that are given him by this Bill. IHow are appoint-
monts made by the Governor in Council ? At whose
instance? At whose recommendation? The member for
Victoria, a strong supporter of the Government, gave Us to
understand this afternoon, in language that was not very
dubious, that the Government would appoint those who were
friendly to thom; and he might have gone further, and stated
that the Governor in Council, in making these appoint-
ments te office, the First Minister, whose name really
might be substituted lin place of the Governor in Council,
will be pressed by bis supporters, each one in his own
locality, and in the eloctoral districts that have sont repre.
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sentatives here who do not support the First Minister at
present, those who are the recognised heads of the party to
which ho belongs in the county reprosented by opponents
here, will prosent the name of this barrister to the First
Minister; and if the First Minister was to say that ho did
not approve of the nomince of the member supporting
him, or the persons recommending it from other counties in
which ho has not a supporter in this House, what would be
the pressure put upori the First Minister ? What would ho
the argument that would b used by the individual pre-
senting the claim ? What would be the arguments used by
my bon. friend from North Perth (Mr. Hesson), for
instance, when ho makes bis recommendation of the man
ho wants to ho appointed to control and revise the list,
and after that, of bis own motion and in his own manner,
to complete the list, if the First Minister was to say to him:
I do not think the barrister that you are recommend-
ing will command the confidence of the country-what
would be the reply of the member for Perth ? Would it
not be : Sir, he has been one of the most faithful members
of the party that you have had in the whole county of
Perth. For years and years that man's abilities and that
man's means, perhaps, have been expended in furthering
the interests of you, Sir John A. Macdonald, in sccuring
the return of candidates to support you in this House, and
it is poor recompense now for him to be passed by in
favor of someone else. Sir, it will ho almost inevitable
that the man who will be appointed to this position
will be a man strongly partisan in bis feelings, and is it
desirable that political partisans should have the manipula-
tion, nay, more, the aLsolute creation and fixing of the list
of men entitýod to vote in this country? E ave not hon. gen-
tlemen opposite soeimeos complained that through a poli i
cal party boing in a majority in a cortain municipality the
assessors, who were sworn te do their duty, appointed from
year to year, responsible to the municipal councils, and the
councils responsible to the people, and answerable to them
once a year, that they have, through their strong partisan
feeling, done an injustice to some clectors of the county ?
Has not that been urged from the other side ? And if that
be true in their case, there is a remedy in the hands of the
people. But here you have a man subject to like passions
with these assessors, influenced by the same partisan feel
ings, who is to be appointed by the Governor in Council,
and ho is to hold bis office during life. Sir, you can see
it is objectionable to a freedom-loving people.
The very first sentence of that clause must strike
every man who values free institutions and who
recognisea the principle that the people are the
ggvernors and that the Ministers are but the servants.
Hore we have a subversion of that principle. We propose
to exalt the servant over the master, and to prevent the
master exercising bis free will and giving directions as to
how his servants shall conduct his affairs. IL is an upsetting
of the principle of constitutional liberty that ought to pre-
vail in this country. It is taking from the people who
ought to be the source of power. that power which ought
to be theirs, and giving i to those who are not the masters
but the servants of the people. If the people were consent
ing parties, the objection might not ho so strong. Are the
people consenting parties ? Is the Bill not so arranged as
to prevent the people from exercising the power which is
theirs; is it not an attempt to take the power from them
before they have a chance to pronounce it ? The next por-
tion of the clause sets forth that the Governor General in
Couneil shall appoint such an officer within three months
after the coming in force of this Act. This is giving the
Government power to take away the liberties the people
have enjoyed since Confederation, and for years before, when
they were distinct Provinces, without giving the people a
chance to say whether they favor such a proposition or not.
The Government think we should sit day after day and

Mr. P'OliRaoN (Brant),

night after night to pass this measure ; and when it bas
received the sanction of the Governor General and become
law, within three months of that time the Governor in
Council may appoint revising oficers to enter upon their
work of fixing the lists in such a manner as to prevent the
froc expression of the will of the people. If there was any
desire on the part of the Governument to do what is right, to
restrain themsclves within constitutional limits, they would
alter the words "threo monthsa" to "throe years," so that
the people might have an opportunity, at the poils, of
pronouncing as to whether they would allow the Act to
come into force or not. Will they venture it ? No. The
Government and their supporters are unable, for if they
were willing they would do so, to prevent the passage of a
Bill brimfull of iniquities, which the Government are doter-
mined to have put through before the people can pronounce
upon it; for they well know that if the people had an oppor-
tunity of pronouneing upon it the Bill nover would b
crystalised into one of the statutes of Canada. Do they
think the liberty-loving people of this country want an Act
placed on the Statute Book more infamous than any to be
found on the Statute Books of Spain, Italy, or the countries
that are least progressive on the continent? No. My sug-
gestion to replace the words "three months " with "three
years " is one of those practical suggestions which the
First Minister called for this afternoon-a reasonable pro-
position, whichb hon. gentlemen opposite must admit; a
proposition which is eminently right and proper. But the
First Minister is not present to hear the suggestion and
avail himself of it; but bis able colleague is present, and 1
venture to recommend the suggestion to him. i do not
object to the word "proper " in the clause. If you can find
a proper person to carry out the provisions of the Bill I do
not think I would have so much objection to his being
appointed, or so much objection to the Bill itself. But if a
proper person is to be understood in the limited sense, and
in the sense designed to carry out the Act in the spirit in
which it bas been created, thon I object to it. If ho is to be
a proper person to carry out the Act, which is to strangle one
political party and strengthen another-if those are the char-
acteristics of a proper officer, I am opposed to such an officer.
And if a proper person, in the broad and full acceptation of
the term, is to be appointed, tell me where you will find
him. A man, to perform the duties of this officer, fully,
faithfully and impartially, will be an individual whom, I
think, you will not b able to find either within the ranks
of the legal profession, the mercantile profession or the
agricultural community. He would ba required to be pos-
sessed almost of attributes higher than may Le ascribed to
man, in order to carry tbem out fully. Where can you
find one individual who is fit to bo the judge of the value of
all the properties in an electoral district-a man of sufficient
knowledge to know every man who should or should not
b on the list ? He is to be called a revising officer. Sir,
1 object to the name. It is not a proper name. It is a
misleading name. To call a man who prepares the list and
then looks over it, and strikes off or leaves on any name ha
pleases. and thon complotes the list to his own satisfaction,
is hardly the proper term. Yet, Sir, if I were asked
to do so, I do not think I could give him a designa-
tion which might not soem to bo contemptuous, and
that I do not wish to do, with regard to gentlemen
who have not signified thoir acceptance of these posi-
tions. They are to be appointed for each or any
of the electoral districts of Canada. Wo have 211 repre-
sentatives in this louse, and perhaps in the neighborhood
of 200 electoral districts, so that yon will have 200 of these
gentlemen appointed; and if I were to mention simply the
expense oonnected with the payment of those officers, I
should mention a sum of money which ought to startle the
people of Canada, in the present state of our finances. But
if you take the clerks and bailiffs, who are to be associated
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with them, you have an army of about 600 paid officiais,
whose salaries or remuneration are not fixed by this Bill,
and as to which we have had no information from the
leader of the Government, his colleagues or supporters,
with the exception, I believe, of the member for West
Toronto, who fixed the gross amount at something like
$100,000. I hold that his estimate was anerroneousone-
that it did not represent the full amount. Figures have
been given on this side, estimating the cost from $300,000
to $500,000-about half a million bas been pretty well
agreed upon, on this side of the House, as the annual cost of
these officers and their assistants throughout the country.
Sir, Canada cannot stand that drain upon its resources at the
present time, and in the present condition of our finances.
If hon. gentlemen had any concern for the welfare
of the country, or any proper appreciation of its
financial condition, with our increased expenditures and
diminished revenues, they would hesitate before attempting
to saddle upon this country an additional burden of hun-
dreds of thousands of dollars, in order to put into operation
a law which, when it comes into effect, will not produce any
beneficial results in this country, a law powerless to do that,
but potent, if used in a wrong manner, to produce grave
disaster and dire results; potent to produce enmity and ill-
will between those who, common citizens of a common
country, ought to be bound together by that tie which
binds men together when they live in a free country, when,
though differing in their views, they give expression to
their views, but neither one attempting to take an unfair,
bn unmanly, an ungenerous or an unjust advantage of the
other. Even undor the most iavorable circumstance you
can imagine, with perfect men to carry out the machinery
of this Bill, it will not be potent for any good, but there
are within it elements which will tend to produce, if it is
not worked aright and in a fair way, anything but that feel-
ing of cordiality and good-will which it is desirable should
exist among the citizens of a common country. I notice,
next, that they shall hold office d aring good behavior.
Well, I do not know if I should object so much
to their holding office during good bohavior, if
that good behavior was to be understood in the full ac-
ceptation of the term; if it moant that they were to behave
well, as we understand it. But here, again, I fear that the
gentleman who drafted this Bill would be apt to judge a
man's good or bad behavior by the manner in which he
discharged his duties in accordance with the spirit of this
Bill. And what is the spirit of this Bill ? The spirit of this
Bill is, that one political party shall have an undue advantage
over another political party. Who will deny it ? Will any
hon. gentleman opposite, as they have been challenged time
and again, rise and deny that that is the spirit of this Bill ?
Will any of them rise and say that, in their secret caucus,
to which we were not admitted, and of which we know
nothing, party advantage was not mentioned as flowing
from the operation of this Bill? Dare they, with a love of
truth in them, rise and deny that this bas been talked over?
In caucus, in secret among themselves, did they not design
deliberately that this should be the scope and the purpose
Of the Bill ?

Mr. SPROULE. No.
Mr. PATERSON. Thon, what is the object of the Bill?
Mr. SPROULE. That is your own question; answer it.
Mr. PATERSON. My hon. friend ventured on thin ice,

and when I ask him the question now that he ought te
answer, what is the intent and the object of this Bill ? he
does not answer. Is it that half a million dollars may be
added annually to the outlay of the country?

Mr. SPROULE. No.
.Mr. PATERSON. h it for the purpose of securing a

fairer return of members of this flouse than has beenj
secured hitherto ?
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Mr. SPROULE. Yes.
Mr. PATERSON. And how will the hon. gentleman

accomplish that, by the provisions of this Bill?
Mr. SPROJLE, Go on with your catechism.
.Mr..PATERSON. I ask the hon. gentleman te say how

this will accomplish it.
Mr. SPROULE. I do not want te take up too much

time.
Mr. PATERSON. The gag might be removed for once

to let the bon. gentleman speak; ho is brimfull of a desire
te speak; but I venture te say that if he rose, he could not
lay his hand on his heart and say that it was not with a
desire te get an advantage over another political party that
this Bill was introduced.

Mr. SPROULE. Yes, I could.
Mr. PATERSON. I have often admired the amount of

cheek the hon. gentleman is possessed of, but in no case
did ho display more than when he rose and denounced
members on this side of the louse for what ho was pleased
te term obstructing public business. The thing is too ridicu-
lous-that the Opposition can obstruct the business of the
House-those who have not control of the public business,
those who cannot, from day te day, call up item 10,
Bill 103, from the Order Paper; and that is done
week after week by the leader of the Goverument.
Look at the Order Paper, and see the measures that
stand before this party measure-for it is a party
measure; it is not pu lic business. Therefore, who is
responsible, if there is dolay in attending te public business,
but the gentleman who day, after day and week after week,
passes by public business, that has priority on the Order
Paper, and calls u pthis party measure ? We, on this side,
are anxious for public business te brought on; as patriots,
we lament that gentlemen opposite should so far forget the
responsibility they owe te the people as te neglect the public
business; that they should, within thirty days of the time
when millions of money will have te be borrowed te meet
our obligations, lot it be known on the other side of the
ocean that the supplies have not yet been passed, that
authority has not yet been given for the ways and means
of raising money to meet the expenses of the country; we
lament that the Government should, day after day, obstruct
the public business by calling up this party measure out of
its place, and putting the House into cornmittee upon it,
It is time the Government realised that the eyes of the
country are upon them. The question is being asked, very
anxiously, every day, when will the Government cease this
obstruction and attend te the public business ? The best
interests of the country are being imperilled by their pass-
ing over public business and calling up a measure that is not
designed in the interests of the country, and is not asked for
by the country. Will they call a Bill in the public
interest which they will not venture te say a man, from
ocean te ocean, las asked for, but which thousands and ton
of thousands of the people of this country are protesting
against ? Do you call that attending te public business ?
What more have we in this Bill ? If the phrase "good beha-
vior " is te be interpreted according te the spirit of this Bille,
that one political party shall have an advantage over another,
when will you remove a man for bad behavior when you
have the Conservative party elected year after year through
bis carrying out the bject and intent of this Bil? If that
is te be the inter pretation put upon the phrase "good bha-
vior," thon I say the gentleman is te be appinted for a long
series of years, if indeed an indignant poulae, an indignant
electorate, tied though they may be by tlis Bill, as I believe
it is designed they shall be tied, shall not rise superior even to
the bonds that are sought te be placed upon them, and hurl
from position and power those who are elected as their ser-
vants to do their will and te look after thoir interests, but
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who have sought to dethrone their masters and reign them-
selves in their stead. If the phrase " good behavior " was to
be interpreted in the full acceptation of the term, less
could be said against it; but the hon. First Minister is not
in his place to tell us whether we are to interpret it in a
broad, general sense, or in the spirit in which this Bill is
conceived and sought to be carried out. But if he should
be wanting good behavior, it will be possible to remove him
by an address of the House of Commons. If it were possi-
ble to conceive of such a thing happening as that tis Gov-
ernment should appoint certain gentlemen who would
disregard their oaths of office, and would, by putting on the
names of one party and striking off the names of others,
secure the return of a majority of members of this House
to support the present Government, I suppose, in the broad
acceptation of the term, that would be bad behavior; but
the address is to be passed by a majority of the House of
Commons, and would those gentlemen, elected under those
circustances, denounce the conduct of a gentleman who was
the means of their election, good behavior or bad behavior?
He hais certain duties assigned to him. What are they ?
The duties of the gentleman to be so appointed by the Gov-
ernor in Council are te be, "to prepare, to revise, and to
complete, in the manner hereinafter provided, the list of
persons entitled to vote under the provisions of this Act."
Very extensive duties are given to those gentlemen ; there
can be no doubt about that. They are to prepare the lists;
after they have prepared them, they are to revise them;
and after they have revised them, they are to complete
them, in the manner hereinafter provided. That leads us
to the contemplation of the subsequent clauses of the Bill,
in which the various duties of the revising officers are set
forth; and, as I said before, it is not my desire to detain the
committee by examining at length the other provisions of
the other clauses of the Bill, which comprise the duties
alluded to here; but you will observe the lists of persons
entitled to vote are to be prepared by this gentleman,
are to be revised by him and completed by him; and,
as the Bill stands, after he has made bis own list,
revised Eis own list and completed Eis own list, there
is to be no appeal from him on any matter of fact.
But hon. gentlemen opposite may say the First Minister has
announced ho will make a change in that. Perhaps it was
a mere oversight in his mind that he did not, in the first
place, give an appeal on a matter of fact. Perhaps, as
in the case of the Indians of Manitoba and British Colum.
bia, whom ho meant always to exclude from the Bill, but
was so unfortunate as to word it that they were
included, this appeal was excluded. It is peculiarly unfor-
tunate, that with that idea in his mind, he should have
taken care, expressly, in plain words, to say, that no appeal
was to be allowed on a matter of fact. It may be that his
original intention was to do as ho proposed to do now. in
case a barrister of five yeara' standing be appointed, he
is graciously pleased to allow that there may be an appeal
on a matter of fact; and, after being constrained thereto by
the arguments, if not by the desire of hon. gentlemen on
this side, he says it will be his sovereign will and pleasure
te appoint county judges in some cases, but if a county
judge is to be appointed there is to be no appeal from him
at al. I have as high an opinion of tEe integrity and
honesty of our judges and of their capacity in some matters
as I have of any class of citizens in the country, and greater,
I may say, than some. But there are other matters on
which I do not consider a judge's opinion or his judgment
is as good as the opinion and judgment of others, who may
not even be in any of the professional ranks of life at all. it
is part of the duties of this revising officer to determine the
v ne of properties,-and I do not believe that a judge on
the-bench, except he may have had some exceptional
means of .acquiring the knowledge, which will not be
the case with many of them, is not and cannot be as good

r. TATEEsoN (Brant).

- a judge of the value of property as local officials, who have
c been for years entrusted with the making up of valuations

and whose judgment bas been proved by the fact that when
t a judgment has been rendered and a property assessed at

certain values on the assessment roll it stood there at that
rate, all parties being satisfied with its fairness, so that

1 scarcely any appeals have been made. Let him be a judge,
and grant him all you can desire, duties are here devolving

- upon the revising officer that cannot be performed by a
- judge as well, if he wants to act conscientiously and honestly,

as by the local officers who, for years, have been entrusted
with the duty, and have done it for the interest of those
who have entrusted them with it. From his judgment there
s to be no appeal.

Mr. WHITE (Hastings). There is no appeal now.

Mr. PATERSON. The hon. member for Hastings says
there is no appeal now; but no one knows better than he,
for I have just read the clause, that the commencement and
the revision and the completion of the lists are in the hands
of that judge, and in his hands alone, whereas it is now,
firat, in the hands of the local officers appointed by the
municipality, sworn to do their duty, engaged, in many
cases, for years, preparing the assessment roll; and from
that assessment roll an appeal can be taken, if there is a
difference in judgment between the man who has thus been
assessed by them and the municipal council, that the people
appoint, that the people vote for every year; so that if the
least incapability is found one year, the council, responsible
to the people, must sec to it that a capable man is put in
next year; and if the council neglect to do that, the people
see that the council is replaced by another coancil. Thera
is, first, then, the judgment and the action of the assessor,
subject to the appeal to the municipal council or
the court of revision, composed of members of that
council, whose judgment is brought to bear upon it, a judg-
ment quickened by the fact that the people have power over
them, and that only twelve months can elapse before the
people will have an opportunity of pronouncing upon them.
After you have had the valuation of theso two independent
parties, responsible tothe people, then the person who thinks
an injustice has been done to him bas an appeal to a judge,
outside of these parties, who shail arbitrate as between him
and them ; and yet the bon. member for East Hastings would
seek to infer, by his remark interjected here, that because
after the list has gone through all these stages there is no
appeal from the judge, it is the same thing that the judge
himself should be the valuator of the property and of the
many reasons why a man should be on and off, that he
should be the judge in the incipient stage, in the revising
stage, and the completing stage, and no appeal can be taken
from him. I do not care who they may be, but, as a
liberty-loving Canadian, I do not want a despot in
this country, even though the despot be a good man.
I do not want a man to be made the arbitrary ruler and
governor of the electorate of this country, even if he is a
good man; and no man who loves British institutions, and
constitutional freedom, and liberty, ought to be found sup-
porting such a proposition at all; and yet, that is what is
contemplated in this clause, recited in this clause, and will
become part of the statute law of Canada if this House
sees fit to pass it, and it is endorsed by the other branch,
and sanctioned by His Excellency the Governor General.
Among the duties that are upon him are the duties of
holding court for the revision of the rolis. The gentlemen
opposite, I suppose, might tell us that you have that
opportunity, and you have kept it out of sight-and I wish
to be fair on this occasion-they will say: You can go
before the judge, or befbre this revising officer, and can
state your case, and you may appear before bim. Yes,
that is true; that can be done; but when yon have gone
there and stated your case, the whole matter is left with
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hin, and on his judgment, as a last resort; and ho may not
care what evidence you produce; ho may not care how
strong your case may be, if you have not convinced the
judgment of that one man-I am speaking now of him as
an honorable man, as a man wishing to do right-if you have
not convinced him as to your contention as to values, that
ends it; there is no appeal from him. Is there any such
precedont in British history or in the history of any
country? In this country, in any other matter, we go before
the judges of the land and take our suits before them, and
the judge gives his decision. We are bound to say that our
judges endeavor to give decisions that are right and just,
and yet are not the cases innumerable, almost, in which, with
this judge endeavoring to do right, one of the parties is not
satisfied with the decision, and appeals to a higher court,
appeals to a number of judges sitting together, of higher
rank than the judge before whom the case was tried, not
bocause ho thinks the judge was doing him an injustice
designedly, but because he did not agree with his judgment.
And hob has the right, as a British subject should have, to
appeal to a higher court, and the case may be taken from
the jugment of the judge below and argued there. It may
be that the judgment of the judge below may be confirmed
by the judges of higher rank and grade, but is the appeal
shut out from the Canadian, then, not on a point that involves
the birthright, the dearest privilege of a Canadian citizen,
the right to vote, but on a matter involving a few pounds f
money, it may be? la his righit shut out then ? No; ho may
appeal to a tribunal higher than that, a tribunal sitting in
this city of Ottawa, the Supreme Court of Canada. He bas
bis appeal there, and even then-

Mr. WHITE (Hastings). Then ho must stop.
Mr. PATERSON. ie can, after that, or ho can elect

between that and going, if ho chooses, to the Judicial Com-
mittee of the Privy Council of England, in order that ho
may get what ho thinks is his right.

Mr. WHITE. The case must cover over $2,000, then.
Mr. BERGIN. In the case of a vote, is that right given?

Can you go beyond the county judge ?
Mr. PATERSON. I am not speaking of the county

judge. I have described that.
Mr. WHITE. You know that no one can appeal to the

Privy Council unless the amount is over $2,000.
Mr. PATERSON. I said for a sum of money; let it be

82,000; and will anyone say, that if a man may have, for
what would be a paltry sum of money to many of the
inhabitants of Canada, $2,000, the right by law to appeal
fron the judgment of a judge to judges, and from judges
to judges, and from judges to the Judicial Committee of
the Privy Council, still, when the vote of a man, his right
to say who shall make the list that shall govern him, is
involved, in that case ho shall have no appeal from the
judgment of the judge, let him b determined to do right,
flot being that which is really right in itseolf; that there
shall be no appeal from him, and that the right to vote, the
dearest right of a free man, shall ho taken from him, because
of the judgment, the defective judgment, of that judge.

Mr. WHITE. It is the case now.
Mr. PATE RSON. It is not the case now.
Mr. WHITE. It is the case now.
Mr. BEIRGIN. You cannot appeal from the decision of

the .county judge.
Mr. PATERSON. Have I not told the committee time

and again that this is the last resort ? Cannot the hon.
gentleman see, does he not know the different stages it
passes through and the judgment pronounced upon it before
it reaches that judge at all? Doos ho not know-and this
is the point I am making, and bon. gentlemen need have

no difficulty in seeing it-that in the matter of a vote there
is appeal, and appeal before the matter is decided under the
present law, and that in the law they propose there is a
decision rendered, and there is no appeal whatever to it
allowed.

Mr. BERGIN. Will the hon, gentleman allow me to ask
him one question ? Do you propose that, in the case of the
decision of a revising barrister, an appeal should be granted
from court to court, as you have been describing for the last
fifteen minutes?

Mr. PATERSON. No; I made no proposition of the
kind.

Mr. FERGUSON (Leeds). You covertly said so.
Mr. PATERSON. I did not, if I may bo allowed to

contradict the hon. gentleman, and to contradict him flatly.
Mr. FE RGUSON. I say again that you did.
Mr. PATERSON. I contradict him again, and flatly,

because ho bas no right to-
Mr. FERGUSON. Your own statement wili bear me

out.
Mr. PATERSON. I did not so mean it, and you may

accept that explanation.
Mr. FERGUSON. Yes, of course I will, if you say you

did not mean it.
Mr. PATERSON. I rosent the imputation that I covertly

did so.
Mr. FERG USON. I did not intend to say anything dis-

agreeable, but I will leave it to the Chairman and to the
House whether the House was not led to understand that.

Mr. McNEILL. lie meantthat that was implied; ho did
not mean to say anything disagreeable.

Mr. FERGUSON. Of course, if you say you did not mean
it, that is another thing.

Mr. PATERSON. The hon. gentleman could not have
followed my argument. I pointed ont that in Ontario there
was a process of preparing the electoral lists, that there was
an appeal to the municipal council, and from the municipal
council to the judge, and it stopped there; but that, under
this Bill, the judge is to make the list, and there can be no
appeal from his decision. I proposed thon to point out
that, in all the provisions of this Bill, there is no right of
appeal. The hon. gentleman bas mentioned the sum of
82,000. There is an appeal from a higher court to a higher
court, and the appellant can go to the Appellate Court in
England. I used that as an illustration of how keenly
Canadians guard the right of appeal, in order that full
justice may be secured to them. In that sonse I used it.

Mr. WOOD (Brockville). Will the hon. gentleman
allow me-

Mr. PATERSON. Yes, I will allow you, presently. I
used it as an illustration of my argument, and hon. gentle-
men opposite should have understood1 it in that way, when
I had gone through a description of the manner in which
these matters were managed now. Now, my hon. friend
from Brockville, who is a lawyer and ought to know, may
be able to set me right on some point.

Mr. WOOD. The only point I desire to refer to is this:
I do not think there is any appeal from the municipal
council at all in regard to the voters' list. There is an
appeal from the assesment roll to the court of revision,
but if you wish to appual to the county judge now, you
appeai independontly of any action of the municipal
council.

Mr. PATERSON. The hon. gentleman, bing a lawyer,
would know botter than 1; but ho will see that it does not
weaken my position. He may be correct, technically, but
it does not affect my position, because, in making up the
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voters' list they are guided absolutely by the values put
upon it by the assessors.

Mr. WOOD. The clerk of the municipality cannot be
guided by anything else; he las no option. If a name has
been omitted from the voters' list, either by the clerk hav-
ing omitted to see it on the assessment roll, or if the asses.
sor himself las omitted to place it on the voters' list, then
the person can appeal to the county judge, independently of
the action of the assessor or of the clerk, and have it placed
upon- the list-which is exactly as under this law. The
same person can appeal to the revising barrister.

Mr. WHITE (Hastings). This is not final. If a party
wants to appeal, he goes to the judge, who fixes a day. The
list is final when the judge sets a day to examine it; then,
if there are any appealis, they are brought before him on a
day fixed by the judge in each municipality.

Mr. PATERSON. It is as I stated. The only point the
hon. member for Brockville madewas that the clerk might,
by error, omit a name; but he admits what I contended,
namely, that the clerk has no option in the matter; the
values are there for him, and he prepares the list there-
from; and although, technically, there may be that differ.
ence, virtually you have an appeal from the assessor to the
court of revision, and from the court of revision to the
judge. It cannot be otherwise. And can the lon. gen-
tleman not see what a vast distirction there is between
that and giving to this judge, who will not be as good a
judge,probably, as the assessor, the absolute power to deter-
mine the value of that property, and, having determined it,
notwithstanding any representations that are made to him,
his judgment remaining the same, to refuse to alter it,
making him absolute and sole judge as to the value of the
property ?

Mr. WHITE. Hile uses that very saie list.
Mr. PATERSON. He is not bound to use that same list.
Mr.,
Mr..

list ?
list ?

WHITE. Oh, yes, he is.
P &TRERSON, Is he bound to be controlled by that
Is he bound to accept the values that are on that

Mr. WHITE. I say, in general, that the revising officer,
or the judge, will take the list after it goes through these
different processes you speak of.

Mr. PATERSON. I want the hon. gentleman to answer
distinctly: Is he bound to accept the values that are on the
list ?

Mr. WHITE. In his own judgment.
Mr. PATERSON. Because, if the hon. gentleman had

said yes, he would probably have had an opportunity of
voting on an amendment making that clear and plain.

Mr. BERGIN. If the appeals suggested by this speech
of the hon. gentleman are granted, may I ask when we may
expect to have a votera' list confirmed in Canada?

Mr. PATERSON. Well, if the appeals were to be granted,
as I mentioned, the hon. gentleman could easily find out.
The votera' list would be complete and finished in Ontario
at the same time it is finished and completed now.

Mr. BERGIN. You would even have to go to the Privy
Council.

Mr. PATERSON. No; we do not propose to take the
vote to the Privy Council. We propose to take the vote
through the course it goes through now in the different
Provinces. The hon entleman cannot be so densel

gentleman broke in upon me, that a person being left off
the list, or a person being put on that some one thought
should not be on, would have his case brought before the
revising officer. I was pointing out that although that
may be done there is no other tribunal to which he can
appeal against the judgment, if it be a party that wants to
go on who is not on, and who is entitled to go on. I am not
saying anything against the judge, but there is no way in
which that party can appeal. There are dangers staring
people in the face that will prevent them availing themselves
of this opportunity of even laying their case before some of
these revising barristers-I will not say before the judges-
because I do believe that there will be such pressure
brought to bear upon the First Minister in connection with
the gentlemen that are to be appointed, that if I was to
give him credit for every intention to do right he will
make appointments so strongly partison in some cases that
these officers will be unable so to clear their minds of pre.
judice as te do full justice in the matter.

Mr. McNEILL. Does the hon. gentleman think that a
stronger pressure will be brought to bear in the appointment
of a revising officer than is brought to bear in the appoint-
ment of a county judge at present ?

Mr. PATERSON. Yes, I do. I do not think the First
Minister would yield in all cases. I do not think that the
hon. gentleman has regarded the appointment of judges as
patronage to be exercised by members supporting him. I
think the Government have been careful in that matter.

Mr. MoNEILL. I think that the lon, gentleman will
find that just as much care will be taken with reference to
these appointments.

Mr. DAVIES. Judges will seek to get these appoint-
ments by doing political service within the appointment.

Mr. McNEILL, There will be an appeal to the judge,
and that will show the impropriety of the conduct of the
officer. It will all be donc before the eyes of the public.

Mr. PATERSON. We will not argue that point; subse-
quent events will determine whether it is so or not, and I
am sure members of the Opposition will heartily rejoice if
they find the suggestion of the lon member for North
Bruce (Mr. McNeill) is correct. My objection applies all
the same. I do not care how high a judge may be-I give
him all honor and credit for a desire to do what is right
-but I have an undying objection to let this right and this
liberty, that involve the exercise of judgment in matters
outside of judicial proceedings, to bcplaced in the bands
of any one man, I do not care how high he may be.

Mr. McNEILL. That is the case at present.
Mr. PATERSON. Suppose a man brings his case before

the revising officer. We will suppose that the revising
officer is a partisan. What position does the applicant
occupy ? Clause 30 says:

" The revising officer may issue, at his own instance, or on the appli-
cation of any person supporting or opposing any objection, claim or pro-
posed amendment to a voters' list, at any of the courts or sittings for
prelimininary or final revision under this Act, a summons, in the form iin
the schedule to this Act contained, to any person to attend at such
court or sittings, and (if required) to produce any books or papers in the
possession or power of such person, and to give evidence thereat relat-
ing to any matter connected with such revision, and in the event of
such person not attending after being served with such summons, the
revising officer may punish such person as for a contempt of a court Of
record: Provided, however, that no such person shall be compelled to
attend under any such sunimons unless the witness' fees and expenses
allowed under the tariff of the Superior Court in the Province have
first been paid or tendered to such person.''

The next section but one provides as follows: -
.J ý AJOVJ &% AJ,g y'éAUv&Vn uol

ignorant as not to understand my argument. My answer "The parties te any application before auj snob court cf preliminary
to him is, that the rolls will be finally completed and or final revision May appear by solicitor or counsel, aud the reviSing
revised just at the date at which they are under the Ontario officer May, in auj case, award the coste cf auy witnesaes, and a SUI

1"en bloc " for other costs, not to exceed , toc. s n gto poin t h1ebe paid by any party to any other party to any application before hit
Mr. PATERs.oN (Brn.
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as he may direct, and the amount of such costa shall he certified by the
reising officer, and may be recovered, on such certificate, as an ordin-
ary debt due to the person to whom they are awarded by suit in any
court of competent jurisdiction in civil cases in the Province."

I speak with some reluctance on this question, as I am not
a lawyer; but I speak within the hearing of legal gentle-
men who may correct me, such as the bon. member for
Lincoln and the hon. member for Brockville. As I under-
stand the operation of the clause-if you can suppose that a
partisan revising officer may be appointed-it might be
this : If a humble individual, whose name had been omit-
ted from the list, desired to have it placed there, and came
before the revising officer, that officer could, if I understand
the interpretation of these clauses aright, of his own more
motion take such action that for all time to come thizs
individual would never think of coming before him with
any matter of complaint. The revising officer bas the
power, at his own instance, to summon, not only one witness,
but any number of witnesses, to give testimony; hoecan bring
them from a distance, if ho pleases, at great expense, their
time being paid for; in a word, ho can make the costs so
heavy as to make them unbearable for the individual;
and according to the section I last read, the returning offi-
cor will have full power, not subject to any appeal, to
decide who shall pay the costs and what the costs shall be.
Can anything more monstrous be conceived. low could a
poor man resist such an official? It may be that I arn
wrong, but in my opinion such power is conferred on the
returning officer as will enable him to exclude hundreds of
voters from the list, and doter them from appealing, by the
power ho possesses to summon witnesses and aesess the
costs upon any individual ho thinks proper, even though
the witnesses ho may summon should bear testimony that
would support the contention of the applicant. However
it may be in the case of a judge, whom I cannot conceive
would so act, such might occur in regard to a revising offi-
cor. The applicant would not be in a position to appeal to
the county judge; ho would have had enough of the
matter. Hie would be apt to say: If, in this free country,
I have to undergo legal penalties and disabilities in my
endeavor to enforce my rights, and they have been
refused to me, I cannot, in my straitened circum-
stances, or, even as another man might say, with my
moderato means, having regard to my family, any longer
protest against the wrongs that have been inflicted on me,
wrongs that never would have been inflicted on me had the
Parliament of Canada not wilfully departed from the path
of justice that bas been pursued for eighteen years, and
devised the scheme whereby such a thing is possible as that
under which I am suffring. I pint ont this one feature,
in which even this opportunity that is afforded to the indi-
vidual, of laying his case before the revising officer, may
work to his injury to such an extent that ho will be deterred
fron taking action by way of appeal. Do not such provi-
sions act as stench in the nostril. Are there not good rea-
sons why the Bill should be discussed, that hon. gentlemen
opposite should not remain in silence and simply say they
are ready to vote for the measure. That is not the position
they ought to take. I trust it is not the position
they will take ; but we shall see, as we get
further on in 'the varions clauses in the Bill. To the
part of the clause which provides that the officer
shall take an oath, of course no exception can be taken.
The last part of the clause provides that in the event of the
death, resignation, removal, inability or refusal to act of
any such revising officer, another may, in the same way, be
appointed in his stead, who shall hold office under the same
tenure and with the same duties and powers. There is no
relief promised there, through the death of one of those offi-
cers, and that is something which no one will desire. But,
if the system were found to work injuriously, the Governor
ini Counoil has power to appoint another, in the samne man-

ner, irresponsible to the people, to discharge the same
duties and exorcise the same powers. Sir, the clause before
you is objectionable in almost every lino of it, and that such
a provision should be introduced into a Bill-to say nothing
of the Bill itself-that it should have been conceived by a
responsible Minister, in a free country, almost passes
comprehension ; and to suppose that a majority of a
Parliament, elected by the people of a free country to
guard the rights and liberties of the people, should so far
forget the sacred trust reposed in their hands by the
people, as doliberately, without the consent of the people,
in opposition to the will of the people, to rob them of their
rights and liberties, is sometbing we are not even yet pre.
pared to contemplate. Thoy say we do not want the Bill;
that we obstruct it, with a view to prevent ita passing. Sir,
lot them proceed with the Bill. We do not take them by
the throat, as some of them desire to say, nor do we make
any attempt to do it, but we discuss this Bill; we want it
understood. We say that principles dear to the heart of
every man who loves froedom and liberty are subverted in
that Bill, and that we would be worse than recreant to our
duty and the trust reposed in Us it we did not discuss it-
viewing it as wo do-fully, frankly and fairly. All we ask
hon. gentlemen would be that, should they think it is their
duty, they should allow the people to pronounce on this
Bill, and to say, as betwoen us, who is right and who is
wrong-the party who are seeking to make it a part of the
statute law of Canada, or the party who, in the name of the
people of Canada, protest against this infringement of their
rights and liberties. We have done this, and we propose
to do it. As clause by clause is roached, if they contain
provisions which wo regard as iniquitous, the duty rests
upon us Of pointing th1em out. We have to regret that
the whole people of this country have not yet had a full
opportunity of understanding the nature of this measure.
if all portions of the Canadian press would but print this
Bill, which is sought to be made the law of the land, if, in
their commenta upon it, they would tell the truth and make
known its provisions, thon, Sir, I believe you would have
had an agitation greater than that which yo now sce
throughout the country ; you would have still stronger
appeals against its passing than those you have heard, and
you would have petitions more numorously signed than
those which have beon prosonted to the louse. Sir, the
liberties of the people ought to bc as dear to the Conservative
portion of the country as to the Liberal portion of the
country. True, they were not forward in securing those
constitutional rights which they now enjoy in common with
us. That is not in accordance with thoir traditions and
their past history. Thoir history shows how they have
warred against the liberties of the people of Canada, liberties
which they now enjoy, and which where secured in spite of
those who professed a like political faith with them in
days gone by. And as the Reformers fought for and
obtained those rights and liberties which were refused in
times past by the Conservatives of those days, of whom
those hon. gentlemen are the successors, is it not right that
they should rosist the attempts to have those rights and
liberties wrenched away from thom. I hold that the tenth
clause of this Bill is intended and designed to wrench from
the people of this country the rights and liberties which
were contended for and secured to the people of this
country in days gone by, and that the Liberales of to-day
would be worse than recreant to their trust and to the
traditions of their party, unworthy the name they bear, if
they allowed this clause to go through, without resisting the
attempt to wrench from the people the rights which were
secured to them by the Liberal party in days which have
long gone by.

Mr. WILSON. Porbaps the Minister of PIbli Works
will adjourn the House, as the hour at which we usually
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adjourn will not afford me as much time as I should like to
occupy in discussing an important measure of this kind.

Mr. WHITE (Hastings). We will wait for you, doctor.

Mr. WILSON. Then, Sir, I woud say that appeal after
appeal has been made from this side to hon. gentlemen
opposite, to rise and explain the object of this clause; but we
find that they sit in stubborn silence, and refuse to show
any disposition to explain or modify this clause. Now, we
are perfectly well aware, by the course they are pursuing,
that they intend to force this measure through, whether
we, on this side, will or not. They feel that they have satis-
fied themselves prior to the introduction of this Bill as to
its effects; they have f ully consulted each other in caucus
as to the results which will flow from it, if it becomes law.
The First Minister has annonnced to-day to a free Parlia-
ment that hie followers would not allow him to introduce a
certain measure, the measure to be found on the
English Statute Book, and I ask him why would they
not allow him to introduce that measure, or allow the
revising officer here to represent the same position
that the revising barrister does in England ? Why
was such a measure as that objectionable to his fol-
lowers ? I do not wish to impute motives, but would it be
improper to say that the reason they did not desire to have
a clause of that kind incorporated in this Bill was that they
desired to obtain a substantial advantage for their party
by this measure? We have, time and again, pointed out to
this House that the introduction of such a measure as this
by hon. gentlemen opposite does not indicate a disposition
on their part to deal fairly and justly with the Opposition.
I feel that, not only on this clause, but on every other
clause of this Bill, wo should offer strenuous opposition,
and ask for explanations from those in charge of the Bill.
It is necessary that they should explain to us why hon.
gentlemen opposite refuse to consent to a Bill similar to
the English Act. It is their duty to rise now and explain
why they objected to the proposition of the First Minister;
but we have found that appeals to them heretofore
have failed, and we expect that this appeal will fail.
To me, it would seom that they have weighed well the
advantages likely to arise if they could get a revising officer
who would propare the voters' lists in their interests. But
hon. gentlemen opposite say: Oh, these revising officers will
be appointed for life, and they will be entirely free from
Governmient influence; they will be elevated above the
plane of partisanship, and will therefore be as independent
as the judges on lhe bench. I deny such a proposition.
They are appointed to do the bidding of those who appoint
them, and they know full well that if they carry out the
views of their masters they will be rewarded.

Mr. WHITE. I am very sorry you have so little con-
fidence in the revising barristers of this country.

Mr. WILSON. I have just as much confidence in the
revising barristers as I have in the Government of the day,
and in hon. gentlemen on the other side of the House. I
believe that when they can use their position to further the
interests of their party they will do it. If hon. gentlemen
opposite have, in the face of the desire of the First Minister,
insisted on having revising barristers, who will be appointed
by the Government of the day instead of by the judges, it is
a strong indication to me that they wish to place this
measure on the Statute Book for party purposes alone.

Mr. WHITE. Have you confidence in the judges ?

Mr. WILSON. I have as much confidence in the judges
as my hon. friend opposite. If the Superior Court judges
had been selected to appoint the revising barristers I would
have been botter satisfied with this clause of the Bill than I
ïm at present.

Kr. WILsoN,

Mr. WHITE. If the revising barrister does wrong there
is an appeal to the judge.

Mr. WILSON. That sort of pleading will have no effect.
What are we asked to do? We are asked to appoint a
revising officer, not only to revise the lists, but to express
his opinion as to the value of the property, and as to
whether a man has a right to be placed on the list or not-
in fact, to make the list. And yet, will hon. members oppo-
site tell me that there is any comparison between this
revising officer and the judge ? Nothing of the kind. The
object of hon. gentlemen opposite is a different one; their
object is to gain a party advantage-to deprive the people
of the country of the opportunity of going to the polls at
the next general election to record their verdict against the
Government of the day-to stifle the free expression of the
electors at the coming election, and that is, no doubt, the
reason we have such a clause as this.

Mr. BOWELL. You do not mean that.

Mr. WILSON. The hon. gentleman may have the habit
of expressing what ho does not mean, but I am not prone to
do so. If I ever felt a sincere desire, 1 desire that this Bill
should be made complete, that we should remove from it
all the objectionable clauses and purify it of all the impuri-
ties it contains. Hon. gentlemen opposite must feel, if they
will only lay aside their partisanship, that this is not a fair
course that they are taking towards the Opposition-that
this is a blow directed against us. Are they not, day in and
day out, taunting us about our small number, and boasting
that they have the confidence of the people ? But when in
a short time there will bo an opportunity of appealing to
the people, are they willing to appeal to the same jury to
wbom they appealed before, and who gave them the verdict ?
Are they willing to use the same voters' lists ? Are they
willing to use the same means of ascertaining whether they
still possess the confidence of the country as they did before ?

Mr. WRHITE. We could not appeal to the same list,
because Mr. Mowat changed the law, because ho changed
the list altogether, and the same thing has been done in
Nova Scotia. The franchise has certainly been extended
in Ontario and Nova Scotia far beyond what it was in the
last election.

Mr. WILSON. We have heard a great deal with refer-
ence to the voters' list being so very different in the Pro-
vince of Ontario from what it was before the last Act. My
hon. friend knows well that the voters'list which will ho in
use at the next election, as prepared by the Province of
Ontario, includes a larger number of people than the former
list. My hon. friend says the Bill before us is enfranchising
a larger number of people than the old Bill on which this
Parliament was elected; therefore, why would they not
appeal to a tribunal equally well prepared to record a ver-
dict for or against the Government. Let us consider for a
moment what will be the effecot, if we adopt this clause
as it is now presented to us. Every hon. member
is aware that it will entail a very large expense. That
I would not object to so much, were it absolutely necessary
that the Bill should be passed. If it was necessary we
should have a Dominion franchise 1 could understand
there would be an excuse for this large expenditure.
Various estimates have been made as to what this Bill will
cost. We know well that whatever generosity there may
ho on the part of judges and lawyers, and it is from those
the revising barristers will be appointed, they arenot prone
to do much work without being well compensated; and it
is not likely the cost of having this Dominion franchise will bo
less than $100,000 or 8500,000 a year. Are we prepared to
incur that expenditure, merely that we may have a Dominion
franchise and a less number of people enfranchised ýand a
less well-prepared liat, without any additional advantage
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at ail. Again, we have the objection that a vast amount of
inconvenience and confusion will be created in the various
municipalities in other sections of the Dominion. We have
at present the means whereby the present voters' lists are
prepared, means which are well understood. I would like
to call your attention to the difference in the preparation of
the voters' list under the Ontario law and that wvhich will
take place under this Bill. Under the Ontario law the
assessors are sworn to faithfully perform their duty,
and I believe we can with as much safety
to the assessors doing their work well as we could to the
revising officer. After the assessment roll is made those
who may feel themselves aggrieved may appeal to the court
of revision, which is held in every municipality. At this
court of revision all parties are heard, without the necessity
of having a lawyer, and without costs. I have every con-
fidence in the municipal councillors who compose these
courts of revision. If anyone feels aggrieved by the decision
of the court of revision, ho can appeal to the judge, and
there the voters' list becomes a finality. The revising bar-
rister, under this clause, accepts the assesment roll as primd
facie evidence. That amounts to nothing. That concession
on the part of the Minister of Customs amounted to nothing,
and ho knew it was no protection whatever.

Mr. BOWELL. Why did your party ask for it, then?
Mr. WILSON. It may be that we were trying to see if

hon. gentlemen would make any concession, good, bad or
indifferent. This being a bad one, was one which they con-
Fented to make. The revising officer can say whether ho
will or will not accept this assessment roll as sufficient
evidence to place a man upon the voters' list. He takes
this list, together with what other information he can
receive. To whom will ho go to get information ? In East
Hastings, to whom would ho appeal for information as to
who should and who should not ho placed upon the voters'
list? Is there one hon. member on that side who does not
feel that the object of the revising barrister is to benefit the
Conservative party.

Mr. McNEILL. Does the bon. gentleman apply that
observation to a judge ?

Mr. WILSON. I will refer to the judges when I reach
that point. It is more natural to expect that a ma-i
appointed by a certain political party, other things being
equal, will show favors to the party from whom he receives
bis appointment.

Mr. McNEILL. Does the hon, gentleman apply that to
the judges?

Mr. WILSON. If the hon. gentleman comes to my county
I will give him an opportunity of seeing that even a judge
is not above being a partisan. Alibough, as a general rule,
I have every confidence in the judges of the country, and in
their acting impartially, if the hon. gentleman comes to my
county and there finds a judge who deliberately gives a
written decision on the bench, delaring that, in common
law, a man is justified in castigating bis wife, we may con-
clude that the judges sometimes are not more pure than the
revising officers appointed by the Government of the day.

Mr. MoNEILL. It is the duty of the hon, gentleman, in
such a case, to impeach the judge.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. So ho has attempted to
do.

Mr. WILSON. I was going on to point out the manner
in which the revising officer would prepare the roll, and I
think I was about to convince you that it could hardly be
expected that ho would be as competent to prepare the roll
as the municipal officers are. I was also gomng to
show that he would be called upon to act, not
only as a revising officer, but as an assessor.
Now, Sir, I think, if you are going to have a man able to

perform the duties of an assessor ho ought to be thoroughly
acquainted with the varions localities of the municipalities
that he has to assess. As a rmle, assessors are appointed by
the municipality on account of their fitness and acquaint-
ance with the values of property, but your revising barris-
ter will not bo possessed of that information, and thorefore
we cannot expect that the voters' list would bo as efficiently
prepared by a revising offlcer as it is by the municipalities.
Now, some hon. gentlemen opposite have contended that the
revising barrister, under this clause, is similar to the revising
barrister under the English franchise law. To show how
mistaken those hon. gentlemen are, and what a difference
there is between the two officers, I will read you a fow
extracts from Brothorton on the franchise. (The hon. gentle-
man read sections 28, 29 and 31.) You find here that there
is an opportunity for every individual who bas a right to b
placed on the voters' list to establish his claim. His
petition is sont in to the revising officer by the overseer or
the recorder of the]municipalities.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh ,oh 1
Mr. WILSON. I wish you would keop order, Mr.

Chairman. If you do not, I shall be compelled to go down
nearer the reporter, where I can have myseif heard. You
will find here, Mr. Çhairman, the course that is pursued in
England to secure to every individual who is entitled to it
the right to be placed upon the voters' list.

An hon. ME[BER. Trow!1 keep away from him, and lot
him go on.

Mr. WHITE. The hon. gentleman should have a right
to go on speaking. IIe s paid by the hour; ho is paid by
subscription.

Mr. WILSON. Mr. Chairman, I never object to any man
imputing motives or acts of which ho Is guilty himsolf ;
therefore, I do not object to an insinuation of that kind. I
am satisfied that this Bill, appointing a revising officer, will
not meet with the approval of theo electorate and that when
it is presented to the people, and when it is shown that it
will deprive the electorate of an opportunity of their names
being placed on the voters' list at the will or ploasure of
the revising officer, it will produce a revulsion of feeling,
adverse to the Government of the day and in favor of those
who have fought valiantly for the rights and privileges of
the whole people of the Dominion.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I desire myself, and so
do some other hon. members, to offer a few remarks on
what the hon. gentleman aeknowledged to-day to be the
most important portion of the Bill; but at this hour I pro-
pose that the committee rise.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I did not exactly state
that this was the most important portion of the Bill, but
one that would certainly, from what I had already heard,
cause a good deal of discussion. But it occurs to me, from
the little I have heard, that some of the discussion bas been
of the old stamp and not in the lino meant by the leader of
the Opposition.

Sir RICHARD CARTWWIGHT. I may say that the
speech of the hon. momber for Brant (Mr. Paterson) was an
exceedingly able and powerfully delivered speech, which I
only regret was delivered to a small audience. I dare say
some of the speeches the hon. gentleman would not have
cared so much to hear; but I do not think ther has been
any attempt on the part of hon. gentlemen to unnecessarily
delay the House.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I beg to move a verbal
amendment. That at lino 32 the words, "for such pur-
pose," bstruck out, and the latter "a" inserted.

Mr. DAVIES. It is my intention to move an amendment
to the clause.
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Mr. CASEY. Is it the intention to allow amendments to

be moved, apart from that amendment ?
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Certainly.
Mr. CASEY. There are several amendments.
Mr. CHAIRMAN. It is irregular to proceed to discuss a

clause without there being any amendment. We have been
discussing a clause while there bas really been no amend-
ment before the committee, which I find, according to
English precedents, is not according to rule. There ought
to be an amendment before the committee while the clause
was being discussed, and to make the proceedings more
regular an amendment should be placed before the com-
mittee.

Mr. CASEY. I have never heard of any such understand-
ing or rule in this Parliament. The question we have been
discussing is as to whether we should have this clause or
not. The discussion, in my opinion, is quite in order.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I point out that busi-
ness will not be furthered by proceeding with the discus-
sion now.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. If this subject had not
been fully discussed woeks before we came to the clause
there might have been something in the hon. gentleman's
request.

Mr. CASEY. It is simply absurd for the bon. gentleman
to say that the clause bas been sufficiently discussed, and to
say, after the ordinary understanding we have had, after
thirteen hours' work, that because the right hon.gentleman
thinks so, this clauslo has been sufficiently discussed, is
simply absurb. It is not in accordance with the under-
standing the hon. gentleman bas been acting upon for some
time past, and I am afraid it will not resuit in furthering
the discussion on the Bill, simply bocause we cannot discuss
it intelligently at this hour in the morning. We have
shown our desire to discuss the Bill fairly and to the pur-
pose, and the best proof of that fact is, that the right hon.
gentleman has adopted a number of suggestions made on
this side during the discussion, because thoy commended
themselves to hi. reason. O! the understanding I have
mentioned, it was understood that we should sit ut reason-
able hours, and I am sure no one will say that to sit after
this hour would be reasonable.

Mr. DAVIES. I think the hon. gentleman hardly wishes
us to go into a discussion of this clause, which he will admit
is a very important one, at this time of the morning. The
hon. member for South Huron wishes to address the House,
and I intended to speak, perhaps, for t wenty minutes or half
an hour. I[think therehas been no evidence of any inten-
tion of preventing discussion, or improperly delaying the
proceedings, and as the bon. gentleman knows well this
clause is one which must be more fully discussed, and
amendments will be submitted in the proper time, but it is
unreasonable to ask that we should go on at this hour of
the morning.

Mr. HESSON. Hon. gentlemen should remember that
the provision of this clause was very fully discussed along
with the general principles of the Bill, and that no new
light las been thrown upon it, as each speaker bas repeated
simply wbat the previous speaker said. I think, after all
this repetition, they must themselves feel that they have
debated fully a question which was very fully discussed
before, unless they have something new to say upon it. 1
wonder that intelligent gentlemen should get up, one after
the other, and simply repeat what was said by previons
speakers. Surely they must admit that there are mon
intelligent enough on this side to know the purport and
effect of the Bill, and who know its effect and its provisions
as well as if they were to talk about it for a week. They

Mr. Davas.

have had an opportunity to move their amendments during
the whole day, but they have not done so, and I do not
think it is right that they should go on again, after coming
fresh from the country, and repeat the same speeches over
and over again, at this stage of the debate.

Mr. DAVIES. The hon. gentleman knows that we have
to meet here at half-past one to-morrow, and what condi-
tion will we be in if we continue at work for some hours
longer. Human nature cannot stand it; and if we went on
for tbree hours we would not ho any further ahead. The
desire to facilitate business is just as strong with some on
this side as on the other, whatever charge they make
against some of unduly protracting the debate. 1 do not
think the speeches have been unduly protracted to-night,
as only some five or six have been made on this clause.
Hon. gentlemen may force us to go on for some hours, but
it will not facilitate the passage of the Bill; and in what
condition will we be to continue the discussion to-morrow.

Mr. McNEILL. The question is, what position will we
be in to-morrow night, supposing we adjourn now?

Mr. HESSON. The leader of the Opposition so ably
discussed the clause to day that I do not think hon. gen-
tlemen can tbrow any further light upon it; and I think,
if these bon. gentlemen on that side had come into the
House and listened to the speech of their leader, they would
have been content to sit silently, after hearing it.

Sir JOHN A. MACDGNA.LD. The hon. member for
West Elgin says there was an understanding. I am not
aware of any understanding.

Mr. DAVIES. A tacit understanding.
Mr. EDGAR. Practice.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That is not an understand-

ing. The ground taken by the hon. member from Prince
Edward Island is really trifling with the House. Ho said,
a little while ago, that ho had an amendment. Why does
ho not move it ? I think the hon. member for West Elgin
said there were several amendments, and here we have been
discussing this measure all day, and not an amendment has
been proposed. The amendment was spoken to by the
bon. member for West Durham (Mr. Blake) fully and ably,
presenting al[ the arguments that could, by any possibility,
be brought up against the clause, and the discussion has
been a more repetition of those arguments. There could
not be any new suggestions with respect to that clause.
And now they say they are going to commence with amend-
monts. If the hon. gentleman was really in earnest ho
would have his amendment ready. However, I venture to
say he has not it ready now, though ho said ho bad.

Mr. CASE Y. I rise to a point of order. The hon. gen-
tleman says: "I venture to say ho bas not his amendment
ready now, although ho said ho bad; " that is to say ho was
lying. When an hon. gentleman, even if ho ho a Premier,
says that an hon. member utters a distinct untruth, ho is
out of order, and I must ask that that statement ho modified
or withdrawn.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon. gentleman puts
words in my mouth. I did not say ho was lying. That is
an inference the hon. gentleman drew. I said, I ventured to
say that ho had not his amendment roady. He may have lost
it or mislaid it.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What will you bet ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon. gentleman said
there were half a dozen amendments. I venture to say
there were not half a dozen amendments,

Mr. CASEY. I did not say that. I said I understood
there were several amendments teobe moved.
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Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon. gentleman is
trifling with the committee, and now he appeals for delay.

Mr. DAVIES. I do not think the hon. gentleman
believes I would have made the statement I did unless I
was going to move an amendment. My amendment is not
only ready but it is in my hands, and I have been here the
whole afternoon waiting for an opportunity to move it.

Sir JORN A. MACDONALD. Let us have it.
Mr. DAVIES. I hope the hon. gentleman will do me

the justice to say that ho did not wish to accuse me of that.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Cortainly not. I do not

want to make any unpleasant charge against the hon. gen-
tleman. The hon. gentleman said ho had an amendment,
and made a short speech, and I called on the hon, gentle-
man to move it,

Mr. DAVIES.
hon. gentleman
hon. member for
hurriedly.

I was just waiting to see how far the
would go, and I was about to rise, if the
West Elgin (Mr. Casey) had not got up so

Mr. PATERSON. I want to call attention to the very
irregular course pursued by the First Minister. e has
allowed this clause to be discussed all day, and he comes, at
two o'clock in the morning, to propose an amendment.
Such an irregular course is a bad example to set to the other
members of this House.

Mr. CAMERON (Inverness). Perhaps it would be
unfair to compel the Opposition to speak after two o'clock.
They evidently have an object in detaining the House in
session as long as possible. I read in the Globe of the 21st
instant this paragraph:

"The letter of 'Ontario,' in another columu i eone that everybody
should read. What the writer says is an evidence of the depth of the
feeling prevailing in the Province. No doubt mauy are prepared tomake
the sacrifice he suggests."

When I read this paragraph a few days ago, I thought it
was due to myself and to the great Dominion of Canada, to
read the letter of " Ontario," and I find some paragraphs in
it to this effect:

" Never was an Opposition in so favorable a position to stand a siege.
The Administration of Sir John Macdonald is bleeding at every pore. The
financial difficulties crowding upon the Government are sure sooner or
later to be fatal, and these difficulties are ail of their own creation. The
North-West rebellion not merely increases these difficulties, but adds
new and serions complications arising out of the capture of Riel-com-
plications which will be harder to solve than were those resulting from
the Red River rebellion in 1870-and these troubles, also, are of the
Governruent's own creation. The Canadian Pacifie ' Oliver Twist1' is
asking for more, and the French supporters of the Government are die-
tating their own terms. Every Province, not excepting Ontario, is in a
state of (angerous discontent, and ail that is necessary to rouse Ontario
is a continuation of the gallant fight in the House of Commons against
the infamous proposai to impose on the people the most odieus tyranny,
under the guise of constitutional forms, and to confer the parliamentary
franchise on Indians who, as members of tribes, are still wards of the
Government, and incapable of assuming the responsibilities eof citizen-
ship. Under these circumstances, a dozen resolute men could 'hold the
fort ' at Ottawa, and it will be a disgrace to the Liberal Opposition if it
1s surrendered now. Had the Gerrymander Bill of 1882 been dealt with
in the way referred to it would never have been passed."-

Se there appears to be an object in this delay; it is simply
following the instructions of the organ of the party. But
that is not all:

"But while the duty of the Opposition in the House of Oommons is
plain, the duty of those who are in sympathy with the stand they have
taken is equally so. Every means should be resorted to for the purpose
of making the public appreciate such self-sacrificing devotion to duty
and principle, and one of the most effective would be the creation of a
iund, with a view to adding to the sessional indemnity of the members."

The idea occurred to me, when I read this sentence, whether
hon. gentlemen were paid by the acre which they placed in
Hansard, or by the hour; probably by the acre. Then it
1s very unfair to ask them to romain here after two o'clock,
because, certainly, they cannot cover as large an acreage
after that hour as they could by daylight:
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'That indemnity is calculated for an average of not more than three
months, and already this Session has lasted almost four. As yet very
little of the money requied for the public service for the financial year
commencing on the first of July next bas been voted in committee, and
not a dollar of the proposed appropriations has been voted by way of
concurrence. Sir John, by bringing up bis Franchise Bill day after day,
bas himself pointed out the way to his own discomfiture, and if the
blockade which he bas created ls not raised by the 30th of June, the
supplies wili have come to an end and not a dollar will be available for
the payment of salaries or for any other public purpose whatsoever.
Nothing would do so much to strengthen the bande of those who are
fighting the people's battle and to strike terror into the hearts of those
who are seeking to fetter them, as the raising of a testimonial fund at
once, as a mark of appreciation, and as a measure ot substantial
assistance.

"I n order to be effective, however, the movement ehould be organieed
at once, and should be pushed with the utmost vigor. '1He gives twice
who gives quickly.' A committee of members of Parliament should be
formed to take charge of the fund, and those who feel disposed to give
anything should not wait to be asked, but forward their-cotributions at
once to beadquarters. Or, those who prefer it, migIt send their con tribu-
tions-anything from $1 to $100-care of T'hle Globe, and they could be
acknowledged in the columus of the paper, either over the real name or
over a nom de plume. Such an opportunity of striking for freedom will
never again occur in the lifetime of any ot us, for never in the history of
parliamentary institutions has such a retrogressive and indefensible
measure as 8ir John Macdonald's Franchise Bill been proposed in a
legislature with British traditions to inforn and inspire it.

" ONTÂARo."~
I think it is hardly fair, if my hon. friends opposite are to
be paid by the hour, by the day, or even by the acreage on
Bansard, that we should compel them to speak only till
daylight.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. After that, I cannot
desire to rob my hon. friends opposite of another day's pay.
I move that the committee rise and report progress.

Commit tee rose and reported progress.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved the adjournment of

the House.
Motion agre'd to; and the flouse adjourned at 2:40 a.m.,

Friday.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

FaruAY, 29th May, 1885.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at half-past One o'clock.

PRAYEils.

PERSONAL EXPLANATION-FRANCIIISE BILL
PETITIONS.

Mr. ALLEN. Before the Orders of the Day are called, I
beg to make a few remarks of a personal nature. Prior
to the 21st May, I presented a petition from the inhabitants
of Meaford, praying that the Franchise Bill may not hecome
law. On the 21st of the month the hon. member for King's
(Mr. Woodworth) said, in his place:

"When the proper time comes, I intend to call the attention of the
House to the grosa breach of privilege on the part of hon. mermbers in
asking that these petitions be received and read,when they ought to have
known, had they taken the trouble that parliamentary practice requires
them to take, that the signatures to these petitions were ln many cases
in the sane handwriting, and tbat,therefore, the petitions should not bave
been laid on the Table of the House,"

He furtber said:
" I have looked over them, and have had an expert examine them, and

the best authority that can be received in a court ofjus tice ia this matter,
the authority of a competent expert, can be rece4ved before a commnittee
of this House, to show that these petitions ware signed by the same per-
sons, and that the signatures are in the same handwriting."

Then he went on to name the parties who had signel the
petition in St. Vincent, in the county of Grey:

"James Oliver and J. N. Oliver, Thos. Harris and Alb. T. Harris,
A. T hompson and William A. gilis, James Sparling and C has. Collier,
J. M. Smythe and Oha. Parkin, Amero Tait and Alex. Sauter."
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He said, further:

" I have only referred to the signatures which it would be patent and
clear to a boy ten years of age are in the same handwriting. In mos
of the Eoft peneil signatures the same man bas put down signature afte
signature, and you cannot tell what the signatures are and what th
names are. Not only the petition I have drawn attention to, bu
nearly all the petitions against the franchise presented te this Bouse
have the same indelible mark."

Now, as soon as the inhabitants of Meaford saw that in the
Bansard, they immediately went to work, and sent me the
following statement:

"C eNTY OF GREY,
"Te WIT : J

"I, James Drummond, of the town of Meaford, in the county of Grey
carpenter, do solemnly deelI re.

"1. That I have read the remarks in Ilansard of 21st May, instant
made by the member for King's county, in the House of Commons, res
pecting the signatures on the petition against the electoral franchise
Bill, from Meaford and St. Vincent.

" 2. That I am one of two persons who ciculated said petition, having
secured nearly every name thereon.

"3. That the allegation that the names of James Oliver and J. N.
Oliver, Thos Barris and Albert T. Barris, A. Thouipson and William
A. Suis, Jae. Sparling and Uharles Collier, J. M. Smythe and Thos
Parkin, Amero (should be Amos.) Tait and Alex. Sauter (should be
Sunter) are 'al] evidently written by the same hand,' le untrue, in fact

"4. That J. N. Oliver and James Oliver are father and son, respect-
ively, and that the son, James, signed bis own name and also that of his
father, who stood near, and instructed him so to do.

I5. That I am informed that Thos. Harris and Albert T. Barris are
father and son, and that the fatber signed for both, but another person
had the petition in charge at the time•

" 6. That the names of A. Thomp'son and William A. Ellis are, I
verily believe, the proper signatures of each of those parties; that I
have this day seen the last named party, and was informed by him that
he signed bis own name, and did not sign that of A. Thompson te the
said petition.

" 7. That the names James Sparling and Chas. Collier are the pro-
per signatures of the persons named, and that I was present and saw
them sgn, respectively.

"8.hat the names of Amos Tait and Alex. Sunter (called in the
Hansard Amero Tait and Alex. Sauter) are tbe proper signatures of the
parties named, and 1 was present and saw them sign, respectively.

"9. That I verily believe not one signature was placed on said
petition unless by the party purporting to be named thereon, or by bis
fuIl authority, and that not one bas bignified a desire te withdraw his
name, but, on the contrary, many electors regret that time will not per-
mit petitions to be presented te them for their signatures.

" And I make tins solemn declaration conscientionsly, believing tbe
same tebe true, and by virtue of an Act passed in the 37th year ot Her
Majesty's reign, intituled, ' An Act for the suppression of Voltntary
and Extra Judicial Oattis.'
"Declared before me at the town Meaford,)

in the county of Grey, this 27th day of "JAMES DRUMMOND.
May, A.D. 1885.

"JAMIs CLELAND, J.P., County of Grey, Ontario."

lu addition to that, I have a letter from one of the same
parties, speaking about his signature and about the state-
ment of the hon. member for King's, in reference to the
fraudulent entries. As to the expert, le says:
" The alleged expert had better serve his apprenticeship to the busi-

ness over again, though I fear it would be a waste of time for he
evidently bas not the natural capacity te tell a chicken path fÊrom the
track ot an elephant. I have read Mr. Woodworth's remarks in the
Hansard to many of the signers of the petition, and they are not in an
amiable mood, I can assure you, respecting the matter. J. N. Oliver, a
Conservative, by the way, is hopping mad at having his naine questioned.
He says bis signature is as good as that of Sir John A. Macdonald any
day, and, as for Mr. Woodworth, he thinks he must be an ass.',

Mr. SPEAKER The hon. gentleman ought not to read
such an expression to the House. It is unparliamentary,
and to read a letter reflecting upon an hon. member oi the
House is not correct.

Mr. ALLEN. I apologise, Mr. Speaker, and I hope the
fouse will accel t the apology.

GRAND TRUNK RAILWAY RETURNS.

Mr. MITCHELL. Before the Orders of the Day are
called, I wish to direct the attention of the First Minister,
whom I see in his place now, to the fact that about fifteen
months have elapsed since an Order of this Houae waa

Mr. ALLN.

passed, directing the Government to lay before the louse
da copy of the list of the Grand Trunk stockholders.

rt Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.

t Mr. MITCHELL. Thanks, gentlemen, very much. It
is new that I have got any sympathy from that side of the
House on this question till lately. I feel that the Govern-

e ment should be very severely censured for their neglect for
e allowing a whole year to pass over without giving effect to

that Order. I took an opportunity, early this Session,
certainly over three months ago, to lay before the flouse
the desirability of getting another Order for a full statement,
and that Order was also passed. I have several times
endeavored to impress upon the Government that they
should take means to procure a return to that Order of the
-House, but up to this time they have entirely neglected their

e duty. Hon. gentlemen opposite complain of the Govern.
ment's neglect of duty in a great many other things, but the
instance that I refer to specially is their neglect to procure
an answer to this Order-whether they are afraid of Mr.
Hickson or of Sir Henry Tyler, I do not know. The excuse
that the Government made, when I last called attention to
this matter, was that they bad to send to the other ide of
the Atlantic in order to get a return. I am told that the
president of the company is now in this country, and 1 hope
that at an early day the Governmcnt will be enabled to
inform this flouse that they have at last, through the favor
of the Grand Trunk Company, got their consent to lay on
the Table of this flouse the statement of the shareholders of
the company. At all events, I think, it is time the
Government should have some little respect for their own
dignity, that they should insist on the Order of this House
being complied with, and insist on the respect that is due
by a corporate company to the Parliament of Canada, and
see that that return is laid before this House.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I am sorry we have not
been able to procure the returns the hon. gentleman
required. As I understand it, the Order of the flouse was
sent home to England, where alone the list of shareholders
could be made out; that return bas not been made, and
that is ail I can say about it. I do not know when Sir
Henry Tyler, the president, will be in this country ; he is
now in the United States; but when he comes here I shall
ask him why it is not produced, and I shall read to him
from Bansard the speech my hon. friend bas made to-day.

Mr. MITCHELL. All right. I hope h. will comply
with the request, and at once consent to give the return,
and you can tell him that if he does not you will have him
brought to the Bar of the House in order to assert the
dignity of the flouse.

THE FRANCHISE BILL.

House again resolved itself into Committee on Bill (No.
103) respecting the Electoral Franchise.

(In the Committee.)

On section 10,
Mr. DAVIES. When the committee rose at a quarter to

three o'clock this morning, I stated that it was my inten-
tion to move an amendment to this section, putting another
section instead of it, and the First Minister very impro-
perly, as I thought, and unjustifiably suggested that I had
no amendment to propose ut all, and he was very properly
called to order by the hon. member for West Elgin (Mr.
Casey). I think before the flouse adjourned, however, he
was satisfied that bis statement was uncalled for, and that
I had au amendment in my hand, and was prepared to
move it-in fact I was ready to move it at the time. The
amendment had been car.fally prepared beforehand. I am
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the more anxious to put myself straight before the com-
mittee, because I do not choose to submit to a charge of
that kind by the First Minister, to the effect that I was
merely trifling with the House. The 10th section pro-
poses to vest in the Governmont for the time being-the
appointment of an officer who shall ho the revising officer
for each electoral district. He is not to ho revising officer
in the sonne in which that term is understood in any other
country of the world outside of Canada. Ris duties, in the
first place, are not to revise at all, but to mako up. He
has no data on which to proceed. He has to take the best
information he can get, to use the best material
that comes to his hands. He has to prepare, in
the first instance, a list, and, at a subsequent period
ho may himself revise it. Now, it has been very strongly
objected-and no sufficient answer has been made to it that
I have heard-that it is improper and unfair to vest in the
Government for the time being the appointment of a person
whose duties will be political, who will owe his position to
political friends, and who will be practically appointed by
the member who represents the district where ho has to
exorcise his powers of making up and revising a list. It is
very well to say that the appointment shall be made by the
Governor in Council. That reads very well in the Bill,
but, practically, we know that in the majority of instances
ho will be the nominee of the member now representing
the county who supports the Govern ment. Now, we know
that is talked about openly. If yon talk to bon. members in
the corridor or on the streets, they will tell you: I intend to
nominate so-and-so for my riding. He is a good man; ho
will not do anything that is wrong. In the sense that those
hon. gentlemen mean ho certainly will not do anything
that is wrong as against them; but it does not follow that
a gentleman, even although ho may have been five years at
the bar, if he owes his appointmont entirely to political
influences, and if the duties ho has to discharge are to
a large extent political as distinguished from judicial, it
does not follow at all that ho can bo placed in the
same category for impartiality as a judge. It has been
argued here that we have no complaints to make against the
judiciary of the land ; they have been men of strong poli-
tical feelings, but once they get upon the bench they leave
those feelings behind thom and discharge their judicial duties
impartially. I am bound to say, Mr. Chairman, so far as I
know, that is the case. Our judges do discharge thoir duties
impartially, but why ? Because, when they once get upon the
bench, they are entirely removed from all political aspira-
tions-or ought to be at any rato, and I believe .to a large
extent they are. They know that their conduct will be
closely scrutinised by a body of intelligent and learned mon
who plead before them from year to year. They know,
if they exhibit any partiality it must be in the face of the
public; but they have no special motive for departing from
a fair and honest discharge of the duties that belongs to
their position. But how will it be with the revising bar-
rister? He will be in the first instance recommended
for this appointment by the member of the county.
After appointment ho will hold office during good
behavior, that is, ho will hold it as long as be
does nothing which, in the opinion of the majority of
the House of Commons, deserves censure at their hands.
If, for instance, the hon. member for Carleton, who appoints
the revising officer, places in his hands a list of those whom
ho alleges are entitled to be placed on the first list, the offi-
cor will not question the propriety of acting on the hon
member's suggestion, and placing those names on the list.
He will not seo that is wrong. Bat where will ho the
Opposition candidate ? Will the revising officer do the
same thing for him ? Practic ly it wilt amount to this :
The names which the Conservative members wish to be
placed on the list, will be placed on it in the first instance;
while the names suggested by the Opposition candidates,

I

will be placed on the list only on the individual application
of the parties, and after a great deal of exponse and trouble
bas been undergone. We have already in most of the Pro-
vinces of the Dominion, voters' lista prepared by municipal
officers. With the exception of one or two hon. gentlemen
opposite, no one bas objected to the manner in which those
lists are prepared by the municipal officers. The answer is,that those officers received their appointment direct from
the people. If a charge of unfairness is proved against
them, the officers are no doubt removed. If that system
were continued, not only would it be a great advantage to
have the experience gained by those officors, but great
advantage would arise from saving in expense. The
expense of the First Minister's system is placed at not less
than half a million dollars. I have not heard any hon. gen-
tlemen opposite submit a statement to show that the esti-
mate is too large.

Mr. FARROW. The hon. member for Toronto sub-
mitted one.

Mr. DAVIES. I had not the advantage of hoaring that
estimate. That is a very serions amount, and if it can be
reduced by adopting the existing system, it would b cof
great advantage. In Prince Edward Island, where there
are no voters' list for the provincial elections, the amend-
ment proposes that the lists b made out by the judge of
each county. The scheme of the First Minister is one
which bas no precedont. The English system is ontirely
difforent; the American system is different, and the sys-
tems of Germany and Spain are entirely different. This
system is unique; it bas no precedent, no parallel. It vests
in the First Minister, for the time boing, power s0 great,
that if ho chooses to exorcise it, ho can return eight or ton
members to this louse. Personally, I should much profer
that a clause be inserted giving the right to the First Min-
ister to return twelve members, bocause the public would
then know what they were doing, and it would not b
necessary to go through the farce of an election. I beg to
move that the following be substituted for clause 10:-

The voters' lists shall be prepared by the municipal officer or
officers who, under the lawa of each Province, is or are required to
prepare the votera' lists for elections to the Gereral Assembly. [n the
Province of Prince Edward Island, where there are no votera' lists for
provincial elections, the votera' list shall be prepared annually by
the county judge in each respective electoral district. Every snch
officer shall, before he entera upon his duties, take an oath of office
before a judge of the Superior Court or a court of record in the Province
in which acts, in the forn contained in the schedule, which ha will
hereafter cause to be deposited with the clark of the Crown in Chancery
at Ottawa.

Mr. FISHE R The amendment of the hon. membor for
Queen's will practically retain in the bands of the local
authorities the preparation of the voters' lists. By the
aloption of that amendament one of the greatest blemishes
in the Bill will b removed. The revising officer, although
to a certain extent, performing the duties of a revisor is
nuch more largely a maker of votera' lists, and attempting

to fill this double capacity I do notthink ho can possibly do
his duty fully and faithfully. I have bard supporters
of the Goverment say outside of this Chamber, that
this provision was an imitation of the English law
with regard to revising barristers, and that it
was unreasonable in this country, where we draw our
inspiration so largely from English precedents, to object to
the appointment of such officers here. Well, I think that is
an erroneous statement of the case. It is true there are
revising barristers in England, but those gentlemen do not
make the lists, whereas, as [1have pointed out, the revising
officers under this Bill are net only to revise the lists, but to
initiate the making of those lists-two functions which I
believe are incompatible. I am pretty well acquainted with
the method of preparing the voters' lists in my own
Province, and the work, I find, is very weli performed
indeed, by the local officials to whom it is entrusted. These
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officiais live in the midst of the community with whose lists
they bave to deal. they know the names of the individuals,
and they also know the property or the basis upon which
those inidividuals seek to qualify. I heard, not long ago, a
statement of the number of appeals from the original voters'
list which were carried to the courts of Quebec last year,
and I found that the num ber was ridiculously small, so smal!
as to prove conclusively that the original voters' lists are
very correctly prepared. The officials proposed in the right
bon. gentleman's Bill will be charged with the duty of pre-
paring the lists ab initio, and to perform that duty for the
whole county ho will not only have a great deal
more labor cast on his shoulders than is now borne
by the persons who prepare the lists in Quebec,
but they will have to go around from one locality !to
another over the whole country, and make themselves
acquainted with the conditions and circumstances of the
various municipalities. He is obliged to hold a revision of
the list, in every muncipality of which ho las charge, and
to do this in the larger counties will require a great deal
of time. He will have to go considerable distances to hold
what we may call, little courts here, tbere and everywhere
in his county. Ail the work that is now done by the local
authorities for the municipal and provincial elections, will
still have to be performed, and in addition, there will be
practically the same work to be gone over again by the
revising officers. It is true, it will not be entirely the same
work, because the voters' lista under the Dominion law,
will be different from those for the local elections, but a
large portion of the work will be merely a repetition of
what is performed by the local officers. Some hon. gen-
tleman, have objected here and elsewhere, that the local
municipal authorities have been just as partisan as it is
possible for the new appointees of the Government to be.
The hon. member for Montmorency (Mr. Valin) alluded to
certain municipalities, in which ho said, the local
authorities had wrongfully taken some names off
the lists and put others on that should not have
appeared there. He seemed to have forgotten, how-
ver, that in every such case there was redress
by appeal, while under this Bill there would be prac-
tically no redress. It is true that the right bon. gentle-
man has modified the Bill so as to allow appeals both in
matters of fact and in matters of law, and I trust that that
modification will take away some of the objections which
we have heretofore urged against the Bill. Still, it does
not remove the objection to which I now address myself.
The hon. gentleman intimated that the new arrangement
would nt be any worse than the old, but I think it will,
and for two or three reasons. The hon. gentleman pointed
out some municipalities in which injustice had been done to
certain Conservatives, but he failed to point out that in the
same county, there are two or three Conservative munici-
palities, and I have reason to believe that some of those
Conservatives did injustice to the Liberais of the county,
and perhaps to as great an extent as in others the Liberals
did injustice to the Conservatives. We find therefore, that
nuder this municipal arrangement, although in some cases a
little injustice may be done to one aide, in other cases in the
same county, the injustice may be on the other direction.
We have there a balance of one evil against the other. I
do not say that that is a good thing; I believe that in both
cases a radical wrong was done to the electors who were
themselves aggrieved by the partisan municipal councils;
but the results to the country at largo were not so injurious
as they would be under this Bill, because, unfortunately,
the revising officers will be of one political stripe through
the length and breadth of the land. In my own county,
where there is a municipal council opposed to me politically,
some supporters of mine suffered an injustice; and I dare
say that in other cases the same thing has occurradd; but the
likolihood of that occurring under the municipal arrange.

Mr. FIsHma.

ment is not so great as under a partisan political officer.
Under the municipal arrangement there is the safeguard that
it is in the hands of the people themselves ; if they feel that
they have been aggrieved by the wrongful act of their muni-
cipal officials, they can expel ther at the next municipal
elections and put new mon into their places. But under
this Bill the people have no recourse whatever; it is only
the House of Commons itself that can have any recourseo;
and we are well aware that if these partisan officials do an
injustice, it will b to people who will b represented on the
floor of the House by the minority, not by the majority.
One very great evil of the provisions of this Bill is that such
injustices or such malpractice be committed by the revising
officer, we may have brought into the arena of party strife,
constant complaints in regard to elections and the election
returns. Some years ago the trials of election disputes and
the discussions relating thereto were removed from the
arena of Parliament, and I believe that removal was a very
great gain to the dignity of this House, and the progress of
public business ; but under this Bill we may have all the
details connected with elections brought before the louse
of Commons, and that will be a great misfortune, both for
the louse itself and for the purity of elections in the coun-
try. There is another very strong objection to the arrange-
ments under this Bill which would b obviated by the
amendment of my hon. friend from Queen's (Mr.
Davies). Under this Bill the revising officer las to
undertake a very considerable labor, and for that
labor ho will have to receive a considerable salary. At
present our voters' lists in the Province of Quebec are pre-
pared absolutely free of expense. The municipal officials
are obliged to prepare them without any additional charge
over and above their ordinary salary. Should this House
decide, as proposed by my hon. friend from Prince Edward
Island, that these same officials should have the duty of pre-
paring the voters'lists, I daresay some slight remuneration
would have to be given to them for that work. I believe it
is not legal for this Parliament to impose work on the
municipal officials of the country without their consent and
without reimbursing them for that work. But no one can
suppose that such remuneration would be anything like as
great as that to the revising officer. There is at present a
sufficient expense entailed on this country without imposing
upon us an additional burden that is unnecéssary; and I
contend that the necessity for the machinery provided by
this Bill has never yet been shown by any hon. gentleman
on the other side of the Hlouse. The hon. First Minister,
in introduèing the Bill, did not himself say it was a
necessity. I understand, that yesterday afternoon,
although I was not present, the hon. First Minister pro-
posed an amendment to the effect that in the Province
of Quebec notaries, as well as lawyers or barristers of
five years' standing, should be eligible to act in this
capacity. I suppose the notaries would also require to
have five years' standing in their profession before they
could act. I do not consider that that amendment is
of any value whatever. In some of our counties, the notary
who is best known in the county and who is likoly to obtain
this apointment may be a man of greater experience and
higher social standing than the barrister or advocate who
resides in the county; but I do not admit that the notarial
profession as a rule stands higher than the profession of the
law in our Province. The only advantage which could be
urged in favor of the hon. gentleman's amendment is that
it would give a greater choice of men. I do not wish to
attribute any political motives for this proposal; but I
think we shall find that in many cases in the Province of
Quebec the notaries are just as likely to be strong political
adherents of the party in power as the advocates; and the
result of this amendment will be that where by any
chance there is a lawyer or advocate in a county
who is not an adherent of hon. gentlemen opposite,

2212



COMMONS DEBATES.
and there should be a notary in the county who is,
the notary will be chosen instead of the advocate;
and no doubt the rule will work the other way.
yesterday afternoon the hon. member for Victoria (Mr.
Cameron) defended his profession from what ho considered
to be an aspersion cast on it by hon.gentlemen on this side.
1 do not know that anybody on this side has said a word
against the profession as a body; we are well aware that it
stands the highest of any profession in this country, and the
hon, gentleman's defence of it was altogether needless.
Under this Bill, however, the Government would have to
appoint third or fourth rate lawyers, for it is not likely any
lawyer who is in the onjoyment of a lucrative practice would
be induced to give that up for the sake of manipulating the
voters' lists in the constituency in which ho happened to
live. There is, however, a class of briefless lawyers and
notaries who have very little to do and will be only too
glad to accept this position and do their work in a partisan
manner. Should the First Minister, however, intend to
appoint men of good standing in the profession, ho will cor-
tainly have to attach a larger salary to the office than any
that has been imagined by hon. gentlemen on eitber
side or indicated by himself ; but should that be his
intention the expenditure will be enormous. It is
absurd that these revisingoeficers should first make the lists
and thon revise them ; it is contrary to all princi ples ofjustice
and legal practice. Not only will the appellant have to
establish the facts of his appeal but he will also have to
remove the prejuaices of the judge since lie is compelled to
appeal from the decision of' the revising barrister in the
first instance to the same revising barrister on the rovision
of the list. Allowing the same person who makes the list
to revise them, is contrary to English practice. In England
the local authorities-who correspond to our municipal
authorities, to whom my hon. friend from Queen's, P.E.I.,
(Mr. Davies) wants to give the making of the first lists-
make the lists, thon the revising barrister, who is
appointed, not by the Government, but by the judges,
is appealed to in cases of dispute. This is as it should
be, and were we to take that plan as our model, it would
do away with a great deal of the objections raised.
Believing that the amendment will throw a greater safe-
guard around this clause, I shall support it.

Mr. COOK. I have not attempted to address the House
upon this subject, although the discussion bas been pro-
longed for the last six weeks, and you have reached the
10th clause, and I suppose, if tbey receive the scrutiny that
they deserve, the other clauses of the Bill will have to be
discussed in the same ratio, and we may therefore expect
that we will commence our fall ploughing before the Ses-
sion is closed. I think, upon so important a matter as this,
it is necessary that the representative of the people should
look closely into a matter that is going to affect him in so
large a degree, not alone in reference to the question of the
expense that will be incurred by the passage of this Bill,
but also as to the means that may be adopted and will
likely be adopted if we take the past as a criterion for the
future, as to what the result may be in election campaigns
or in the fixing of the voters' lists. I remember, when a
comparative boy, the speeches that were made by
the Prime Minister, when he called upon his friends
throughout the country to look closely after the voters' lista,
when ho called upon his Conservative friends to look closely
after the municipal elections, to see that they carried
the municipal elections, and that, by carrying the muni-
cipal elections, they got their officers elected, so that they
could make the voters' list as nearly favorable to his party
as possible. That was a common cry throughout the coin-
try. It was a cry that was hurled from one constituency
to the other all over the old Upper and Lower Canada
before the Dominion was confederated. The hon. gentle-

man finds now that his own friends in the different muni-
cipalities are acting fairly, and ho begins to suspect them.
He is afraid that they will not make the voters' lists in
accordance with the views expressed by himsolf, ani that
the consequence may be disastrous to him at the next
general election. I have ha' the honor of visiting some
parts of the country while this discussin lias been going
on. I have had conversations with both political parties.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh!1
Mr. COOK. I have met the respectable Conservatives,

who do not murmur as some other gentlemen do over
there, and many of them expressed their opinions in con-
versation. One gentleman said: Why, I do not know
what this country is coming te. One gentleman said: I
fear that our great Chieftain wants to become dictator, ho
wants to dictate to the people how the olections shall b
carried in support of himself. This was but a mild sup-
porter of the hon. gentleman.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Very mild, I am afraid.
Mr. COOK. A mild supporter. I mot another, and a

most respctable Conservative, a legal gentleman in the
city of Toronto, a very strong supporter of the lion. gentle-
man-

Mr. McCALLUM. Name.
Mr. COOK. I am not in the habit of naming private

conversations, perhaps as the hon. gentleman does. He
said: I fear the old man is losing his head. He
will enfranchise the Indian, and ho will drive
two Conservatives away for every Indian vote that ho
makes. I hope that will be the cpse, and I verily believo
it will be the case. I believe the people of this country are
fair-minded after all. We saw that exemplified in some
constituencies at the last general elections. Wo saw that
exemplified in East York, in South Brant, in Bothwell, and
I think that, if this Bill unfortunately becoms law, yon
will find that it will be exemplified in every coistituency
in the Province of Ontario. Now, Sir, we are at the 10th
clause, as I said. That provides for the revising barrister,
that beautifal gentleman, who will lovingly approach the
lon. the Premier with his arm about bis nock, and
will declare to him: I will do thy bidding, and I will
do it well. Of course, I do not expect tho hon.
gentleman will appoint barristers in every constitu-
ency. I do not think ho will appoint a revising
barrister. for example, in West Ontario; I do not
think ho will appoint a revising barrister probably in South
Simcoe; I do not think he will be guilty of appointing a
revising barrister in a constituency that he knows is safe
one way or the other, a constituency that is ither Reform
stronghy or Conservative strongly ; but it is the little ones
between, where it is hinging just upon a few votes; thon
ho will put lis handa in his pockets and declaro to the
people upon the hustings: Sec how fairly I have dealt
with them, sce what I have done; hero I have appointed a
judge, and there I have appointed a judge, but wu had no
judge to appoint in this constituency-that is one which
was a close constituency-we could not get a judge there;
I am very sorry, very sorry indod ; it would be a very
happy thing for me if I could appoint a judge in that case,
but I could not and so I appointed a revising barris-
ter.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I can only say to the
hon. gentleman that I see how ho would do it if he were on
this side.

Mr. COOK. Thon the hon. gentleman should not put
woapons into the hands of his opponents by which ho will
bekilled, for, just as certain as the sun rises and sets,
ho will bc defeated at the next elections in this country.
When ho comes before the country again-and ho dare not

1885. 2213



COMMONS DEBATES. MAY 29,

do it to.day, although it is recorded that ho threatened hie
supporters that, unless they came to his rescue and put
this Bill through, ho would dissolve Parliament and go to
the country-he will be defeated.

Some hon. ME&!BERS. Hear, hear.
Mr. COOK. There are some hon. gentlemen behind him

who cheer, who know that their political existence depends
upon the passage of this Bill.

Some hon. ME ÊBERS. Oh, oh !
Mr. COOK. There ais one hou. gentleman who sits behind

bim, laughing as ho may laugh, trying to laugh, who may
laugh on the other side of bis mouth at the next election,
oven with the Indian at his back ; and ho knows that, with
the Iridian at his back, ho will not bave the opportunity of
coming here again. Mr. Chairman, I know something
about this thing. I remember that in the last local election
for Algoma, an officer in the Indian Department was sent
up there, and those poor Indians were trotted out to the
polls to record their voteq, and when they got there they
found that the scrutineers on the Liberal side declared they
had no vote, and they would not lot them vote. Therefore
we know that the hon, gentleman has had some experience
already in this direction. He knows that ho cannot lead
them up to the polls and make them vote as ho ses fit, and
so ho wants this Bill to enable hirm to do so.

Mr. WHITE (Hastings). I rise to a point of order. We
are not discussing the Indian clause.

Mr. COOK. I know where the shoe pinches.
Mr. CHAIRMAN. I am following the hon. gentleman,

and shall not allow the discussion to wander from the
amendment.

Mr. COOK. I was intending to come to it in a round-
about way. Now, the voters' lists in the Province of
Ontario at e made up by the municipal councils. I am per-
fectly sau.Isfied with the way in which they are made up in
my coanty, although I think abcut two-thirds of the muni-
uipalities in my county have Tory councils. I have more
confidence in the Tories than the hon. member for North
Perth (Mr. Hesson) appears to have, because I hoard him
declare in this House that ho would not believe the
assessors, a groat many of them, under oath.

Mr. HESSON. I rise to correct the hon. gentleman.
He is entirely misrepresenting my statement again. I said
nothing of the kind, and if the hon, gentleman had been
presont, ho would not have dared to say so. I repeat again,
that what I said was this: That the municipal elections in
Ontario were generally held on political principles, and the
courcillors being so elected, the assessorb were consequently
so appointed, and the C>urts of Revision were appointed
upon the same principle, each side always endeavoring to
obtain a majority of their own political friends, whether
Grit or Conservative, as representing the county or town.
That course, I said, was advised by the leader of the Reform
party at Toronto, who told them to look after the votera'
list. The voters' lists were therefore prepared in the man-
ner I have described-first, by election of members of the
council who were of a particular stripe, then by the appoint-
ment of an assessor of the same stripe, by the majority of
the Court of Revision of the same stripo. If the hon.gentle-
man denies that, then ho denies what no other gentleman
in this House would deny, who has fought the municipal
elections in the Province of Ontario.

Mr. COOK. I believe a great deal that the hon.
gentleman bas said. He said, as far as his know-
ledge goes, the municipal elections have been
held on a partisan and . political ground. I have no
doubt about that, because I do not think the hon. gentle-
man knows anything beyond bis own political party. I

Mr. Coo.

concur with what ho says. I know the Conservative party
have run their 1punicipal elections on politics, and they
have always had that advantage. But still I believe there
are Conservative assessors in the country, who are sworn
mon, and who are capable men, and who will, under oath,
do what is fair and right. They may err in judgmeont.
One man may hold that a property is worth so much, and
another man may hold that it is worth more or les; but I
do not think because one man holds one opinion and another
man holds a different opinion, that that is Perjury. Men's
opinions differ. afy opinion differs from that of the hon.
gentleman frorn North Perth (Mr. Hosson), for which I
thank God. Now, Sir, the revising barrister is to take
the place of the assessor. He is to be paid-by whom ?
The people already puy for the assessors, they already puy
for the municipal machinery, and now you want to tax them
to a greater extent, at a time when this country is laboring
under one of the greatest financial depressions we have ever
had, and when the national debt of this country is increasing
ut a rate that is appalling. Still, the hon. gentleman proposes
to add to that national debt at loast half a million dollars a
year. S me hon. gentlemen say it will not cost as much as
that, but I am satisfied the expense will be greater. When we
remember the officials that have to be paid, and the expenses
connectod with thoir positions, and when we remember that
men who are employed by the Government are not very
careful about how they expend Goverament money, parti-
cularly if they are Tories, the expenses that will be incur-
red will be something enormous. Some' hon. gentlemen
have said half a million dollars, and I think that is far
within the mark. I would much sooner say three-quarters
of a million dollars. Some have said $800,000, and I think
it will be as much as that. The greatest trouble will be
that there will be two voters' lists, and people will not
know which one to vote upon. A man may be enfranchised
under the local law and disfranchised under this law,
because there is no doubt that a very large number of
peopl3 of the Province of Ontario will be disfranchised
under this Bill. Why, Sir, in the shire Lown of my county,
the town of Orillia, lying on Lake Couchiching-just oppo-
site, on the other side of the lake, is an Indian village
where every Indian will be enfranchised, while on the Orillia
side white mon who have been voting for years and years
will be disfranchised. I know something of the facts of
which I speak.

Mr. CELAIRMAN. Question.
Mr. COOK. Well, Sir, this revising barrister is a gentle-

man who will be appointed by the Government; ho will be
appointed by Sir John A. Macdonald-if I may make use of
the name.

Mr. WHITE (Hastinge). You say the Indian village will
have votes on the opposite side of the lake, while the people
on the other side will not have votes. Why ?

Mr. COOK. Because they wiIl be disfranchised under this
Act. They have votes under the local law, but they will
not have any under this law. I like these interruptions
from my hon. friend from Hastings. I know ho takes a
great interest in the Indian question. We always see his
face blooming when he talks about Indians, because ho
knows how many there are in his county who ho expects
will vote for him. Now, Sir, the mode of making the
assessment roll in the Province of Ontario is a very oon-
venient one. The people understand it. The assessors
have the benefit of each other's judgment in reterence to
the value of land. As a rule an assessor is ap-
pointed from each political party-I know that it is
the way in my county, and everything goes on beautifully
and well-swimmingly in fact-no jars at ail. We have
had five elections under this law as it now stands, and why
in the world could we not have five more eleoctions under
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the same law ? Sir, the reason is not far to seek. The
bon. gentleman knows the financial condition into which he
bas brought this country, and he is afraid to meet the
people again. He knows the depths of degradation to
which ho has brought the people; hoknows the difficulties
in the North-West, the disturbance in the Lower Pro-
vinces-

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order, order.

Mr. COOK. I am in order. Prince Edward Island is
dissatisfied, New Brunswick is dissatisfied, Ontario de.
pressed. It is well to let hon. gentlemen opposite know
that something muet be done. It would be well to let the
right hon. gentleman appoint members to this House from
the word go. Hle does it in the Senate. He appoints the
senators; they are all good friends of his, and he might as
well do the same thing bore. . And ho is doing this under
the guise of English precedent. Some people in the country
yet fail to understand it. I suppose ail members opposite
do or they should do at all events ; but some people in the
country do not quite understand. They say : We

*are following English law; I do not object to
that. But when you come to explain the matter
to them, when the thing comes to be brought
under their notice in the hideous shape in which it is belore
this Bouse, they open their eyes with disgust. They
say: We do not think it possible that the old chieftain,
will attempt this thing at the close of his career; that he will
stoop to such degradation as this in the closing portion of
his political life. There has been a great deal said in this
House about petitions. I will not transgress the rule, but
I can talk about petitions, because they are directed mainly
against the revising barristers. People say: If you take
away the revising barrister and the Indian, Sir John will
not want the Bill; it would be no use to him at elections.
Therefore, the Indian must be in it, and the revising bar-
rister must be in it. With respect to the petition that
came from my constituency, I think I will take an oppor-
tunity, if necessary, to read a letter sent by the president
of the Reform Association at Gravenhurst, Mr. Isaac Cock-
burn, brother of the member for North Ontario, in whicb
he states that he could, if he had had time, bave securedt
every single man in that village, but nine. There is a
large Tory majority in the village. That fact shows
there are a great many Conservatives who are pre-u
pared to sign the petitions. This petition that was
presented by myself had 105 names, 18 of which weref
those of Conservatives. No doubt, it is a certainty, thatI
those Conservatives will vote with the Liberals at the next
election. They will make a difference of thirty-six votes, I
and give a .Reform majority in the village. I do not make T
this statement from a political standpoint; wO are not bore &
to look after unr political advantage, but to look after the
interests of the country; to see that the people's rights
are fully maintained ; that popular Govornment is
maintained; and we are bore to check the Government c
in their endeavor to overthrow responsible government. a
Why what would we come to with the revising barris- n(
ter ? An oligarchy such as that we had forty years ago-. t
the old family compact? No; it would be even ton times
worse. We would thon have an oligarchy all centred in one a
man. At that time there were twelve men and they ail had n
something to say. Some people have called this a cowardly in
Bill. Some people ha% e said it is the Bill of political cowards th
who hide themseolves in their rifle. pits and wait for the p
approach of the enemy, when they will have a full swing at
their whole bodies. c

-Mr. IRYKERT. How fine that is.
Mr. COOK. Yes, it is very fine. There are patriots, cli

political patriote, personal patriots, public patriots. One tc
of the great signa of the times is that you find patriotism p

leaking out of the very ends of men's toes; you find them
always crying about patriotism. We have heard it. Some
hon. gentlemen opposite cannot rise and make a speech
unless they constantly repeat the word patriotism.When-
ever you hear the cry of wolf look out that some one bas
not shorn a sheop. Look out, because I know something
about that myself. Some people say if we are following
the Englsh precedents in this matter it is not so bad. But
you find it s not English precedeits; you find that the
Premier is going to appoint a revising barrister, although
the appointment is to be made in the name of the Council,
and so forth, but we know what that means. I will bc
within my limit upon this clause if I refer to a few cam-
paigns, because if we had had revising barristers thon we
would not have had to resort to other means. Prob!ably we
would not have had the Pacifie scandal. I had to fight Sir
Hugh Allan's money.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. The hon. gentleman must discuss the
question before the Committee.

Mr. COOK. If we had had revising barristers I would
have been about $15,000 botter off. As you, Mr. Chairman,
have ruled, and I bave great respect for the Chair, 1 do
not wish to trouble your feelings or to go contrary Lo your
instructions. Sir, I now have to desist from roforring to
some of the campaigns which have passed in the history of
the country witbin my own recol ection, though I should
like to have given them some consideration, but I suppose
I will have an opportunity of doing so at a later stage.
Now, Mr. Chairman, we are at the revising barristor
clause, and I am perfectly in accord with the ameidment
moved by the hon. member from Prince Edward Island, that
is, if the Bill is to become law. But I would rather not
vote for it, because I do not want it. There is not a
feature of the Bill which is worthy the consideration of this
House. The whole thing is bad from beginning to end. I
can tell my hon. friend, the Premier of this country, that
ho is making a great mistake ushing this Bill through
at the sacrifice of the public business. We know
how far we have gone in the Estimates, and we know the
number of important Government Bills to be passed through
this Session. We know that the Estimates must pass-and
they always take a month or six weeks at least to get through
with, and I know there are things to be unearthed ; I know
that a scrutiny should take place, and I give my hon. f riend to
understand that it shall take place, so far as] have anything
to say about it. I say that although they press this Bill on
from day to day, thinking perbaps that the other business
will not receive due consideration, and that members of
his House will want to get away-I Say they are mistaken.
1 have not heard a grunble or a mutter from this side.
They are all prepared to stay bore till next yeur and thoy
do not want an additional indemnity.

An hon. MEMBER. You will get it by subscription.
Mr. CHAIRMAN. Ihave to ask the hon. gentleman to

onfine his observations to the clause before the committee
nd the amendment which bas been moved thereto. He is
ot discusing that now, and I hope ho witl not require me
o call his attention to the matter again.
Mr. COOK. I was speaking of the length of the Session,

nd that if we diseuse the revising barrister clause for the
ext three or four weeks-and there are sixty.thrce clauses
n the Bill-thore is not much chance of our getting
hrough this year, and I want to get homo before the fall
loughing, in order to get at my lumbering operations.
Mr. CHAIRMAN. The sooner you begin discussing the

lause the sooner you will get through.
Mr. COOK. We are now discussing the revising barrister
ause, and these gentlemen will be appointed from cities,
owns, and villages, for you do not find them in country
laces. These gentlemen are supposed to value the pro-
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perty and make up the lists. How is he going to do it ?
The thing is simply poppycock. He will have to go to
every farm and count the number of sheep that the man
has in bis field, the number of pigs, the number of hogs-

An hon. MEMBER. Hear, hear.
Mr. COOK. And there are some old swine over there,

too. He will have to count the number of cows.
An hon. MEMBER. And the calves.
Mr. COOK. He will have to pay particular attention

to the sex, for he will have to put a value upon each. He
will have to take the household furniture, and the children
in the house, because lie will have to find out ho w many of
them are tho age of 21 years in order to make up the list
properly. He knows as much about a farm, probably, as
he knows about the good time coming, or the heaven above
him, and they say lawyers do not know much about that,
and get there very gradually. How is he going to get this
information? Is he going to go to the assessors ? If he
does, after what bas been said of them by the hon. member
for North Perth and others, they will say: If you do not
believe the valuation we give on oath, we will give you no
further information. They are not officers of the Dominion
Government, and the Dominion Government has nothing
to do with them. I remember introducing a Bill into this
House which required the assistance of the municipal
authorities, but I was compelled to withdraw it because the
House had no right to deal with such matters. You are
passing a Bill, and you do not know how it will be carried
out. Those mon will get two or three parties about them,
and you may be sure it will not be their political opponents,
and they will ask information from them. They will ask
who is this fellow? fHe is a Grit-he is a blawsted fellow;
and the man will say : We will not put him on. A
great deal of this will be done if this Bill passes.
I still have hopes that the Bill will not pass, but, if the
Government are bound to put it through I hope they will
amend it. If they are bound to impose the enormous
expense of working this Bill upon the country, I hope they
will make it workable. Under the Bill as it stands, some
hon. gentleman on the other side, who is a barrister,
or some one who is not a member, can be appointed a
revising barrister, he can cook his county and make his list,
and then resign and become a candidate. He will be
elected of course without any difficulty by his own arrange-
ment of the votera' list. I am sure that ii such a Bill was
proposed by a Liberal Government, and hon. gentlemen
opposite were sitting on this aide of the House, they would
not allow this House to rise for a twelvemonth. It has
been said that this was a sequence to the Gerrymander Bill.
The Gerrymandef Bill did a great deal of good to their
friends, but it did not accomplish all that it was intended
to accomplish, and the consequence is that they now propose
to take this means to choke off and kill some hon. gentlemen
on this side of the House. I said it would be difficult under
any circumstances for the revising barrister to make out the
list, even if he is an honest man. I would not believe much
in the good faith of the revising barristers who would be
appointed by the present Government, simply because I
know that Government took to themselves the right of ap-
pointing returning officers on former occasions, and we know
how they were appointed; we know the resuit of their ap.
pointment. I know that my hon. friend from Bothwell
(Mr. Mills) was kept out of this House for nearly two Sessions
by a partisan returning officer-one of the most shameful
things that has ever been perpetrated in this country. I warn
the hon. gentleman that this country is in a state of excite-
ment at the present time. Thinking that the attention of the
country was directed elsewhere, he lias tried to shove through
this House this infamous measure. Well, Sir, he may suc-
ceed; he may put this Bill through, but I assure the hon.
gentleman that the revising barristers will be looked after
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just about as closely as that gang was that went into Mid-
dlesex on one occasion. I assure my hon. friend that the
people of this country will not allow any man to go into a
county to say who shall not be put on the list when
they are entitled to be put on. If these revising barristers
leave off men who are entitled to be put on the list, I warn
the hon. gentleman that the consequences may be serious,
because I know the feeling and temper of the people to day.
One gentleman in the city of Toronto said to me, "Why,
Sir, we have more cause for rebellion to-day than we had
in '37." That is the feeling that exists in the country. I
endeavored to calm his feeling; I told him that the Govern-
ment were bad, but that we would try to bring them to a
position where they would not be so far astray. The peo-
ple of this country are beginning to understand this ques-
tion; they are beginning to understand that the Govern-
ment of this country want to perpetrate this outrage in
order to perpetuate their power. But, Sir, there is a day of
reckoning, there is a day of punishment and revenge com-
ing. That punishment is near at hand; that revenge is
about here. Hon. gentlemen will find it at the next
election.

Mr. CAMERON (Haron). I propose making a few obser-
vations on this clause of the Bill. I think it will be admit-
ted by both sides of the House that of all the clauses of this
Bill, the clause we are now discussing is the most important,
and requires a very full and free discussion. I was
surprised that when the First Minister moved the adoption
of this clause he did not condescend to give any explanation
to the House why he thought it wise in the public interest
that the appointment of the officer who creates and revises
the voters' lists should be a nominee of the Crown. It
appears to me that a proposition for so radical a change in
our legislation requires at the hands of its introducer a full
explanation; but the First Minister said absolutely nothing
as to the reasons which suggested this change to hie mind.
It does seem to me to be an extraordinary power for the
Government to assume-the appointment of an official, who
is to be a supporter of the Government-a partisan ; because
we may rest assured that no one but a tried and warm sup-
porter of ion. gentlemen opposite will be appointed Vo the
position. Now, I venture to say that in no British colony, cer-
tainly in no colony on this continent, has any such proposi-
tion ever received the sanction of the Legislature. It is
not the law in any land, so far as I have been able to dis-
cover, that the Administration of the day have assumed
the unchecked, unrestrained, unlimited power of nomin-
ating the officials who are to prepare and revise the voters'
liste, and to manufacture all the machinery necessary for the
creation of the electoral body. It is the first attempt in the
history of this country or in the history of any other coun-
try, to carry through Parliament a proposition of that kind.
In a free country such as Canada is, with free institutions
and responsible government, the voice of the people should
find proper and legitimate expression at the polls and not be
gagged or restrained by any legislation Parliament may see
fit to pass. The effect of this Bill will be to place in the
bande of irresponsible and practically irremovable officials
the whole power of creating the voters' lists and the
unlimited and absolute power of revising the votera' liste.
True, the Bill allows an appeal to be taken from the decision
of the revising officer on questions of law, and the Firet
Minister stated the other day he now proposes to extend
that right to question of fact as welli; but we know there
will be difficulty and great expense connected with the
appeal. The evidence taken before the revising officer and
the law points raised have to be submitted te
the court of appeal, and as that cannot be done
by an ordinary elector, he will have to employ some
one learned in the law to prepare hie case and argue it.
The fact that thre ais an appeal in questions of fact and of
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law, where the revising officer is not a County Court judge,
is of little importance, because the expense will be so great
that, unles the candidate sees fit to bear it, the appeals
will be few and far between. The best way you can get
the free expression of public opinion at the polis is to leave
the creation and revision of the voters' lists entirely in the
bands of the local authorities. It is nonsense to talk of
this or any other Parliament representing the voice of the
people, when at the outset we propose to take out of the
hands of the people the power of creating and revising the
voters' liste, and centre that power in the hands of an irre-
sponsible, irremovable official appointed by the Government.
You can, to a large extent, gag public opinion in many
ways. We know that Parliament, by the rearrangement of
constituencies, by the rearrangement of the boundaries of
electoral districts in counties, can so arrange them that
the voice of the majority of the people may be
completely swamped by that of the minority; we know
further that by appointing partisan returning officers, the
expression of the public opinion may ba checked. We have
illustrations of this in this Parliament. I do not mean to
say that every revising officer appointed under this Bill
will be an improper officer. The First Minister will, in
some cases, appoint County Court judges, but I fear very
much he will appoint them where the revising officer can
be of no service to either political party; but where the
majority is limited, where the majority may be within a
hundred on either side, the First Minister will find it his
interest to appoint revising officers, perhaps men not of the
most secrupulous character, who will do the bidding of the
hon. gentleman with respect to the revision of the voters'
lists. What I complain of is that this or any Government
should have the power of creating any official who would
have the power, under an Act of Parliament, to croate or
manufacture a voters' list, so that it would not represent the
true, honest sentiment of the people. Legislation of this
kind is not legislation that would proceed from hoaest
statesmen. It is one-sided legislation, legislation
solely in the interest of a political party. It may be the
hon. gentleman's turn now t- have a Bill of this kind,
but supposing, in the whirligig of events, hon. gentlemen
opposite should lose their seats on the Treasury benches,
they would be the first to complain of the provisions of this
Bill. It is not fair, it is not honest, it is not in the public
interest, that any legislation should be sanctioned by this
Parliament, the effect of which necessarily will ba to place
the control over the voters' lists, and thereby the control of
the elections of the representatives in this Parliament,
entirely in the hands of one man. Such legislation is
worthy only of the days of the Walpole's, or the times of
the Stuarts or the Georges. I can have no objection that
whatever political party bas the confidence of the people
should hold the reins of power, but what I do object to i
that if there is a majority of the electors opposed to a
political party, the views of that majority should be pre.
vented finding expression on the floor of Parliament. It
may be the result of the Bill that although a majority
Of the electorate be opposed to the policy and the legis-
lation of hon. gentlemen opposite, their opinion may not
have effect, because the revising officer has it in his power
by improper conduct to so gag and check public opinion
that the voice of the people will not have legiti-
mate expression in Parliament. A political triumph
so acquired is no triumph at all. A victory
obtained not by the free and, independent voice
of the people at the polis, but by the action of a revising
officer, is not a victory that any hon. gentleman can feel
proud of. Such legisiation as this is unworthy of stateemen
and unworthy of the people of Canada, and, if the Bill passes
in its present shape, with the absolute and unlimited control
given to one officer to tamper with and to cook the voters'
list, I am satisfied that the people, when they have an oppor-

278

tunity of pronouncing upon the subject, will in no way
sanction it. The first proposition is that the hon. gentle-
man shall himelf have the power of appointing 211 revising
officers. Some of these men may be judges who have already
their parchment from the Government to discharge their
judicial functions, but we have no assurance that there will
be a single judge appointed. The hon. gentleman and some
of his followers say the Government will appoint the
County Court judges, but the First Minister is careful to
provide that he shall not be bound to appoint any single
County Court judge, or junior judge, or Superior Court judge
in the Province of Quebeo. Ho takes the absolute power of
appointing oither the County Court judge or the junior judge
or the revising barristor; and when he is called upon
to make the selection, I fear very much that there will be
few counties in which ho will find it in the interest of hie
party to select the judges. Although I am opposed to the
principle of this Bill, and am opposed to this clause, it
would not be so objeetionable if the First Minister provided
that ho should appoint the Judge or the junior judge of the
County C urt in overy instance, and that, where ho waa
unable to discharge the duties, the First Minister should
take to himself the power of appointing a revising
officer from the ranks of the profession. But the First
Minister does not do that. He takes the power of appoint.
ing a revising oflicer. Ho selocts those 211 men, if ho sees
fit, from his own followers, his own hangers-on, his own
dependents, because we cannot expect, and we do not
expect, that any revising officer will be selected from the
ranks of the profession who bolongs to the Liberal party.
I have pointed out the inevitable rosults of that, and neither
the First Minister nor any hon. gentleman on that side has
made any answer to the statement that, by taking this
power, they can practically sond to Parliament whom they
see fit. In subsequont clauses of this Bill the First
Minister gives the revising officer extraordinary addi-
tional powers. The rovising officer prepares the list
and revises the list, and, when the list is revised,
the revising officer is bound by section 26 to trans-
mit that list to the Clerk of the Crown in Chan-
cery, and ho advertises that list. There may at that
very moment be a hundrod appeals boforo the Superior
Courts from the decision of the revising officer, but hoeis
bound all the same to send the voters' list, whon completed,
to the Clerk of the Crown in Chancery. These appeals may
be pending, and a new election may ho ordered and may
take place while these appeals are pending, and yet, if it
takes place thon, the voters' list as transmitted, although it
may be fraudulent, although names may be on it wich
ought not to bo there and names may be left off which
ought to be there, is final and conclusive; and, if any ques-
tion subsequently arises as to the validity of that election,
as to the frauds committed by the revising officer, as te his
misconduct, as to his putting names on that ho ought not to
put or leaving names off that should be on, or tampering
with the voters' list after it is finally completed, the 28th
section of this Bill absolutely prohibits and restrains the
judges of the Superior Courts from enquiring into the
irregularity or misconduct of the revising officer. That is
an outrage. What is the effect ofit ? Take a county with
a majority in favor of either candidate, of 50. You get the
revising officer to add 50 names to that roll that he
ought not to add, 50 Liberals added to the roll that ought
not to be added, and the result will be that the Conserva-
tive candidate will ho defeated. On the other hand, by the
revising officer adding the names of fifty Conservatives who
ought not tobe added, or leaving fifty names off, that ought
not to b left off, the result will be that the wrong man is
elected, the man who doos not roally represent the voice
of the majority of the people; and, under the 28th clause,
no matter how scandalous and outrageons the frands may
be, the Court ias no power to rectify the wrong committed
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by the revising officer. That is an improper power to be
given, one that no Parliament ought to give to a revising
olficer, one that no Government ought to vest in any official,
I do not care who that official is. It makes it the stronger
when that official is irremovable except on an address from
the flouse of Commons, when it is a permanent appoint-
ment, and he cannot be interfered with except for cause,
and that upon an address of this Parliament. These are
objections of the first possible consequence, that ought to
have weight with reasonable and thinking men, and that
ought to prevail against this clause. The hon. gentleman
could avoid a great deal of the anticipated wrongs that
may result from the enactment of the 10th clause by
appointing the county judges or the junior judges.
Nobody that I am aware of objects to the appiontment of
these officials to discharge these duties. They have dis-
charged them in the past, and have discharged them toler-
ably, fairly; they are the revising officers now, and what
reason bas the hon. gentleman and his followers for mak-
ing the change which is now proposed, and appointing some
one who is not clothed with the responsibility of a judge ?
Whatever we may think of some of the recent appointments
to the judiciary, we pride ourselves as Canadians upon the
fact that, as a general rule, when a member of the bar is
appointed to the bench, he lays aside, as far as it is possible
for frail humanity to lay aside, his political proclivities,
bis political inclinations, bis political prejudices, and
he goes on the bench free from all the party lean-
ings he may have had when in active political life.
We have, at all events, a guarantee in so far as the judges of
the County Courts are concerned, that something like fair
play will be dealt out to both political parties. It is of the
first possible consequence to gentlemen upon both sides of
the iHouso that we should have a fair andlhonest voters'
list. It is of the first consequence to the people of this
country that we should have a fair and honest voters' list.
What is the result if you have not such a list ? Do you
suppose that if the people of this country became satisfied
in thair own minds that a list made by a revising officer ap-
pointed not in the public interest, but in the party interest,
acting unfairly, acting frauduently, acting contrary to the
spirit and intent of the law-do you suppose that in a
free country like this, where the people have been accus-
tomed for so many years to manage their own affairs in
this respect, that they would tolerate such an outrage ?
There would be dissatisfaction and discontent, and some-
thing more serious would ultimately be the outcome. Un-
less the people have a fair and honest list they will be dis-
satisfied and discontented, and unless they can get redress
under the law, they will seek some other mode of working
out their own political destiny. Now I say again, that no
Minister of the Crown in any English colony, or in any
other country-I make the statement boldly-has ever sub-
mitted a proposition of this kind to Parliament, that the
Government who controls the maojrity of the representa-
tives of the people for the time being, should take to itself
absolute and unrestricted power to appoint an official to
create a voters' list. Sir, the right to exorcise the fran-
chise is a sacred right, dearly cherished by our people, and
the moment you interfere with that, you interfore with
something they highly value. Now, Sir, there is no position
that a man can aspire to that is more honorable, and per-
haps more earnestly sought after, than that of the repre-
sentative of a free people in a free country, but I say that
if mon are to occupy seats in Parliament, not by the free,
uncontrolled, ungagged voice of the people, but if they are
to be members of Parliament by Act of Parliament, through
the intervention of a revising barrister appointed by the
Exocutive of the day, all the dignity and ail the attraction
that cluster around the position of member of Parliament,
are gone, and the member of Parliament simply becomes
the creature of the Government and a member by Act of
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Parliament. Sir, the First Minister often tells us that ho
draws his inspiration from English sources ; sometimes
ho has said he draws inspiration from our friends on the
other aide of the lino. I do not care where ho gets
his inspirations if they are only honest inspira-
tion. I do not care where ho gets his modela and
precedents if they are acceptable to the people of this
country. But in draughting this Bill, and forcing it
through Parliament, I challenge hon. gentlemen opposite
to point out a single country where they can show a
precedent. You will not find it in England, or in any
English colony, and you will not find it in any State of the
United States. Now, we may very properly take a leaf
out of the book of the experience of our neighbors to the
south of us, and an experience that has extended over 100
years. I say that we would be fools-we would be worse,
we would be madmen-if, when we find legislation on the
other aide of the line working satisfactorily, with the expe.
rience of a century to back it up, we did not adopt that
legislation if we found it suitable to our circumstances. In
the United States the creation of the votera' list is left
practically in the hands of the people, who have the abso-
lute and supreme control, both as to the creation and the
revision of the votera' list. Now, we find that in the State
of Maine the votera' list is created in the following way:
The electors, at their annual meeting in the month of Janu-
ary, select either three, five or seven selectmen, as the
locality may decide. The assessors of the municipalities
are bound to send to these selectmen a list of the taxpayers
and of those qualified to vote. These selectmen, from that
list, prepare the voters' list, and upon a certain day, and at
a certain place, both fixed by law, these selectmen meet
and revise the list. Everything is thus left in the hands of
the people, and neither the Federal nor the Local Legisla-
ture has a particle of control over the votera' lista. Most of
the States of the Union have got different systems for the
preparation of the votera' lists, but in noue of them will
you find a system that does not leave the matter in the
hands of the poople at large. In the State of Pennsylvania
the electors, at their annual meeting, select three men, one
of whom is called the judge, and the other two are called
inspectors, and these three men form the board of election
registrars. So in Pennsylvania, and in several other States,
the law is careful to protect the right of a minority, to
protect the rights of both political parties. Every elector
has only got two votes. No elector in the State can vote
for more than two of those judges, and thereby the miuority
in the State can at least have one of those three judges. Now,
Sir, that looks to me to be a fair and reasonable proposition.
Three mon are appointed to prepare and revise the list.
The absolute untrammelled power is left in the hands of
the people, unchecked by any restraint so far as the Federal
Parliament is concerned. In Rhode Island the town council
are a board of canvassers. On the first Monday in January
they meet at a place and time stated by law. They prepare
the votera' list, and afterwards revise it. Taking these thre
illustrations I have given, they stand out in marked contrast
with the course the hon. gentleman proposes to pursue in
this Bill. In every one of those States, so careful are the
authorities that the public interests shall be protected, that
the interests of the respective political bodies shall h
protected and guarded in the creation and revision of the
votera' lists, that the task is placed entirely in the hands of
the people themselves. In the United States, where politics
run as high, probably higher than in Canada, you see how
careful and cautious the majority are with respect to the
rights of the mnmority. The same care, forethought and
independence do not exist bore. The First Minister in no
particular intends to protect the rights of the minority. 1He
places absolute, unlimited power in the hands of the revisiug
officers, and ho gives those officers so appointed unlimited
power with respect to the voters' lists. In the United
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States there is no Government interference, either by the
Federal Parliament or by the State Legislatures. It rests
with Canada, and it is the only instance, I believe, in the
history of parliamentary government, to have the Govern.
ment assume the power of dealing with the votera' lista in
the way they propose in this case. Take some other States.
Take the State of New Jersey. There the people elect, at the
annual meeting, one person as a judge and two as inspectors
of elections. These three persons constitute the board of
registration. Every person who has a right to be put on
the voters' list is placed on it. Every eloctor, at the eloc-
tion at which those three men are nominated and elected,
has only two votes, so that in every instance the minority
will at least have one member of the board representing
their political opinions. In the State of New York the principle
adopted is somewhat similar. In Minnesota, township super-
visors are elected annually by the people, who also elect the
election judges. The town clerk for each township is also
clerk of the board of elections. They attend on a day and
at a place fixed by law, are bound to attend and prepare the
voters' list, and upon a day and at a place fixed by law, they
attend for the purpose of revising the list. The basis
on which the judges proceed is the voters' list of
the preceding year. In that State, as in nearly all
the States of the Union, the power of making and
correcting the voters' list is left entirely in the hands of the

ople without any official control either by the Fedoral
vernment or State Legislatures. In the State of Michigan

the aldermen of every incorporated city, the supervisor trea-
surer and clerk of every township shah constitute the board
of registration. At a date and place appointed the board meets
and revises the voters' list. They represent the people, and
if they do wrong, violate the law, perpetrate a fraud, and do
injury to either political party, the people have it in their own
power to dismiss them at the next annual meeting, and they
do dismiss them accordingly. They have a guarrantee of
fair dealing in this board of revision, because if the board
acts improperly it is in the hands of the people, and they
have power to punish its members. Such are the modes
adopted in several of the States of the Union, and I have
only given these two or three instances in order to illustrate
the policy ursued here. They leave the creation of the voters'
list in thehands of the people. There is no revising barrister
no enormous expense such as we are asked to incur by the
proposition now before the committee. The local authorities
are utilised in every instance; they croate the voters' list
and they revise it, and thore is no appel from their judgment
to the judgment of any court or higher authority. In a
country like this, where we are a self-governing country,
supposed to be free and independent, assumed to have intel-
ligence enough to manage our own affairs in our own way,
why should it not be a proper and fair thing as between
man and man, as between the opposition and the Govern-
ment, that the creation of the voters' lists should be left
entirely in the hands of the people themselves ? You
will not find such a proposal as this in any British
colony; and as the hon. gentleman says, ho draws nearly all
his inspiration from England and English sources, you
would naturally imagine that the hon. gentleman would have
sought in some English colony for some precedent for his
action. He will seek in vain. He will find no English
colon.y where a law such as the hon. gentleman proposes has
ever been placed on the Statute Book. lais true that in
Victoria, one of the Australian colonies, the Government
appoint revising barristers. But the revising barrister has
no such power, no such unlimited, unrestricted power as
that officer will have under this clause of the present Bill.
In that colony he has what are practically semi-judicial
and semi-ministerial functions, is judgments are not
final and conclusive in any sense. Hoeis appointel by the
Government, it is true, and is called an electoral registrar.
In that colony the head of the department is charged with

the administration of the laws respecting eloctions and he
appoints officials. e sends the electoral registrar blauk
certificates as to the right to vote, and the clork of ovcry
council, as ho is bound by law to do, sends to this elec-
toral registrar on a given day in each year, a list of every
ratepayer whom this clerk supposes has a right to vote ;
and every ratepayer who goes to the electoral rogistrar
obtains a certificate setting forth that ho has a right to
vote. Objection may be made ut a given time to the list of
electors as propared by the electoral registrars in the col-
ony. Those objections are transmitted by the olectoral
registrars to the clerk of the Court of Petty Sessions. This
court hears objections made to the electoral list; in other
words, this court reviews the judgment of the eloctoral
registrar. The Court of Petty Sessions is composed of a juige
learned in the law and of magistrates, and this court has
power, as I have said, to review the judgment of the eloctoral
registrar. More than that. The rovising officer's judgment
and even the judgment of the Court of Pctty Sessions are not
final and conclusive. There may be a protest against mis-
conduct and fraud on the part of a revising officer or the
electoral registrar or those charged with the proparation of
the lists. Those allegations can be inquired into by the
courts, which has full, unlimited, and unrestricted power,
as they have here at the present time, unless this Bill
becomes law. The hon. gentleman says ho draws hie
inspiration from the mother country. Lot us soc wlhat the
mother country has donc in this respect. Let us sec if she
has adopted such a law as this. England has not donc so.
Under the law of England thore is no powoer to appoint a
revising officer vested in the Exocutive. Tho rovising
officer is invested with certain judicial and Ministerial
functions. He is appointed not by tho Exocutive of
the day, for so anxious and caroful is the Imperial Gov-
ernment that even a shadow of a suspicion should not rest
upon the character, the roputation, the integrity, the fuir
play, of these revising officers, thut they have vested that
power in the highest judges of the realm. What a marked
contrast between what the First Minister proposes and the
law which now prevails in England. In England, in the
county of Middlesex, and the surrounding boroughs, they
are appointed by the chief justice of the Court of Queen's
Bench. In the outside countios they are appointed by the
senior judge of assizo, and for a term of only ono year, so
that, if ut the end of the yeur it is found that the rovising
officer doos not discharge his duties fairly and honestly, you
may rest assured that his name is dropped from the list for
the succeeding year. If the First Minister would only
adopt that course, if ho would leave the appointment of the
revising officers in the bands of the chief justices of the
Supreme Courts in the varions Provinces, or the judges
travelling on circuit, this clause of the Bill would beshorn
of many of its objectionable features. But in its present
form, this Bill will be not only objectionable to hon. gentle-
men on this side, but I prediet that the day will come when
no more determined opponents of this clause will be found
in the country, than hon. gentlemen sitting on that Bide.
Hon. gentlemen muet not suppose that they have got a
lease of power in perpetuity. They must not suppose that
times do net change, or that they are going to romain
where they are for all time to come. The moment that
the time will come, and corne it will, when hon. gentlemen
must ait on this side of the House, I say there will be no
more fervent or determined oppononts of the principle of
this clause than hon. gentlemen who are now advocating it,
in the hope of getting some petty, party, political triumph6
I supposed that the day was past in the Parliament of Can-
ada when, for the sake of a petty, political triumph, a great
principle would be departed from, which bas been recog-
nised in the mother country and in the colonies, a principie
which is fair, a principle which can be justified on every
ground of reason and common sense, a principle which has
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prevailed in the United Kingdom for years, without objec-
tion from either political party, and under both Liberal and
Conservative Administrations. But the hon, gentleman
does not propose to adopt that principle. He proposes to
retain in his eown hand the appointment of these officers.
With a flourish of trumpets he announced some
amendments yesterday afternoon, but what did
they amount to? I suppose the Mail will declare
to-night that the First Minister of his own motion had made
some amendments which will do away with all objection to
the Bill, that he as done what he bas always intended to
do, that he as made the County Court judges the revising
barristers in every county where there is a County Court
judge. Wbat do these amendments amount to? He changes
the word "may " into the word "shall," and he enables him-
self to appoint, in addition to a Supreme Court judge in
Lower Canada, a notary public, and instead of some other
official the stipendiary magistrates of the Province of British
Columbia. Every objectionable feature ofthis clause remains
in it as it was the first day that the hon. gentleman intro-
duced the Bill. They are there still in all their hideous
deformity, and nothing he can do will tone it down or
improve it, except doing away with the clause altogether,
or allowing the judges of the Supreme Courts in each Pro-
vince to make these appointments. We are satisfied to leave
these appointments, if we are bound to have revising officers,
in the bands of the judiciary. We have some faith still left
in them, although the First Minister has been making,
of late, appointments to the bench of a questionable
kind. Still we have some faith that that will not
be swayed altogether by political influencies emanating
from Ottawa. We have some faith that these judges will
have a due regard for the public interest and the interest of
both the political parties into which the people of this
country are divided. We have some faith that their own
sense of decency and propriety will, in some respects, compel
them to appoint men fit for the discharge of these important
functions. In the bands eof the hon. gentleman himself, we
have no confidence, no faith, and we have every reason to
have no confidence and no faith in him. The hon. gentle.
man's course of conduct from the day he introduced this
Bill down to this hour, has precluded the possibility of our
cherishing the slightest confidence that he will make these
appointments except to serve his own political purpose, and
that being the object of the Bill, we know perfectly well
that the First Minister intends to carry out to the end the
object he had in view when he introduced the Bill. Now, I
say that the course which has been followed in the two
greatest and freest countries under the face of the sun, is
well worth the consideration of bon. gentlemen oppo-
site, and if they would only listen to the voice of reason, if
they would only look at the lessons taught us by the history
of the past, if they would only take the examples spread out
before us, in the legislation of the mother country and
the United States, I would have some hopes that we
could appeal to them with some measure of success,
and ask them not to put the power of appointing
these officers in the hand of the Executive, but permit
the judges to make the appointments. There is another]
feature well worthy the consideration of this House, and
one which to my mind presents objections that are almost
unanswerable. Under the present system, as you well
know, we have a cheap, economical, simple method, which
costs you nothing when you are running your elections. It
costs you nothing to get tan or twenty copies of the voters'
lists and youknow that you require these lists in canvassing
every polling sub-division. You can get all this without
the cost of one dollar ; the revision of the voters' lists costs
you but little; the preliminary revision costs you nothing,
and if you have an appeal, the man to whom the appeal is
made dwells at your door ; you have free access to him;
you can go to him and argue your own case. But it is not
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so under this Bill, If any other than the judge is appointed
there is an appeal to the Court of Appeals at Toronto.
Well, although you have a general knowledge of the law, I
do not think you weuld care about appearing there before
the eminent Queen's Counsel who would probably appear
against you. The result would be that you, Mr. Chairman,
would have to put your hand in your pocket, pay for
the revision of the voters' list, and pay counsel a reason-
ably good fee in order to have the legal points that would
necessarily arise under this Bill argued before the Court of
Appeal. The enormous expenses of carrying out this Bill
are almost past calculation. Has any lion. gentleman ven-
tured a calculation of the cost of this Bill? The First Min-
ister whose business it was when he asked Parliament to
legislate in this direction, whose bounden duty it was to
bis own followers, before he committed|them to the passage
of this Bill, at the very first stage to submit to Parliament
a reasonably fair detailed statement of the probable
expenses connected with the administration of this Bill
after it becomes law, never opened bis mouth on the sub-
ject. Ion. gentlemen opposite are asked to take a leap in
the dark. They are asked to vote for this Bill wholly
ignorant of the enormos burden of expense it will necessar-
ily impose on the people of this country when it becomes
law. The First Minister bas unbounded faith in is fol-
lowers. He bas reason to have faith in them, otherwise he
would not submit a proposition of this kind to them and
expect them to vote it through without further explanation
than he bas given. Now, I do not wish to trespass on the
time of the liouse. If the First Minister desires that the
members of this louse shall honestly and fairly represent
the public opinion of the country, lie ought to leave the
creation and the revision of the voters' lists in the hands
of the people. It is in vain for the hon. gentleman to
expect to get an honest expression of opinion-if he wants
an honest expresion of opinion from the people of
this couiiu y-with a machinery so manufactured as the
bon. gentleman proposes to manufacturo it, under the
powers vested in the revising barrister by this clause of
the Bill. If lie wants to get a free expression of opinion as
to bis acts and policy, let him leave the creation of the
voters' lists in the bands of the local authorities; but if h
will ignore the local authorities and will have a revising
officer, then, in fairness to the people of this country, in
fairness to the liberal element of this country, let him leave
the appointment in the bands of the judges. No fair-
minded statesman would take to himself the appointment
of a revising officer who bas the power of creating and
revising the voters' list in the interest of the party from
whom he derives bis powers.

Sir RICHIAIRD CARTWRIGHT. I have not spoken
much on the merits of this Bill, but I wish to give expres-
sion to the opinion I entertain of the particular provisions
contained in clauses 10 and 11. We have been told from
the commencement of this discussion that in bis own good
time the First Minister proposed to make such important
concessions and modifications as would very greatly remove
the objections which even bis own press and bis own follow-
ers admitted, and which we on this side of the 11ouse,
speaking not only for ourselves, but in the general publie
interest, alleged against the details of this measure.
We have now, I suppose, had an opportunity of seeing what
those concessions and modifications are likely to amount to.
Yesterday the First Minister, in a very remarkable speech
-a speech which deserves, perhaps, more attention
than it has hitherto received-explained to us what his
views were as to the modifications of these two clauses; and
fearing lest I might misinterpret hlm I have waited until I
had the report of bis speech in my bands before discussing
it. Now, 1 want to call the attention of this committee,
and as far as I can, the attention of the country, to the very
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remarkable admissions and confessions contained in the
words of the First Minister yesterday. It is a very unusual
thing indeed to find a First Minister, at this stage of a mea-
sure, coming down to us and using language which shows
clearly that in bis own mi;nd he saw perfectly distinctly that
this measure was indefensible on its merits; that is to say,
as to the main and central proposition of this Bill, that the
Goverument of the country, that is, the nominees of a parti-
cular party in this country, should take into their bands the
absolute control of the electoral lista upon which the repre-
sentatives of the people are elected. The hon. gentleman
admitted candidly for once that so far as he could find
out, it would be impossible for him to carry through
this Parliament-a Parliament in which as every-
body knows, he exorcises a most extraordinary
influence-a proposition to adopt the fair and equitable rule
which is laid down in England, and which prevents either
political party from exercising a control over the votera'

sts. Now, Sir, I can only conclude that the hon. gentle-
man's intellectual part on this occasion got the botter, to a
certain extent, of bis moral part. Hle saw, as he could not
help but see, particularly after the argument of my bon.
friend from West Durham (Mr. Blake), that such a proposi-
tion could not fail to strike the mind of every man in thisi
House as being a most unreasonable and unfair one. Here
are two parties who bave been pitted against each other
for many years. We are appealing, as two litigants, to a
jury, and one litigant attempts to make it part of the law of>
this country that ho should choose the jury by which
ho is to be tried; because that in practice is the
result of the two clauses we are now considering.
Now, Sir, the hon. gentleman says that ho had
ascertained that a proposition of a similar nature to
that in England would not meet the expectations of Par-
liament. Hetells us he does not know why. It is quite
evident that to bis own mind the proposition commende
itself as a just and reasonable proposition that the revising
officers, the men who are to make these lista, should be
chosen by some independent parties, wbo have no interests
of their own to serve. Then he goes on to say:

" Why it is I do not say. Why there is a difference in the public
mind in Canada and in England I do not know; I cannot quite fathom
it; but I have an impression on my mind, and it is an impression
amounting to a certainty, that any proposition that the appointment of
the revising officer should be left to the judiciary in the different Prov-
inces would not meet with the approbation of the majority of Parlia-
ment."

The hon. gentleman does not say that it would not meet
with the approbation of a majority- of the elect-
ors, or of a majority of the independent, honest,
thinking mon all through this country. What ho
says is this, and I call the attention of the Hoase to it.i
He dnes not believe that ho oould carry this measurei
through Parliament, that ho could control bis own major-
ity, unless ho was able to give them some extraordinary
inducement in the Fbhpe of the appointment of revising
officers, who could make things pleasant for a great many
of them in a great many doubtful constituencies. That,
and nothing less than that, is the only deduction that can
be drawn from the words used by the hon4 gentleman
yesterday, which I have now before me in the Han-
sard; and therefore it is, ho said, because ho, the First
Minister, a man who undoubtedly exorcises a perfectly1
unexampled influence over bis followers, because ho could1
not persuade his own followers to accept this Bill without
holding out this inducement-I will not say this bribe-he
bas recourse to this most extracrdinary stop of appointing,-
by bis own proper motion, mon to decide who are to be the
jury before whom. his case is to be tried at the next(
eleCtionD. No such confession was ever heard before, nO
such ground for a measure of this kind was ever advanced1
before, that I ever beard of or recollect, in any Parliament.1
Then he says, in another passage, that ho did neot know, i
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when ho introduced this Bill, the difforence botwoen his
method and the English method, and ho admits candidly
ho was incorrect in supposing the revising barristers
were appointed by a member of the Governmont and not by
the Lord Chief Justice and the judges of the assizes. That
also is a most extraordinary confession to make. ere is a
measure which the hon. gentleman has had in his bands,
not for one or two, but for 16 or 17 years, and as to this funda
mental feature of his own Bill the hon. gentleman did not
know, when he introduced the Bill, whether it was in
accord with the English system which he professes to desire
to follow or not. I shall not stop here to point out the
very serions inconsistency between that and his other
statement, that he had ascertained beyond a doubt that a
measure modeled on English lines would not meet the
approval of the majority of Parliament. If ho thought this
measure was modelled on English linos, as he said ho did, a
few moments before, I do not see why it was hoe should be
at the pains to ascertain that, if modelled on English lines,
it would not meet the approval of the majority of hie fol-
lowers. This I leave for the bon. gentleman to explain at
his leisure. What I desire to call attention to in connec-
tion with this clause is this: It is perfectly clear to every-
body, it has been proven to demonstration, that in all other
countries it has been the object and purpose of their Legis-
latures to keep the work of the preparation ofthe lists wholly
apart and distinct from the workof the revising officer. That
has been admitted; the hon. gentleman intimated that ho
would have liked to have done so, but the circumstances
provented him. I say that in itself is so grave an
objection, that if he found that by no means ho could
conceive, he could keep them separate, that alone was a most
excellent reason for not having introduced this measure
until ho could have devised some means by which the man
who bas to revise the lista should be a different person from
the man who origlnally composed it. Nor can I see why
he could not, as Las been suggested so often, and as is sug-
gested by the amendment in your bands, impose, as the
House bas undoubtedly the power to do, on these local
authorities the duty of compiling the liste, even if he intend-
ed himself to keep the power of appointing the officers by
whom they should be revised. Looking at the matter in a
different light from that in which it may be viewed by a
more politician, looking at it as a statesman, the hon. gen-
tleman ought to consider very seriously this fact. He knows,
even if bis followers do not, that the roal strength of the
two parties, particularly in the chief Province of Ontario, la
very nearly the same. There is, probably, taking Canada
all through, but a very small numericil difference between
those men who support the Opposition and those men who
support the Ministry. That being so, a wise and prudent
statesman would be very careful indeed how ho introduced
a measure which he knew, whether rightly or wrongly,
the Opposition must of necessity regard with great
dissatisfaction and distrust. Here in Canada, our
position is not so well secured, our future is
not so well assured, that any man who really bas
the welfare of Confederation at heart should do anything
he could help to exasperate and intensify the division which
bas already become too apparent between these two sec-
tions of our people. I do not know whether it bas attracted
the bon. gentleman's attention as much as it bas mine,
becanse his duties have been of a class which have com-
pelled him to reside bore very closely, and have prevented
him, perhaps, from becoming as well acquainted as he was
in former days with the undercurrents that affect the people's
minds in other parts of the Dominion, but I have no
doubt whatever in my own mind, that one, though by no
means the only or perbaps the chief cause, of the great
emigration which has been going on for a long period of
time from varions parts of Canada is this, that from various
causes there is ari-ing in the minds of apgeAs many of our
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people a profound distrust of the course of the Government.
and I say that measures of this kind are calculated in a ver
groat degree to increase that distrust. Take this measure.
The hon. gentleman, as ho said himself, felt and admitted
that it was a measure which the Opposition might justly
regard with distrust. He knows, we all know, perfectly
well, what sort of persons are likely to be entrusted by
one political party with the task of preparing the
electoral lists, on the result of which the reton-
tion of office of the hon. gentleman depends. I do
not mean to say that such a measure, if it had
been introduced by a Government of another political
stripe, would have been worked better by them than it will
be by the First Minister. What I say is this: What ho
proposes to do is to entrust the present Government with a
power no Government should possess, ho proposes to put
temptations in the way of himself and followers to which
no politicians of any kind ought to be exposed, and to which
they will inevitably succumb. The hon. gentleman says
ho cannot get this measure through the fouse, he cannot
induce a majority of his followers to support it, without
some such inducement as he holds out by giving them the
power of appointing the revising barristers. Well, I think
the hon. gentleman does not do justice to a very consider-
able portion, at any rate, of the gentlemen behind him. I
do not believe, and the whole conduot of the debate tends
to confirm me in that non-belief, that the great majority of
the hon. gentleman's majority are at all in favor of this
measure. Very few of them, indeed, have come to his
rescue, or have endeavored to argue this question on its
merits, and notably has that been true both of his col-
leagues and supporters from the great Province of Quebec.
If the hon. gentleman's object was, as ho stated, simply and
solely to give us a uniform franchise, if ho does not desire
to obtain that under conditions which cannot prevent those
consequences that I have alluded to, the hon. gentleman
could very easily have done it by resorting to the English
method of appointing these barristers. Now, he has given
no reason (other than the simple affirmation that ho could not
induce his majority to accept it) based on a fair consideration
of the circumstances, why that should not be done.
Hle knows perfectly well that, if te had at an earlier stage
declared that ho would have met the wishes of the Opposi-
tion on that one point, that ho would have permitted the
revising barristers to be appointed by persons in whom they
would have reasonable confidence, all this most prolonged
and protracted discussion would probably have been avoided,
and a very great injury to the business of this country would
not have been incurred, and that ho might long ere this
have disposed of all the legitimate business which could
come before us. If the hon. gentleman had a fair reason
for that course, he was bound to give it. As ho has
given no reason for it, I am bound to suppose, as 1 have
said, that the real reason can only be this: that his followers
had no heart in this matter, that they did not desire this
Act, that they could not be induced to support it unless
some very strong inducoment was held cut to them where-
by they might gain some political advantage which would
be an equivalent to them for the unpopularity which they
knew must attach to many of the provisions of this Act. I
desire to say a few words with respect to the class of persons
to whom this arduous and delicate duty is about to be en-
trusted. I entertain no prejudice myself against the legal
profession. I believe ihat the legal profession contains
within its ranks quite as large a percentage of honorable
and able mon as any other profession of equal numbers;
but, on the other hand, I know and everybody knows per-
fectly well that the legal profession, besides containing its
full percentage of honorable and able men, contains also its
full percentage of exceedingly black sheep; and 1 cannot
feel at all satified that the average five-year-old barristers,
to whom almost of necessity these tasks will be entrusted,
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are likely to belong to the class of honorable and capable
imen from whom judges are chosen, to whom most of us
would like to see matters affecting our life or pro.
perty referred. The whole thing is based on a false prin.
ciple. It may be true that, when you take out of the legal
profession mon who have attained a high degree of emi-
nonce in it, when you place them in a position apart, in
which they are at one and the same time removed as far as
possible from aill corruptr influences and subject to a very
strict scrutiny, first on the part of the bar, and then on the
part of the public at large, it may be true, and it is true,
that, as a general rule, the tradition of the profession pro-
vents those mon from going astray and renders the
public willing as a general thing to confide in their
impartiality and honor. But all the conditions which
go to make a judge a fair and impartial person suitable
for the deciding of such a question as this are conspicu-
ously absent in the case of the barristers whom the hon.
gentleman proposes to appoint. We all know-all of us
who have had any experience in election matters-that, of
all mon in the community, the class of needy and briefiess
barristers are the ones, on both sides, I admit, who, for very
obvions reasons, take the keenest interest in politics. They
are usually the bosom friends and sworn advisers of the
political candidates in the region in which they reside;
they are almost all of them aspiring to become candi-
dates themselves; their training up to a certain point,
the training of the earlier years of the profession, is
not one calculated to foster a fair and impartial tone
of mind. In the upper branches of the profession I
believe it is so, but it certainly is not in the early
years, when these gentlemen are anxious by any means
whatever to obtain a reputation and an influential
clientele. These moen, being such as they are, are the
persons to whom the hon. gentleman proposes, in a con-
siderable number of cases, to entrust this very delicate duty.
They are persons, in the first place, to whom it must be
supposed that the stipend, whatever it may be that the
hon. gentleman proposes to attach to this offlce, will
be one of considerable importance. It is quite clear
that the hon. gentleman will not be able to secure the
services of lawyers of high standing. I cannot tell exactly
what the time would be that would be required to perform
the duties imposed on revising barristers under this
Act, but I should say that in all probability two or threo
months' time would be taken up at least. No lawyer in
fair practice can afford to take this unless on one or two
conditions-unless ho has political aspirations of his own,
or unless ho is a man who is looking forward to judicial
preferment, and willing to make certain sacrifices for the
purpose of putting the party leaders under obligation to
him. I have no doubt whatever that the botter class of
mon the hon. gentleman may appoint will be that class of
men who will be looking to their political friends for
advancement, at a reasonable time, to some position on the
bench, and the worser class will be men who wili have
probably fewer scruples, who will be subject to fewer
restraints than any other class in the community. I say
there can be, and there will be, no confidence whatever felt
in these young lawyers, to whom, of necessity, this work
will probably fall, because I believe that the sense of the
House is with me when I say that yon will not be able,
except under very peculiar circumstances, to induoe lawyers
of good standing and high repute in their profession tg
accept this i ather onerous and disagreeable duty. I am
afraid that, in this, as in a good many other matters, the
hon. gentleman has taken another downward stop. I tell
him this is neither in the interest of good statesmanship nor
in accordance with the principles of the party which, at any
rate, ho once professed to maintain. I say there could be
nothing done which I believe is more likely to recoil on
himself and at no very distant day, than this measure
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which ho now proposes to pass into law. The hon. geutle
man would do well to remember, and his friends would d(
well to remember, that, when you commit a plain, manifes
injustice for the benefit of one political party, you, as a gen
oral rule, instinctively excite a vastly more formidabl(
opposition among the members of the party you design t
oppress, and you rally round them a far greater number o
the neutrals, who exist in considerable numbers in everj
country, than you would otherwise do. I recollect very
well-I was not in Parliament at the time, but I took a
tolerably keen interest in politics even then-what I mus
call another bit of sharp practice, when in 1858
the hon. gentleman succeeded in exposing his lat(
antagonist, Mr. George Brown, to considerable humili
ation and putting him to considerable expens
and trouble, and I recollect what was the impression
produced on some of the most valuable supporters the
hon. gentleman thon had ; and I believe that, now this
measure has come to be thoroughly understood, now that it
has been discussed from one end of the country to the
other, the hon. gentleman will find that he will lose a very
considerable number of the staunchest and best of his sup.
porters, when they come to understand, as they are begin.
ning to understand pretty clearly, how thoroughly and
radically the hon. gentleman has departed from all those
traditions of honesty and fair play in the dealings between
one great party and another that we used to make it our
bouat we had inherited from our English ancestry. There
is another objection to this measure. I say this is another
long stride towards the creation of a class of professional
politicians. It is perfectly clear that not merely is this
ill going to inflict a very considerable additional expense

upon this country, but it is going to infiiet a considerable
additional expense on most of the members of Parliament.
They will be obliged to watch these lists, and, unless, as we
contend, these officers who are appointed as revising
barristers are openly and undisguisedly the partisans of one
party alone, which in the case of the county judges I
certainly do not believe they would be found to be, hon.
members will find that they will have to pay a great deal
more attention, and to undergo a very considerable deal
of additional expense, for the purpose of keeping these
lista correct or filled in their own favor. Now,
all that means a considerable additional expense ; it
means probably a considerable additional central organisa-
tion. It means that these men who are engaged in politi-
cal life shall sacrifice more and more of their ordinary
avocations; and, as I said before, we are going on to make
an additional stride towards the creation of that class of
professional politicians who, as we know, exist in certain
portions of the neighboring States, and whom almost all
bonest Americans regard as having been the source and
original cause of great evils in American politic. That may
be in part impossible to avert, but I say the hon. entle-
man has incurred great responsibility, and is doing, in
my judgment, very great injury to the welfare of both
political parties in this country, by introducing a measure
which makes the existence of these mon even more of a
necessity than has been the case heretofore. Then there is
another consideration. Whatever faults the First Minister
May have, ho does, at any rate, possoss intellect enough to
know that there are serious defects for which no cure ha
yet been found, in our reprosentative rystem. He knows
that the two great parties in this country are not fairly
represented, as a rle, on the floors of Parliament, that a
very trifling alteration of the constituencies on either side,
nay produce an enormous alteration in the numbers of
the parties confronting each other here. Now this mis-
chievous tendency the Bill of the hon. gentleman is going to
intensify. He ha a great opportunity, to andertake the
creation of a uniform franchise for this Dominion, an oppor-
tunity.which will probably never occur again to hiniseif or

- anybody else, under as favorable circumstances, in which
b ho could have used his great experience and his undoubted
t ability in matters political, for the purpose of seeing
- whether ho could not, to some extent, remedy that evil.
e Instead of that, the hon. gentleman bas been toaching us
o by varions lessons, firet of all by bis Bill of 1882, by
f the gerrymander ho thon introduced, and now by this
y attempt to gerrymander the voters' lists, what is very likely
y to come to pass under the oporation of those various Acts,

that a decided minority of the people may chance to
t return a majority of the representatives to Parliament.
8 Thore is no doubt that that is an evil which is likely to occur
e under such institutions as those that are now growing up in
- Canada; and I can say this to hon. gentlemen, to my
e brother representativus in Parliament, that there is no one
n thing which ought to bu more carefully avoided by states-

men than to bring about a stateofthings in which the majo-
s rity of the people could fel, or could assert, that they were
t deprived of thoir fair reprosentation on the floor of this

Parliament. The basis on which Parliamentary institu.
y tions rest is this: They arc supposed to ropresent the fuir
- and unbiassed will of the people. Now all these Acts which
- the hon. gentleman has been placing on the Statute Book

tend directly to provent the will of the people from boing
a fairly represented hre. I say it tends directly to very

corrupt practices, although it may possibly dispense with a
certain amount of the corrupt expenditure which has so
often been resorted to at eloctions. I say that the parties
to whom the nomination of the revising barristers must of
necessity be entrusted, will be under the groatest tempta-
tion te put those important dutios in the hands of mon who
will be under their control, who will look to them, or the
Government of the day, for proferment, and who will be
known to thom to be unscrupulous political partisans. The
hon. gentleman is deliberatoly taking all the precautions
ho can to prevent any check being exercised upon the acts
of these mon. It would bu bad enough if these lists were
compiled by independent authoritios, for we all know the
immense power that an unscrupulous revising officer may
exercise, even in such a case ; but when thoso mun are at
the same time to compile the liste and thon to preside over
the revision, it is ivpo~-blc to understand how any
measure can bu submaitted to this Parliament which is more
likely to tempt mon to an impropur abuse of their power,
or which is more likely to inspire all the members of the
Reform party throughout this country with a profound
distrust of the motives and conduct of the Govornent of
Canada. And as I believe, Sir, that that is a very serious
misfortune, and is likely to work serious mischief to the
country ut largo, 1, for my part, shall oppose the introduc-
tion of the most pernicious prineiple which is now, for the
first time, sought te be crystalised into law and placed on
the Statute Book of Canada.

Mr. MULOCK. I think no portion of this Bill demands
fuller consideration than the machinery for the preparation
of the voters' lists. Last night the Premier made certain
announcements te the louse, and if the tenor of these
announcoments were incorporated in the Bill they would
remove certain objections. The Premier stated last night
that the revising officer would take the a-.essment rolis for
his guide, and make up the list from them, and that ho
would be bound to place upon the list all those
who, according to the certified assessment rolls, appeured
te be entitled to be placed upon the list. If I understood
him aright, ho stated that the revising officer would be
bound by thoir assessment rolls. Now, is there any way
by which ho is bound, or is it proposed to amoad the Bill
in such a way that the revising oifior shall be bound by
the list in the first instance ? Because if that provision is
to be inserted in the Bill, it will, to that extent, himit the
discassion, and to that extent remove certain powers from
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the revising officers. Is it intended to have a provision of
that kind inserted in the Bill.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. 1 think the Bill is quite
right now.

Mr. MULOCK. Not quite. The next section provides
that the revising officer shall procure certified copies of the
last revised assesment rolls, and therefrom, and with such
other information as ho may obtain, shall make up the
original list.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It means from informa-
tion that ho can get from the assement roll.

Mr. MULOCK. I understand it is necessary for him to
go out of the assesment roll in order to procure the infor-
mation. I understand, under this Bill, that perhaps there
will be persons entitled to ho placed on the list whose names
do not appear on the assessment roll, and therefore they
must first appear on the voters' list.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I cannot conceive, in the
Province of Ontario, at least, that any person who has a
right to vote will not be found on the roll. In the Prov-
inces where there is no income qualification and wage-
earning qualification, it may be otherwise; but so far as
Ontario is concerned, certainly the whole of the electorate
will be found on the assessment roll.

Mr. MULOCK. That being the case, in making up the
original list, that is the list which is the foundation of the
corrected list, the revising officer will find upon the assess-
ment roll the names of all who should be on his list. Or,
at all events, the names that appear on that roll ought primd
facie to ho placed on his list, leaving the public to attaek
the lis. It is in that direction that I am asking the hon.
gentleman if he cannot insert an amendment.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That does not arise on this
clause.

Mr. MULOCK. I felt whon the First Minister a4sured the
committee yesterday that the revising officer would be bound
in the first instance to accept the assessment roll as primd
facie evidence, that if an amendment to that effect were made
in the B1, one of the objections to this clause would be
removed, because it bas been urged that it is competent for
the revising officer to take the revised assessment roll, but
ignore it and take other information. As the First Minister
stated that the revising officer would be bound by that list,
I inferred that an amendment would be submitted to carry
out the hon. gentleman's statement.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. We have not come to that.
Mr. RYKERT. Section 12 provides for it.

Mx. MULOCK. It doos not say that the revising officer
has to adopt the assesment roll in the first instance.

Mr. RYKERT. There is an appeal in the event of parties
being left off the list. Omissions occur every day in the
clerks' list.

Mr. MULOCK. It is a common occurrence, I admit. I
hope the First Minister will see hie way to insert an amend-
ment in the direction I have indicated. I am anxious to
have the Bill satisfactory, which, of course, is the object of
every member of the House. I can conceive of no subject
that can be submitted to a free Parliament representing free
institutions more important than the one we are now discus-
sing. We have boasted that we enjoy representative insti-
tutions; that we have here an almost perfect form of govern-
ment for the people by the people, and I presume it will be
contrary to the genius of our institutions if we, in the slightest
degree, endanger the hold of the people upon them, if we, ini
the slightest degree, weaken their power to withdraw confi-i
dence in the Gavernment. Yesterday the First Minister, ini
dealing with the question of revising offoersstate4that hofelt

Mr. Rubog&

it hie duty, when introducing a measure into Parliament, to
be reasonably sure that the measure would become law. He
stated when ho introduced this Bill that he did not deem it
neeessary at that stage to offer arguments in favor of its
adoption, because, hoesaid, it was built upon the same lines
as Bills previously introduced, the principles of which ho
had thon fully enunciated. If we turn to Ransard of past
years we find that when the hon. gentleman introduced the
previous Bill hoesaid it was a Bill following closely the lines
of the English Act-I suppose referring to 6 Victoria. The
First Minister informed the House on this occasion that
revising officers were appointed by the Lord Chancellor,
who was one of the Administration of the day, and ho gave
as to understand that ho was following that procedent in
making the appointment of revising officers dependent upon
the Government of the day, there being no official here
occupying the same position as the Lord Chancellor
of England. The hon. gentleman further stated in support
of the measure that it was necessary we should pass
a Bill of this kind ; that it was an anomaly
that the Canadian Parliament should not control its own
franchise; that we represent British institutions on this
continent and draw our inspiration in regard to the creation
and management of them from the institutions of the mother
land. He told us, in fact, that whatever precedent Great
Britain supplied, that precedent it was the duty of this
Government to follow. At the time the hon, gentleman
framed the Bill and reeommended it to Parliament ho was
under the impression that the revising officers in England
were appointed in a certain way. Ever since the announce-
ment was made on the floor of this House, tho public have
been educated, through his party's press, to believe that the
Bill proposes to appoint revising officers in the same way
as revising barristers are appointed in England. At last
we have it admitted on all sides that the original
announcement was a mistake; that the revising bar-
risters were never appointed in the manner indicated,
and that no such precedent as was stated exists.
That being the case, is it not reasonable, now,
that after the members of this House have been misinformed
as to the nature of these precedents the measure should be
recast, so as truly to carry out the spirit of the Premier as
indicated in his remarks, when ho said that we muet draw
our inspiration from British institutions and follow their
example as closely as circumstances would permit. He told
as last night that ho would have difficulty in inducing his
followers te consent to the power of the appointments in
these cases being vested in the courts. But that does not
furnish a reason why the Premier should ask Parliament to
place power in the hands of the Government. What infer-
ence can we draw from his remark that his followers would
not consent to these appointments being in the bande of
the courts. Are we to draw the inference that the Premier,
personally, ie li favor of snob a proposition.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I did not say so.
Mr. MULOCK. I do not say the hon. gentleman did,

but I ask if we are to draw that inference-the infer-
ence that his followers and himself differ on this question,
or are we to hold them all equally responsible and equally
of the same opinion. If so, it will not do for the Premier
to say : I decline to ask that the courts shall make appoint-
mente because my followers object to it. If the Premier
objecte lot him say seo with arguments; if his followers
object let them do so, and give their reasons. But bas any
hon. gentleman supporting the measure, up to this time,
told ns why ho objecte to the courts of the land making
these appointments ? Until they do so, neither the House
nor the Premier is justified in departing from the whole-
some precedents furnished by British institutions, and the
example which we are here invited to follow. As no
hope Las been held out to as that these appointment are
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to be made by a non-political body, we must discuss this
clause of the Bill as we find it, we must point out its
imperfections, and I trust that the Premier will receiv
recommendations in that spirit in which ho invited them
and will endeavor to remove those features of the Bil]
which are calculated, in the slightest degree, to endange
the liberties of the people. I object to the present proposa]
as to the appointment of the revising officers on the grounds
advanced by the Premier himself, because hoe is not follow
ing British precedents, he is not taking his inspiration from
British institutions. This clause involves the creation
of a new tribunal; it is an original design, for which I
bolieve there is no procedent in any country which enjoys
free institutions to-day. We have in the mother land,
whose example we are so proud to follow, a system which
bas been working for half a century, which has the confi-
dence of the people there, and resuilts in bringing to the Parlia-
ment of Great Britain the best men of that country, irrespec-
tive of politics. There is no possibility of the revising officer
there unjustly interfering with the rights of the people,
and surely we would not be doing an unwise thing in
following such an example until, at all events, it has been
proved wanting. As an admirer of the spirit of British
institutions I would feel a sense of relief which passes
expression if I could be sure that this crucial point of this
Bill were to be placed beyond party considerations for all
time. I would call the attention of the Premier to the
fact that the adoption of a uniform franchise does not ren-
der it necessary to adopt Dominion machinery, such as is
introduced into this Bill. The Bill itself tells us thut. It
declares that in certain cases the local authorities shall be
officers of this House. The Bill imposes duties
and obligations upon the municipal officers of the land,
and it would be sufficient for this Parliament to
croate a Dominion Franchise and then relegate
the working out of that scheme to the local author-
ities. There is a wide difference between Parliament
declaring its own franchise and creating new machi-
nery for working it out. The working out of that
franchise can be effectually performed by existing machinery,
all of which will be of great bonefit to the country; and that
being the case, I see no sound reason why we should, as a
Parliament, create new tribunals for carrying out the law of
this Parliament. Parliament has declared what is and
what is not law, and it leaves the carrying out of those laws
to the courts. True, a part of the officers of those courts
are appointed here, but it is equally true that the executive
officers of those courts are not appointed here. Take those
branches of the law which are completely under the juris-
diction of this Parliament; this Parliament doclares the law
within its proper linos, but the construction of these laws
May be vested in courts which are created by Local Parlia-
ments. The Government of Canada alone appoints the
judges, but every other official of the courts, so far as I
remember, is appointed by the local authorities, and
is under the jurisdiction of the local authorities as well
as under the jurisdiction of the central authority.
That being the case, why cannot the Government require
the local authorities to carry out their measure, and thus'
have it carried ont by a tribunal in no way biased or inter-
ested in the result ? You will then have a system which will
receive the confidence of the public. I can concoive of our
being guilty of no greater crime against the State than to
destroy the confidence of the public in our representative
institutions; and if you transfer the power of mak ing up to
the rolls to officers appointed by the Governmunt, in whom,
even if they discharge their duty impartially and honestly,
there is a want of confidence in the minds of the publie; you
weaken the trust of the people in the only institution that
stands between thiem and their rights and liberties, and
cause them, necessarily, to lose confidence in the laws which
are passed by this louse. Adopt this measure, and what
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s are some of the miner consequences ? In this House, and
s in the presencoeof this Government, I an perhaps justified
e in calling the question of expense a question of minor
, consequence, because the question of expense does not
l seem to enter into the consideration of publie measures
r in this House at the present time. But it is our duty to
L carefully guard the publie exchequer, and not add unneces-
s sarily one dollar to the publie expenditure; and eau it be
- said that this is a necessary expenditure, when, as I have

indicated, every dollar of expense that will be incurred
under this system eau be saved by adopting the local sys-
tom ? I would entreat, I would beg, the Government, in
the interests of the country, te think more than once
before they add unnecessarily to our financial burdens.

The committee rose, and it boing six o'clock, the Speaker
left the Chair.

After Rocess.

House again resolved itsolf into Committee.
Mr. IMULOCK. I propose now to call your attention

briefly to another serious objection to the measure. I do
not conceive that it is possible, by the machinery proposed
in this section, to carry out effectively and in the best pos-
sible way the will of the people. This involves, necessarily,
a comparison between the existing systems and the pro-
posed system. This comparison I shall not make in detail,
but briefly state that under the present system the prepara-
tion of the lists is entirely in the hands of the people. This
Government is not responsible for any errors; it is entirely
blameless if any occur, and the people have it in their
power to correct the orrors. The peoplo are entirely res-
ponsible for the correctness of the lists on which the elec-
tions take place, so that if it should happen that by errors on
the part of the present authorities the elections have net
been such as they would have been had the lists been other-
wise, still there is this satisfaction in connection with it, that
the people thdmselves are to blame, for they had it in their
power to make a perfect list, and if they did not do so it
was their fault. But under the proposed scheme the people
will not be in that position. A governmental officer, who
will be considered the agent of the Government, will pre-
pare the lists. It is true the Bill contains minute direc.
tions as te his duties, but there is a vast difference between
the duties of this officer and his powers. lis duties are
one thing, bis power another; and whilst it is true that
there is or is intended to be some remedy provided in case
he should neglect his duties, we all know the difflculty in
the way of poor men getting justice in any courts. We are
told that every court in the land is opened to the poorest as
well as to tIhe richest. That is a very good statement to
make in theory, and no doubt the advantage under whieh
a poor man labors cannot be avoided. The inequalities of
conditions of mon cannot be helped, but when we are now
endeavoring te provide a scheme that will enable the
poorest as well as the richest te enjoy the franchise which
we give them in the earlier parts of the Bill, we are net
justified in adopting any machinery which will injure the
operation of the franchise of the Dominion, if better
machinery can be adopted. Well, I submit that no case
can be made out for disregarding the existing machinery
of the country. That machinery has been tried for many
years, and thore is no man bold enough to stand up on the
floor of Parliament and tell us, with proofs, that the present
system is a failure. I am net going to claim more
virtue for one class of the people than another. I am free
to admit that at times the spirit of partisanship may warp
and has warped the minds of those who have been entrusted
with the powers and duties of preparing the lists; I do not
admit that all the errors, either intentional or accidental,
are on one side ; but, on the contrary, 1 believe, if they
could be analysed, and the one side set against the other, we
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would find, throughout the whole Dominion, that the errors
on the one would substantially balance those on the other.
In proof of that, we have an assembly gathered here to-day
who claim they represent the people. Is there any hon.
gentleman in this House to-day who will venture to say h.
does not represent the voice of the people in his riding ?
Has there been a member of Parliament since Confederation
who has been prepared to admit, and truthfully admit, that
he enjoyed his seat in Parliament through the trickery or
the chicanery of those who have to do with the lista. In
1882, when this Assembly was elected, we claimed it was a
representative institution. Was there any imperfection
thon in the system ? If there was, it existed in 1878. Why
did not the Government, in 1878, with its immense majority,
provide a true system of representation ? On the contrary,
they announced to the country that they were the chosen of
the people, not the chosen of a defective system, but substan-
tially the chosen of the people. Where, thon, is the evil ? It
is idle for hon. gentlemen to refer, as hon. gentlemen on the
other side have done, to the wrong-doing of a Grit assessor or
a Grit council or a Grit court of revision. Those statements
prove nothing. They simply are assertions; and even if
such errors have occurred, the remedy is with the people,
and the people are to blame if they permit those errors to
remain uncorrected. But now it is proposed to change the
system which is admitted throughout the whole country to
be a fair one. What greater argument bas been advanced
against the Liberal party in the Province of Ontario than
that it had a centralising policy ? When the Ontario Gov-
ernment took upon thomselves the power to appoint bailiffs
to the courts we were told that they were wresting power
from the people, and every attempt was made to discredit
them with the people, on the ground that they were not
trusting the people, and were setting themselves up as a
little oligarchy. If that were a misdemeanor on their part,
is not the same criticism applicable to the Government
to-day, which proposes to do, on a wholesale scale, and
directly for their benefit, what they condemned others for
doing, although it was not doue directly for their benefit ?
We are told that the revising officer is to be a professional
man of standing, and that he is to be free from all control;
that he is to hold his office during good behavior, which
means for life, and is only to be removable on a vote of this
House. Well, technically, h. may enjoy that position; but,
after all, to whom doos ho owe that position? He owes it,
to begin with, to the Government of the day. ls the Gov-
ernment, in making that choice, going to choose from the
profession, without regard to the political views of the
profession ? What is likely to be the action of the Govern-
ment in that respect? On what principle do they proceed
in making appointments to the judiciary? Is it not almost
an invariable rule to fill up vacancies with those entertain-
ing political views in harmony with the Government of the
day ? Are they likely Vo depart from that rule in the
choice of revising officers ? True, it may be said, as a blind
to the people, that those officers are to be chosen by the
Governor General in Council, but we all know what that
means. The Governor General can do nothing. He is a
constitutional Governor; if he does anything, he acte
unconstitutionally; all h. has to do is to assent. Now, I
am not one of those who will say or think that the members
of the profession chosen to discharge these duties will, as a
rule, intentionally violate their obligations. I have a
higher view of human nature than that, and if I had not, at
all events I should endeavor to take that hopeful and better
view of the case. Nevertheless, I cannot be blind to the
consideration that when a partisan is chosen by the Gov-
ernment to discharge such duties as will devolve on a revis-
ing officer, when I remember that he will be of the same
political stripe as the Government of the day, when I
remember that he will feel he owes his appointment to his
party, that bis party is still in power, that be is not yet1

Mr. MULOO.I

quietly shelved into some place on the bench, but is still
fighting the battle of life, engaged in all the strugg4es, and
has not yet given up political aspirations-when I bmin
mind all these considerations I cannot but believe that
however pure-minded may be these offcers their actions
will be influenced by the false position in which they are
placed. For this reason alone we should avoid placing
the choice of these judicial officers in the hande of
those who are so directly interested in the manner
in which these officers shall discharge these duties.
I have shown that it is unnecessary, while the Government
may wish to establish a Dominion franchise, that that
franchise should be worked out by machinery, the creation
of this House, but that the Government could use the exist-
ing machinery, that is not under their control. What have
the municipal officers done that they should be set aside?
Are all the past assessors and the prospective assessors of
that character that they are not to be trusted ? Ras the
action in the past of the courts of revision been such that
they are not to be trusted ? Will any member of the Gov-
ernment or of the louse say that, in discharging their
duties, they have been unfaithful stewards? If no one will
make that charge against them as a class, on what ground
are they deposed ? The reason is, either that they have
been unfaithful or faithful. The one answer cannot be
established; the other would be a reason for continuing
them in office; but here it is proposed to establish a scheme
which does not commend itself to my mind as just or fair.
In dealing with this question of franchise, probably the
most important that is entrusted to the Goverument, it is
their duty to so deal with it as a sacred trust
that all their actions shall commend themselves to
all classes of the people. Absolute fairness towards
the people should be a binding obligation u n this
House. Suppose that this vast power which is to bevested
in these officers should be abused, and that constituency
after constituency should be controlled by them, with the
result that a Parliament would assemble here which did not
represent the will of the people, then, truly, the prophecy
of the First Minister would be verified, that free institutions
in Canada were on their trial when this Bill was receiving
the consideration of Parliament, and would be painfully
verified when we found that free institutions had been des-
troyed. Why run that risk, when we have the experience
of existing systems to our credit ? Why bring all these
troubles and complications on the people when it is not neces-
sary? Why add this burden to the people's already over-
laden backs? For my part, representing a constituency
where the municipal principle prevails, and where, if I
remember correctly, as many municipalities are controlled
by Conservatives as by Reformers, 1 have not the firet word
ofcompaint to offer against the system, or against any
individual Grit or Tory who has been entrusted with the
system. On the contrary, I say that they have loyally,
faithfully and honestly done their duty, irrespective of
party considerations; and I think my experieneeis
the experience of all hon. gentlemen in this House.
Therefore, in the naine of my constitueney, at leuat,
I protest against the deposition of these officers; I protest
against an army of lawyers being sent broadcast over the
country to do the work whieh is now done at no cost to
this country or to its Central Government; I protest against
my people being saddled with the expense of maintaining
this court- maintaining the lawyer, and his clerk, and his
constable, paying bis printing and advertising bills, bis
rents, bis travelling expenses, and all the other eteeteras
incidental to the maintainance of such a court as ths; I
protest against this measure as unnecessary, as unwise, as
calculated to produce no good result, but, on the oontrary,
to do grievous barm. I would wish that this proposition
had never been broached in Parliament. The fact that
to-day the people's representatives in Parliament oould van.
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ture to makesuch a proposition to us shows that the people
are somewhat careless about their rights. Is it not an
ungrateful return to the people from this Government that,
after they have placed them in power on two successive
occasions by overwhelming majorities, after they have
had eonfidence-and, unfortunately, too much confidence-
reposed in thom, they should now not only not be grateful,
but should endeavor to take away from the people their
oentrol over Parliament. It would have been far botter for
this country if no statesman had shown himself so courage-
ous or felt himself so firmly seated in power that he could
make such a proposition to the free people of Canada, who,
pohaps, are to be free no longer. Far botter would it be
if we could turn back the hand on the dial that has marked
the flight of time, and return to the time before such a pro-
position was ever made to this institution.

Mr. MILLS. Before the amendment is put, I wish to
move an amendment to it providing that-

The municipal or other officers who prepare the voters' lista shall
divide the municipality into convenient polling divisions, but not so as
to embrace more than .200 electors in any polling division, and the
votera on such lista hall be arranged in alphabetical order for each of
such polling divisions.
In case these propositions are not accepted, this will come

p a ai wth regard to the functions of the revising offi-
cor, ut the proposition made by my hon. friend is that
the preparation of the list shall be put in the hands of
local parties. If his proposition is accepted the municipal
officers who prepare the voters' list under the law of the
Province will be authorised to prepare the voters' list for
this Parliament, not because they are provincial officers,
but because we name them as the parties to perform that
duty. 'Whatever powers they possess will be powers
which we confer upon them, and will not be derived from
any local authority. I have before referred to chapter 10
of the statutes of 1874, where provision is made for courts
for the trial of controverted elections. You designate in
that Act those courts which had an existence as provincial
courts, and you onfer certain powers upon them. The
Privy Coumeil has held that that court exist for the purpose
of trying elections by virtue of the Act of this Parliament,
and if the hon. gentleman accepts these amendments and
says that the clerks of the municipalities, who, under the
local law, have the power to prepare the local list, shall
also have the power to prepare the list under this law, then
they will be our offilers for that purpose, and we can autho-
rise them to divide the municipalities into polling di-
visions. They would do that botter than the revising
officers. They are on the spot, they know every concession
line, and the best place for polhing places and for establish-
ing polling divisions. They can state where those polling
divisions shall exist, and if they fail to do that there is
already a provision in the law that the returning officer can
do it. The hon. gentleman, in another section, provides for
an alphabetical list, but it is to be a list for an entire division.
Now, it is of great consesquence that this alphabetical list
Should be aist for the polling divisions, and in that case it
Wilkhe easily exempt, andeach local party who would be
authonsed to prepare a list'm thefist instance would only
have to examine that portion of the list in which he is
spOciaty interested. Tbat would be of great advantage,
ad if he hon. gentleman wishes a fair list prepared, at
âI0 eexsponse to candidates, ho will secure it in this way,
and yill reduce the work of the revising officer to a

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I am a good deal tempted
to addrees 4h ecommittee, but several considerations induce
Me not t to eter into the discussion, espocially as I hink
my lion. friendesamendment, as weil as the amendment of
the hon. momber for Queen's, P.E.I. (Mir. Davies), had
better beaddressed to a subsequenteause. The clause now
before the committee ir simply empowering the Govern-

b ment to appoint a revising officer; it will certainly be his
i business to prepare a revised ist, and in that regard the
amendments are not irrelevant, I admit; but still they
would come in more wholesomely, I think, in the next
clause, where the whole subject will be discussed, and I am
quite ready to discuss it with the hon. gentlemen.

Mr. MILLS. The hon. gentleman will see ho provides
that the revising officer shahl prepare the list.

Sir JORN A. MACDONALD. Oh, yes.
Mr. MILLS. Thon, if we carry the clause declaring that

ho shal prepare the list, how are wo going to provide after-
wards that the list shall b prepared by somebody else ? If
the hon. gentleman will agree to lot this clause stand over,
thon we can have the whole question open to consideration
some other time.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It says that ho shall pre-
pare and revise the list; thon the mode of proparation is
shown in the subsequent clause. For instance, he has to
get copies of the assessmont roll, and such other information
as ho can get. I think the ingenuity of the ho. gentleman
will oasily prepare an amendmont to that clause, which
would provent us from having a long discussion on those
two amendments and, as the hon. gentleman knows, thore is
a desire to avoid discussion, if possible, on this clause.

Mr. DAVIES. If the hon. momber is prepared to consider
the question as to who shall prepare the list, we might
amend the existing clause by striking out the word " pre-
pare " altogether in this clause, and at a subsequent stage
consider who is to prepare it.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I dare say, whon the
Speaker is in the Chair, with a full attendance, hon. gontle.
men opposite will frec their consciences and minds by
moving resolutions and taking divisions, so as to put them-
selves on record, and thon, I dare say, we shall have an
opportunity of discussing all the points.

Amendment (Mr. Mills) to the amendment negatived.
Amendment (Mr. Davies) negatived.
Mr. CAMERON (Huron). I propose to move an arnend.

ment to section 10 in pursuance of the observations I made
this afternoon. I regret that the First Minister was not
prosent an'd did not get the benefit of my observations, but
he will see them in IIansard, and 1 still hope that ho
will accede to my proposition. The lino of argument 1
adopted was that the Government should not have power to
appoint these officials, but that the appointment should be
in the hands of some independent body; that, in fact, the
system pursued in England should be adopted here. I
therefore move this amendment:

That aIl the words before "and," in the 29th line of section 10, pae
9 be struck out, and the following substituted therefor : That within
tiree months after the coming into orce of this Act the U bief Justice of
the bighest court in any of the Provinces shall appoint a proper person,
to be called a 11revising officer," for each or any electoral district or
Canada, who shall hold of5ce during one year, and immediately befora
the expiration of any year the judge of any Aseize for any county or
counties in Canada, except in the Province of Quebe, where the
Superior Court judge of the judicial district in an electoral distriot, or
partly an electoral district, shall, at the sittings of each Assiae or court,
appoint a roper person as such revising officer for the judicial district
for which le holds said Court of Assize, who shall hold offoe during one
year, and such appointment shall be made by such judge from year to
year, and th. dut.ies of such revising officer shall be to prepare, to revis.
and complete, in the manner hereinafter provided, thr but cf persona
entitled to vote under the provisions of thisAct in sncb judicial district.
Thon I leave nntouched ail portions of section 10 to the
word "and," and simply make provision for the appoint.
ment, declaring that it shall be made in the first instance by
the Chief Justice, and subsequently by thejudge of the Court
of Assize. The officer so appointed will hold office during
one year only. Substantially this amendment is the adop-
tion of the English law.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It does not say one year
only.
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Mr. CAMERON. The officer is appointed for a year. I 14. The list or lista of electors may be exarined and

provide that before the expiration of the year a judge of thecouncl Of the runcipality in the thirty days neit after the pubhca.wiIlappont ome ne o sueeedhim andso n frm a of the notice given under suh-section 1, upon complaint lnu writingtAssize will appoint some one tosucced him, and so from bereinafterentioned, and ot otherwise.
year to year. The same person may be re-appointed. 15. Any person who deems that the naie of any person insertedshould flot have heen inserted in sucb list or liste, inay, either by himself

Amendment negatived. or through bis agent or attorney, file a complaint in writing, within the
the fllowng aend-fifteen days next after the publication of the above notice, aaking the

Mr. LAINGELIER. I beg to move the following aend- correction of such t or lista.
ment16. The counil, before proceeding to the hearing of sch complaint,

thshall cause to he given, by the secretary-treauurer or clerk or other1. The secretary-treasurer or clerk of each municipality in the person, public notice of t day and hour at whieh such hearing shah take
Province of Quebec shall, on or before the first judicial day in January place. He shah also, previous to hearing the said complainte, cause &
in each year, make, in duplicate, a list, in alphabetical order, of all per- special notice to be given to every person, the insertion or the omission
sons who, according to the valuation roll then in force in the muLici- of whose nane upon the list is demanded. The public notice and special
pality for local purposes, and as revised, if it has been revised, even for notice required as above shah he of five days' duration; and the shah be
lcal purposes, appear to be electors by reason of the real estate pos-

sessed or occupied by tethe municipality, or by reason of given, and published or served iu the saine manner as notices or muni-uessd o ocnpie bythen Wthiutheinuiciphit, o hycipal purposes iu the niunicipality within ýwhich the lust or lista have
their being sons of proprietors of real estate, or by reason of hie reve- been prepared.
nue or earnings, as provided by this Act.17 The council shah hear.ail persons interested lu the complaints

2. The secretary-treasurer or clerk, in drawing up the lst of elec- made before it, and by its decision may confirm or correct each of the
tors, shall distinguish the persons who appear to be qualified as owners, duplicates of the list or lista.
from those who appear to be qualified as tenants or occupants, or 18 If, upon a complaint lu writing, as aforeaaid, and proof, the
ownera' sons, or as baving a revenue or earnings, and shall specify the concil la of opinion that a property bas been leased, or assigned, or
real estate of those who are qualified on real estate. made over, under any tithe whatsoever, with the sole objeci of giving to

3. The secretary-treasurer shall omit from sncbhlist of electors aperson the right of having bis naine entered on the list of electors, it
every person who, under section 9, or any other legal provision of the shah strike the naine of auch rerson froi the said liat.
Dominion, is not entitled to vote. 19 Every insertion, erasure or correction, whatsoever, of the list,

4. If any municipality is situated partly in one electoral district lu virtue of tis Act) @halhecauthenticated hy the initialef the pre-
and partly in another, the secretary-treasurer or clerk shall prepare, in siding officer of the ceuncil.
the same manner, for each of such electoral districts, an alphabetical 20. The list of electors shaîl core into force at the expiration of the
list of the persons who are electors therein. 20 days following the notice given lu virtue of euh-section 10 as it then

5. If the municipality bas been divided into voting sub-divisions by exists, and shah renain lu force until a new Est le made and put into
the council of the municipality, the secretary-treasurer or clerk shail force under the authority of this Act. If there l au appeal from said
divide the list into as many parts as there are voting sub-divisions lu list as hereinaFter provided, the list shaH remain Lu force pending sncb
the municipality. Each such part, the title whereof shall be the name, appeal until ihe decision of the appeal.
number or description of the voting sub-division to wnich it relates, 21. Every liat 5 put in force shah, during the erior] in w ib
shall only contain the alphabetical list of the electors of such votingremains lu force, he deemed the only true ietocfa electors
mub-division.iaearsueu-divisions .within the territorial division te wbicb it relates, even although the6. If the municipality bas not been divided into voting sub-divsionsValuation rol which as served as a basiaof sb listabhave eenby the municipal council, then the secretary-treasurer or clerk shall quashed or set aside.
make such division before making the list, in such a manner as there 22. Lt shah he the duty cf the eecretary-treasnrer or clerk, as soon
shall not be more than three bundred votera in any sub-division, nor less aa the list of electors bas core into force, to insert at the end of the
than two hundred, taking care that each sub-division is marked by well- saine a certificate that it bas or bas net heen examined by the council,
defined boundaries, such as streets, roads, side lines, concession lines, as the case may be, and te transmit, hy registered letter, to the Olerk cf
rivers, or mountains; provided always, that when the electoral district tbe Crown LinCbancery, eue of the duplicates, witbin eigbt daya frei
does not coutain 300 votes, or where the votera are scattered over a suchcoiingintoforcenfqaidlIqt. The otherduplicateshah reiain of
large extent of country, the same revising officer may, nevertheless, sub- record in tb.-'s rcbv, s Jfthe muuicîpaiïty.
divide the electoral district into as many polling districts as he thinks 23.Âuy iuctor'cf the electoral district xay, within 12 days of the
advisable for the convenience of the voters, even though the number in decision cf a ceuncil, appeal frei such deehion hy petîtion te a judge
each be less than 200. cf the Superior Court; or, iu case a concil does not take into consider-

7. If a person is an elector in one and the same municipality for ation, within the prescribed tue, a complaint, the saie appeal may be
more than one parcei of real estate, or for more than one title, his name taken withiu 12 daye frei the expiration of the delay given toithe
shall, nevertheless, be entered on one list of the electors of the munie- cuncil for taking
paùty, and if snch person is an elector in a sub-division of bis domicileto
bis name shall be entered on the list of such sub-division.

8. The secretary-treasurer or clerk shall certify the correctness of
each list of electors by him made, by the following oath taken before a On section 11,
justice of the peace :

I (name of the secretary-treasurer or clerk) swear, that to the best of Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. In tUs section the word
my knowledge and belief the foregoing list of electors is correct, and
that nothing bas been inserted therein or omitted therefrom, unduly 4ged te "shah." In the section as drawn it
orbyfraud : So help meGod.or byfadSeepmeGd applies to every Province but Quebec, in regard te which
Each duplicate list must be attested separately under the foregoing there are special provisions. British Clumbia la nowoath.
9. One of the duplicates of the list so attested shall be kept in the added, because on the mainiand there are ne judges avail-

office of the secretary-treasurer or clerk, at the disposai and for the able and ne barristers; but there are stipendary magis-
information of all persona interested. trate

10. The secretary-treasurer or clerk, on the day upon which he shall s and gold co on ereweposescivilnadI ilk
take the oath required by sub-section 8, shall give and publish a notice,
setting forth that the list of electors bas been prepared according to law, perform the duty in a very satisfactory maur. With
and that a duplicate thereof bas been lodged at his office, at the disposal regard te Quebtc, the word Inotary" is insertod, becauseand for the information of all persons interested. Such notice sha be netaries form a branch of the local profession and are
given and published in the saine manner as notices for municipal pur-
poses in the municipality in which the list bas been prepared. specially acquainted with the conveyance of real estate and

11. If the secretary-treasurer or clerk bas not made the list or liste are fully as qualified and penhaps in some respects botter
of electors, or bas not given or published the notice, as required as above,
on the first judicial day of January, then the judge of the Superior , many advocates te di arg
Court for the district, or, in bis absence, ot a neighboring district, on revieing officers. I provide, aise, that a revising officer
summary petition froin any person entitled to be entered as an elector in May be appointed for and be required to discharge the
the municipality, shall appoint a clerk ad hoc to prepare rhe list of duties of More than eue electoriai district I fisd that
electors.

12. The secretary-treasurer or clerk shall be personally liable for countY judges, or, at ail events several of them-a god
the couts incurred on such petition and for those incurred in drawing up many of them now, from whom we have had communica'
the liste by the clerk ad hoc, unless the said judge, for special reasons, tiens-are net at ail afraid of the duties, and have expressed
deems it advisable to order otherwise. The secretary-treasarer or clerk et
may, however, draw up and prepare the list, so long as the clerk adhoc perfect wilingness
shall not have been appointed. tertil district. I aise provide that a revising officer May

13. The clerk ad hoc shall proceed, within fifteen days after notice of be appointed for a portion of an electorial district go that if
his appointment, to the preparation of the lists of electors, and heb shall
have the same powers and the saie duties as the secretary-treasurer or
clerk of the municipality, and the mayor and the officers of the council purposes, certain townships of his county, and they have
in charge of themi shall be bound to deliver to the clerk ad hoc, on hie assed te another conty, it may be more convenient that
demand, the valuation roll which is to avail as the basis of the alit of C should have charge, as revising officer, of the wholeelectors.

M-r, CumuON (nul-on).
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juidicial district, although a portion of it may belong to
another electoral district. These are the amendments I
propose to the clause.

Mr. MILLS. In the Province of Ontario there are some.
thing like forty judicial districts, and if the hon. gentleman
were to allow the judge to act for his own judicial district
it would be of no consequence to any candidate, or any mem-
ber, whether the portion of the district for which the judge
acts is embraced under the judge of one county or another.
In that way every electoral district would be embraced
under the jurisdiction of some judge or other, but what the
hon. gentleman proposes now is to confine the judge to the
électoral district.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No; it is just the other
way-

Mr. MILLS. Which other way ?
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The object is that the

county judge, when it possibly can be donc, shall be the
revising officer for the whole of his judicial district, but I
must make this provision, because a revising officer must be
provided for the electoral district. I may say that the hon.
member for Northumberland, N.B., who is not in his place,
wished to insert the Surrogate judge, that is, for New
Brunswick, but I am not exactly prepared to accept that.

Mr. DAVIES. The amendment simply amounts to this,
that it laves the discretion in the Government to appoint
either a county court judge or a barrister of five years'
standing.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes.
Mr. DAVIES. That is the main objection, as we under-

stand, that has been urged on this side during the debate.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That is so.

Mr. DAVIES. I need not repeat the arguments against
that objection, but propose to submit an amendment, which
is pretty much in the line of the hon. gentleman's
amendment, but omitting this objectionable portion, which
permits the Government to select in any particular district,
a barrister of five years' standing instead of a county court
judge. I noed not repeat the argumentswhich were advanced
80 forcibly this afternoon. The hon. gentleman remembers
that il was urged by the opponents of this provision that it
left the power in the hands of the First Minister, for the
time being, to appoint, in those districts which were closely
contested, not a county court judge, but a barrister, and in
that case, ex necessitate, from the condition of politics in this
country, the appointefnents would be made on the recom-
mendation of the member for the county, or the chief politi-
cal wire-rnller in the county. The First Minister would
not, of course, be bound to accept every recommendation,
but practically that is what it comes to. Well, we have
had experience of th.t, and the hon. gentleman, though
ho shakes his head, will acknowledge that while ho may
exercise firm control and keep a firm hand on the reins
in the guidance of bis party generally, still, in making
appointments in particular districts he has to give way,
largely, to the member representing those districts, or the
main politicians. in those districts. Now, whatever virl-
lence or bitterness there may exist in districts where there
are large majorities on one aide or on the other, we know
that that virulence and bitterness are intensified in counties
where the majority is very amall, and we know that the
temnptation to pas over the county judge and appoint a
partisan barrister would be ton times as great in a county
where the majority is 5, 10, 20 or 30, as in the county where
there are 200 or 300 on one aide or the other. In point of
fact, in those counties in whic the majorities range from
10U to 500 there would be little objection to appointing a
barrister of five years' standing; and why ? Because bis

power for doing evil would be minimised by the existence
of the enormous majority, and little objection could be taken
to his appointment. He could not do a great deal of harm,
even if he desired; but I put it to hon. gentlemen who want
the Bill framed in such a way as to do even-handed justice,
can it be defended that in 8, 10 or 15 counties,
where the majorities range from 5 to 20-is it fair
to place in the hands of the political party in power
the right to appoint the man who shall maire up the lists
and revise thom? We know what it means, and if we were
to debate it for ten hours more we could not make it clearer.
It is patent to the minds of every one. I only want to put
the fact on record, and as it is not contradicted I assume it
may be stated as a fact, admitted by both sides, that in
counties where the majorities are from 5 to 20, the
appointment of the revising barrister, if vested in the Prime
Minister for the time being, means the control of the county.
There is no question about that; it is not denied, and
therefore I say the First Minister is retaining in this clause
the most objectionable feature in the Bill, next to the Indian
clause, and that is the right to appoint, in those counties,
not the county court judge, not a stipendiary magietrate or
notary, but a barrister of five years' standing. It bas been
argued, and argued well to-night-argued irresistibly, to my
mind-that you do not appoint first-class men for revising
barristers. It has been urged that first-class barristers
were men of high character. We know that the mon
occupying the first positions at the bar are men of high
character. They would not be there if they were not, and
if these mon were appointed we would bave some guarantee
that justice would be done. But we know that the men
who will accept these appointments will not be such mon;
they wilho pobitical, hacirs.

Some hon. MEMBERS. No, no ; yos, yes.
Mr. DAVIES. We all know that, from personal experi-

once. Take the great Province of Ontario: is there an on.
gentleman in this House who imagines that any one of the
first ton or twenty barristers of that Province would accept
these positions.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Certainly not.

Mr. DAVIES. And, therefore, it is the gentlemen who
are not holding briefs, who are just coming to the bar, who,
perhaps, have strong political aRpirations, strong political
leanings or feelings, who have not practiid-they are the
men who will be prepared to accept these appointments and
will use all the means in their power to get them. So in
the Maritime Provinces. It is not supposed that my hon.
friend from St. John (Mr. Weldon) or any one occupying
his position, would take such a position, even If it were
offered to him. An hon. friend says ho would not get it, but
even if he could get it ho would not take it. Who will take
these positions, thon? The juniors, the young men begin-
ning life, and who hope to make positions for themselves,
politically. Not the man who is striving to make advance.
ment in bis profession, purely as a professional man, not the
man who hopes to reach the top of his profession by prov-
ing himself to be a lawyer of high attainments, because ho
knows that by confining himself to legitimate practice
ho will soon reach a proper place in bis profession.
But it is the man who bas not got these hopes and attain-
ments, but who hopes for political proferment, who will
seek for and obtain these appointments. Now, I think that
is highly undesirable ; I do not think hon. miembers on
either side should desire it ; I think it would meet with
general acceptance on the part of the majority of this House
if the Prime Minister for the time being-I do not care
whether ho la Liberal or Conservative-was obliged to
appoint a judicial officer, who is removed from political
feelings and leanings altogether, and in whom the publie
have confidence, aud in case ot the inability of that oMoor
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to discharge the duties of revising officer, then to vest the
appointment in the Chief Justice of the particular Province
where the vacancy arises. The Chief Justices of the Provinces
do not belong to any one political party. Whatever they
may have been, nowadays they are not partisans at all.
Holding the positions they do they are removed from party
politics.

Mr. LANDRY (Kent). Speak for your own Province.
Mr. DAVIES. I will speak for my own Province, and I

will do more, for I have the honor of the acquaintance of
the Chief Justices of more than one Province. I tbink I am
apeaking for the judiciary of the Dominion of Canada when
Isay that those who have attained to the positions of Chief
Justices of the respective Provinces have left thoir party
polities behind them, and are impartial, and fair and just;
and I do not think the hon. member for Kent (MIr. Landry)
will dare to stand up on the floor of this House and assert
that on the part of any of the Chief Justices there has been
any partisanship. I know the venerable Chief Justice of
the Province of New Brunswick, and a gentleman more
respected and impartial does not exist in any part of the
Dominion of Canada, and I am sure he is held in high res-
pect by the hon. gentleman himself, and by the Conserva-
tives of New Brunswick as well as by the Liberals. In fact,
I do not know what party in politics ho belongs to, because
he has been for twenty years removed from the political
arena.

Some hona MEMBERS. Question.
Mr. DAVIES. Why, I am speaking right to the kernel

of the question ; I am advocating that in cases where a
county court judge cannot, from any cause, discharge the
duties of revising officer, the place shall be filled by the
Chief Justice of the particular Province. This amendment
cannot be said to be prompted by political feelings, because
I believe that if you go back to the political leanings of the
Chief Justices of the several Provinces you will find that
more of them were Conservatives than Liberals. However,
my experience of the bar has gone over fifteen or sixteen
years, and I think I am in unison with all the members of
the bar, on this side of the House, at any rate, when I say
that none of us have found in the Chief Justices of any of the
Provinces any political feelings to prejudice or mar their
judgments. I move, in amendment, the following :_

The county court judge in each county where there is such judge
ohall be the revising officer for the electoral district or districts, or parts
of an electoral district, within such county, and in the Province of
Quebec the Superior Court judge of the judicial district in each electoral
district or part of au electoral district, shall be the revising officer for
ruch district or part of a district. In any case where a judgeuWho is a
re'vising officer under the Act, shall be unable to discharge the duties of
revising officer for his entire county, or for any part thereof, he shall
forth with signify such his inability to the Ohief Justice of the highest
court of his Province, and if his inability extends only to a part of his
county, he shall specify particularly which part, and such Chief Justice
shall thereupon forthwith appoint another county judge or a barrister
of at least five years' standing as revising officer in the place of the
judge so signify* ibi inability to aet for the county or part of the
cutysasthe caseabe, and the person so appointed sha have all
the powers conferred upon a county judge acting as a revising officer
under thia Act.

This rovides, in the first place, that the county judge
shal b e the revising officer, and in case of his inability to
act, the Chief Justice of the Province shall appoint another
judge or a barrister to act in his place. If he appoints a
barrister, the presumption is that he will appoint a man
who will be impartial, while if that appointment is made
by the Premier, the presumption is that it will be political.

Mr. LANDRY (Kent). It may bring rather cheap popu-
larity on the part of the hon. gentleman who has just taken
his seat to declaim so loudly in favor of the Chief Justices of
the different Provinces of the Dominion. All I said to the
hon. gentlemnun was, that he had not such an acquaintance
with the Caief. Justices of the other Provinces as to be able

Mr. DAvas.

ti speak so positively as he has done. I did not mean
Lhereby to imply that any of them were partisans in poli-
tics. I do not believe he knows the Chief Justice of New
Brunswick sufficiently to be able to apeak as positively
as h has done. Tha, does not lead me to state, on the
hon. gentleman's challenge, that ho is a political parti-
san; but I say this, that, speaking for New Brunswick, I
would prefer not to have this duty imposed on the Chief
Justice of that Province-not casting any imputation
upon him, but because I think the Chief Justice should
be entirely free from the suspicion of being a par-
tisan. How would it be if the Chief Justice appointed the
revising barrister? As party politics go, there are very
few lawyers who do not adhere to one side of politios or the
other. I do not mean to say that they would not do their
duty impartially on that account; but what position would
the Chief Justice be placed in? HRe would have to choose,
in each of the 14 or 15 counties, a partisan on one side or
the other, and by so doing he would probably leave it open
to some partisan to say: HRe is a partisan himself; le lias
chosen a Grit here or a Conservative there; and he has
taken the advice of so-and-so to do it-for he would necessa-
rily have to take the advice of some one, and I am free to
admit that he would be quite as ready to take the advice
of our opponents as of our friends.

Mr. DAVIES. The lion. gentleman has not evidently
heard the amendment. I do not propose that all the appoint-
ments shall be in the hands of the Chief Justice. I propose
that the county judges shall be revising officcrs, and it is
only ia case of their inability to act that I propose to vest
the appointment, not in the Premier of the Dominion, who
must necessarily be a partisan, but in the Chief Justice of
the Province, who is necessarily removed from party influ-
ence ; and I would ask my hon. friend, who belongs to the
party which boasts that it derives its inspiration from Eng-
land, whether the judges who appoint revising officers there
are considered by the people of England to be partisans, or
to necessarily appoint partisans.

Mr. CAMERON (Victoria). The circumstances of the
two countries are entirely different. In England, you have
a very large population and a very large bar, a great portion
of whom are not partisansron one side or the other. In this
country, and more particularly lu the Provinces, there is a
small bar, a small number of men qualified to aceept the
position, and the appointments would necessarily, as lias
been pointed out by my hon. friend from Kent (I. Landry),
be open to the imputation of partisanship, to which, in the
case of England, they are not. The appointments are vested
in the judges of Assizes in Englandr because on their varions
circuits there s a large attendance of briefless barristers,
who go on circuit as soon as they are called, and who have
no decided political convictions on ene aide or the othar, so
that there is a field of selection there which w, have not in
this country; and I quite agree with the observations of
my hon. friend from Kent, that it would be very aundesirable
to introduce further Chief Justices, or other jadges of this
country into the arena of politics. I do not think their
introduction into polities, so far as they have been intro-
duced, by giving them the trial of election cases, has been
beneficial to the estimation in which they are held by the
public for impartiality. We have seen, in our Province,
judges accused, most unjustly and disgracefally, of partisan-
ship, to which charge they were in no respect open. We
have seen one of our judges so basely and unjustly accused
of partisanship that not only he but several of his brother
judges have deemed it neesaary, from the bench, in their
charges to the jury, to refer to those accusations and to
condemn them; and we would find the same accusations
repeated in reference to the appointment of revising bar-
risters by a Chief Justice or by a judge, if that system wee
introduced here. That syatom would be stili further intrO.
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dueng the ben-oh into litics, out of whieb, undoubtedly
the beuh had botter be ept.

lr. BLAKH. The hon. member for Kent (Mr. Landry)
thinki it woaM not do to call upon a judge or a Chief Justice
to appoint these officers, because ho would be suspected by
the people Of acting in a partisan manner if ho made the
appointment, and tat wod be, of course, bad for the judge,
and it would be bad for the revising officer. It would be
bad for the revising officer, because he would hold his
appointment from a tainted and suspected source, and his
decisions would hardly be received with that respect with
whieh they would be received if he were appointed by a
person who was not a partisan. That is very plain; the
very funetion which the revising officer is called upon to
discharge would be rendered more difficult to discharge.

Mr. LANDRY (Kent). I have not said that.
Mr. BLAKE. Of course the hon. gentleman did not say

that, but it is the inevitable inference from what ho did
say. It is the conclusion that inevitably follows from his
argument. If the people suspected the judge to ho par-
tisan becanse ho made the appointment, they would
suspect the person appointed to ho a partisan. But how
strong a position is that revising officer to occupy when ho
is appointed, not by a judge, whose ordinary business is to
dispense justice, who, I believe, has the respect of the
population-and particularly the Chief Justices, who, as a
rule, for a long time, have left the struggles of the bar and
of political life and have become more inured than the
puisne judges to the routine and, calm of judicial life, and
that serener atmosphere which is said there to prevail-
but by the First Minister If ho is to ho suspected to be
appointed improperly when appointed by a judge, if that
suspicion is to arise and to ho made a substantial difficulty in
that case, in what light is ho to be regarded when
ho holds his appointment from the head of a political party
which hias the majority for the time being ? It is quite
clear his position must be much weaker than that of the
revising officer appointed by the judge. The hon. gentle-
man says we must keep the judges free from the suspicion
of b.ing partisans, and in order to keep them free from the
suspicion of partisanship, which would follow from their
beg given this particular appointment, to be discharged
by them as a high function connected with the administra-
tion of justice to the people, for the right to be a voter is
a purt of the common justice of the country-in order to
prevent them from being suspected of partisanship in the
administration of this function we are to refuse to entrust
them with the duty with which the EIglish judges are
entruated, and we are to hand over to the First Minister of
the day that duty, although the English people say that
they would not trust the Firot Minister of the day with it.
The English people say : We will trust our judges; we will
not trust the First Minister of the day. The hon. gentledan
saya the Canadian people are not to say : We will not trust
the judges, but we will trust the First Minister.

Sir JON A. MACDONALD. In the first place, the
diference between the appointments in England and the
appointments that are to be made in this Bill are very
rOmarkable, in one instance. Hon. gentlemen opposite
nay: Oh, these young barristers will b. briefless barristers.
Thy will have no buisness; mon leading the profession
will not accept the appointment. Who are appointed in
England but young baristers, who get a hundred guineas,
or thereWbouts, by the judges ? They are young; they have
political aspirations. An hon. gentleman said laet niht,
if they do not get large peeuniary remuneration they will
look to political advantages. That same argument is appli.
cable in England as it is here, with this marked difference,
that her. the majority of the revising barristers will bo
Judgeuawbhrnas-mngland theare alil young mon. Then,

I have heard it said, ad nauseam, that, drawing inspirations
from English laws and English institutions, this legislation
is unheard of, that it could not be possible to happen in
England. Well, in the Imperial statutes of 1884-1 am not
going to mistake the Chancellor for the Chief Justice
this time-47-18 Victoria, chapter 35, passed last July,
with respect to the county of Dublin, whore the revising
barrister was a judge, the Recorder of Dublin, that position
is taken away from him : "It shall b lawful for the Lord
Lieutenant or other Chief Governor or Governors of Ireland
for the time being, from time to time te appoint a barrister-
at-law, who shall have actually practised for ton years at
least in the Superior Courts of Dublin and shall not, at the
time of his appointment, have ceased to practice, to dis-
charge all the duties in regard to the registration of votera
and the revision of the lists of jurors in the county of
Dublin, which were capable of being discharged by the
Recorder of Dublin." Thus, only last year, under this Act,
the office of revising barrister was takon awny from the
Recorder of Dublin and handed over to Lord Spencer, who
bas got constitutional advisers, and we did not find, from
Mr. Parnell or any of those who serve under him, and are
continually denouncing the tyranny, oppression and uncon-
stitutional action of the Castie, the barbarous oppression
that has been practised in Ireland by the Castle authorities,
one single objection raised to the Lord Lieutenant appoint,
ing a revising barrister for the county of Dublin.

Mr. BLAKE. Thore is such a thing as the exception
proving the rule, and out of 600 or 700 constituencies of
Great Britain and Ireland, the hon. gentleman has found a
statute passed, 1 do not remember under what circum-
stances, or whether Mr. Parnell objected to it or not-
probably the hon. gentleman has looked at Hansard and
found ho did not. It is very surprising that ho did not ;
I think ho conld not have been there, or else ho would-
we do not know whatp articular reasons there wereto justify
this particular case, but certainly it was not the rule.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It is the commencement
of my system.

Mr. BLAKE. It is the thin end of the wedge, and they
put it in in Dabin city. Mv imnression is there was some
strong reason given for that, and the proof is that the pro.
vision which makes him a political officer 8o40 gives him the
duty of revising the lists of jurors as well.

Mr. BERGIN. Is not that a political thing in Ireland ?
Mr. BLAKE. I do not know. I do not know what side

the hon. gentleman now takes upon that very large ques-
tion he now puts to me. I remember when he took one side;
i do not know whether ho now takes that or the other side
on these Irish questions. The argument on this question from
hon. gentlemen opposite is a little inconsistent. The hon.
member for Victoria (Mr. Cameron) told us a little while ago
that the case in England was quite different from what it was
here. There, ho said, there were a great number of barris-
ters, a wealth of barristers, in every place, who were not
partisans, who were not politicians at all, who were entirely
neutral, and that there was ample room to choose men who
were perfectly independent and in whom the people would
have confidence, and that there would be no difficulty, there-
fore, of the judges making a selection, without being obnox-
ious to those charges of partisanship which are given as a
reason why they should not appoint these officers here.
The First Minister does not say the same thing. Hie says
it is the young, briefijss barrister, who is looking for prefer-
ment, whom they appoint.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That is what you said.
yesterday.

M-. BLJAKE. No; I never used the words "young, brief-
les barrister" at all. The hon. gentleman therofore differs
from his supporter, the hon. member for Victoria, as to the
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situation of affaire. I do not remember any instances of the
appointees being revising barristers except one, and certainly,
though he was not a gentleman in very large practice, he
was not, in the sense of the hon. gentleman, a young, brief-
less barrister. I only remember his name because the Lord
Chief Justice of England, who had appointed him succes-
sively for years, in the end declined to renew his appoint-
ment-I refer to Edmond Beales. He had been appointed
for several years by Lord Chief Justice Cockburn, and
though he had not a very large practice he was a man of con-
siderable knowledge and ofconsiderable eminence-a marked
person. The Lord Chief Justice had occasion to deal with
the question whether Mr. Beales should be reappointed, and-
Mr. Beales had taken a very active part in a particular
political party agitation, at the time, and the Lord Chief
Justice declared that he thought it inexpedient to reappoint
Mr. Beales, and Mr. Beales applied to know the reason,
inasmuch as it was, in a sense, a stigma on him not to be
reappointed, and the Lord Chief Justice wrote a public let-
ter, in which he:explained his viewé, not that he condemned
Mr. Beales or thought that it was at all certain that
he would be influenced, but lie thought the public
confidence would be, to a certain extent, impaired by
the continued appointment of a person who had felt
it to be his duty-as no doubt it was his duty,
as a free citizen, entertaining those feelings-to take an
active part in a particular agitation at the moment, to take
part in the revision of those liste. That was the view of
such a high judicial functionary as Lord Chief Justice
Cockburn, who, as a politician, when ho was a politician,
belonged to the same party as Mr. Beales. He, therefore,
might be supposed to sympathise, if he had any sympa.
thies, with that style of view which Mr. Beales adopted.
Can we expect that from the Minister of the day, who is to
make the appointment here. We cannot expect such a line
of action. I say there is no ground whatever for on r
deciding that our judges are less worthy of confidence than
the judges in Englarid, and that our First Ministers are
more worthy of confidence tlianheli First Ministers in Eng-
land; and yet, that is the proposition of hon. gentlemen
who sustain the proposition of the Government and docline
ours.

Mr. LANDRY (Kent). The hon. gentleman has shown,
it seems to me, his usual ability, in getting a meaning ont of
what is said by another entirely different from the ordinary
meauing attached to the words used. If the language I have
used could imply in any way what the hon. gentleman has
said, I was very unfortunate in my choice of language ; that
is, that because a revising barrister was named by the Chief
Justice, the public would look upon him with suspicion,
because the source which appointed himi was stained, poli-
tically. Ihave never used any language whicb would give
that meaning, and yet the hon. gentleman deduced from the
position I took that that was the case. What I meant to
say was, that while the judge might make as impartial a
ohoice as could be made, as politics stood iu this Dominion
now, he could not, under any circumstances, name any one
who was not a political partisan, in the sense of being on
one side of politics or the other. He would name a barrister
this year; the barrister would fulfil his duties; he would give
dissatisfaction to somebody, to one side or the other, I care
not which; lie might lay himself open to being discussed on
the publie bustings and in the public press, to have his
name heralded all over the country, and the next year
the same Chief Justice would have to make the choice again.
Be would have to decide upon the opinions put forth
in the public press as to whether he had made a good choice
or not the first time, and in doing so he must necessarily
decide for the contention of one party against the contention
of the other, he would have to say: I have weighed the
pros and cons, what has been said against this officer and
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what has been said in his favor, and I must make the choice,
and decide for one side of politics or the other in making
the choice for the next year. There is an immense differ.
ence between the Government making the nomination and
the Chief Justice making it, because the Chief Justice must
hold himsolf entirely aloof from politics, he must do nothing
which would appear a choice between the parties; and if
he does not do that the first year, he must necessarily do it
the next year, wlien aides have been taken for and
against his nominee of the first year. There is a very
great difference. If there should be political differences
among the people as to -the choice made by the Chief
Justice, how are they going to visit it upon him in any
way, except by boing suspicious of him ? They have no
recourse against him. They have against the Prime
Minister, if he makes a poor choice. If the Government
make a poor nomination, if the nominee shows himself
a violent partisan, and does injustice to one party or the
other, by the decisions he may give or the list he may pre-
pare, the country can condemn the officer and can condemn
the Government, and put them out of power. How can
they reach the Chief Justice ? Only by mutterings, or by
throwing suspicion upon his character as a judge, and in
that way sapping the very foundation of justice. With the
Prime Minister it is different. They have a right to
approve or disapprove of his actions, and *to try to get the
dominant party in the Dominion to oust him from his
power if he makes a bad choice. One is a man who has a
right to be a political partisan, I do not mean to the extent
of doing an injustice to any one, but to the extent of uphold-
ing his party honestly, and making the choice, all other
things being equal, between his opponents and his friends.
It is the duty of any Government, not to do injustice to
anyone, but to choose their friends instead of their oppo-
nents, when other things are equal. But the Chief Justice
has no such right, and would leave himself open to suspicion
iu such a case, without remedy or redress on the part of the
public.

Mr. BLAKE. Then this is too delicate a task for an
independent man to perform. It is so delicate a task that
a independent man, occupying an independent- position,
ought not to be asked to undertake a task of such delicacy
and difficulty, but it is to be left to one of the parties to
choose the arbitrator between it and the other party.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I speak under cor-
rection, because it la many years since I resided in Dublin,
but my recollection is that the Recorder used to be an officer
of the corporation in Dublin.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Very likely.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I think that is the
case. We know only too well, however, and we must regret
it, that the relations between the corporation of Dublin and
the Government of England have been strained to the last
degree, and most undoubtedly, as between the two, it may
have become necessary for the Government of England to
take the matter into their own hands, knowing that, if the
Recorder was an officer, as I think ho is, of the corporation
of Dublin, empowered to choose the jury list, it would be
a very questionable thing to obtain a conviction of any
offender under a jury list made by an officer of that
corporation. I am sorry to have to say it, but it is the
case.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That is quite true. The
Recorder is appointed by the corporation, and ho might be
a very proper person, when political feeling is runing high
and political trials are going on, to select the jurora. But
here the selection of the jurors is taken away from him, and
the power is given to the Lord Lieutenant and not to the
Chief Justico, in Ireland, or to any Chief Justioe, to appoint
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the revising offoeer. It is given expressly to the Lord him in Parliament. He has taken the appointment of
Lieutenant. In case of the absence of the revising barris- returning offioers into hie own hande. He names whom ho
ter, if the Lord Chancellor, or Keeper, or Commissioner of pleases, and some of those gentlemen, at the last eleotion,
the Great Seal for Ireland, for the time being, are satisfied whom he named, committed gross abuses. The hon. gen.
the revising omeer for the eounty of Dublin is unable, from tieman shakos hie head, but 1 tell him it is a fact. I say
unavoidable absence, to discharge hie duty, it shall be law- that, in my case, in my constituency, the roturning offlor
ful for the Lord Chancellor or Keeper of the Great Seal to whom he named was a perjured man; I say he opened the
appoint some other person. He is sworn of the Privy ballot boxes, contrary to hie oath, that ho took papers out
Council. of those ballot boxes, and that he tampered with the ballot%.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I am afraid it is like a Some hon. MEMBER3. Order.
good deal of English legislation for Ireland, experirnentumn Mr. MILLS. Mr. Chairman, I am in order. I am stating
incorpore vi'i. facts. I an stating what bas grown up under the law, as

Mr. MILLS. This subject is one of far greater impor- the hon. gentleman bas made it. Now, ho proposes to take
tance than hon. gentlemen opposite seem to think. We another stop and to interfere with the purity of the election
must remember that we are taking, ln this matter, a retro. by corrupting the votera' lists, by stufflng votere' lista,
groeive stop; we are going back upon the policy of the instead of stuffing the ballot box. He will net consent that
Government for the last tifteon years. Formerly we had Parliament shall state who are to be the parties who shall
controverted elections tried by this House, and we took the make these lista. le is not willing that thejudges of oertain
matter out of the hands of the House of Commons and courts shall do, in this country, what the judges of certain
entrusted it to the ordinary tribunals of the country. Now, courts have power to do in England; ho proposes to take
one hon. gentleman opposite this evening as regretted this into his own hande the appointment of revising offoeers. If
stop. He says it las been a disadvantage to the courts. judges are appointed, it is be ause ho chooses to name them,
But anxious as the hon, gentleman at the head of the Gov. and we know what the result will be. The hou. gentle.
ernment is to adopt a policy of retrogression and to incor- man's conduct as Administrator in this country i suffi.
porate ancient abuses in the legislation of the country, he ciently well known. We can judge as to the future by what
bas not ventured to propose a return to the ancient system has been done in the past. In the ninety-two eleoctoral dis.
of trying controverted elections in this House. But it does tricts of Ontario judges may be appointed in forty or ffity.
seem to me that it is quite as important to secure a propor To do what ? To prepare votera' liste where a majority of
voters' list and to prevent political parties tampering with the voters is known to be unalterably Tory or unalterably
that list, as it is to secure a proper trial of controverted Reform. But were the parties are nearly equally divided,
elections. The hon. member for Kent (Mr. Landry) revising barristers, who have sympathy with the hon.
says that if the First Minister makes bad appointments gentleman, and who will sek to secure hie good
he will still be responsible to the House, and who, he asks, opinionl, and promotion at his hands, will be the most
is to hold the judge responsible ? I say the judge is far available officers ; and they may alter the voters' list in
more responsible than the First Minister, for he can be such a way, by altering the valuation of the property on
attacked by Parliament if he fails to disoharge his duty which the party qualifies, so as to affect the results of the
properly. This proposition provides that Parliaient shall elections. In every general eleotion since Confederation
exercise the power of appointment, and that the judges 5 per cent. of the votes taken off one side and added to
hall be appointed for the purpose ot trying controverted the other would change the political complexion of the
lections; and it is only in case a judge intimates his ina- Government. If that be so, it is easy to see what au
bility to do that that the Chief Justice of tbe Province immense power revising officers vill hae. The bon. gen-
hall make the appointment ; and if a judge should abuse tleman has said that $150 will be tho qualificetion. The
is powers in this matter, which is extremely unlikely, the revising officer may decide that a certain property is not
îumber of cases would be so few that it would not, in all worth that amount, and that the person in question cannot
probability, seriously affect the representation in Parlia. go on the list. Another party has a property of a certain
ment. But the hon. gentleman proposes to put into the amount, and although the assessor holds that it ls not of
àands of one man not merely a few isolated cases, but the the required amount hie name will be put on the list. So,
ippointment of revising officers, who make up the voters' the results of elections may be determined, not at the polle,
ists, over the entire Dominion. but at the time the revising eofficers prepare the votera'

lista. We wish to have a fair and proper list made, and we
Mr. L ANDR Y (Kent).- Not one man.cannot have such so long as the appointment of the revising
Mr. MILLS. Yes; it is in the hands of the Prime Min. officer is in the hands of the Goverament.

ster for the time being. The bon. gentleman says that if Mr. CAMERON (Victoria). The hon. member for Simoehe Prime Minister acts improperly the public will hold this afternoon made a charge ainst the returning officeriim responsible. But I say, if Parliament itoi jeis corrupted, at the late Bothwell eloction which I did not think it noces-f the men returned to Parliament are returned upon a cor- a t o otheh e leatie. becauset hn. noes-
ult ithwaeyntebinrresfo aPrimotsary te notice at that time. becauSe tho hon- gentlemanpt list, how are you to obtain redress from a PariaMient knows nothing about it, except what ho has read in the Globe.e constituted ? Hlow are you to punish the Prime Minister Bat the hon. member for Both well (hKr. Millis) just nowor improper action, lu a Parliament where a majority ofe et th h arge, for he knows al a u it.
ho members have been elected by means of that improper P
ction ? Are they going to sit in condemnation of an act Mr. MILLS. I do.
y means of which they suceeeded in getting into Parlia.
nent? Sir, we have, for some time, beon trying, by slow Mr. CAMERON. And I know ail about it, alse; and I
egres, to secure reform. We have succeeded in securing a think it necessary I should answer the hon. gentleman'e
xed period for elections alt over the country. We remem- statement and do justice to a public official who has bOen
or the election of 1867, and again in 1872, when some took niost unjustly accused. That returunig officer was acquitted
lace in the month of July, some in August, and some by the judge who tried the case of any legal wrong and of
ate in September. That abuse has now been corrected by any moral wrong. He was bld to have honostly andfaith-
gislation. Then we proposed that certain responsible fuly discharged his duty at that election, and t he secret of
fficers should be returning officers. But the hon. gentle- 1 the hon. gentleman's attack upon him now is, that thejudge
Qan has repealed that law by the majority that supported was so confident that the charge was unjust and unfounded
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that he ordered the hon. gentleman to pay the returning
omcer's costs.

Mr. MILLS. I desire to say--
Mr. CHAIRMAN. Order.
Mr. MILLS. I think, after the hon. gentleman's state-

ment, I may be allowed to make a somewhat more specific
statement.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. I must ask the hon. gentleman to
address himself to the clause under discussion.

Mr. DAVIES. I have a remark to offer with regard to
the precedent which the First Minister has cited in support
of his proposition. I have not had an opportunity of look-
ing at flansard, and I suppose the bon.gentleman las.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No.

Mr. DAVIES. The hon, gentleman said that Mr. Par-
nell made no opposition to the proposal. Whether the hon.
gentleman is wright or wrong, we will ascertain afterwards.
I submit this to the committee: In the Empire of Great
Britain appointments are made to the position of reeising
barrister by the judges who go on Assize; but there is one
exception, and I give the hon. gentleman credit for
having ferretted it out. He has found an exception,
and where is that exception? We have bard, year
after year, and we know it as a matter of history,
that lreland as been in a state of quasi-rebellion,
that it bas been exceptionally governed, governed almost
as a Crown colony; that the Babeas Corpus Act bas been
suspended; that the Crimes Act is in force; that there are
measures adopted in regard to Ireland which would not be
justified in any other part of the British Dominions, and
which even the Prime Minister of Canada could not justify,
if he attempted to apply them to the Dominion. In order
to justify this provision, the First Minister has had to go to
Ireland, to that misgoverned country; and he as extracted
from it the one single precedent, to justify the adoption of
this clause here; and thorefore hon. gentlemen who sit
behind him approve bis conduct, and disapprove of the
general policy of the British law; they approve the par-
ticular, exception al legislation, applicable to the exceptional
circumstances of Ireland alone.

Amendment to amendment negatived.
Committee rose and reported progress.

CANADA TEMPERANCE ACT.

Mr. SPEAKER announced that the Senate had passed
the Canada Temperance Act Amendment Bill, from this
House, with certain amendients.

Mr. JAMIESON. I should like to ask the leader of the
Government whether an early day could not be fixed for
the consideration of these amendments.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. We do not know what
they are.

Mr. JAMIESON. I believe important amendments have
been made, and I think every facility should be given for
their consideration.

MESSAGE FROM HIS EXCELLENCY.

Mr. BOWELL presented a Message from Ris Excellency
the Governor General.

Mr. SPEA KRR read the Message, as follows:-

LâAxsoowns.
The Governor General submits to the House of Commone the expe-

diency of granting $1,000,000 for the purpose o: meeting the expenses
now being incurred in connection with the troubles in the North-West

Mr. CAMERON (Victoria).

Territories, this um being in addition to the amount submitted by
His Excellency, under date the ith of Aprit last.

GovERNXENT Housu,
OTTWA, 22nd May, 1885.

Mr. BOWELL moved that the Message be referred to
the Committee of Supply.

Motion agreed to.

THE DISTURBANCE IN THE NORTH-WEST.
Mr. BOWELL. If the House consents, it is absolutely

necessary that the Government should be furnished with an
additional sum to that which bas already been voted by the
House a short time ago-$700,000-to meet the expenses
which have been incurred in the unfortunate troubles in the
North-West, and I would ask permission to move that the
House resolve itself into Committee of Supply on His
Excellency's Message, and the estimate of 81,000,000, to meet
the expenses in connection with the North-West troubles.

Mr. BLAKE. I understand that all that is necessary is
to call the order. Tho Message has been referred to Supply.
There is an order to go into Committee of Supply, and if
you call that order it is sufficient.

Mr. BOWELL. I may say, Mr. Speaker, that I followed
precisely the practice which was pursued when my hon.
friend the Minister of Militia moved the House into Com-
mittee of Supply, when he asked for the vote of $700,000.
If that practice was wrong, I am wrong; but I took the
resolution, word for word, from the proceedinge of the House.

Mr. CARON. On a previous occasion, it will be remem-
bered that it was my duty, as Minister of Militia, to
appeal to the patriotism of this honorable House to consent
that the rules should be suspended, and that the House
should go into committee and pass the vote that I asked,
to meet the first expenses occasioned by the outbreak in
the North-West. The appeal which I made was received as
I expected it would be, and I met with the response which
I anticipated from the hon. members of this House. The
vote which I then asked for was at the very outbreak of
the disturbances in the North-West. To-day I have to make
the same appeal to the House and to ask for a further sum
of $1,000,000 to meet the expenses in connection with those
disturbances. But to-day, I am glad to say, that the appeal
which I make is made under more favorable circumastances
than the one which was last made. Througb the pluck of
our volunteers, through the management of the Major-
General Commanding, and his officers and staff, the troubles
which at one time appeared possible might last longer than
we can now see they will last, are now pretty well ended.
I must say, Mr. Speaker, that up to the present time the
Department have been very anxious, indeed, as will be
readily understood by hon. members of this House, that the
pay of the men should be met punctually and without any
possible delay. The sum of money which was entrusted
to the Department of Militia, the sum of $700,000,
has now been expended, and it becomes necessary
to provide for the pay of our volunteers who are
still at the front. I may say that we calculate
that the pay and subsistence of about 6,000 mon, composifng
the present force, comes to about half a million per
month ; the expense incurred, so far as transport is Con-
cerned, and forage for about 700 horses, which compose the
force comprising the artillery and the mounted force, are
very heavy, and I now ask and hope that the House will
follow the example of.what it has already done, and will
consent to the rules being suspended, and to the vote being
agreed to and concurred in to-night.

Mr. BLAKE. On the former occasion the notice of the
vote was on the Table for a great many days, and the
Message having been delivered to the House it was cOm-
petent for the hon. gentleman to have moved the H1ouse
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into committee, in accordance with the regular rules, to
have taken the regular stages, which are proper for money
resolutions, which are prescribed as the propor stages of
deliberation in such important matters. The hon. gentle-
man on that occasion did not take that course; although ho
had brought down the Message, although it had been laid
on the Table, although ho had placed himself in a position
to go through the regular course of procodure, ho abstained
from taking that course, until on one evening, when ho
informed us that the Treasury was absolutely empty,
so far as bis appropriation was concerned, and ho
called upon us to suspend all the rules, in order
that ho might be able at once to carry out those financial
arrangements which his own neglect to proceed earlier had
rendered it impossible to proceed with regularly. Upon
that occasion I expressed my regret that the hon, gentle-
man, having known that ho had a war on his hands, having
known that ho would want an extra vote, had not applied
earlier, and when he did take the initiatory stage of bring-
ing down the Message, had not acted upon it earlier, so that
the regular course miglit have been followed ; Lut I said
that underthe circumstances, and on the statemont which
the hon. gentleman made, I should not, for my part, inter.
pose any obstacle to the suspension of the rules upon that
occasion. 1 certainly did not expect that theb hon. gentle-
man would propose to repeat the same policy. I make no
objection, although I think it an unreasonable thing that
the hon. gentleman should bring the Message down at ton
o'clock at night and propose to take a vote in Committee of
Supply upon it at the instant. Still, that is the rule of the
House. I believe ho is entitled, according to the rule of
Parliament, having brought this Message down, having pro.
cured the reference to Committee of Supply, the order for
Supply being on the Paper, to go into Supply. Bat, Sir,
the Message you read is dated the 22nd of May. It is
dated one week ago, and for a week the hon. gentleman has
been carrying the Message about in his pocket, and ho lays
it on the Table at ton o'clock Friday night, and ho says, not
merely do I wish to go into committee, but to obtain concur-
rence in the vote. Now, what excuse is there for that ?
More than a week ago the hon. gentleman had found that
he wanted a million. On the 22nd of May ho gets a
Message, but ho does not bring it down on the 22nd, or in
any one of the intervening six lawful days; but ho brings
it down now, and ho says: I muet ask you to suspend all
rules ? Why ? Because, I have neglected my duty, bocause
I have not brought down the Message earlier; because,
knowing that I wanted the money, I procured that authority
to get the money, but I kept that authority in my pocket,
mstead of presenting it to Parliament. I make no objection
to going into Supply, but when we get out it will be time to
consider when the report shall be received.

Motion agreed to.
SUPPLY.

Iouse again resolved itself into Committee ofSupply.
(In the Committee.)

Sir IICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I should like to enquire
froin the Minister of Militia whether this $1,700,000-that
is to say, this sum and the sum we voted before-will, as far
as ho knows, clear what may be called the military expenses
of the expedition. I presume it is for military purposes
alone that ho requires it, and can ho give us any rough
estimate-of course, I cannot expect a detailed estimato-
of what more expenses may be incurred ? I should
imagine, from what ho stated, that this would about close
his expenditure up to date, not more.

Mr. CARON. So far as I have been able to ascertain, the
expenditure exceeds the vote which I am now taking. Hon.
gentlemen will understand how extremely difficult it has
Don for the Department to get the vouchers-indeed, to get

accounts, from the more remote portions of the North-West
Territories. I have endeavored to get in the accounts as
rapidly as possible, and within a very short time now I
hope to be able to lay before the House an approximate
estimate, much more exact than anything I could give
to-night, of what the expenditure will be.

Mr. BLAKE. The hon. gentleman has given us an esti.
mate of the pay of a certain number of men for two months,
for transport, and for some other necessaries. la this esti-
mate for the same classes of expenditure, or does it include
expenditure for munitions of war?

Mr. CARON.
Mr. BLAKE.
Mr. CARON.
Mr. BLAKE.
Mr. CARON.
Mr. BLAKE.

No munitions of war at all.
Men's pay and transport ?
Subsistence, transport and forage.
Does it include the purchase of animale?
No.
Have there been any horses purchased ?

Mr. CARON. No. Not out of the amount granted.
Mr. BLAKE. Can the hon. gentleman not give us sore

character of estirnate as ho gave us at the time et hi.s
initiatory vote ?

Mr. CARON. The only estimate I could give is the one
the hon. gentleman has himself given. It would be quite
impossible for me to give any more information than I have
given to-night. It would be useless for me to attemp* to
give any information which would not be exact, and it is
impossible for me to be any more pfecise until I have
received the information which I have just referred to as
being expected to come into the Department within a few
days. The amount of money now asked for is for the pur*
pose of meeting the expenses incurred by the pay of abut
6,000 men, and I calculate about 700 horses; but even that
is only approximate. The transport has been, as we all
know, very heavy, and we have had to purchase supplies-
which had to be sent at very large expense, from the fact
that no delay could be allowed-to meet the wants of the
troops who were fighting our battles. That is about the
only information I can give the hon. gentleman in explana.
tion of the vote I am now asking from the House.

Mr. BLAKE. I must say I think it would not have been
impossible for theb hon. gentleman to have given us some
more information. We do not know whether this 1,000,000,
with the $700,000, covers, as far as hoecau calculate, his
whole expenditure up to tbis period for the different classes
of expenses which ho has enumerated, namely, pay, sub.
sistence of men and horses, and transport. 0f course, if his
present estimate covers the transport of the mon home it
would not bo difficult to make an estimate what that would
b ; but if it covers the transport of the mon up to this time,
I think the hon. gentleman might, very much botter than
ho was able to do a number of weeks ago, give us a calcula-
tion of what the cost of transport has been. He says ho
estimates that there are 6,000 mon, at $500,000 a month.
The great bulk of the men having been under pay for at
toast two months, you would have $ 1,000,000 for the pay
of the volunteors; thon the $700,000 would ho divisible into
transport, subsistence and forage.

Mr. CARON. And supplies-hospital supplies and clothing.
Mr. BLAKE. Can the hon. gentleman not give us any

idea of how this $700,000 is made up-whether it covers
the whole or part of the expenditure up to this time for
these classes of expenditures. I may add that I am quite
prepared to make very great allowances for the necessarily
enhanced cost of an emergency such as this. It would be
grossly unfair to those in authority to deal with this ques.
tion in any other spirit than that. When things have to be
doue in a very great hurry, on a very large scale, at a very
great distance, no man, having the smallest feeling of fair
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play, would be disposed to exact such a very strict and
accurate inspection of the procodure which was being taken
with the view to economical results as under ordinary,
normal conditions. But while I state that as my present
feeling, and the feeling with which I shall be quite disposed
to criticise the details of this expenditure, I must say that
I have been alarmed by statements I myself have received
as to the character of some of the management in the North.
West, with reference to the transport of the expedition
thither. My particular information has been with refer-
ence to the transport of some supplies from the front
into the interior. I do not make or imply any
charge against the Minister of Militia, directly, for that.
I have no grounds upon which I could make or imply any
such charge against him, because I do not know what has
reached his ears, or whether it reached his ears in time to
mend the abuses, for so they seem to me, from the informa-
tion I have received, that have grown up in those remote
districts. I am afraid it will be found that some of the hon.
gentleman's offcers-and I once again say he was obliged,
in a hurry, to find men to do the duty, aduty to which they
were unaccustomed, and therefore I am not surprised that
there were mistakes-made contracts of a most extravagant
character, and that there was a waste of force and energy,
and an expenditure on a scale and with a profusion which it
is extremely difficult to understand. That being the state of
the case, as stated to me, I am anxious to know what, from
the hon. gentleman's information, this estimate divides itself
into, in the general sense in which I have put it, and whether
it covers the whole cost of this branch of expenditure.

Mr. CARON. I can state to the hon. gentleman that
-when it became necessary for the Department of Militia to
send in, at a moment's notice, some 5,000 men, to meet the
immediate necessity, I felt, as ever hon, gentleman will
understand, the full responsibility which devolved upon me.
I felt it was imperative for the Department of Militia, that
it was due to the country and to the volunteers who arec
sacrificing their business to fight the battles of their conntry,
to make every provision so that those volunteers would
suffer as little as possible in the campaign that was then
opening. I am perfectly prepared to say that at that
moment, when it beame the duty of the Department of
Militia to organise the commissariat, it was impossible fori
the Department to make anything like a bargain. We had
to take advantage of everything we could lay our hands
upon, so as to convey these supplies as rapidly as possiblej
to the front. From that period we have been greatly
reducing tl e cost of transport, and every other branch of the
services We have been reducing it to a system;. we havei
been cancelling contracta where we considered the transportj
was too extravagant or too high, and when that transportg
which, according to our views, was more expensive than
it should be, could be replaced by a cheaper transport,
provided it would not interfere with the operations of the1
troops at the front. Our troops depended absolutely on the
transport; the season was most inclement; the roads were
impassable; nmoreover, the teanisters were very reluctant
to undertake the service, from the fact that at the time the
cry had gone over the country that the dangers of war
were really very much greater than they turned ont to be;
and it became almost impossible for us to organise any'
thing like a transport system. I question whether, if it
had not been for the hetp that was given to the Depart-i
ment by the Hudson Bay Company, and the valuable assist-
ance given us by Mr. Wrigley, the gentleman who is in
charge of the Hudson Bay Company at Winnipeg, it wouldj
not have been impossible to achieve what we have achieved.i
The great difficulty was, at a moment's notice, to organiseî
all these different branches of the service, and hon. gentle.
men will understand that we had no time te spare. It hadc
to be done at a moment's notice; consequently, the expense

Mr. Bràxz.

was greater than if we had had five or six months before
us, and could use our own men and organise under the
supervision of our own staff. We had to depend upon
strangers. The hon. gentleman, in his opening remarks,
referred to what he called my neglect in not bringing
down the first Message before the time I did.
When the Message came down I explained that I
had been using the moncy that had been voted by
Parliament for the purpose of meeting the immediate
expense that occurred in despatching troops to the front;
the $700,000 that was granted at the time has all been
expended. The expenditure has been for the payment of
men and for the large quantities of supplies we had to get.
We had to provide blankets, rubber blankets, socks, shirts,
boots, shoes, almost every article that was required in
that campaign, and naturally most of those articles were
paid for out of the money which was given me. I do not
wish to mislead the House by inaking statements here to-
night that later might be considered statements made at
haphazard. I say that the amount of money which is now
asked for 'is for the purpose of meeting $500,000 for the
pay and subsistence of about 6,000 men per month. Besides
that we have 700 horses, the cost connected with which it
is next to impossible for me to say. We have very little
information about the column which is under the command
of Major-General Strange. Hon. gentlemen know that the
lines were all down for a long period of time; we
had to use couriers, at a heavy expense, and hon.
gentlemen will be surprised when they come to consider
what that service, which was indespensible, cost. The gene-
ral and other officers commanding columns had to be kept
in daily communications with headquarters, so that their
wants might be attended to, and we paid an immense
amount of money in keeping up a system of couriers, who
kept the different commanding officers and the Department
in daily communication. When the accounts are brought
down ion. gentlemen will see that, under the circum-
stances, every possible precaution was taken by the Depart-
ment to secure as much economy as possible; but I felt the
responsibility of my position, and I felt I would not be
deserving of the position I occupied, if 1 had hesitated one
moment, for any consideration of expense, to do all that lay
in my power to make a success of the campaign which is
now very nearly terminated and which might have lasted very
much longer. I do not wish to keep back information, but
I do not wish to go into details before I can get information
in so precise and exact a form that it may be of use and
value to the House. Hon. gentlemen will see that
every precaution was taken to meet the immediate wants
of' the troops, to meet the requirements of a great emer-
gency, and to do.so as economically as possible, under the cir-
cumstances.

Mr. LANGELIER. I would call the attention of the
Minister of Militia and Defence to some information which I
have got, and which I think is reliable information. I
understand that, in several places where corps of volunteers
are stationed, supply officers have been appointed. Instead
of appointing some of the officers, who would be quite able to
perform the duty, some people have been appointtd, taken
from all parts of the country; in fact, pelitical partisans.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh, oh.
Mr. LANGELIER. This seems to surprise hon. gentle-

men on the other side of the House. If it is desired, I Cau
give names. I may mention one case. 1 will not give the
name, unlees it is insisted on. At Calgary, a broken up
grocer from Montreal las been appointed supply offlCer,
and I am told that, in almost every place where volunteers
are stationed, the sanme thing las oeen done. I do not say
it has been by the orders of the Department of Militia. I
do not know anything of the way in which it was
done, but the system followed appears to consist m'
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appointing people from several parts of the country, who
have no particular experience in purchasing supplies, who
have, at all events, much less experience than the officers in
command of the corps stationed in these places. I am told
that these supply officers receive very high pay. I do not
object to that, but I think it would be advisable to give
those positions to the volunteers themselves. They are
giving their time for almost nothing for this country, and
I think if there is any advantage to be given, it should be
given to them, rather than to political hacks.

ir, CARON. Under the emergency, I used the officers
to command the troops, and I used the grocers to look after
the groceries. I believe I am not open to the charge of any
political partisanship @o far as the management of this
campaign is concerned. The hon. gentleman's information,
I already perceive, is not always very correct, and I think
that, when the time comes to discuss these matters, which
it is impossible to discuss to-day, because we have not got
the information, I shall be prepared to meet any charge
brought by the hon. gentleman, or anyother hon. gentleman,
and to explain the line of conduct which I have adopted
and carried out, and which, so far as we know, has been
successfully carried out.

Mr. BLAKE. The hon. gentleman bas not yet answered
either of my questions. lie has not given me any appor-
tionment. He says that about $1,000,000 of the $1,700,000
is for pay, but he cannot give any apportionment of the
other 8700,000. That is an answer, but he as not answered
the other part of the question, whether this 61,700,000
represents his approximate estimate of the expense under
those heads up to this date, or, if not, up to what date ?

Mr. CARON. The $700,000 is all expended. The
61,000,000 I am now asking for will represent the expendi-
ture for one month, under the different heads I have men-
tioned, which the Department will be called upon to pay.

Mr. BLAKE. Then the $1,'00,000 -the $700,000 already
voted and the $1,000,000 now asked for-will leave us at
least 8300,000 behind ?

Mr. CARON. It is impossible for me to say.

Mr. BLAKE. The hon, gentleman says the $1,000,000
represents the total expenses for one month.

Mr. CAIRON. As far as I have been able to give the hon.
gentleman the information. Of course, I do not want to be
tied down to any statement I may make, because it is impos-
sible for me to give any reliable imiformation now.

Mr. BLAKE. I quite understand that the hon. gentle-
man cannot give as exact an estimate on this subject as he
could give under ordinary circumstances, with reference to
ordinary estimates, nor do I ask as much. I quite under-
stood, when he came to us, a good while ago, that his state-
ment was necessarily of the vaguest possible character, and
I did not ask any questions about it ut all. It was accepted
in the sense which he intended. 1 do not intend to old
him to.,the division which he then stated. I do not make
any comment upon the fact that the amount to be paid i
very much larger, because it was impossible for him to
know how much the forces would be increased which it was
his duty to call into the field; and if he had to get more
men, of course he would have to give more pay. But, of
course, it is possible to come nearer the thing now than it
waa then, because then he was dealing almost entirely with
the future, and now, as he tells us, he i dealing almost
entirely with the past, though not yet with the recorded
past. Now, he says that $1,000,000 is a rough estimate of
a month'sexpenditure for all those heads. So my remark was
that, as this has lasted about two months, that would be
82,000,000, and that would lave us $8300,000 behind, or
about that.

Mr. CARON. The hon, gentleman will understand that
the expenditure has been increasing every day. When I
asked for the $700,000 we had a very few battalions called
out. They were going to the front; but the great expendi-
ture which was incurred when they loft the line of railway
to go into the interior, increased our expenditure enor-
mously. The lon. gentleman cannot have the least idea of
how rapidly the expenditure increased as soon as our troops
left the line of railway. The different services, as I have
tried to explain, had to be organised immediately, and tbe
expenditure for transport was very.large indeed. I have
given the hon. gentleman every information which I
ossess; and I do not believe that it is possible, or could
ave been possible, to make it any more explicit than I

have done, because I have not the information which will
ermit me to make an estimate, and tell the House exactly

how the expenditure is divided.
Committee rose and reported the resolation.

SUPPLY-CONCURRENCE.
House proceeded to consider resolution reported from

Committee of Supply.
That a sum not exceeding $1,000,000 be granted to &er Majesty, for

the purpose of meeting the ex penses incurred d uring the ear enln the
30th June, 1885, in connection with the troubles of the North-WeatTer-
ritories; this sum being in addition to the amount of 5700,000 voted in
Committee of Supply on Thursday, the 23rd of April, last.

Mr. CARON moved the first reading of tbe resolution.
Mr. BLAKE. The hon, gentleman has hoard the state-

ment which I made with reference to bis proposal a little
while ago, that this report should be receivol now. I
pointed out that, on the first occasion when a vote of credit
for the operations of tho war was askod, a Message was
brought down, submitted to the House, and left on the
Table for many days before any action was taken upon it,
and then we were called upon to act upon the score of a
public emergency, which caused the hon. gentleman to
invite us to suspend all the rules and proceed immediately
to a concurrence in the resolution, in order that he might
get money which he required at that instant. I pointed out
at that time the inconvenionce of that course, and that I did
not perceive how the hon. gentleman could justify those
delays which had resulted in the emergency at that moment.
Notwithstanding, I yielded, since he stated that the emer-
gency existed. I did not expect a recurrence of the same
procedure, and on this occasion the on. gentleman bas had
ample opportunity, from week to week and from mont bto
month, to know when lis resources were getting low, and
when he would want more money, and when It would be
necessary to bring down a Message asking for more money.
At least a week ago he decided that he would want
81,000,000 more, and he obtained the assent of the Council
to that Message on the 22nd of May. He retained that
Message from the 22nd May to the night of the 29th, and
then he says: The emergency i so pressing that I must
ask yon to suspend all the rules and give me tbe money in
ten minutes, instead of adopting the ordinary, the wise, the
salutary, the constitutional practice of the House in regard
to votes of money Now, the hon. gentleman has not
answered that observation. Before I can give my consent
to the suspension of the rule, I think it is fitting we should
have some explanation of the circumstance to which I have
alluded.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The circumstances have
materially altered since then. The fortunate results of the
action of our little army have been such that we hope they
are nearly approaching to the suppression of the rebellion
and the restoration of peace. At one time it looked as if
we were threatened with a long war, and we might have
had to ask for a larger sum. As regards my hon. friend
aking for au explanation just now, I am going to follow
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this motion with another, that when this House adjourns it-
stands adjourned until Monday at half.past one o'clock,
as my hon. friend, I think, would like to have concurrence
in this resolution, so that he may utilise it on Monday.

Mr. BLAKE. I am unable to observe the validity of the
hon. gentleman's explanation. On the 22nd of M ay the
Government decided that they wanted a million for the war,
and tbey obtained Ris Excellency's assent to a Message to
thie House asking for a million. The hon. gentleman says
ho waited from day to day to know whether he would not
be wanting some more money, and that was the reason
he did not submit that Message. He knew he wanted
that much, at any rate, and he thought he might want
some more. But now that the war is going to finish,
and ho will want less money, ho asks for the million at
once. The emergency has got greater, the pressure has got
more extreme, just as the necessities of the Government got
less. There is really no excuse, when, on the 22nd of M ay,
that million was wanted, why the ordinary formi of proce-
dure should not have been observed. I wish to emphasise
that proposition, because you will observe how rapidly bad
habits grow. I suppose, if it had not been for my hon.
friend's generous assent the last time when the Government
was aslang 8700,000, the hon. gentleman, instead of keep-
ing that Message in his pocket, would have put it on the
Table, and we would have had reasonable notice of what the
demands of the Government were, and would have be3n in
a reasonable position to have accumulated such information
as we could from the outside, since the hon. gentleman does
not choose to impart any to us. But when I was so willing
formerly to permit the rules to be infringed, in consequence
of the hon. gentleman's demand, he trusts to that, perhaps
mistaken generosity, and ho goes farther the next time; for,
instead of bringing down the Message, as he did the last
time, ho keeps the Message in hie pocket and fires it off at
us as if it was a Gatling gun, with a million shots in it. I
therefore feel it necessary to emphasise the circum-
stance, in order that it may be understood, if it
be the unanimous pleasure of the House upon this
occasion once again to depart from the salutary rule,
that it is not donc without remonstrance, without
protest, without objection and without a formal statement,
which I beg now to make, that except for cause which indi-
cates an emergency not capable of being guarded against
by earlier action on the part of the Government, I shaIl be
extremely indisposed, on any future occasion, as one humble
member of this House, to permit a violation of its whole-
some rules, nor should I do it now, except for one thing-it
is not the Government that would be punished, but the
volunteers, and as the volunteers are to be punished for the
sins of the Government if this report is not now received,
I do not propose that to their hardships should be added
another hardship ; therefore I shall give my consent.

Resolution read and concurred in.
Mr. BLAKE. I suppose this is treated as the former

one, as a vote of credit.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. O, yes. Mr. Speaker, I

now move that the resolution adopted tis day, that when
the House adjourns it stand adjourned until to-morrow, be
discharged.

Motion agreed to.
Mr. BLAKE. What business does the hon. gentleman

propose to take up on Monday ?
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. A new measure altogether

-the Franchise Bill.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved ihe adjournment

of the louse.
Motion agreed to; and the House adjourned at 10:40, p.m.

&ir Jo< A. MAGDo .D

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

MoNDÂr, lst June, 1885.

The SPEAKEn took the Chair at half-past One o'clock.

PR&Anas.

GOVERNMENT RiGHTS TO THE BEACH AND DEEP
WATER LOTS OF CERTAIN RIVERS.

Mr. VANASSE asked, Whether the Dominion Govern.
ment is the proprietor of the beach and deep water loi s on
the banks of the rivers Yamaska, St. Francis and Nicolet?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Mr. Speaker, in answer to
the hon. gentleman, I may say, after consulting with the
Minister of Justice, that he is not in a position to give a
positive reply on this point. Everything depends on the
land grants on the shores of the river. In some instances
grants have been made down to the water, and in other
cases they have been made as far as the middle of the river,
and then those grants have their effect. If, on the contrary,
the grants have not been made as far as the shore of the
river, then arises the question to which authority, the
federal or local, is entrusted the control of the bed of the
rivers. From a decision given by a high court of justice,
and from an Order in Council passed some twelve or fifteen
years ago, it seems that the control of the rivers belongs to
the Crown, as represented by the local authority. How-
ever, if the part of the river mentioned in the enquiry of
the hon. member is part of a harbor, thon its control
belongs to the Federal Government.

CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY.

Mr. EDGAR (for Mr. BLÂAKE) asked, Whether the authori.
ties of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company have signified
to the Government their willingness and ability, under the
resolutions on the Table, to acomplish the several points
proposed by the president to be acomplished, in case the
Government acceded to the terms of his letter of the 18th
March last, viz.: 1. To complete the road; its equipment,
fixed and rolling, improvements and terminals, between
Montreal and Coal arbor, on English Bay, including snow-
sheds, &c., and Quebec terminal facilities and telegraph
system; 2. To extend the Manitoba South-Western Rail-
way ; 3. To complete the lino to Sault Ste. Marie; 4. To
secure a connection with the city and harbor of Quebec;
5. With reasonable aid from the Government, to extend the
Canadian Pacific Railway system to the ocean ports of the
Maritime Provinces; 6. To aid indirectly in securing the
early completion of the Ontario division to the Detroit
river; 7. To remove forever all necessity for any further
applications to the Government for assistance on the part of
the company.

Mr. POPE. I am not aware of any correspondence hav-
ing taken place since the resolutions were laid on the
Table.

SALE OF TICKETS ON THE CHATHAM BRANCH
OF THE INTERCOLONIAL.

Mr. EDGAR (for Mr. BLAKE) asked, Io it true, as stated
in the Miramichi Advance, of the 2lst May, that the Govern-
ment refuse to allow Intercolonial Railway tickets to be
sold at Chatham station, of the Chatham branch road? If
so, why so ? Is it true, as stated in the same paper, that
the Intercolonial Railway issues return tickets from New-
cattle to St. John, good for eight days, while the return
tickets from Chatham Junction to St. John are good for four
days only ? If sotwhy so ?
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Mr. POPE. The Chatham branch is on exactly the same

basis as other branches, as regards the sale of tickets over
the Intercolonial Railway, namely, to sell tickets over the
Intercolonial Railway to St. John, Moncton and a few other
places. The manager of the Chatham branch, although-it
appeara he had tickots printed, has never offered them for
sale, and.refuses to sell beyond the limita of the Chatham
branch. The Intercolonial Railway bas a ticket agent, on
commission, in Chatham, who sells through tickets to all
points on the Intercolonial. Return tickets between
Chatham and St. John, and also Newcastle and St. John,
have been good for eight days. Chatham Junction being
in the middle of a swamp, and no settlements near, remained,
until recently, good for four days only. The manager of the
Chatham branch, however, only sella tickets te Chatham
Junction; hence return tickets from Chatham Junction to
St. John were found to be necessary. in consequence of the
action of the manager of the Chatham branch, and they
were thon made the same as those to Chatham and New-
castle. Since the question was put upon the Table I have
received the following letter:

" I am in receip t of your favor of the 21st instant. I find now that
the tickets from St. John to Ohatham are in order, being isued on the
same terme as to Newcastle. The diference in thereturn tickets occurred
at Chatham Junction. I have learned, since writing you, that this
matter has been rectified also."

CANADIAN PAC[FIC RAILWAY-LOCATION.

Mr. E DGAR (for Mr. BLAÂR) asked, Whether the plan
and profile of the proposed change in the location of the
Canadian Pacific Railway, near the Illecillawaet Creek, B.C.,
have yet been laid before the Governmont ? If so, whon ?
Whether such plan and profile have been approved ? If so,
when ?

Mr. POPE. It bas not been laid before the Government
Does that answer the whole question ?

Mr. EDGAR. Yes.

CANADIAN PACIFIC RIA TLWAY-CURVES,
GENTS AND GRADES.

TAN.

Mr. EDGAR (for Mr. BLArE) asked, Whether the Govern-
ment engineers bave prepared, with reference to the Cana-
dian Pacifie Railway, tables of curves, tangents and grades,
in sections similar to those laid before Parliament in the
report of the surveyors of the Yellow. lead Paso, and
similar to those laid before Parliament this Session in res-
pect of the surveys of the propoaed Short Line Railway ?
Whether the company has submitted to the Government
such tables ? Whether the the Government engineers or
the company have been requested to prepare and submit
such tables ? If not, why not ?

Mr. POPE. In answer to the first part of the question-
they are in course of preperation; to the next part-no such
thing has been submitted to the Government; the answer
to the third part-the Government engineers are preparing
such tables.

SAWDUST IN LA HAVE RIVER, N.S.

Mr. FORBES asked, Does the Department of Marine and
Fisheries intend to put the sawdust law into operation in
relation to the La Have river, in the county of Lunenburg,
Nova Scotia, during the present summer?

Mr. McLELAN. It is the intention of the Department
to do so.

FISH LADDERS IN THE LA HAVE RIVER, N.S.
Mr. FORBES asked, Ioait the intention of the Department

of Marine and Fisheries, through its proper ofilcer, to remove

the preent fûsh ladders from the dams eof mill owaers in the
La Have river, Lunenburgh county, and replace tbe same
with Danison's natural fish-ways as recommended by him.
self ?

Mr. McLELAN. It is the intention of the Department
to place fish-ways in the dams for fish, and the enquiry is
now being made a to the best means of doing so.

CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY-CONNECTION
WITH QUEBEC.

Mr. EDGAR (for Mr. BLAIC) asked, Whether the Gov.
ernment has yet completed plans to be submitted to Parlia.
ment for the Canadian Pacifie Railway connection with
Quebec ?

Mr. POPE. No, it has not.

SHORT LINE TO THE MARITIME PROVINCES.

Mr. EDGAR (for Mr. BLAKE) asked, Whether the Gov.
ernment bas yet completed plans to be submitted to Parlia.
ment for the construction of the short lino between the
Province of Quebec and the ocean ports of the Maritime
Provinces ?

Mr. POPE. Only such as the hon, gentleman has seen
before the House.

CAPE BRETON RAILWAY.

Mr. EDGAR (for Mr. BLAxir) asked, Whether the Gov.
ernment has yet completed plans to be submited to Parlia.
ment for the construction of the Cape Breton Railway ?

Mr. POPE. No; they are considering the question.

PRIVILEGE-TIMBER REGULATIONS IN BRITISU
COLUMBIA.

Mr. GORDON. Before proceeding to the Orders of the
Day, I rise to a question of privilege. My notice hs been
drawn to an article in the Ottawa Fee Preus, of Friday
last, refiecting somewhat upon members from Britis
Columbia-at least, severely reflecting upon two of them,
1 will read the article, and thon explain the charges:

" Mr. Reid, M. P., for Caribeo, B. 0., left for home a week ago on thé
pretence that he did not care to support the Franchise Bill any longer,
but the true cause of hie sudden disappearance bas now come to hglit.
He had always been a steadfast supporter of the Government, but befere
his departure he recelved a telegram from hie leading constituents, tell.
lng him that he was at perfect liberty to oppose the Government if they
did not immediately modify the obnoxious Dominion timberregulations.
Mr. Reid therefore left for nome on account of the threatening aspect of
affairs in his Province. British Oolumbians ho are receiving telegrams
of an alarming nature from that Province.

" Mr. Blake will, to-morrow, formally ask the Governmont whether
it ls aware of the rumors of dissatisfaction lu British Columbia on
account of the Dominion timber limit regulations, and if it ias taken
steps to remove that dissatisfaction by the modification of the regulations.

" This morning Mr. Gordon, M.P., was approached by an Inquisitive
Liberal member of the Parliament, who desiîed to know what truth
there was in the rumore coming from the Pacinfe Province.

"l'It would be wise for our people,' said Mr. Gordon, M.P., '1not to
take extreme stops, but to present their grievances formally, and then
theyTwill be redressed.'

'But what were you British olumbian member doing,' replied the
Liberal M.P., 'when these objectionable timber regulations were passed ?
You were ohere at the time.'

" 'Oh, we were not conulted,' replied Mr. Gordon.
" ' Not consulted,' replied the Liberal M.P., with satonishment, 'why,

what kind of Government supporters are you, that the Government does
not consult you respecting matters concernmng your own Province?'

" Mr. Gordon then left."

Bearing upon the same subject, I will read a similar article
in the St. John Telegraph, being a special, dated at Ottawa,
May 27:

aThe tbretenaing state of publie afair£ lu Britsh Oolumb a causes
alegrae. Laut rick ft r. Reid,n Id. for Westminster distriot wa
telegraphed te that if the Geverume4t 414 uot inmedblato rmqdy th.
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Dew regulations enforced upon the holders of timber limits in the rail.
way belt of British Oolumbia, he was to oppose the Government, which
he has hitherto supported. Mr. Reid immediately left for the Pacific
coast to see what was the matter. British Columbia papers received
here to-night openly talk of armed rebellion and secession from the
Confederation if justice be not done. It is the North-West trouble in a
new form."

Now, Sir, from my long acquaintance with Mr. Reid, and
and from a thorough knowledge of his character, I felt
that the article with reference to him was false in every
respect, but in order to make sure, before bringing the
matter before the House, I sent him this telegram:

"FPree Press says you left ou pretence that you did not care to sup-
port the Franchise Bil any longer, but that the real cause was that you
had received a telegram from your leading constituents, telling you that
yon were at liberty to oppose the Government if they did not immediately
modify their obnoxious timber regulations. Is the statement true or
false ? Answer.

"D. W. GORDON."
To which I received the following reply:

" VIcTorn, B.O., 30th May.
Pr.. Pr655 statements are both decidedly untrue. Please correct

4"JAS. REID."

Now, Sir, with reference to that portion of the article refer-
ring to myself, I have this to say: That since I have been
a inember of Parliament I have never intruded my society
upon any member, so far as I am aware of. I have always
met in a friendly spirit members from both sides of the
House, and have always regarded conversations held with
them as of such a character that I should consider it not
only unwarrantable but dishonorable to go and peddle those
conversations to the newspapers of either party, with a
view of making any political or party capital out of the
sarne. With regard to the conversation that is said to have
occurred between myself and the "inquisitive " member on
the other side, I do not know that I can call to mind which
member is alluded to. I have had conversations with
several of them, and also with a number of citizens,
who were enquiring as to the state of affairs in British
Columbia. I did not guard my remarks, as I felt that
I was talking to honorable men, I have always felt, in con-
versation with members on both sides of the House,
that I was talking with honorable men. I do remember
saying, as reported, that I thought it would be better
for our people not to take extreme measures, and that the
grievances, if any, would be removed. I am astonished to
think that the inquisitive member oven ut that into the
report. With regard to stating that the British Columbia
members were not consulted-I am perfectly satisfied, if I
have any recollection of what occurred, that it is entirely
untrue. The question was asked me (and there was a gen-
tleman présent who called my attention to it afterwards)
and I turned away without making any answer to that
question. I had reasons of my own for not answering such
a question. The conversation extended to many minor
details as to the timber regulations, which I do not think
it necessary to repeat, and which I will not repeat. But
the most significant part of the whole matter is the fact that
dove.tailed in between these calumnieson Mr.Ried and myself
we find a notice of that interesting question, that one of the
Minister'es has just asked, shall be allowed to stand over
until the First Minister is in his place, viz.:

< That Mr. Blake will, to-morrow formally ask the Government
whether it is aware of the rumore of âissatisfaction in British Columbia
on account of the Dominion timber limit regulations, and if it bas taken
steps to remove that dissatisfaction by the modification of those regula-
tions."

I am sure Mr. Reid does not, and I am sure we do not wish
to become scapegoats for carrying any such questions on
Mr. Blake's part into British Columbia. The distortion of
a conversation between members is totally unworthy of any
hon. member, and if the hon. member who is responsible

Mr. GOUDON.

for it will rise in his place it will release all other hon,
members on that side of the House from bing, as it were,
regarded as the inquisitive member.

Mr. FEIRGUSON (Welland). I happened to be present
at the time the conversation referred to took place. The
hon. member called my attention to it when hé saw the
article the following morning. I remember the discussion
that took place in regard to the timber dues in the North.
West and in British Columbia, and I can say that the hon.
gentleman who has just spoken, used no language or said
anything from which the inference could be drawn that is
contained in that article. I remember distinctly, when the
question was asked to which reférence bas been made-
I was somewhat curions to ascertain whether the
hon. gentleman had been consulted by the Gov-
ern ment, and being so curions on the point, I remember
most distinctly that hé made no reply to the question asked.
I think it is a pity that the sanctity of private and confiden.
tial conversation-not confidential,but private-in the smok.
ing room and in the corridors of the House should be thus
violated and made use of by hon. members and published,
even if they were true. I am free in conversing as to political
affaire and as to matters before the House, and I do not
think any hon. member should make use of such conversa-
tions (pr party or other purposes. .I think it is a pity if such
is done, and I hope the présent case will act as a reproof to
members, or will, at least, put Conservative members upon
their guard in using language in conversations on matters of
this kind.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). The statement made by the
hon. gentleman is quite correct. It is not creditable that
private conversations of members outside of the Chamber,
and made in confidence between members, should be retailed.
But the hon. gentleman must recollect that this is not the
first time this thing bas occurred. We have had in the
House more than one hon. member stating that private con-
versation between himself and another hon. member had
been used for party purposes.

Mr. LANDERKIN. I think the Minister of Customs
made that statement himself.

Mr. BOWELL. You ought to be prepared to sustain that
assertion.

ST. CLAIR RANCHE COMPANY.

Mr. E DGAR (for Mr. BLKE) asked, How rnucb renthas
been paid by the St. Clair Ranche Campany? How much
rent is due by that company? fHow much stock has been
placed on its range by the company ? Has the company
complied with the terms of ite lease ? Is the Government
aware that the lése is an obstacle to settlement, and is being
held on speculation ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. One thousand dollars bas
been paid. There is no rent due by the company. So far,
the company has not placed any cattle on the ranche. In
fact, the léase is not yet executed. The lease will not prove
an obstacle to settlement, and is not being held on specu-
lation.

DOMINION LANDS IN BRITISH COLUMBIA-
TIMBER DUES.

Mr. EDGAR (for Mr. BLÂK) asked, Whether the
Government has recently largely increased the timber dues
on Dominion lands in British Columbia over the rates hère-
tofore imposed by the authorities ? Whether the Govern-
ment has established any limitation as to the area of British
Columbia timber limite to be conceded to an individual ?
Whether the Government has been informed that the saW-
milling industry in British Columbia is very much
depresed, that the increase of dues is materially affecting
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it, and that great discontent has been produced by th
regulation ? Whether it is intended to modify the regila
tion ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Since the opening up of
the country and the construction of the Canadian Pacifie
Railway the timber in the railway belt of British
Columbia has been greatly enhanced in value; and on the
25th April regulations were passed by the Governor in
in Conncil, by which an increase in the duties imposed undor
the regulations with respect to British Columbia was made.
The area of the Dominion timber limits lu the railway bolt
is fixed from time to time by the Governor in Council.
Representations have been received from prominent mem-
bers of Parliament from British Columbia that the timber
industry is depressed, and the matter is now receiving
consideration at the hands of the Government. That is the
answer sent to me by the Dapartment. Personally, I have
received representations on the subject, stating that the
timber industry is depressed, and asking for a reduction of
duos on timber in the railway blt.

COLONISATION COMPANIES.

Mr. EDGAR (for Mr. BLAKE) asked, Whether the
Government have yet settled their plans for modifying the
agreements with colonisation companies? Whother the
proposals of the Government on this sabject will be laid
before Parliament?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The proposal of the
Government will be laid before Parliament. It is not quite
settled, but it will be laid before Parliament.

THE FRANCHISE BILL.

House again resolved itsolf into Committoe on Bill (No.
103) respecting the Electoral Franchise.

(In the Committeo.)

On section 12,
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I am glad to observe

that the member for North York (Mr. Mulock), is prosent.
I have remodelled the clause to a considorable extent, and if
hon. gentlemen will look at it they will se how it is pro-
posed to amend it :

" The returning officer who prepares the first list of voters of any
electoral district under this Act shall, as soon as possible after taking
the oath of office, obtain a certified copy or certified copies of the last
revised assessment roll or rolls, if any there be in the electoral district
for which he is appointed, and also a certified copy or certified copies
of the last revised list or lista of voters of such electoral districts, pre-
pared under the statute of the Province relating to the assessment and
voters' list respectively, for elections for the Provincial Legislature.'

I put in an amendment, because I fnd there is neither an
assessment roll nor a voters' list in the Province of Prince
Edward Island; and so I insert, that where there is no such
list a certified copy of the poll book or poll books at the
last election, in each electoral district, shall be obtained.
Then the next line is struck out-about the non-paymen t of
taxes on income:

" And he shall proceed, as speedily as possible, with the aid thereof,
and of such other information as ho can obtain, to ascertain and prepare
ap-

Now, I insert some words providing that the revising officer
shal prepare a preliminary list for the eloctoral district and
publiih it. I insert here:

" Shall ascertain and prepare a separate list for eseh municipality in
the electoral district, and wherever there is not a municipality, a sepa-
rate ht for hacltowdshir, parish, polling district or other known divi-
SIca of tiec doctoral district."

The clause thon proceeds:
" Of the several persons who, according to the provisions of this Act

are entitled to be registered as votera, and to vote under this Act at any
election for such electoral district, which list shall çeonain the names of

.38]

e such persons in alphabetical order, and shall be la the form contained
in scheduleI ''D " to this Act, indicating in the proper column thereof
whether such persons respectively are qualified in respect of real pro-
perty, as owners, tnants, occupants, purchasers in occupation under

f the Crown, or otherwise, stating the numbers of the lots, portions of
lots, and concessions, streets or other most available description of the
real property in respect of which they are so qualified, and their post
office addresses, as nearly as can be ascertained by the said officer, or as
farinera' sons, or the sons of owners of real property other than farmers,
stating the numbers of the lots, portions of lots, concessions or utreets,
or other available description of the real property of their fathers or
mothers, in respect of which they are qualified as farmera' or other
owiers' sons, as hereinbefore provided, or whether they are qualilled in
respect of income; and as to sons of farmers or of other owners as afore-
sai, and voters on income, stating also in the said list, in the proper
columns thereof, the residences and post office addresses of such persons,
as nearly as can be ascertained by hlm; and after having so prepared
the said list thi revising offieer sha ligu the same ai such.

Thon I add a proviso to the following effect:-

" Provided, that such asasesment list shall be taken by the revising
officer as primilfacïe evidence of value, and such voters',Àist or polling
books, as the case may be, as primàjacie evidence of the qualification to
vote."

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). I think it a very unreason-
able proposition on the part of the Firsat Minister to expect
the committee to dise uss intelligontly the amendments which
ho proposes to make, having sprang thom on the House on
the very spur of the moment. Now, on this occasion the
First Minister proposes four or five amondments. They
are intertwined and interlarded with the clause in such a
way that it is utterly impossible, for me, at all ovents, to
understand their true meaning. 1 think the least the
Governmont could do in such cases would be to give notico
of these amendments, ut least a day in advance, so that
we may understand how far they materially change
the clause which is under discussion. Now, I do not
think that any person in the House, except the Firat
Minister and the hon. member for North York-and I do not
suppose that they are the only members of this Houso-can
understand clearly the effect of these amendments. As I
understand this clause, it provides the mode in which the
revising officor shahl procure the necessary evidence upon
which he is to base his first voters' list. Under the Bilf as
it was first introducod the revisingr officer was bound to pro-
pare his list in a certain way, by obtaining a certified copy
of the assessment roll from the local muunicipality. Of
course, so far as the Province of Ontario is concerned, that
is ail satisfactory, so far as it goes, but I understand in some
of the Provinces they have no such thing as an assosment
roll at all, and there, of course, it would be uselose to
attempt to obtain it. He is also authorised to obtain a
certified copy of the last revised votera' list, prepared by the
proper officer, of voters on income who are u .defauit.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That is ail struck ont.

Mr. CAME RON. So I understand. Does the hon. Firsat
Minister intend that it shall be a condition precedent to a
man's right of registration that ho shall have paid the taxes
imposed upon him by the local municipality, or can ho vote
if he is assessed on income, whether h has paid the taxes
or not ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes.
Mr. CAMERON. There is no restriction whatever ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No restriction. It is
similar in that respect to the last Ontario Act, which does
not provide that a person qualified on income must have
paid his taxes.

Mr. CAMERON. The hon. gentleman has made another
amendment in this section, the nature of which I do not
exactly understand, as the information on which the revising
officer shall base his first list. So far there are just
two sources of information-the assessment roll and the
voters' list. I understand that the hon, gentleman also
proposes that the revising officor shall get a çortified
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copy of the voters' list used at the last election, and, whore
they have not a votera' list, a copy of the poll book
used at the last election. That comes back to the old
proposition we have been arguing for all along. The
hon. gentleman proposes to authorise the revising officers
to utilise to a large extent the local machinery. He goes
to the assessor or municipal clerk and gets from him
the last revised assessment roll; or he gets a certified copy
of the voters' list used at the last election, or a certified
copy of the poll book used at the last election, and from these
three sources he is authorised to make up his voters' list.
The hon. gentleman having utilised the local machinery so
fer, it would be infinitely botter if he utilised it for the pre.
paration of the voters' liste in the first instance. The local
officials have every information and material at their hand,
and they can make ont the list at very little cost to the
country a large. The hon. gentleman knows that the
revising officer cannot get certified copies of the assessment
roll or of the provincial voters' list, or of the poll book, with-
out paying for them. Who has to pay for thenm? The
revising officer in the first instance, and then the country.
If the hon, gentleman, instead of authorising the revising
officer to utilise the local machinery, would himself utilise
it, and authorise the men who now prepare the voters' liste
for the Province, to prepare them for the Dominion, the
liste so prepared would, I think, be satisfactory to all par-
ties. We know that the local officers are not all of one
political stripe; some are Liberals, though the majority, I
am sorry to say, are Conservatives; but they are respon-
sible to tho people. If they are guilty of any frauds or
wrongs, they are liable teobe turned out of office at the
municipal eloction which comes around every year ; so that
there is some guarantee that justice and right would be done
if the matter was left in the hande of the local authorities.
Can the hon. First Minister assign any substantial reason,
why, having gone so far, he does not go the whole distance ?
le cannot say that ho las no authority or control over the
municipal officers, and cannot make them Dominion officers
for the preparation of the list, because that is just what he
does. He authorises the revising officer to get fron them
the necessary information, and if he cannot force them to
give it, this proposition is wholly useless. There are roasons
why the preparation of the votere' list should be left with
the local authorities. The revising officer is entirely depen-
dent on the information he gets from them. The local
officer-the assessor, or the clerk of the township,
who prepares a list under the local law-has
full knowledge of every individual in the municipality.
He has perhaps lived there ail hie life time. I do not sup-
pose that in the Province of Ontario, there is a township
clerk who has been four or five years performing his duty,
who is not as thoroughly conversant with every individual
in the municipality as the hon, gentleman is with his fol-
lowers; he knows every man, and his qualifications, and if
he does not know every particular about him, it is the
easiet matter in the world for him to get the information
to enable him to prepare a correct voters' list. That being
so, why should not the hon. gentleman get direct from the
local authorities what he authorises the revising officer to
got from them at second hand ? The hon. gentleman knows
that the systema of utilising the local machinery for the pre-
paration of the voters' liste las worked satisfactorily where
ever it has been tried. It has worked satisfactorily in the
Provinces hitherto ; I venture to say that he has never had
a complaint about it. That system prevails in the United
States; the judges and inspectors who may beappointed,
according to the different laws in the different States, have
full power to prepare the voters' liste in the first instance.
So in England, the hon. gentleman knows, that the local
authorities are utilised for the preparation of the voters'
lists, and the revising offioer's powers are limited solely to

Mr. CAMERON (Huron).

the revision of the votera' lists prepared, [in the first
instance, by the local authorities.

Mr. IVES. I rise to a question of order. By adopting
the tenth section, this committee has settled the principles
that the first list shall be made and prepared by the revis-
ing officer. The hon. gentleman is now going over the
same ground, arguing that the liste should bo prepared by
the local authorities.

Mr. CAMERON. That question was up when we were
discussing the 1lth sub-section ; and it was quite understood
we would have full liberty to discuss, as the First Minister
himself said, the mode in which the first list should be pro-
pared, and that is the point I am now discussing. This
section defines, to a certain extent, the duties of a revising
officer ; and I am now discussing, not the propriety of the
appointment of the revising officer, for that has passed
beyond the region of discussion to a large extent, but the
question how the lista should be prepared. In that I arm
clearly in order

Mr. CHAIRMAN. The hon, gentleman cannot discuss
the question as to the appointmont of the revising officer,
but the manner in which he performs his duties can bo
treated under this clause.

Mr. IVES. The hon. gentleman wants the liste to be
made by the local authorities and not by the revising
officers. I say that is out of order.

Mr. CAMERON. I say it is not. The revising officer
may bo appointed only to revise the lista prepared by the
local authorities. Parliament has decided there shall beba
revising officor.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. He is appointed by the previons clause
to prepare the liste.

Mr. CAMERON. I am pointing ont how he can procure
the lista. IHe can procure them from the local authorities
more economically and much botter than by making them
himself. Is that in order ?

Mr. CHAIRMAN. Yes.
Mr. IVES. The 10th section says his duty shall be to

prepare the lists.
Mr. CHAIR UAN. I call the hon, gentleman's attention

to that, and he has to direct his argument to the question
how the revising officer is to prepare the liste.

Mr. MILLS. The First Minister on Friday evening said:

"It will certainly be his business to prepare a revised list, and in that
regard the amendments are not irrelevant, I admit; but still they cotild
come in more wholesomely, I think, in the next clause, where the whole
subject will be discussed."
According to that, the hon; gentleman is perfectly in
order.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I do not think I at all
meant to alter in any way the clause that was passed, which
says the duty of the revising officer shall be to prepare and
revise the liste. That is settled by the committee as far as
it can be settled, but, I take it, the hon. gentleman is going
on to argue that he might prepare the liste on the lista
previously prepared by the local officers. That is shaving
it pretty close, but I dare say it is within the clause.

Mr. CAMERON. I do not think I am shaving it close
at ail. I am arguing that the revising officer instead of do-
ing the work himself should have it doue by the local
authorities. That would be much less expensive and much
more convenient to the parties interested, and it would
place the work in the hands of men thoroughly conversat
with every fact and circumstance necessary to be known in
order to prepare an honest and satisfactory votera' list.
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That has been done in the United States, it is done to-day
in England and in the Australian colonies. In England
there is a revising officer as here, but he does not directly
go to the locality and prepare the votera' list. Ho utilises
the local machinery in every borough and parish, and ho
revises the lists so prepared by the local authorities. What
will be done under this clause ? The revising officer will
romain at one locality and send around to all the different
localities for the purpose of getting information to aid him
in the preparation of the lists. He can compel every one
who desires to see whether his name is on the regis-
ter or not, to travel to where the revising officer
is, for the purpose of ascertaining that information.
Take the county in which I livo: Should the
coanty judge be made the revising officer, ho will, of
course, romain in the county town, which is 50 miles
distant from the other end of the county, and every elector
who lives at the extreme limit will, if ho wants to make
sure that bis name is on the list, have to travel all the way
from that extreme limit to interview that officer. If the
revising officer were to utilise the local machinery, the local
authorities, all this work would be done in the locality in
which it ought to be done, and done to the knowledge
of everybody directly concerned. I move in amendment to
this section:

That the following words be added after the word "Legislature," in
the 7th line, 10th page: Also a list of the persons entitled to be regis-
tered as votera under this Act, to be prepared and furniahed by the
offlner whoe duty it is to prepare the voters'lists for the elections to the
Provincial Legisiature in each Province.

That is an amendment which should meet with the approval
of anyone who desires that the voters' list should be fairly
prepared.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I disagree altogether
with the amendment which bas been proposed. The hon.
gentleman says it is very- unreasonable that we shculd press
this section, amended as I propose, without giving time to
discuss it. It bas been discussed at full length, and all the
various subjects to which the amendment refer have been
laid before the committee at full length. I do not think the
clause required the amendment which Ihave moved, requir-
ing the assessment roll to be taken as primd facie evidence.
I think that is the necessary meaning of the clause as it is;
but, as it bas been so strongly pressed, in order to prevent
the possibility of a doubt, I have proposed that the assess-
ment roll, so revised, shall b held to beprimá facie ovi-
dence of value, and that the votera' list, or the polling-book,
where there is no votera' list, shall be primd facie evidence
of the right to vote. I think there cannot be any doubt of
the meaning of the clause now. The hon. gentleman
says: Why should we net bave got the local
officors to prepare the lista ? The whole aim of
this Act is to remove the great ovil, especially
iu the Province of Ontario, of the local assessment system
in Ontario, and, I believe, in some degree in the Province
of Quebee, the assesment roll i8 prepared in a common
sense way for the purpose of assesment of property, for the
purpose of paying the taxes, but it bas been found, as every-
one knows, as the hon, gentleman knows, that there bas
been-I do not say on the part of one party alone-in
Ontario and in Quebec, a struggle to get assessors appointed
Of a particular stripe. There is a political element in the
Belection of assessors who are to prepare the votera' list and
there is a great temptation on the part of the predominant
party in the municipality to introduce that political ele-
ment. It is true that the assessors are sworn, but they con-
sider that they perform their sworn duty if they do not
diminish the revenues of the municipality, so that in accord-
ance with that view, one man may be left just outside the
limita of the franchise and another may be brought juast
within thom. It is only human nature, but it is a fact, and,
if anyone said he did not know that this took place, I should

say that ho was singularly ignorant of the facts. We want
to get a pure list.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron.) Hear, hear.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Hon. gentlemen may
jeer, but the fact is that we want a pure list, a list which is
not the selection of an assessor or a Court of Revision, but
ono which we want a judge to settle; and ho is to take the
assogsment roll as primdafacie ovidence. We are discussing
the voters' list for the first year, for the basis, the funda-
mental voters' list, under which the new system starts. The
judgo has the assessment roll before him, ho sees what the
assessor says is the value, and, unless there ais any dispute,
unless in fact thore ais an appeal, ho getas the value in that
way. That can be impugned. Anyone interested can
impugn it, can say ho is assessed too high or too low. As
regards the personnel of the list, ho is obliged to take the
name of the party on the votera' list as boing primd facie
evidence of his qualification to vote. The assessment roll
cannot be primd facie evidence of the right to vote, because
it merely shows the amount of assessment, and the party
may be an alien or a minor. Therefore the asseasment roll
cannot bo primdfacie evidence of the right to vote; it is
only ovidence of the value of the property. But the judge
sees that the property is assessed at that amount, aud that
certain persons wore on the last voters' list. There is
prim facie evidence that those persons have the right te
voto. You have the assessment roll te show what is
the value of the property, and the county jndge or revising
barrister will have to assume that such a party bas a right
to vote and that the property is of the value described,
unless the statement is rebutted. It isi mthe interest of
having a thorough, a full and a complote voters'list to carry
out this systOm, and I think hon. gentlemen will sec it. I
admit that they are opposed to the introduction of the new
system, I admit that they would prefer that the Provinces
should continue to have the right to fix the franchise for
this House, but that is settled as far as this committee is
concerned. This committee bas decided that we should
have a new system, and for that purpose it is nocessary to
have a correct voters' list, and I do not think the ingenuity
of man can settle a more complote system of cheaks in pre-
paring that list than that which is proposod. Tho judge
will bo sworn as the assessors have boon sworn, and lie will
have to decide in the light of day, having the primd facie
evidence beforo him, and there will have to be evidence in
rebuttal of that before ho can act or before any name can
be struck off. I think I bave gone so far as I could go. I
must adhore to the clause as I have proposod to amend it,
and I am vory much disappointed to find that it has not
been acceptod more readily than it bas been apparently by
hon, gentlemen opposite.

Mr. MILLS. I quite admit that in agrocing te the
second part and adopting the clause we have already
adopted, we have committed ourselves to the principle of a
voters' list, independont of the list of the Provinces; but we
are free now as we were before to take into consideration
the machinery which we shall employ for the purpose of
preparing that list. It is a well known rule of statutory
interpretation that whon one clause is inconsistent witti
another clause, the subsequent one shall override that which
precedes it.

Sir JOHN' A. MACDONALD. No.
Mr. MILLS. I say yes; and I say further, that it is

quite open to us t )go on and amend the provisions of this
section, and to provide here for the preparation of a voter's
list quite inconsistent with the provision of the section pro-
ceeding; and that fact coming to the attention of the com.
miittee, it will b for us te say whether we will adopt that
provision or not. The hon. gentleman recognised this rule
on Friday ovening, when ho had this subjeot under conside.
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ration ; his attention was called to the fact that it would ba
more convenient to keep open the subject as to the prepara-
tion of the list, and he admitted that we could deal with the
whole subject again upon this clause that is now before us.
The amendment of my hon. friend from Huron proposes
that the revising officer, in addition to the assessment roll,
shall avail himself of the information which may be
furnished by the various parties who are connected with the
ascertainment of the value of property, and whose local
knowledge enables them to know who is entitled to be
placed upon the list. The hon. gentleman says that the
revising officer is to avail himself of the assessment roll, but
at the same moment he attacks the honesty of the assessors.
He says that, although gentlemen are sworn, it is notorious
that the value they put upon property is not its actual cash
value. Now, I do not admit that the hon. gentleman is
correct. I believe they place the value, in many instances,
below that which the party who holds the property would
be disposed te take for his property, but I say that in almost
every case the value is put quite as high as the property is
likely to sell for at a cash sale. And supposing that is the
case, is that any reason why the hon. gentleman should
throw away the machinery which is thus furnished for the
purpose of preparing expcditiously a proper voters' list ?
All the committee need do is to keep that fact in view,
namely, that the property is assessed below its real value,
and thon to fix a lower standard for the qualification of
the voter, so long as a monetary standard is retained,
then that which would be fixed if the actual value of
the property was in every instance had-that is all that is
necessary. The lon. gentleman knows that if property is
assessed at $150 that is worth $300, all he need do is to
lower his standard of qualification, and he thus accomplishes
the same object that ho would accomplish by increasing
the valuation of the property. But the hon. gentleman
overlooks what is far more important, that is, the making
up of a voters' list. He knows that he las not, under this
Bill as it stands, the necessary machinery for the purpose
of making a proper voters' list in the first instance. He
has taken the rental value of property held by tenants.
Now under the law of Ontario, and of urrost of the Provinces,
ho bas no means of ascertaining what the rental value is.
What is ho going to do ? Is ho going to put tenants upon
the voters' list from the assessment roll after having that
information which ho says here is to determine whether
they are to go upon the voters' list ? The hon. gentleman
bas not informed us upon this point.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes, Mr. Chairman, I did
inform the committee; i read the amendment to the com-
mittee which I proposed to lay before it, and the matter
was postponed until we roturned to it. It was simply this:
That in any case where it appeared on the assesment roll
that the property was valued at $150, that was to be primá
facie evidence that the tenant paid sufficient rent. 1 read
the amendment.

Mr. MILLS. This is the first time I have heard it, and
my hon. friends beside me say the same thing. Supposing
that to be the case, thon how is it with regard to tenants
wbo are assessed below $150, and who are paying more than
$20 a year rental?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. They will have to
prove it.

Mr. MILLS. The hon. gentleman admits, thon, so far as
they are concerned, that ho begins with an imperfect list,
and the hon, gentleman should have got rid of that diffi-
culty from the very start. Thon take another case. The
hon. gentleman here proposes to give the vote to wage-
earners. Now, how is the class of wage-earners tobe ascer-
tained ? The hon. gentleman has not informed us. He
knows that so far as Ontario is Conerned-

Mr. MILLs.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. If the hon. gentleman
will look at the income clause as it passed the committee,
ho will see it provides for every possible mode of income by
earning, as well as by the receipt of money, and therefore
wbat is called a wage-earner franchise in the Ontario Bill is
an income franchise in this Bill-preisely the same. If a
voter is put on the list of the Ontario assossment roll as a
wage-earner, ho must, of course, come in under income here.

Mr. MILLS. That is quite beside the question. The
question is: Hlow are these persons' names to be got upon
the voters' lists? Now the Ontario law las provided for that,
but it does not corne into operation immediately, and the hon.
gentleman's list will b made up before ho has even that infor-
mation, so far as Ontario is coucerned. Then, how is it with
regard to the other Provinces where no such provision is
made? If the Government of Ontario does not choose to
provide that parties who are wage-earners and who have a cer-
tain income are tobe taxed upon their wago or their income,
there would be no reason why their names should go upon
the assesment roll, but there is a reason for putting them
upon the voters' list. But the hon, gentleman knows that
in the Province of Ontario, even though those parties have
not their names upon the assessment roll, they would,
through local agencies, be known to the municipal officers
and to the clerk, and there would b no difficulty,
even without any formal application on thoir part,
to ascertain, in a great majority of cases, who they
are, and to put their names upon the voters' list.
But how is the revising officer to know who the parties are
and whose names should be upon the list. Their names
will not be on any assesment roll in the first instance. If
the First Minister appoints a judge, he may possess some
local knowledge, but how many will ho know eut of the
40,000 or 50,000 people, and how many of the wagc-
carners and people of moderato income ? We have statc-
ments here showing that the tenants and wage-earners will
constitute 30 per cent. of the electors, and the bulk of those
will not be on the assessment roll in such a form that
it may be transferred to the voters' lists. The hon. gentle-
man might appoint the present officers to constitute a court
of revision to prepare a list for the use of the revising officer,
giving it only such value as it may have as a means of
enabling the revising officer to make up his list. At all
events the First Minister should furnish facilities for the
preparation of a fair and full voters' list in the first
instance. Ie is, however, furnishing a plan under which
25 per cent. of the voters will net be placed on the voters'
list, and yet the hon. gentleman refuses to adopt the only
efficient measure by which such a fair and complote list
eau be obtained in the first instance. There is no other
country in the world having such a voters' list as is pro-
posed. The hon. gentleman says there is a struggle con-
stantly going on in the different municipalities between the
two parties respecting the appointments of assessors. I
deny it. Is any such struggle going on in every muni-
cipality ?

Mr. FARROW. Yes.

Mr. M[LLS. I ask the hon. gentleman whether there is
a party contest in every municipality on this point ?

Mr. FARROW. In every one.

Mr. MILLS. As to who shall be assessor ?

Mr. FARROW. Yes.
Mr. MILLS. i do not admit it. I know many munici-

palities where the Roform party bas an overwhelming
majority, and where the reeve, clerk and assessor are on the
opposite sideof politios.

An hon. MEKBER. Give the name.
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Mr. MILLS. Take the township of Orford, which gave
myseif, when it was part of Bothwell, a majority of 240.
John Mason, a Tory, was reeve of that township for five or
six years; the clerk was a Mr. Gesner, a political opponent of
mine for more than twenty years. Yet the First Minister
comes here and makes statements that are not borne out by
the facts. Lot him produce statements showing the
political opinions of municipal officers, and show that
where his own friends are in the majority they have endea-
vored to appoint municipal officers of their own political
party. The hon. gentleman proposes to take the machincry
for the prepsration of the voters' lists out of the hands of the
people; and he, in effect, declares they are not fit to be
trusted with the initiatory stage respecting the preparation
of such lists. We know what a cry was raised against the
little tyrant Mowat, because the Ontario Government ap-
pointed certain license officers for the purpose of carrying
into effect the License Act. Yet the First Minister has
taken control of the returning officers, and ho now proposes
to tako control of the revising officers and all the machin.
ery for the preparation of the voters' lists. The hon.
gentleman undertakes to purify the moral and political
atmosphere and to raise the moral standard of public
affairs. That localities and municipalities are not alto-
gother governed by party considerations is shown by
the fact that a Reform mayor in this city had a majority of
700, while the city itself is Conservative and sends suppor-
ters of the hon. gentleman. The hon. gentleman is not
justified in the course taken by him at the present time.
We all know why it is being pursued. It is not for the pur-
pose of getting rid of political bias in the preparation of the
voters lists, or in order to give the people a fairer list, or to
prevent sharp practice on the part of the Canservative
party and Conservative assessors. But it is in order that
that very condition of things may be brought about. We
know the class of men who will be appointed revising offi-
cors and that the voters' lists will be manipulated. We ask
that the municipal officers shall be utilised for the purpose
of giving the nccessary information to the revising officer.
The assessment roll will furnish very inadequate informa-
tion, and we ask the hon. gentleman to amend this clause
so that those parties which have special information will be
called upon to give to the revising officer that special infor-
mation. But if the section is carried out as the hon. gentle.
man proposes, ho will have at least 30 per cent. of the
naines loft off, and those parties, in orderto get their naines
on the list, will be obliged to 'make special application, or
they will be disqualified from voting. I say that is not the
way in which the voters list should be made up in the first
instance. It is our duty to protect the voter, to secure to
him his right with as little trouble to him as possible, and in
order to do that it is necessarythat the amendment of my
hon. friend from Huron should be adopted, and that his
correction should be made. The hon. gentleman has pro.
pased an amendment providing for a separate list in each
municipality. Take Toronto, which is a municipality, and
the hon. gentleman will have 15,000 or 20,000 voters for the
whole city, and the names will be arranged alphabetically
under the amendment as proposed. I ask how is such an
alphabetical list going to serve any practical purpose ? The
names might as well not ho arranged alphabetically at all.
What we require la an alphabetical list for each polling
division, in order that the people in each locality may have
facilities afforded them to see whether any names are left
off or put on. It will be easy to detect omissions where
you have an alphabetical list for a polling division, but it
would be almost impossible in a list for an entire munici-
pality as large as many of our city and town municipalities
are. I think the amendment is a reasonable one, and that
it should be sustained by the committee.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). I think the statement made by
the hon. gentleman must be satisfa"tory to the committee

in one respect at any rate. During the long discussion on
this measure, it has bean described as a disfranchising Bill,
as a Bill which is going to take votes from those who had
votes under the law existing in Ontario. Now we find that
the chief objection which the hon. gentleman has te this
mode of preparing the lists, is that thore will be on the
voters' lista at least 30 par cent. of the persons entitled to
vote who are not on the assessment roll at all. Now, inas-
much as the assessment roll is the basis of the list in
Ontario, where the franchise is wider than in any of the Pro-
vinces except Prince Edward Island, wo at loast have some
satisfaction in knowing that the hon. gentleman has coma
to the conclusion that this is not a disfranchising Bill,
whateverelse it may bo. It is a Bill which will give us
according to the hon. gentleman's own statement, 30 por
cent. more voters than are te b3 found on the assessmont
roll in the Province of Ontario, for, as I understand, ho
speaks of the Province of Ontario, which is-

Mr. MILLS. I did not spoak of Ontario, specially. I
pointed eut that the hon. gentleman's provision would only
apply to Ontario after the new Act came in force, and the
list would be roquired to be made up under the law as it
now is-and that it did not apply to any other Province.
• Mr. WHITE. It is satisfactory to know, at any rate in
regard to Ontario, tlat the lists provided for by this Bill
will give us 30 per cent. more voter@ than are on the presont
lists. I cortainly understood the hon. gentleman to be
speaking of Ontario; but of course wo are bund to accept
his statement.

Sir JOUIN A. MACDONALD. He did not mean it at
ail.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). Thore ais another thing in
which I think the hon, gentleman is not quite fair, and that
is in saying that we, on this side of the House, object to the
municipal officers who prepare the lists-that we object to
the assessors. As a matter of fact, the assessors have little
or nothing to do with the preparation of the lists. The
assessors go round and mako their assessment for the pur.
pose of taxation-that is al they have to do. Thon the
assessmont roll comes up before the Court of Rovision,
which is the municipal council. The Court of Rovision
hear complaints that the assessment is too high or too low,
or that some persons have boon loft off the roll altogether.
They complote their work in that way, and make what may
be called a revised assessmont roll, and thon from that
revisod assessment roll the clerk of the municipality pro-
pares his voters' list, which, after ail, is a more copy of the
roll, in so far as that roll indicates the persons qualified to
vote. And thon, Mr. Chairman, after that there is an
appeal from that voters' list-which is to be published
and put up so that the people can look at it-there is an
appeat to the county judge, who in this case sits as a final
court of review over the voters' liats, and from whose
decision no appeal can be had. Under this Bill we do not
make any attack on the assessors; they will still be the
same officers, appointed in the saine way, for the prepara-
tion of the roll. That roll will go before the Court of
Revision in exactly the same way as it doos now; the
members of that court will sit as revisors on that roll,
they will will hear complaints with regard to it, they
will finally revise it, and everything occurring up to that
stage will be procisely the same after the Bill passes
as before. There is no suggestion of impropriety on
the part of the assessor-no refloction on him or
on the municipal council at all. There is no attempt at
assuming the functions, or interfering in any way with the
functions, oither of the assessor or the municipal council in
so lar as that council acta as a revisor of the roll. But what
is proposed?' I la proposed that that assesment roll, thus
made, thus revised, shall be taken as primd fade evidence
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of the right to vote. We have heard during this discussion,
so far as the Province of Ontario was concerned at all
events-and I think from the manner in which it has been
discussed, it bas been largely discussed from the standpoint
of the experience in Ontario-we have heard all through
the debate that under the law as it exista in Ontario, we have
had a very much larger number of votera than we will
have when the Act passes. In fact, I think hon. gentlemen
have undertaken to prove that even under the existing law
in Ontario, this can scarcely be said to be an enlargement
of the franchise. Well, the revising officer, whether a
county judge or a barrister of five years' standing, is
instructed to take that assessment roll, which is procisely
what the clork of the council would be compelled to do if
it worei his hands, he is to prepare a copy from that roll,
of the names of persons who by it and by its terms appear
to be entitled to vote under the qualification fixed by this
Act of Pariament. Wheu that is done it is published just
like the original copy of the votera' list, and thon ho sits
just as ho would sit in reviow on the townehip clerk's copy
-- he sits in precisely the same way to bear any person
coming before him to complain either of boing left off or
that persons have been improperly put on the roll. Sa that
the only difference in the matter 1s simply whether the town-
ship clerk shall do the clorical work of copying that roll,
taking that assessment roll as a basis of making the voters'
list, or whether the revising barrister shall do it. Now, wo
are told by hon. gentleman that the work had botter b
done by the municipal clerk, because he bas the local
knowledgo which enables him to do it. Woll, with all
respect to the township clerks, who are undoubtedly as a
gencral thing intelligent, and as mon go as much disposed
to do right as people generally will be, we must remember
that that local knowledge of whicn so much is made, may
actually become the very reason why ho will not always
get the finest kind of voter' list. The local knowledge may
be the knowledge of the party interest in a particular town-
ship. The. township clerk may be, and often is, a very
active politician on one side of politics or the other. He
may know very thoroughly what persons had botter be put
on, and what persons bad botter be left off, and with the
best possible desire to do just exactly what is right, that
very local knowledge may possibly be the means-I do not
say it would be, but the danger is cortainly greater than it
would be under the rovising officer-it may actually be the
means of leaving off votes or putting on votes, which are
not the result of a more transcript of the assessment roll.
ln so far as they are a transcript of the assessment roll,
thare is no difficulty either way, for it is merely clerical
work in either case. The revising officer makes up bis list
first from the assessment roll ; ho has to assist him in that,
the last revised voters' list, so that if the revising
officer wasý found leaving off the roll persons who
were thera and who prima facie had a right to be on,
in consequence of the amount for which they were assessed,
or in consequence of the fact that they were on the voters'
list before under qualifications similar to those we bave, ho
would, by that very fact, establish an accusation against
himself of having been guilty of partiality unless ho could
prove that the thing was doue by oversight or accident,
which is not likely to occur. So that the whole question is
simply whether the township clerk-not the assessor - shall
make the preliminary copy or whether the revising officer
shall make it. Whether the township clerk makes it or the
revising officer makes it, it is to be hbung up; it is to b
open to the supervision of every elector who is interested in
seoing that there is a good, proper and honest assessment
roll-open to the supervision of overy man on either side of
polities who may desire to see that bis own friends are on1
the roll and that none of bis opponents are on who ought to
be off; thon it comes before the revising officer, just as1
to-dayit comes before the judge sitting as final revisingi

Warra (Oardwell).

officer of the voters' list. It does seem to me that theattempt
to make out that this is a means to get an improper list
must utterly-fail, seeing that the final revised list is to be
made by the very officer who at present makes it, the county
judge, and in the next place because the work of the local
officials is taken as primd facie evidence of the right of the
parties whose names are on the roll tovote. I think we had
botter adopt the clause amended as the First Minister pro-
poses, and reject the amendment of the hon. member for
West Huron (Mr. Cameron).

Mr. TROW. The reasoning of the hon. member for
Cardwell (Mr. White) is not logical if ho says that a total
stranger to a municipality, not acquainted with the circum-
stances of the case, and perbaps not knowing a single indi-
vidual there, is botter qualified to make up the votera' list
than the assessor and clark, who may have been a resident
in the municipality for a quarter of a century, and bas a
character to sustain in the neighborhood. In regard to the
remarks of the hon. First Minister to the effect that the
assessors are partisans, I deny that entirely. In the
county of Perth, which I can best speak for, the assessors
are the best men to prepare the preliminary list for the
revising officer; and notwithstanding what the hon. mem-
ber for North Perth (Mr. Iesson) and the hon. member for
East Huron (Mr. Farrow) says about thoir being political
partisans, I deny it; any of them that I am acquainted
with are just and honorable men. In one particular town-
ship in my own riding, where I had 150 majority, all of the
officials are Conservatives, which proves that the iReform-
ors of that township are not anxious for office. The hon.
member for North Perth will not get great credit from the
municipalitias in that county for stating that the officials
are placed in their positions as political partisans for a par-
ticular purpose. The rolls I hava seen in the different
municipalitics are genarally honestly made up, and I think
the hon. Firat Minister should certainly utilise the officials
who prepare the rolls now, who are familiar with the work,
and who could do it botter and more cheaply in every
respect than a stranger.

Mr. HESSON. I must rise for about the fifth time to
correct the remarks made by hon. gentlemen opposite. I
made a statement, which I think is patent to every gentle-
man who has canvassed a municipality in Ontario, either
for township or for county purposes, that elections are car-
ried on political grounds. I am sure my hon. friend should
not be the gentleman to complain of that or to suggest that
it is not the case, -for he had the pleasure of representing
one township as reeve for 21 years; no Conservative dare
oppose him, because there was a Grit majority of 800 in the
township. I ask him whether during 2 years they had a
Conservative reeve in that township, a Conservative asses-
sor, or a Conservative collector. Why, Sir, even to tha
fence viewers and the road masters, the officials were
Grits. On the other hand, to show the liberality of
the Conservative party, in the city of Stratford, where my
hon. friend and myself reside, we have to-day a Grit mayor,
and we have allowed Grits every year to have seats la the
council without attempting to oppose them, although my
hon. friend knows that we have carried every ward in that
city except one for years when we choose to contest them.
But I rose to correct again, for the fifth or sixth time, what
my hon. friand charges me with-that I charged the ases-
sors with doing what was unfair, and with doing it la a
fraudulent way. Th hon, member for Megantic (Mr. Lan-
gelier) charged me in thia way:

" I think it was the hon. member for North Perth who said that great
injustice and frauda were committed by the municipal councils."

Now, I never made use of such a word as frauds, or said
that great injustice was done. I pointed out the fact that
the elections were contested in the townships and towns
and oities of Canada on political principles, that the asses-
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sors were appointed on political principles, and that the
courts of revision were appointed from majorities obtained
according to their political principles, and that if this Bill
were all that hon. gentlemen opposite said it was and simply
brought into this [Ionse for a political purpose, it was not
worse than the old state of things. That was the nature of
my remarks. What I said in reply to the hon. gentleman
was this:

i it was well known to all the members from Ontario that the elec.
tions in the main were carried very largely upon political grounds, and
that the councillors were so elected in the first place, and that they
appointed the assessors who made out the rolis, and that the courts of
revision were appointed in a similar way. I also urged that the leader
of the Opposition was responsible for bringing party politics ii the elec-
tion of the councillors, because he advised his friends to look after the
votera' lista, and that consequently the object was to have the prepara-
tion of the votera' lista in partisan hande.'"

I have to correct a misrepresentation of my remarks again.
I would like hon, gentlemen to cease misrepresenting me
and quote my exact words, when they do quote me at all;
they have no right to suppose that I will be here on overy
occasion to correct them when they attribute to me the
remarks I never made. I would not notice this were it not
due to myself and to a class of citizens before whom I wish
to stand right, especially the Conservatives who act hon-
estly in polities; I cannot say so much of both sides. The
hon. member for Simcoe (Mr. Cook) said :

" I have more confidence in the Tories than the hon. member for North
Perth (Mr. Besson) appears to have, becauae I heard him declare in this
Bouse that he would not believe the assessors, a great many of them,
under oath."

I never said anything of the kind. I defy any gentleman
to look up flansard, I defy any hon. gentleman who was in
this House when I made a few renarks on this question, to
say that I ever used such words. The hon. gentleman mis.
quoted me, and, as I happened by more accident to be in
my seat at the time, I immediately rose and set him right
in the following words:

" I rise to correct the hon. gentleman. He is entirely misrepresenting
my statement again. I said nothing of the kind, and if the hon gentle-
man had been present he would not have dared to say so. I repeat
again, that what I said was this : That the municipal elections in
Ontario were generally held on political principles, anti the coancillors
being so elected, the assessors were consequently so appointed, and thei
Courts of Revision were appointed upon the sane principle, each aide
always endeavoring to obtain a majority of their own political friends,
whether Grit or Conservative, as representing the county or town.
That course, I said, was advised by the leader of the Retorm party at
Toronto, who told them to look after the votera' list. The voters' lists
were therefore prepared in the manner I have described-first, by
election of members of the council who were of a particular stripe, then
by the appointment of an assessor of the sane stripe, by the majority of
the Court of Revision of the same stripe. If the hon. gentleman denies
that, then he denies what no other gentleman in the louse would deny
who has fought the municipal elections in the Province of Ontario."

I say that the elections in the townships, towns and cities
of Ontario, and the hon. gentleman knows it well are so
conducted, and if this Bill had the effect simply of carrying
on the same state of things, matters will be no worse than
they are.

Mr. TROW. The hon. gentleman, wincing under the
castigation he is recoiving from the corporations in his rid-
ings for having charged those municipal bodies with being
partisans-

Mr. HESSON. Quote my words.
Mr. TROW. To satisfy the hon, gentleman I will read

what ho said:
" The hou. gentleman say, that persons should be elected for the

purpose of preparig votera' lista. Now, we elect a council for the very
purpose of appointing the assessors, and the hon. gentleman knows,
and every member of this Bouse knows, that not only are the councilsi
elected on political principles, but the assessors are appointed on politi-
cal principles. My hon. friend knows it perfectly well. He knows that
the great struggle bas been between the parties on that point for years.
I give him my own county as an instance ; I do not think there is a sin gle
township in which the.assessors have not been elected on that principle
for years. In the city in which I have lived for the lastforty years that
battle has been fought ont from year to year between the two great
Parties. My hon, Wond wil not be in any better position if the council

¡ are taken, in the fist place, upon the principle, and they choose their
assessors. What better would it be If this suggestion is carried out ? I
think It would be very much better, and we will.get rid of some portions
of these partisan struggles, and it will be in the interests of the country
if we could have gentlemen appointed by the Government for this pur-
p ose, gentlemen who have reputations, and who are responsible to this

ouse. 1 do not think any gentleman would value his position so low
that he would be wiling to place it in the banda ot bis party, aud say :
I will sacrifice my reputation for the paltry pittance you give me as a
salary to discharge that work. I think it is asking too much of the
mnembers of this House to believe that we should get rid of the political
principle by still laaving the appointment in the bands of the electors.
My hon. friend must know that has been the trouble in the past."

Mr. IHESSON. Dous my hon. f riend find the word
'fraud " there, or that I would not believe the assessors on
oath ?

Mr. ARMSTRONG. I think it would be well if the
right hon. gentleman would define to the committee what
part the revised assessment roll and the voters' lista, as
finally revised, are going to play in preparing the lists
under this Act. In the amendment ho ha placed before
the committee, ho stated that the assessment roll is to be
taken as primá facie evidence of a man's right to vote.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Of the value of property.
Mr. ARMSTRONG. Of the value of property. But I

find that the amondment says that is only a part of the evi-
dence, that he is to take such other evidonce as ho thinks
right in making up the voters' lists. If the assessment roll,
as finally revised, wore to bu taken as the absolute basis of
the voters list, and thon additions made to it or names
struck off, at the final revision of the revising officer, a great
part of the difficulty would be obviated. There would thon
simply romain the question of exponse, which is a question
for the Government to tako hold of ; this side of the
louse is not responsiblo for it. But if, as tho Act at

present provides, the revising officer is only to take the
assessment roll as as evidence of valuation, and may of his
own will and motion reject such names or put on such
names as ho may sec fit, the same difficulty exists; we will
have still a person appointod for a pactisan purpose, who
may enter only such ames as suiL himself and then
shall have tho final revision of thu voters' lists. I was
sorry to hear the -emarks made to.day and on a former
occasion regardirg the assessors and municipal clorks. It
has been stated again and again that the reason for taking
this matter out of their bands is because, as a genoral rule,
they are partisans. submit that if thore is any force at
all in that objection, it apphies much more forcibly to this
Bill; because in the case of the assessors there is a remedy
provided, sure, quick and decisive, should they aet in a
partisan manner, whoreas undor this Bill thero is no remedy.
So far as the assessor is concerned, ho porforms his duty
under oath.

Mr. McCALLUM. Will ho not still tako the same oath
as beforu?

Mr. ARMSTRONG. It is an insult to any assessor to
insinnate that ho wilt perjure himsolf or violate his oath.
But it does not rest tere. There is an appeal from tho
assessor to the Court of Revision.

Mr. McCALLUM. What is the appeal for?

Mr. ARMSTRONG. It is against under-valuation or over-
valuation. It is free to every man who thinks ho is wrongly
kept off the assessors roll, or who thinks his proporty valued
too low or too high. Each one of the five gentlemen who
compose the revision court takes a solomn oath before com-
mencing his duties, and I believe that justice is, as a rale,
done both to the Reformers and Conservatives. A great
point is tried to bu made out of the complexion of the coun-
cil. I have only to say that in the township in which I
live, which gives 400 of a Reform majority, in which I my-
self, running for reeve, have had 700 of a majoity, I have
never known, in my experionce, of a ouncil altogether
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Reform. There have always been Conservatives in it; we
have even had a Conservative reeve, and once gave a Con-
servative warden to the county. But the matter does not
end there. If any man feels aggrieved with the decision of
the Court of Revision, he has an appeal to the county judge,
and, so far as I know, those appeals have always been fairly
dealt with in the Province of Ontario.

Mr. MoCALLUM. Would not that be the same under
this Act ?

Mr. ARMSTRONG. This Act, in effect, declares that the
assessor is not to be trusted, that the Court of Revision is
not to be trusted, that the clerk of the township is rot to be
trusted, and finally that the county judge is not to be trusted.

Mr. McCALLUM. Will the hon. gentleman allow me --
Some hon. MEMBERS. Order.
Mr. McCALLUM. I only desire to say--
Some hon. MEMBERS. Order.
Mr. CHAIRMAN. I cannot allow interruptions, unless

the hon. gentleman who is speaking permits them.
Mr. McCALLUM. I stated--
Some hon. MEMBERS. Order; Chair.
Mr. ARMSTRONG. The right hon. gentleman who pro.

poses this Bill declares that the voters' list, prepared in the
manner I have described, is not a pure list, and that the
object of this Bill is to produce a pure list. He, in effect,
says that the eight men who are now engaged in getting
up and revising the lists, and who do their work under
oath, are not able to get up a pure list; and he proposes that
the whole thing shal be left to the judgment of one of them,
the county judge or of some one else whom ho may appoint,
and that all the others who now have anything to do with the
preparation of the voters' list are not to be trusted. It
wilI be an intolerable hardship if the alphabetical list is to
be made for the whole municipality, instead of for each
polling sub-division, because I know townships where there
are from 2,000 to 2,500 voters, and it will entail an
enormous amount of labor to separate these, while it is a
simple matter in a polling sub-division where there are not
more than 200 voters. ln the one case it will be very
difficult to watch the list, while now it is quite easy, and
under the new system it will almost be impossible to say
that the roll is correctly made.

Mr. SPROULE. Notwithstanding what has been said
by the hon. member for South Middlesex (Mr. Armstrong),
there is a great deal in the contention that the assessment
roll is not an evidence of the correct value of the property.
No doubt, the assessors endeavor to do their duty, but it is
evident that they do not always succeed in that. In my
county, there are every five years county valuators sent
round to rectify the assessment of the township, or reassess
the whole county, and I think that the last time such coun-
ty assessment was made there was a differenco 0f about
82,000,000 in the amount as assessed by the local asses-
sors and the county valuators. I know of cases where land
of equal value on different sides of a township line is very
differently assessed. I believe the township assessors
endeavor to do their duty fairly, as they are sworn to do;
still, they have different views as to the value of property.
The hon. member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills) contended that
we have power to compel municipal officers to make up those
lists. If they are appointed for that purpose and paid for it,
I think we have, but not otnerwise for they receive their
instructions from the municipal governments. It was also
contended that the officers entrusted with this duty under
this Act could not get a copy of the voters' list. My experi-
ence is that these voters'lista are on sale in every township
or county for a price ranging from 10 cents to 20 cents, 0

Mr. ARMOTEONG6

that it would be very easy for the revising officer to get a
oopy. The hon. member for Bothwell contends that 25 or
30 per cent. of those entitled to vote under this Bill would
not be found on the voters' list of the Province. That is an
amusing contention in view of the fact that the hon. gen-
tleman the other day alleged that the Ontario franchise
gave votes to a large number who would not be entitled
to vote under this Bill. That is in keeping with
most of what the hon. gentleman says in this House.
Now, there was another argument something like this:
That the clerk of the mnnicipality would be the best party
to prepare the voters' list, because he was acquainted with
the people and had this duty to perform every year. He
has nothing of the kind to do. He can only copy the list
aftei it has been revised by the assessor and municipal
council of the municipality, and he has no more to do
than the clerk who will Le employed by the judge to
copy the revised voters' list from the assesment roll
which he receives from the clerk of the municipality.
He has only to keep what is given to him by the municipal
council after the assessment has been made, and after the
municipal officers have revised that list. There is a great
deal of force in the contention of the hon. member for Card-
well (Mr. White) that the very knowledge the township
clerk possesses ought to unfit him for the discharge of that
duty. And why would the jadge be more likely to do it
impartially than the clerk? For the reason that h is not
acquainted with the political leanings of the voters in the
township; he is not interested in knowing whether a man
is a Conservative or a Reformer when there is an applica-
tion made to him to put that name on or strike it off. Re
has an entirely different duty to perform, and the less he
knows about the people of the township the better. The
only thing lie needs to know, after he accepts the revised
assessment roll as primd facie evidence of the value of the
property upon which a party shall be entitled to vote, is
the value of that property; he does not want to know any-
thing about that person's politics, and that is the reason
why he is likely to do his duty impartially.

Mr. DAWSON. Tho lion. member for South Middlesex
(Mr. Armstrong) and some other members, in considering
the wording of this clause, seem to forget that in Ontario
and other parts of the Dominion there are districts with
numerous settlers where there are no voters' lista at all, and
where there is no township laid off and no assesment roll
or anything of that kind. In these cases there ought to be
some provision made whereby it may be ascertained what
people are living there and what property they are possessed
of that would entitle them to vote. In my district with its
55,000 people there are some places where the polling
stations are 100 miles apart; that district is 900 miles from
east to west, and 300 miles from north to south. It is not
like those little constituencies that youe can drive around in
a day and make up the assessment rolls. I think these unor-
ganised districts should be taken into account as well as
these organised districts where you have assessment rolls,
and I think this provision very fair and very ample for that
purpose.

Mr. MULOCK. When the First Minister addressed the
committee on Thursday last, he stated that the revising
officer would be bound by the assesment roll, and that he
-was anxious to have the power and duties of the revising
officer correspond as nearly as possible, mutatis mutandis,
with the powers of the revising officer in England, and I pre-
sume that we are proceeding now with that object in view.
Now, if the English statute is to be our guide at all, we find
by it that the revising officer has very different duties to
perform from those which it is proposed to assign tO the
revising officer here; and the remarks I made on Friday
night, which reeulted in the First Minister recommending
the proviso to the 12th section, were with a view to followig
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ont the line that ho indicated and to harmonise this measure
with the Engliah Act. Now if we look at the English Act
4142 Vie., cap., 26, we find that the lista are prepared
by the overseers who are municipal officers, and then
they are dealt with by the revising officers, the revising
ofieors have nothing te do with the original preparation of
the lista; and I am anxions, if possible, thatthis Bill should
provide that the assessment lista shall be binding upon the
revising officer in the first place. Now, I see a great dis-
tinction between the proposition now made by the First
Minister and the position which I think should be takon. I
suggest that the assessmant rolls should be, in the first
instance, binding on the revising officer te this extent :
That ho should examine them and that the name of every
person appearing by the assessment roll te be that of a duly
qualified elector, should b transferred, without any
discretion on the part of the revising officer to this pre-
liininary list. If, however, you simply say, as the proviso
offered says, that the revising officer shall take the assess-
ment roli and votera' list as primd facie evidence, it still
leaves him judicial powers before he bas prepared his
preliminary list. He can judicially hold that ho bas
reason to discredit the assessment rolls, and ho can ignore
them entirely in the first instance. Now, it appears to me
that after a person, claiming te be an olector, bas had his
qualification approved by the assessor, after the Court of
Revision bas sat to correct mistakes, there is a fair pre-
sumption that all mistakes have been corrected; thero is
a fair presumption that all persons whose names appear
on that revised assessment roll, and who by that roll
appear te possess the necessary proporty qualification, are
entitlcd to vote. At that stage it ought net, I submit, to bo
in the power of the revising officer, -on any unauthontic
information ho may obtain ex parte, to ignore the revisod
assessment rolts. Therefore the distinction between the
amendment which I placed in your hands and the proviso
is this: That in dealing with the names of the class of
people te which I have referred the revising officer shall
simply have ministerial duties, and that it shall be his duty
te transfer from the assessment roll to his primary
list-called by the First Minister the fundamental list-
all names which appear on the revised assessment roll.
It does not deprivo him of any power later on to correct
mistakes occasioned by mistakes in the assessment roll, if
they are brought to his notice. The English Act states
that the revising officer shall only have such powor as
would follow if the committee were te adopt the sugges-
tion I have made. He simply can correct. I do net find
there is any provision whereby a revising officer can
overrule the overseer's estimate of value. His powers and
functions are set forth in section 28 of the English Act.
With respect to the illustration furnished by the First Min-
ister, namely, that persons might be placed on tho assess-
ment roll who were aliens and thorefore net entitled to
vote, I do not seo that is any reason for discrediting the as-
sessment roll. It is true that naines of persons may appear
on such roll who are net able to vote. The revision of
such names is the sort of work the revising officer is te
do, unless it is still left to be done by the machinery of the
Election Act. Under the English Act, sub-section 7, the re-
vi8ing officer bas te deal with that clases of cases. When
the primary list is made up the court is held, and if there is
such an objection as bas been asuggested, that for example
a certain person is an alien or is civilly dead in
any way so that ho cannot enjoy civil rights,
thon the revising officer, on evidence being adduced,
can strike the name off the list. That appears te be
the right time to strike it off. The presumption of
the law is that all persons placed on the roll enjoy ali
civil rights. Al I ask is that this presumption shall
be allowed to stand good until the revising officer bas
held his court, when legal evidence must be given in order
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to adjust the rights of parties. For these reasons I think
; the provision proposed does not go far enough; I recognise

the intention of the First Minister, and I still hope the hon.
gentleman will meet the objection I have made. What I
ask is, that so far as regards the assessment roll and the
voters' list, the revising oficer shall, in the first instance,
be obligod to transfer the names from the assessment roll to
the primary list, instead of at that stage giving any judigial
decision.

Mr. VAIL. The groat obiection I have to the proposal is
that it will bo quite impossible to prepare a satisfactory and
correct list without a large exponditure of public monoy.
Our present mode in Nova Scotia is for the municipalities
to appoint assessors. They are obliged to furnish revisers
with a copy of the assessment list. The revisers
reviso the lists, and they are obliged to furnish the
clerk of the peace with copies, and from that list the
sheriff makes up the list of votors. It is a simple and
inexpensive method. Lot us suppose that a revising officer
bas been appointed, and he proceeds to commence work.
He calls upon the clerk of the peaco to furnish him with
the assessti6ent roll. It will bc found that the roll does not
contain a nuimbor of names of parties who will bo entitled
to vote under this Bill. It will contain a numbor of names,
in the case of Nova Scotia, who will not bo entitled to vote
under this Bill ; and it will be quite impossible for the revis-
ing officer to use that roll as anything moro than simply a
guide. It will b nocessary for that officer, after he gets
the list, to go into every polling district of the county and
make a perfect examination of the lists, and compare the
names with the people of the district, bofore ho caa ascer-
tain who will b entitled to vote. Tako the county I repre.
sent (Digby). The sbire town is placod at one end of it.
Three roads run parallel through the county, each having a
lngth of 50 miles. The county judge and all the barris.
ters, with one exception, live in the shire town. How can
the judge, or rovising barristor, bo sufficiently acquainted
with the persons living in the county to propare a correct
list unless ho personally visits every part of the county?
He must do that, and go over those three roads, having a
united length of 150 miles, which, counting thoro and back,
will give a distance of 300 miles. When he has doue that
ho will only have hi% first list. It is necessary that list should
bo revised, thon ho goos over the district the second time
so as to give people an opportunity of saying whether names
have been improperly omittod or whether names should be
struck off. In his final rovision it is necessary to make the
same jurney. It is, thorefore, quite impossible for a revis-
ing otficer to perforai the duties satisfactorily which have
been tlischarged by municipal officers in regard to the pro.
paration of the voters' liste. Those officers do not resido in
one locality but in different parts of it, and they know the
mon whose naines should b on the list, and in that way
they obtain a very correct list. Under the proposed syRtem
it will b quite impossible to get a reliablo list except at
very great expense. That is the greatest objection I have
to the proposed mode of appointment. The present method
in Nova Scotia bas worked satisfactorily. It sometimes
happons that a partisan may be appointed, either as
assessor or as reviser; but it is not the rule, and very few
appointments are made because the individuals belong to
one political party. The people select the very best mon
who have an interest in the county, men of property and
intelligence, who understand all about the different
districts and are quite competent to make up a list that
will be fair and just between the different parties.
I know the Province of Nova Scotia and I do not think
politics bas, as a general rule, anything to do with the
preparation of those list in the Province. I know that
in Halifax they sometimes take off and put on a good
many names, at the Court of Revision there, but outside of
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Halifax, I do not believe that half a dozen names are put on
or taken off. If the Premier would only adopt that system,
so far as obliging the revising officer to take the local lists
to base his list upon, it would be more satisfactory in every
way. The preparation of the list will cost very little,
as*the revising officer will have all the information noces-
sary to enable him to arrive at a correct conclusion. Even
alt*ough the committee has decided to adopt the revising
barrister clause, I think we should do the best we can to
assist him in arriving at the best method of obtaining inform.
ation on which to base the voters' list.

Mr. TUPPER. The innocence of the hon. gentleman
with regard to one matter in the Province from which we
both come, is extraordinary. He stated that ho could not
call to mind any county in Nova Scotia in which political
feeling was much involved in connection with the prepara-
tion of the assessment rolls and the revision of electoral lists.
This is an astonishing statement after the debate which has
taken place in the Local House upon a Franchise Bill which
his friends introduced. No doubt the hon. member for
Digby has seen that Bill, and no doubt he has read the
debate.

Mr. YtEIL. No; I have not.
Mr. TUPPER. Then the hon. gentleman should have

done se before attempting to make such a statement as the
one to which I have referred ; for in that debate it was
admitted all round, it was not contradicted by a single
member of the Local House, that the grossest partisanship
existed in connection with the preparation of the electoral
lists in Nova Scotia. His own friend, Mr. Longley, in
introducing the Bill, said the great object of the Bill was to
do away with the partisan abuses in connection with the
making up and preparation of the electoral lists. I have
before me a report of the debates when that Bill was before
the Local House. The leader of the Government in Nova
Scotia, Mr. Fielding, another friend of the hon. gentle-
man, took the same ground in connection with one clause,
the clause enfranchising farmers' sons. The leader of the
Governmont said the reason the Government had thought
proper to bring down that measure, was that all over the
Province the law as it stood before the Bill was introduced,
was so evaded that farmers' sons went on the list without
qualifications, and that the feeling of the country was so
strong, the evasion of the law was so general, that ho felt it
necessary to bring in a law legalising a custom which these
voters had followed without legal sanction. The leader of
the Opposition aiso made a remark which was not chal-
lenged, to this effect:

" The strength of political parties in each locality depende some-
what upon the acte of the assessors and revisors, and the consequence
ie that the control of the appointment of assessors and revisors, becomes
a matter of the greatest pohtical coneequence."

That is in a Province where, according to the hon. gentle.
man, they do net mix up municipal matters with polities.
A member of the Government also said :

" Reference has been made to the undesirable mode of making up the
electoral lista under the existing laws."

Those are the laws which the hon. gentlemen have admired
so much during this discussion.

Mr. VAIL. From whom are you quoting ?
Mr. TUPPER. From Mr. Longley. I suppose you

will acknowledge him an authority upon matters with
which his Government is called upon to deal.

Mr. VAIL. Certainly.
Mr. TUPPER. He went on to say:
" The other object of the Bill is to remedy, as far as practicable, those

e'Vils. Under this measure introduced to-<ay, it is not hereafter ta be in
the bands of partisan asseors and revisors, to decide who are to be
ehectors. We make it law under a penalty that the asseseore are bound
to Bend up the names of parties to be put on the lista."

Mr. VAU.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.
Mr. TUPPER. The hon. gentleman says, " hear, hear,"

and therefore I take it that ho will be surprised to find out
that the Bill as passed, is, so far as this point is concerned,
simply the old Bill which existed before, and under which
all parties admitted that partisan acts were committed, and
with the simple change that a stringent oath was framed,
which is to be taken by the assessor. Mr. Longley
continued :

" Those names must go on the list. This is the greatest purpose of the
Bill. We do not propose widely extending the ranchise, because any
one looking at the 8ill for a moment will see that; but we believe that,
by the agency of this measure, we shall do away, to a great degree, with
the evils of partisan assessors and revisers' boards."

Now, I take it that that statement was accurate because it
was not challenged, and I could go on to read extracts from
members after members who gave instances in their own
counties where the grossest abuses arose in connection with
the preparation of the lists. After such statements by
members of the Executive Government it ill becomes any
member from the Province of Nova Scotia to assert that
politics have not entered into the prepartion of the voters'
lists in Nova Scotia.

Mr. VAIL. If the hon. gentleman was surprised at my
innocence, I am much surprised at his ignorance, because
ho does not understand the law which has been passed in
Nova Scotia, nor the old law which was on the Statute Book
for 10 or 15 years, although ho is a lawyer. As to what
these members of the Local House may say, it may be that
they were referring to the county represented by my hon.
friend, but at any rate, it makes little difference to me what
they say. I think I know as much about Nova Scotia, take
it all in all, as anv man in the Local House, or in this
House, and I do not know that there is a place in Canada
where politics enter less into the preparation of the lists
than in Nova Scotia, the hon, gentleman to the contrary,
notwithstanding. The hon. gentleman has referred to the
law recently passed in Nova Scotia, but does it provide a
new system of making up the electoral lists ? As the hon.
gentleman evidently does not know much about the old law,
I will read him one clause of the old law, under which we
have been running elections for the past 20 years :

" If the assessors neglect to make up or deiver the list, or wilfally
deliver an incorrect list, or if the revisers neglect to revise the list so
delivered, or wilfully transmit an incorrect list, for every neglect or
wilful delivery or transmission of an incorrect list, every assessor or
reviEer so contravening this Act shall pay a penalty of $100, which any
person may recover with costs, and each day a list is delayed shall be a
separate offence."

Mr. TUPPER. Did I deny that.
Mr. VAIL. If they put a penalty clause in the Act, is it

an improvement on the law which has been uin force for the
last 20 years ? The hon. gentleman does not understand
the law. The hon. gentleman says ho could prove that in
my own county politics have been allowed to enter into the
preparation of the lista. I deny it. I have represented
that county since 1867, except for a short period; we have
had the same revisers since that time that we had for 10 or
15 years before, and I do not think there have been two
names added to the list or two struck off in any one year
since I have represented the county. I have so much con-
fidence in those men who were appointed before I was in
polities and who have done their duty so faithfully that I do
not look at the lista except just before an election to see.if
any alterations are necessary. Having held an office lu
Nova Scotia for eight years which brought me into commumli-
cation with these men, I think I know as much about this
matter as any man in Nova Scotia or in this House.

Mr. TUPPER. I think I must add to the charge of in-
nocence against the hon. gentleman the fact that ho does
not understand the language of his own friend, He DmUst

2250



COMMONS DEBATES.

not take me to task because the Government, while intro-
ducing a Bill which they said was to wipe out the great
abuses that existed under the present system, and adding a
stringent oath to the Bill, neglected to carry ont that pro.
vision. The former extracts were too long for the hon.
gentleman to follow. Here is a short one :

« It will be remembered that when it was brought before the Legis-
lature betore the hon. Provincial Secretary it was not brought forward
in a vaunting spirit as a great reformn, but was introduced particularly
with the purpose of doing away with a great deal of illegality and
partisanship now existing in making up the electoral lisîs."

je that not enough to satisfy the hon. gentleman ? I do
not quarrel with him for misunderstanding me, but I do not
see why ho Ehould misunderstand or villify his absent
friends.

Mr. VAIL. Whom are yon quoting from ?
Mr. TUPPER. Mr. Longley, a member of the executive

council.
Mr. VAIL. I am not responsible for that. Mr. Longley

lives in Halifax, and ho may have been referring to the
partisanship that existed there. I expressly exempted that
city, and said it was customary for a great many names to
be put on or struck off there.

Mr. MILLS. I would like to ask the hon. member for
Pictou (Mr, Tupper) whether any of his friends in the
Local Legislature of Nova Scotia admitted serious abuses
to exist, and proposed, in order to correct those abuses, that
the preparation of the voters' lists should be taken out of
the hands of the local authorities, and placed in the hands
of the revising officers appointed by the Govorument of the
Province for the time being.

Mr. TUPPER. Perhaps my hon. friend will not be sur-
prised to learn that my friends in Opposition in Nova Scotia
have borrowed a leaf from hon. gentlemen opposite. They
have not propounded any policy on that subject.

Mr. VAIL. Yes, they have proposed manhood suf-
frage.

Mr. BURPEE. By the adoption of the 10 th section, the
committee has decided in favor of the revising barrister, but
the manner in which he shall carry out his duties is pre-
scribed in the section now before us. I think the leader of
the Opposition has very well characterised the title of
revising officer as a misnomer, for certainly his duties relate
more to the making up than to the revising of the liste.
The revising officer, we are told, is to be a judge or lawyer
of five years' standing. I say nothing of the judges; but I
do say that there are many lawyers of five years' standing
who are violent partisans and who should not be entrusted
with the making up of the list. It has been said that the
assessors are partisane, and that we should take the duty of
making the liste out of their hands; it is said that there is
a political struggle over the appointment of assessors. In
the Province from which I come I have never seen any
such struggle; but we propose to end this struggle by
appointing a purely partisan revising barrister. We intensify
the evil by providing for the appointment by a partisan
Government of a man who is clearly a partisan.
The fact is the revising barrister with the duties and powers
as defined by this Bill, is not to be found in any other
British colony. No British colony would trust the Ministry
of the day with the appointment of a revising barrister to
make up the liste by which the members of the House of
Commons are to be elected to support or condemn the
Ministry. This clause in fact provides for the making of a
jury by an officor appointed by the party to by tried, to
try that party. That is extremely unfair. In ngland, it
has been well said the revising officer is very different
from what ho is under this Bill, and I wish to correct an
impression that is sought to be conveyed by organs of the

Government. Only a few days ago, the organ of the Gov-
ernment in the Province of New Brunswick made this
statement:

" The machinery provided in this Bill is that which has been in oper.
ation in Great Britain for years. Why then should the free trade
Liberals of this Province compiain V"
The writer assumes that the machinery in this Bill is
the same as that which has been ia use in England for
years. I deny that statement. It is well known that in
En land the lists are made up by the municipal officers,
the overseors and parish clerks, and not by the revising
officers, and then the revising officer, instead of being
appointed by the Governmont, is appointed by the judges.
Thus it will be seen the two systems are ontirely different.
I am glad to see the hon. member for Kent (Mr. Landry),
in his place, because I wish to refer to a proposition he put
forward in this debate, namely, that this provision of the
Bill is similar to a provision in the Bill introducod in New
Brunswick last Session, but which did not become law.
He intimated that the revising barristor under the New
Brunswick Bill had the saine duties to perform as ho bas
under this.

Mr. LANDRY. Did the ion. gentleman tako that from
what I said, or from the St. John Globe ?

Mr. BURPEE. I took it from the hon. gentleman's speech
in the Hansard which I have in my hand, and will road, if
allowed to do so:

" If this same ineasure had come from the leader of the Government of
New Brunswick there would not have been a word said against it. Look-
at the Bill as it passed the Lower House in New Brunswick. It would
not only change the franchise for the election of membors to the L-gis-
lature of New Brunswick, but the franchise for the election of members
to this House aiso; yet these hon. gentlemen did not say a word
against it."

The hon. gentleman goes on to say:
" The revising barrister is, there, not to be removed by another party

but the party that appointed him. Now, if a Bill of this kind passed in
this Bouse can be used for a party purpose, urely a similar measure
passed by another House eau e used for a party purpose in the same
way Therefore, my hon. friends from the Province of New Brunswick
would not have ma le that objection against the Bill if it had been
proposed by some one else, but he simply does so because it was proposed
on this side of the flouse."

The hon. gentleman bore intimated distinctly that the Bill
now before thei louse is similar to the one which was

passed in the New Brunswick House, but which did not
become law.

Mr. LANDRY. No I did not.
Mr. BURPEE. In confirmration of that, I have letters

in my possession froin different parties who give that con-
struction to his language.

Mr. LANDRY. The St. John Globe said I stated so, and
that is no doubt where the people to which the hon. gen-
tleman alludes got thoir information.

Mr. BURPEE. I do not know what the St. John Globe
said. I do not know that I have read it, but I know the
construction put upon the hon. gentleman's remarks by the
people. Under the present law of New Brunswick, we
have revisers; we have no revising barristers, there are no
legal gentlemen upon the board, the assessor is sworn to
do, is duty and is enjoined to put a valuation on the pro-
party, which would be the value it might b considered to
bear if it formed part of an estate after a man's death. The
systein in New Brunswick is very strictly guarded. There
is net only the assessor, but, as a check upon the assessors,
valuators are appointed every three years whose duty it ls
to value the property in the whole county, and they
ýre appointed by the municinality. These valuators
take the whole electoral district and consult the assessors
in the different districts, and make out as nearly as may be a
perfect statement of the value of the property. The revisers
in New Brunswick are two councillors elected by each parish,
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with the third appointed by the municipal council. They
are not revising barristers. They are practical mon who
know all about the different localities. They have no power
to put anyone on the list in the first instance, but are com-
pelled to take the names from the assessors. They submit
their list to the public for a certain time, and every person
has the privilege of going before them and producing evi-
dence. From the revisers' list there is no appeal. It was
proposed in the Bill which did not become law that there
should b an appeal to a revising barrister, but .ho was to
have no right to interfere with the assessors' list or with
the revisers' list, except on appeal. Whether that was a
judicious measure or not, I think does not matter, but I
have heard very few complaints in regard to the present
mode of making up the list, and I think there is hardly any
necessity for anything further in that Province. I think
that, to take the power of making up the list out of the
bands of the municipal authorities is injudicious. Gentle-
men on the other side say that the revising barrister will
be impartial bocause he may be a judge.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. That is not the question.
Mr. BURPEE. Cannot I consider the possible or prob-

able action of the officer who will be appointed to carry out
the provisions before you ? If we are to take the action of
the present Government or of any other Government pre-
ceding it, we must come to the conclusion that no person
will be appointed to carry out these provisions unless ho
belongs t>)their own political party. I do not believe they
will go to the Roform party to get a revising officer. But
to put power into the hands of a political partisan to make
up a list of voters for the election of a member who is to
support or condemn the party appointing this gentleman,
is certainly, in my opinion, a most outrageous act. If I
could characterise it in milder terms I would do so, but I
think it deserves very much stronger terms. I do say
that whon a man bas power to select bis own jury to try
his own case, ho will be very likoly to get a verdict in his
favor. Then there is the question of expense. It bas been
proved beyond doubt that this Bill will entail acostof 81,000
or $1,500 for every average electoral district,and the people of
that district will indirectly have to pay it. In my opinion this
is one of the strongest arguments against this section of the
Bill, namely, that it will entail a heavy expense on the
Dominion at a time when we are ill able to bear it. For
these reasons I shall support the amendment of the hon.
member for West Huron (Mr. Cameron).

Mr. BAIN. I had hoped, when the First Minister refer-
ed to the amendment which was proposed when the House
opened with respect to this clause, that the section respect-
ing the position of tenants upon the assesment rolls of the
various Provinces where the qualification is not entered in
the form of rental, would have received some attention at
his bands: and I hope yet that ho will carry ont the partial
promise ho made to the Hlouse a few days ago and enable
the revising officer, when making up his roll, to place upon
it all tenants who may appear as occupants of property to
the value of $150, which would qualify the proprietor, with-
out compelling these tenants to appeal to the revising bar-
rister afterward to have their names placed upon the lists.
I conceive it would facilitate matters very much, because, if
these parties, from any accidental cause, should happen to
pay a rental below the property qualification, those few
exceptional names could thon bestruck off in the second
revision, and it would be made a correct list in future. But
I think it should be a matter of instruction to the revising
barristers that these parties, where there is not a rental
qualification upon the face of the assessment roll, should be
entered upon that roll' as bond de tenants of
property, airly qualified, when the property is
shown to be valued at $150. Respecting the mode
Of making up the first list, I confess, from my

Mr, Buariz.

municipal experience, I have a strong leaning towards em-
ploying in some way the municipal officee. I do not pro-
pose that they should be made independent of authority;
they may be employed under the supervision of the
revising barrister. . Notwithstanding all that has been
said about the partisan action of municipal officers, I think
that they will be found to be, on the average, of as good a
material as the revising officer can summon before him, for
the purpose of obtaining any other information with respect
to the qualification of votera. There may be extreme cases
in which the assessor allows his feelings to get the better of
his judgment; but I must say this, with respect to the town-
ship clerks who would be the parties under the amendment
of my hon. friend to make up this first list, that so far as my
personal experience goes, in referring to my own riding, that
if partisanship is the first qualification for a revising barrister
to discharge this duty, I would be no worse off than I arm with
the township clerks. In my own riding it happens that ail
the municipal clerks who now make up the votera' lista be-
long to my political opponents, with exception of one, and
he is under the control of a Conservative council, and I sup-
pose under these circumstances he will be looked after in the
discharge of his duty. But aside from that, the making up of
this list by the municipal officer is largely a question of cleri-
cal work. He is not authorised to put a man on or to put a
man off; ho simply makes up the votera' liste from the
assesment roll as completed by the court of revision.
We propose, to a certain extent, to make those rules the
priná facie basis on which the revising officer can make up
his list. I wish to impress upon the First Minister that by
employing those municipal officers, who now have tho
custody of those rolls, to prepare and make up the voters'
liste, with such additional evidence as may be put in their
hands with reference to parties who may not appear upon
this list, they have an advantage in the matter of cost,
which will be a considerable item if all the assement rolls
of ail the municipalities of the whole Dominion are to be
copied for the pur pose of placing them in the office of the
revising barristers. I venture to say that on an average,
over the various ridings of the Domidion, the municipalities
will vary from four to ton in number, and it will
b a small municipality where the copying of the assoement
roll would not cost at least $10, ard perhaps 815, in the
large municipalities. Now, if it costs, on an average, $50
to $100 to copy these rolls for the revising officer, I think
it is plain that a very large saving would be effected if the
first duty could be imposed upon the municipal officers in
preparing the first list, whether they are known as town-
ship clerks or secretary treasurers, or whatever other name
they may bear in the various Provinces. They will have
the subsequent advantage that they are the custodians of
these rolls; and I understood the First Minister to say that
we should have a subsequent court of revision held by the
revising officer or the judge in each of these municipalities,
so that the municipal clerk could still discharge the duties
of clerk to the revising officer or judge before
whom he could produce the rolls for the purpose
of sottling any question of value that might occur
with the additional advantage of his familiarity with the
subject ho would make a much more efficient assistant to the
revising officer in the subsequent revision of the list than
would a new officer who would not possess that particular
knowledge. It cannot be that the clerk appointed to assist
the revising officer will have duties of such a nature as to
fully occupy his time. In my municipal experience
I am not aware of any charge of fraud having been
sustained against the officers in making up the votera
list from the assessment roll. Any difficulties that nay
arise with respect to improper or unfair valuations by the
assessor would be perfectly open to revision and correction
by the revising officer on the second revision of the list.
But it will be much simpler if in the first instance the duty

2252 Jun 1,



1885. COMMONS DEBATES. 2258
is left to be discharged by the various municipal officers sented this Bill. They have stated that its provisions
now charged with the work. This is also true as were practically the samne as those of the English
regards expense. It is well worthy of consideration law, when, as we ail know, it is an entirely different
whether it is not desirable to effect the very measure. It was charged in one of these organs that I had
material saving that would be effected by adopt- stated in this House that in my opinion we had no power
ing this plan, without involving additional duties upon to pass such a Bill. Anyone who knows what I said, or who
the revising officer upon the second revision, when the knows me as a lawyer, knows that I oould not have made
votera' lists will b completed. Thore necessarily must b such a statement. What I did spoak of was as to the true
more or less difficulty in transferring voters' lists made meaning of the 41st section of the British North America
upon a different basis and from assessment rolls that do not Act and the policy of passing such a measure as this. The
cover ail classes of persons entitled to vote under this Bill. words revising barrister, as applied to the officer provided
Those difficulties will obtain in a groater degree, if you place for in this Bill, are a misnomer, because, so far from his
the working ont of the first lists in the hands of men who duties being morely to revise, he has the whole machinery
have had no experience in that direction. It is important in his own hands, and ho is to prepare the lists at bis own
that every man who bas apparently a fair and equitable discretion from such information as he can obtain, no
right to be placed upon the first list should be placed there ; matter where or how ho gets it. Some hon. gentlemen
but, unless some modification of this clause is adopted, it have charged the assessors with partisanship, but the hon.
will be found that a large number of names will be left off member for Cardwell (Mr. White) disfavors that idea, and
when it is printed and in the bands of the public for review. the general feeling, as shown by the tenor of the debate,
I suggest whether it would be possible first to effect a divi- has been that both in Ontario and Quebec the assessors, as
sion into polling divisions, which becomes a subsequent part a genoral rule, have honestly and fairly done thoir duty.
of the revising officer's duty, and have the list printed in The assessment list is not made simply for voting purposes ;
alphabetical order in subdivisions, which would enablo that is not its primary object- A man's name is put upon
voters of different districts to more easily check the names. the assessment roll by virtue of the claim the municipality

has upon him to contribute lis share to its revenues. And
Mr. WELDON. The discussion seems not to have been by virtue of that claim he becomes entitlod to vote. The

confined to the amendment merely but also te cover the very object of this clause, as the bon. First Minister pro-
clause generally. One of the great objections to this Bill poses to amend it, is to take the assessment roll in the first
is that it is entirely framed with respect to the Province of instance as the basis of the voters' list. The amendment
Ontario and entirely ignores the positions of the other Pro. proposed by rry hon. friend from West Huron (Mr. Cam-
vinces. First, there is a reference to a revised assessment eron) provides that the assessor should make up a list of the
roll. We, in New Brunswick have an assessment roll, but persons entitled to vote, not an absolute list, but for the use
it is net revised. Another point is as to a revised list in an of the revising officer. What objection is there to that ?
electoral district, Now it is only defined what the rolls should The assessor knows everybody entitled to vote in his locality,
be in an electoral district, but I think it should also b defined and in making up the list ho could have no partisan object
as to cities, towns, parishes and polling districts, and that it in view, and if ho had, he would be checked by the subac-
should be arranged so that there may be no technical advan- quent machinery of the Bill. Take a large district, like the
tage taken which might materially affect the preparation of county of Northumberland in our Province; it would b im-
the lists, I have also noticed that this clause is in other possible for a county court judge or a rovising officer to go
respects, with regard to obtaining certifiod copies of the through that county and ascortain the different persons
list, applicable only to Ontario and not gencrally applicable entitled to vote; he would have to rely on local information
te the Provinces. With regard to the amendment, I would in the long run. Take my own county or the county of
point out that as in the Province of New Brunswick oach York, it would be utterly impossible for one of these
county is a municipality, instead of a township or village officials to ascertain who are entitled to vote in either
as in Ontario, there should be soma change so as of these counties without obtaining local information.
te give the Province of New Brunswick the advan- Ho las to take the assesment roll as lis guide
tage of a separate list for each town, parisb, or or to seek information from persons who understand
polling district, according to the intention of the the locality. At present, tenants or occupants and farmers'
Bill. As it las been pointed out that the assosment roll sons have no right to vote, and their names do not appear
ought to be the basis upon which the revising barrister on the assessment roll. IHow is the revising officer going
shall forn his listi, I may say that in New Brunswick the to obtain the nocessary information regarding their qualifi.
assessors prepare the list, not so much with regard te cation without going to the district himself or taking the
voting as te the collection of the local and county taxes. ipse didit of any one who comes before him? If the asses-
Provision is also made for a valuation every 5 years of ail the sors were required to make up, in addition to the assessment
lands, and also by persons being compelled to furnish certain roll, a list of persons entitled to vote under this Act, the
particulars to the assessors. By these means, the roll is revising officer would have something to guide him, and ho
made practically correct, and I am happy to say that I could verify it with very little trouble. He would not bo
have never in ail my experience, heard the charge of parti- bonnd by it; but it would b offciail information for him
sanship made against our assessors in New Brunswick or in the first instance, and would be obtained at very little
any suspicion attached to them in that respect. Formerly expense; otherwise, the revising officer would have to make
the assessors were chosen by the people, but since the intro- a personal inspection of the county and is paid by the day,
duction of municipal institutions, they are appointed by or ho would compel the people to come where lie hld
the county councils. Up to 1882 the revisora could add or lis court, and great expense would be incurred, which might
take off names from the roll, and they did so, acting upon be saved by the adoption of my hon. friend's amendment.
the advice of the late Judge Fisher who introduced the Bill I do net think the amendment at ail interferes with the
in the Legislature; but just before the last election, it was principle laid down by the right hon. gentleman. It is
held by friends of the right hon. gentleman that the law was merely for the purpose of getting the aid of the local machi-
improperly construed in that respect, and the revisors were nery so as to reduce the expense and get ait the information
shorn of a great deal of thoir power, and it ws largely in in a manner by which justice would be done to ail. With
consequence of that fact that the franchise law of that regard te the extension Of the franchise, itis entirely new
Province was sought te be changed. I am sorry to say that as regards our Province, and, being entirely new, it will

orme of the newspapers of New Brunswick have misrepre- have to be ascertained very carefully, and I know of no
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persons botter able to carry out, in the first instance, the
divisions with regard to the extended franchise than the
assessors who are bound by the valuations made by valua-
tors appointed every five years, and whose work is done
very carefully. I cannot urge too frequently upon the
committee that the valuation is made, in the first instance,
for the purpose of ascertaining the taxation of property and
those who have a right to be taxed, and the right to vote
follows merely as a consequence; so that the assessors are
far less open to the charge of partisanship than the revising
barristers appointed by a political party will be. If the
judges had been given the power of appointing the revising
officers, 'there might be an argument for taking the
preparation of the lists out of the bands of the
assessors, and placing it in the hands of men whose
appointment was not partizan. Had this power been given
into the hands of the Chief Justice of the Province of New
Brunewick, thore would not, in regard to that Province, be
a word of complaint. I am sure the hon. member for Kent
(Mr. Landry), in his remarks, had no intention of imputing
anything improper to the Chief Justice, or of inferring that
this charge, if confided to him, would be abused in any way.
Having presided 20 yoars over the Tew Brunswick court,
very ably and to the general satisfaction of the public, we
may fairly conclude that in this instance also he woald do
his duty fairly. Had the amendment of my hon. friend
from Prince Edward Island (Mr. Davies) been adopted,
there would therefore bave been less chance of partisanship;
but by adopting this provision now under discussion, I am
afraid will be dropping from the frying pan into the fire.

The committee rose, and it being six o'clock, the Speaker
left the Chair.

After Recess.

my part of the country, to the school trustees in th6section to
which he belonged. "It was," he said, "most lenoncholly
that poor, weak, human nature should have such superna.
tural powers." It is very lemoncholly that poor weak
human nature should have such supernatural powers as this
creation of the brain of the right lon.gentleman is endowed
with by this Bill. le is in a special sense the child of tho
right hon, gentleman; the conception is his alone, the con-
ception is wortby of him, the conception is one that I believe
could have originated in the mind ofno other Canadian states.
man. I will go further and say that the conception is one that
could have originated in the mind of no statesman of Great
Britain or of the United States, as far as I can judge by the
past actions of the inferior politicians of those countries. The
idea is grand and comprehensive and thorough. The idea
of appointing a political agent of the Government, a per.
sonal nominee of the Conservative candidate in each riding
throughout the Dominion to form the lists upon which the
election shall be held could only have emanated from the
brain of the right hon. gentleman himself. It is one with
which his name will be linked to all posterity, and which
will be looked upon as the fitting crown and culmination of
his political career. Some of as have heard and have believed
that the vox populi and the vox dei are the same thing, but
the bon. gentleman bas gone further, he as created the
vox populi, and ho is going to make the vox populi himseilf.
Hie has adopted a means to enable him to nominate the
vox populi in each electoral district, to nominate a person
who shall say who shall utter the vox populi.

Some bon. MEMBERS. Question.
Mr. CASEY, What doos the hon. gentleman say ?
Mr. PAINT. How many times will vox populi be pro.

nounced ?
Mr. CASEY. I thinki t will ho prononced about 211

House again resolved itself into Committee. fines lu thc next general election, and I do net know
Mr. CASEY. On Friday last, we passed a clause which whetier the hon. member for Richmond will like the way

provided that an individual to be called a revising officer in whicb thc vox populi wilt be pronounced in bis own
should be appointed by the Government for each electoral county, or if ho wihl regard it as î joke, as ho sems to do
division. The clause we are now considering describes the now. Tic leader of the Govcrnment las tried to bring
duties of that individual, and compels us to come to the that voice into accord with bis own, te tone it and te tune it,
conclusion that the name itselfis a misnomer. The person and te nake it sound sncb soft and swect melodies for bis
who is appointed to perform the duties described in followers as they could desire. The country would have
this clause, is not a revising officer at all. He is an officer been startled if the officer referred te in ibis discussion lad
to make liaist, not to revise them, at least primarily. His been given a nane te express lis powers, but the riglt hon.
principal duty is to make lists. The late lamented William gentleman bas been carefal te take tle name from the politi-
Shakespeare-I do not refer to any member of this House- cal system ef a country fereign te us, Great Britain, where
said "What's inainame?" but that Mr. Shakespeare to whom it does express the powers of the officer concerned. For a
I now refer evidently knew nothing of the Franchise Bill. lime, ne doubt, tc people as wchl as the members of ibis
llad he read this Bill, he would have known there is a fouse were iuclined te think thora wussonithing com-
great deal in a name, that in fact, in the words of another parable lu the duties of these two officers, but their eyes are
immortal author, "There's millions in it." If we were to being epeucd, and I iutend te show in a littie detail how
call this individual, whom the Bill calls a revising officer, very different tIc dattes are. The right hon, gentleman
by any of the other aliases which would more properly las apparently gene some distance te meet our views by
describe his duties and functions, it would be easily seen dectaring tint tle assasent relis and votera' liasand
that there is a great deal in a name. If we were to call him polibooks shah hocprima facie evidence. He las gone
the list maker, the vote maker, the chief cook of the votera' far enougi te prove that tIc views whicl we have urged
lista; if we explained that he was an oracle, a person are sound, but le las net gene far eneuglite carry
inspi ed, not exactly by the divine affiatus of the Gods, but tic doctrine, whese soundness le admits, into
by the affiatus of the right hon. the leader of the Govern- ecfeet. fe enpowers lis protégé te get sncb otier
ment, a person intended to speak the words of that right information as li may tiik fit in order te 1111 up tie gaps
hon. gentleman, to do his work, and to further his interests left by these lista. What doos this menu? Lsthe offier te
in every way; if we were to give him a name that would drive froî concession te concession as thc assOOr
carry that idea with it, it is easily conceivable that thcdees, in order te find eut how many people lave a
people would look with greater suspicion upon his appoint- incone of $300 a year and how many py $20 a year
ment than when we call him by the simple and unpreten-rent? 0f course net; neither le, nor bis clerk, nor
tions name of revising officer. A revising officer is a per- lis bailif, ner any ether of lis offciai family will do
son who corrects lists made by some bodyelse; this revising that.Hlcwill go te thc friends cf the man who appoin-
officer is to make lists on his own, and then go through tIc ted hlm, te the organisation cf the party candidate whO
form. of revising them afterwards. His powers are very made hi revising officer, te tle (onservative 8O50OD
much like those which were attributed by a poor negro, in tion and br ao ocIations of the ridin& T140 esat

Ir. W.ELDON.
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of the intentional looseness in this clause will ho that the
Conservative voters of the classes not shown on the assess-
ment rolls or old voters' lists will be put on at the expense
of the country, while the Liberal electors will only bo put
on at the expense of the Liberals themselves. Why does
not the hon. gentleman strike out the words "and allh
such other information as ho can obtain," and leave the
revising officer bound by the names found upon the
assessment rolls, old voters' lists and poll-books?
Undoubtedly large classes would h left off in that way, and
would have to appeal, but they would be divided betwoen
the two parties; a proportionate number of Reformers and
Conservatives would be left off, and all those who were
not found on these lists would have to appeal.
In fact, they would be in the sane position as the income
voter in England. I find it stated in Rogers' Election Law
that the names of income voters are not put upon the
rough draft of the voters' list in England at all, and only
go on the list by subsequent application to the revising
barristers. Whig, Tory and Radical-all the income voters,
and, I think, all the lodgervoters, too-go upon the list only by
appeal made through the oversers to the revising barrister.
What is the object of that ? Simply because the income
and lodger qualifications are of a nature that is not easily
shown by documentary evidence, and do not appear on the
assessment rolls of the parisb. It is but fair and right that
persons asking to be qualified under these franchises should
net be put upon the list except on sworn evidence, put in
in open court before the revising barrister; and the same
thing that is fair thore is fair here. Our income and
tenant franchises are of such a nature that it will not be
improper to require sworn evidence of qualification before
applicants under those franchises are put upon the list. I
say, thon, that if this clause is to operate fairly between the
two parties, nobody should be put upon the first rough draft
of a list made by the revising officer except those whose
qualifications are shown by the assessment roll, the voters'
listsandtheoldpollbooks. Idonotthink, indeed, thatIthe
revising officer should be the maker of that first rough
draft at all; I think with my hon. friend who has moved the
amendment, that the municipal officers alone should be
entitled to prepare that. Of course, there are a number of
persons not at present included upon tho a-sessment rolls
whom they would have to include in this first draft; and what
is te hinder us from asking them to include those persons ?
What is to hinder us from directing that the clerk or asses-
sor of every township should piepare a primary rough list,
including net only those persons now included upon the
assessment rolls, but also other classes whom this Bill gives
the franchise to ? Have we not power over these officers ?
Undoubtedly we have. By this Bill we direct the assessor
te provide a copy of his assessment roll for the revising
officer. And if we can do that we could direct him to
make a separate list of persons not included on that roll.
But hon. gentlemen opposite do not want the assessor to
have anything to do with the voters' list. Why ? Because
ho is apt to be partisan. Well, Sir, in the first place, he is
not at all certain to eho partisan. Men who seek
te hold office under successive municipal councils, are
very apt to become neutral so as to keep in favor
with successive councils who may differ in politics.
But suppose ail the assessors were partisan. To whom do
we appeal from the assessors-who will ho Grit or Tory
about in proportion as the population of the Dominion is
Grit or Tory? We are te appeal to officers who will be
invariably partisan. Bach one is sure to be on one side or the
other in politics. When a Conservative Government is ini
power, they will be Conservatives, and when a Reform
Government is in they will ho Reformers. We are to get
men who will be always partisan instead of men who may
be partisan. But we are told we shall have the security of
the oath of tho zeviaing omcer, Well, I thiUnk we may fairly
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put the oath of the assessor against the oath of the revising
oflicor. It is certainly no degradation to the legal profes-
sion in Canada to say that the oath of the average honest far-
mer, such a man as is apt to be choson for assessor, is as
good as the oath of any lawyer, as good as the oath of any
barrister of five years' standing, as good as the oath of any
county judge, or of any other judge, that ho will fairly dis-
charge the duties of his office. But under the present
system we have not only the oath of the assessor, we have
five councillors sworn to do their duty, who revise the
work of the assessor, wo have the oath of the muni-
cipal clerk, and we have the judge sworn to do his
duty, who revises the work of the other seven-we
have eight oaths under the existing system against
one under the system that is now proposed, and if
these eight oaths, including the oath of the county
judge in Ontario, are not as good as the oath of one
barrister of five years' standing, thon I say the race of
five-yoar old barristers is becoming something of an alto-
gether supernatural excellence. My hon. friend from Vic-
toria (Mr. Cameron) said that the insinuation that the
revising barrister will be partisan was an insult to the
whole bar of the Dominion. He considered that the pro-
fession to which ho belongs inculcated such ideas of honor
and uprightness that it was monstrous to suppose that any
member of that profession could so far forget himself as to ho
guilty of the slightest partiality when acting under oath
as the political agent of the Premier of the day. I think
the hon. gentleman is too charitable. He is judging other
barristers of Canada by bis own high standing. He knows
quito well ho would not for a moment allow his party leanings
to sway his opinions upon the most doubtful point of qualifi-
cation. H believes that the other barristers of Canada of five
yoars' standing have reachod the same superhuman stan-
dard. I do not think, Sir, they have; I am sure the people
do not believe it is so. Thoy bolieve that the barristers
of Canada, without exception, are subject to the same
temptations and the same weaknesses as a member
of Parliament ; and if wo find ourselvos occasionally
acting from partisan motives in the House, is it
reasonable to sulppose that the five-year old barrister, to
whom we propose to entrust our political destinies and our
political life, will not act from partisan motives occasionally ?
I think I could name, without any disrespect to the bar of
Ontario, a few barristors of fivo years' standing in that
Province who would bo apt to act on partisan principlos in
this office, no matter how many oaths they took. I do not
mean to say these mon would consciously perjure them-
selves, but I mean to say that they are so subject to parti-
sanship and their moral vision is so oblique in respect to
political matters that things which are unfair, unreason-
able and unjust in themselvos, would seem to them fair,
reasonable and just. Of course, they would consider that
they were acting upon the highest and most patriotic
motives ; but I am prepared to assert that not only soma
of them, but the great btilk of them-nay, all of them,
would do that which would seem to the rest of the
community unfair, unjust and iniquitous, by whatever
high patriotic and lawful motives they were actuated.
1 am going very far when I say this, and take it for granted
that the officer will act from such motives I have stated,
for I cannot help knowing from experionce of such officials
appointed by this Govern ment how they act. It is the most
charitable thing to assume obliquity of moral vision instead
of bad intention. But suppose we take the most able and
clear-sighted lawyer that can be named on the Conservative
side and make him revising officer. No one would expect
that ho would act fairly. Whatever party was injured by
his decision would feel that it was the act of a partisan. It
is a downright insult to any self-respecting and reputable
lawyer in Ontario, or any where else, to offer him such a
position, to ask him to put himself in a positioU where he
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would be looked upon by both friends and foes as a party
tool, placed there to do dirty work, an officer who is to give
all his decisions from partisan motives.

Mr. RYKERT. The hon. gentleman is not speaking to
the question.

Mr. CASEY. I am speaking of the revising officers'
duties.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. I think the hon. gentleman is discuss-
ing rather the question of the revising barristers.

Mr. CASE Y. I am discussing theirduties. I repeat that
it is an insult to ask any self-respecting barrister of Canada
to accept that position and discharge those duties which
will place him in a hopelessly invidious position, a position
which will heap disgrace on him in the eyes of a great
many of lis fellow-citizens. The hon. member for Victoria
said the duties would be discharged in the light of day. The
hon. gentleman has overlooked part of the duties of the
revising officer. In section 55, which must be read with
this section, ho is distinctly directed,I"of his own motion," to
make certain changes in the list without notice being given.
That is not discharging duties in the light of day. I desire
to point out some reasons why it is far preferable that the
primary votera' list should be made by municipal officers
and not by the revising officer. The manner of his appoint-
ment casts a strong suspicion on bis motives and fitness for
the task. The nature of his duties raises a stronger
suspicion. The duties discharged by revising officers in
England are quite as large and wide as should be entrusted
to revising officers here. What are the duties of such an
officer in England ? Ho is to take iie list made by the
overseors of each parish-as to tho manner of making which
the House has some information. These overseers are elocted
by the ratepayers. What shall be do with that list? ]Rogers,
on eloctions, says that a revising barrister is empowered,
first, to correct any mistakes on the list; and he goes on
to say what mistakes may be corrected. The revising bar-
rister may correct figures made in error-a name of a town-
ship erroneously put ut the head of a list, and so on. When
a christian name of a voter or a wrong description is inserted
he may make the necessary correction. He may expunge
the name of any person whose qualification is insufficient,
in law, to confer a vote. "But this does not authorise him
to strike off the name of a voter who is not objected to,
although the Court of Common Pleas had decided that the
voter could not have sufficient qualification "-even although
the revising barrister knew the alleged voter could not have
sufficient qualification. Under the English law ho cannot
expunge any namo from the list, of his own more motion.
Look at the difforence betwen tho powers of the officials
in England and here. One is superlegal, independent
of tho law, does not take ovidence; the other is strictly
imited by the law. The English official is not to make

any changes, except such as are called for by the
electors thomselves. Ho can neither expunge a name nor
insort a name unless objection is taken. Those objections
must be lodged with the board of overseors, with a body
corresponding to our township court of revision. With
that body objections are lodged; from it they go before the
revising barrister, and on the case thus presented the claim
either stands or falls. The barrister is purely judicial
and has no ministorial duty; ho does nothing of his own
more motion, and nothing at all except upon ovidence
laid before him in the light of day, and given upon
oath. The English revising barrister has aiso "power
to expungo the names of persons who are doad, or
have been proved guilty of bribery, treating, or using
undue influence, or against whom judgment ia any penal
action has been obtained." That would be a very
benoficial provision to insert in the Bill we are now con-
sidering. Tho revising offloor in England is called upon to

M. CAsIy.

insert the name of any such persons, whether on the
register or only claimants for registration, in a separabe
list, to be headed, "List of persons disqualified for brib-
ing, treating, or using undue influences." Now, Sir, by
section 38 of 6 Victoria, chapter 13, it will be seen
that there is a very striking difference-I think the groatest
difference-between the two officials. There is a great
deal ofdifferenco ii the method of appointment, That has
been dealt with. ln the one case ho is appointed by an
impartial judge; in the other ho is appointed by the person
most interested. The English officer is a judicial officer;
he bas only to decide on claims which are laid before hin.
The Canadian officer is to be a ministerial officer; he is to
act of his own motion, in the interest of his own friends, if
he chooses to take action. He is not to wait to be calied
upon by any of the voters of the electoral division, either
as to striking off names or putting on new names. The two
things go together-his supra-legal powers and his supra-
constitutional appointment. One is the complement to the
other-carries out the purpose of the other. He is
appointed for a purpose, and his duties are so arranged
as to carry out that purpose. What the purpose is is so
evident that I need not explain it further. Now, Sir, the
right hon. gentleman himself, the father of this Bill, told us
the other day that his amendment making the assesment
rolls the primd facie evidence of the primary votera' list
made the duties of the so-called revising officer similar to
those of the real revising officer in England. H11e said that
in one case the votera' list was appealed from to the revis-
ing barrister in individual cases, whereas, in the other, the
whole list was appealed en masse. Taking bis own state.
ment, it does not appear that the duties of the two officers
are similar, as there is something different in appealing a
voters' list en masse from allowing appeals in individual
cases. One opens up the whole case; it puts the whole
list at tho mercy of the revising officer, while in the
other ho is only allowod to docide individuai cases. But
the right hon. gentleman did not state the case correctly, as
the duties of the two offloors are not similar, even to that
extent. The English revising officer makes no list at ail.
He simply corrects the errors in the list made by the parish
overseers, when the correction is demanded by some one
who is interested in eaci case, Tho other official has to
take the assessment rolls, and bas to mako from those rolsi,
or " from such other information as he can obtain," a list to
satisfy himself, and thon, and thon only, does an appeal
come in. Thore is no appeal from the assessment to the
revising officer, but from the last votera' list of the revising
officer there is an appeal from the revising officer to himself.
He is himself called upon to say whether ho has acted
unfairly, partially, or blunderingly, and if we know anything
of the average opinion of their own conduct, possessed
by the five-years' old barristers of Canada, we can easily
come to the conclusion that they will be very unlikely to
decide against the course they have themselves pursued.
There is not the ghost of similarity between the two cases,
and the right hon. gentleman's attempt to draw a parallel
between them is wholly misleading, or, at all events, it goes in
the direction of misleading, and looks as if it were intended
to mislead. I do not think it can mislead any person who
is familiar in the slightost degree with the daties of the two
officers. I do not think that any person who bas read even
once what are the duties of the English revising barrister
could be led for a moment to suppose that the duty of the
proposed officer under this Bill will be similar to his duties.
But the making of the right hon. gentleman's remarks
could have no effect at al if not to mislead somebody in
this respect. Now, the hon. member for East Grey does
appear to have been misted by those remarks, for ho said
that the revising officer had only to take the assesment
list as made up by the municipal officer, have it
copied out, and then revise it He said that thO
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revising ofMeer did not need to know anythingo
the neighborhood, of the people, or of their polities
and that it would be botter for himi not to know anythin
of them, in order that ho might be more impartial. Thi
shows that he, at ail events, has been misled by th
explanations of his leader. That is not the state of th
case at all. The reî7ising officer does not take the assess
ment roll and simply copy it, and revise it, but he takes th
roll, as far as it goes, adds as much as he chooses of his owc
motion-and thon it may bo appealed from to himself ! Th
hon. gentleman says he does not need to know the neigh
borhood, or the people, or their polities, but I woull ask
how is he to fill the gaps in the old voters' list or in the pol
books unless le knows the people of the locality ? He can.
not do it himself; ho muet get the information somewhere
and we ail know where ho will get it. He will have the
assistance of a clerk, and we ail know who he is likely t
be. He will have the assistance of a bailiff, and we know
what sort of a person he is likely to be, and what sort o
information the triumvirate is likely to obtain, and
we know what the result is likely to be on th
list. Now, the Premier argued something in the
same strain a little before my hon. friend froi
Grey, and therefore cannot be suspected of plagiaris.
ing from that hon. gentleman. Ho said that in
England the revising barrister was sent down from London
that ho did not know anything of the people or the neigh
borhood, and had none of the local knowledge which we
said was necessary to the person who made the list. Well,
Sir, the rovising barrister in England doos answer to the
description which my hon. friend from Grey, in his
darkness of mind, applied to the socalled revising offleer
in Canada. The revising barrister in England does not
need to know anything of the neighborhood. Ho is all the
botter for not having the local knowledge, aIl the more
likely to be impartial, because ho does not know the politics
of the people who come before him on appeals, and why?
Because ho is a judicial officer; ho bas merely to decide
on points of law and fact brought before him, just
as a judge of Assize does in travelling about on circuit.
But the Canadian revising, officer has to do more than that;
ho bas to fill up gaps; ho has to act on information obtained,
not judiciallv, not on sworn evidence, but obtained any how,
from the sources to which h is most likely to go for it. I
am told that he will probably have some local information,
because ho will probably be a resident of the electoral
district. Very likely he will. Some nice young Canser.
vative lawyer in the county town will be very apt to be the
revising barrister where a judge is not appointed. There is
one class of local information that ho is quite certain to have.
lie is quite certain to have that kind of knowledge which
the hon. member for East Grey (Mr.Sproule) said he should
not have, the knowledge of the politics of the individual.

Mr. SPROULE. The hon. gentleman is entirely mis
reprosenting me. In answer to the arguments, I think, of
the hon. member for Bathwell (Mr. Mills), and the hon.
momber for South Perth (Mr. Trow), that the liste should
be prepared by the municipal officers, becanse they would
be more likely to act impartially, I asked if it was not more
likely that a person who was a stranger to the people would
act impartially.

Mr. CASEY. That was exactly the remark on which I
wasbasing my argument. That is julst the kind of infor.
mation the revising officer is sure to get. Ie is not going
through those districts without a guide, philosopher, and
friend, in the shape of the secretary of tho Conservative Asso.
ciation-at ail evnts, he will not, in East Grey; he will
have some kind friend at hie shoulder to tell him what the
politics of the people are; ho will get just the sort of infor-
nation ho should not have, to be impartial.
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of Mr. SPROULE. I suppose the same remark would
s, apply to the English revising officer.
g Mr. CASEY. There my hon. friend shows his utter
s blindness to what the English revising officer does. He
e does not put any one on or of the list, except in open court

and upon »Eworn testimony. He does not make the list;
he can onfy insert or strike of a name on a plication; ho

a only decides judicially on those cases whlo are brou ht
n before him; but this man is a list maker. Now, ittas

been urged that the votera' list should be made up
' by polling sub divisions instead of by municipalities.
k I think the arguments in favor of that view are unanswer-
l able. A thorough canvass would b almost impossible

if al[ the electors of a municipality were to be put upon one
list. We have been accustomed, in almost every part of

e Canada where wo hivo votera' lista, to have them arranged
o by polling sub-divisions, and I do not se> why they should

not be so arranged under this Bill. I do not think the lon.
fFirst Minister has any partieular objection to that; it has only

escaped his notice, and I have no doubt he will, as ho bas done
already, take this further stop towards improving the Bill
in its working, Thon there is the clause about tenants. I
have no doubt the hon, gentleman has simply, through
ovorsight, forgotten to do what ho said on the 22nd of tSis
month ho would do, and which I think should be done bore.
.e said:

" It was argued last night, with a great deal of force that la Ontario
the assessment roll, for Instance, ays: John Jones, lot No. 1 valus
$150, as the assesed value. Then he la marked as tenant, but tha dos
not show what rent be pays at &IL. But I would roake a provibo that If
that property is agsessel at $150, which gives the franchise to the
owner, that shall be primàfacie evidence that the tenant has a right to
be reizistered. If It la proved afterwards, on objection, that ho dot& uot
pay $20 a year, the prima facis evidence is rbutted."

I am sure it is entirely through oversight that the right
hon. gentleman has neglected to make provision to that
effect in this clause, namely, to make such an arrangement
as would make the assessment roll to a great extent primd
facie ovidence of the qualifications of tenants. It would
take a long timo to discuss the provisions of this clau«e in
detail. It is very clumsily put together; it is put together
as if it had grown by accretion rather than by organisation
-as if bit had been added to bit, without organie union in
the section. I admit that some parts of it are not as clear as
thoy ought to be to me, although I have given it 4
good deal of consideration; i arn sure it will not
be clear to those electors who wili give it much
less consideration than I have doue ; but it is
only of a piece with the whole Bill in that respect,
The whole Bill is undoubtedly of the sanie nature as the
section in that respect. It i hard to understand; ii is a
bungle and a blunder. This clause alone, the conforring of
sujh duties as are by it conferred upon aGovernment official,
a party tool, a nominee who holds offlce virtually at the
ploasure of tho Government, is an insult to the whole com.
munity; it ls an insult Io the publie intelliganco and the
public independence of the country to ask this community
to submit to a dictation that no country which has repre.
sentative institutions at all would submit to. Even Ruasia
is not an intance; Russia lai a pure autocracy; there is no
disguise about it; the Czar rules by his own will, and not
through a revising officer. We are told that in France a
great deal of power is put into the hands of the Government,
but never was any power so absolute as this thought ot in
France. In England there was never anything to compare
to it, nor in the United States. la no free country bas any.
body dared topropose anything like this; in no free coun-
try bas anybody ventured t) tbink that the people would
tamely submit to a usurpation of their constitutional rights
and privileges such as this. This one section contains the
venom of the whole Bill. Give the right hon. gentle.
man this section and the 10th section, and he cares not
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what the qualifications are, whether there is uniformity or
variety in the electorate. The Conservatives themselves
are awakening to the iniquity of these clauses. When we
find a lifelong Conservative like Mr. D. B. Read, of Toronto,
giving voice, in his letter to the Globe, to language stronger
than any which any Liberal, or Grit, or Radical, has
put his name to in the press; whon we find him declaring
that he has seen smaller causes than this produce a
revolution, we must believe that there are Conservatives
who believe that they are being insulted and wronged
by this Bill. When we find a Conservative expressing his
views, as the one did whose letter was read bore by the
hon. member for West Lambton (Mr. Lister) the other
day, we must believe that the Conservatives are waking up,
We believe that the country is patriotic and sound to the
heart, and that the soundness ofits heart will be evident by
its actions the next time the country is heard from; we
believe that Conservatives and Reformers throughout the
Dominion are waking up and showing the indignation such
a measure must cause in the heart of every free man. Con-
servatives are co-operating with us. I do not say they will
become Grits in other respects, but I know they are co-oper.
ating with us in opposition to the Bill, and will give effect
to their indignation at the next general election; and I
believe the moral atmosphere of the country will be all the
clearer for the storm this Bill is producing. There is no use
in hon. gentleman opposite trying to deny that it is raising
a storm. Had we not the North-West troubles and the
Canadian Pacific Railway, and other vital matters to occupy
the public attention at this time as well, the storm would
make itself heard in such a manner that not even the most
bigoted Conservative, the Conservative most entrenched in
his party egotism, could fail to be aware of it. The time
has come when the patriotie men of both parties will go to
the polls and declare their opinions on the questions of the
day, without regard to p2rty lines, but having regard solely
to their conscientious opinions. I am glad this much good
has come out of what otherwise would seem an incurable
evil. I believe that good will flow unintentionally out of
this proposition and out of the operation of this Bill, a good
that may outweigh the evil; I believe the patriotic people
of both parties will be fused and hammered into one by the
attempt of the Government to usurp po>wer, by the attempt
of the Government to sweep out ot existence tho3e whom
they are pleased to consider the representatives of an insig-
nificant minority of the peoplo.

Mr. MoCALLUM (Monck). I am sorry to see hon. gen-
tlemen opposite still keeping on their course of obstructing
the business of the country. I can tell them that if they
console themselves with the feeling that there is any move-
ment in their favor among the Conservatives of the country
they are very much mistaken. There may be a few dis-
appointed Conservatives, such as the gentleman from
Toronto, by the name of Read, but we have had
such gentlemen before, and we have had one, in particular,
of whom hon. gentlemen opposite made one of their
leaders; but as to any movement in the most
distant way approaching anything like agitation against
this measure amongst Conservatives, hon. gentlemen
opposite need not lay that flattering unction to their soul.
Speaking of the assessors, we would fancy, to hear them,
that this officer had to make out the voters'lists. What he
makes out is a roll. not for the purpose of making votera'
liste, but for the purpose of raising revenue for the munici-
pality and for the administration of justice, to be a charge
upon the property of the municipality. Of course, from that
roll the clerk makes out the votera' list, and where is the
difference if the revising officer makes it out or the clerk ?
I do not see any difference, whcther the revising officers
clerk or the clerk of the municipality copies the roll for the
votera' liat. The hon. member for West Elgin (Mr. Casey)

Mr. CAsET.

speaks of the barristers being party tools in the hands of the
Government. Why, in that he insinuates that the judges of
this country, who will have the final revising of the list,
will be party tools. Under this Bill thejudges are te ho the
final revising officors in the Province of Ontario.

Some hon. MEMBERS. No.
Mr. McCALLUM. The hon. gentleman insinuates they

will be tools, and hon. gentlemen opposite find great
fault with the Bill because the revising officer makes out
the voters' list in the first instance and then appeals from
the list to himself. Any revising officer, whether he be a
barrister of five years' standing or a judge, will beveryglad
to correct any omission or mistake he las made, in the
same way that he does now. If these gentlemen are bound
to continue this obstruction, with their arguments repeated
over and over and over again, the people of th:s country,
not the Conservatives alone, but the Reformers of this coun-
try, will hold them responsible for the waste of money they
are causing. I only got up to protest on behalf of the
people of this country. Are a few Grits in this House
going to control the majority-; are i few gentlemen here,
who are discontented, who are looking for power, to run
the people ? I simply rose to protest against this course,
and I will say no more.

Mr. GILLMOR. If the hon. member for Monck (Mr.
McCallum) had occupied the short time he was on the floor
in speaking to this amendment hecwould not have obstructed
the business ofthe country. felbas not undertaken toshow
why this amendment sbould not be adopted. He has talked
about obstruction. I think the mover of this Bill asked the
members of the Opposition to help him to perfect this
measure, but it is very evident that anything which will
affect the material ingredients of this Bill will not eh adopted.
Hon. gentlemen are very grateful for any amendment which
will remove the poision out of this measure, but when any
amendment is suggested which will interfere in that way,
that is obstruction. Some very objectionable clauses have
been already adopted. The Government have taken power
to appoint their own nominee as the revising officer. The
mover of this Bill gives as a reason for this, that the muni-
cipal officers are corrupt, that they are influenced by party
feeling, and therefore cannot be trusted. That is why he
wants this perfect measure, and the hon. member for
North Perth (Mr. Hesson) says the necessity for this
extraordinary measure is that the municipal authorities
and the people cannot be trusted, and we should have
a measure free from party influence. Admitting, for argu-
ment's sake, that they are correct, that is an evil, but it is
not a universal evil. If one county doos anything objea-
tionable, some other county is an offset to it. Is not the
Prime Minister a party man ? Is hae more free from party
prejudices and preferenoes than the electorate of this
Dominion ? It is a mere absurdity to pretend to state that
the electoral system is going to be rid of party preferences
by this measure. We have not to go very far back in the
history of this country to sec where the leader of the
Government and bis supporters resorted to extraordinary
means to strengthen their party. I have never huard of
the evils referred to existing in the Province of New
Brunswick. In the county I represent it is impossible for
one revising officer to perform the duty imposed upon him
by this Bill. We have a population of alittle over 26,000, and
to do this duty it requires about eighty-four officiais. There
are threo assessors and three revisors in overy paris, and
thero are fourteen parishes in the county,and these officials do
the whole of this vrork more thoroughly than it can bu done
by any revising officer, and at very little cost. In the parish
in which I live, the assessors know every man and his
household, and I have never heard of any objection to their
action. It is so perfeot that, for twenty years, during ail
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of which time I have been in politics, I have nover hoard
any objection made. They are not all supporters of mine,
but we never think of their polities. I never look over the
list, except about the time of an election, and sometimes
you find one name off which should be on; but, of course,
that cannot be remedied thon until the next election. HIow
is it possible for a revising officer to go all over the county
of Charlotte, or the county of Kent, or the county of West-
moreland, which is a large and populous county, and make
up this list? It is quite impossible. The mover of the Bill
bas admitted the principle of this amendment already,
because ho bas agreed to take the assessors' list
and the poll book as a basis. He will have, of
course, a large number of voters on the list upon
which we have been elected, but ho las got a large
number to add to his list; ho has got to add overy farmer's
son, all the tenants, all the property-holders' sons; ho has
got to add fishermen who qualify on real and personal pro-
perty. How upon earth can any revising barrister ascer-
tain that fact ? The hon. gentleman might as well abandon
the assessors' list as to continue that as a basis, and let the
revising barrister go over the whole county to find out who
is to be added. Therefore I think he bas admitted the whole
principle when he takes the assessors' list as a basis to start
upon. I do not see what objection there eau be to it. It is
impossible, I say, for any revising barristor to do this duty.
properly. It would take him a year to get up one list, and
thon ho could not do it as well as it is being done now.
The hon. member for Kent, NB. (Mr. Landry) is a lawyer,
and hoeought to understand how impossible it is for the
revising barrister to know as well as the municipal officers
who now make up our voters'lists. You cannot find any one
man who can do it over the whole county, unless le works for
months and months. I could not do it in my county. I
would not know whether a farmer had one son or two sons, or
whether ho had any sons ut all. I would have to ascertain
from some disinterested source, at any rate, to satisfy
myself. But the men now who make up the list know ,all
about it. They know how many sons a farmer bas, they
know the qualification, they know every tenant. ilow eau
the revising officer find out every tenant in a city, or town,
or incorporated village ? If the right hon. gentleman and
his friends want to make the Bill less objectionable let them
adopt this amendment, and they will still have advantage
enough. They have stillgot the revising barristers, of their
own appointment, of their own political stripe; I do net
wish to attribute motives to them, but of course they will
put in political friends. Now, I think it is an insult to the
people of this country, after so many years' experience,
after the present systema bas worked without friction for so
long a time, when nobody bas found fault with it, when it
has grown up after years of effort and of trial-I say it is
an insult to the people to come down with this cumbersome
measure and take away from the people the management of
their own affairs. Hon. gentlemen opposite say they want
a fair and honest system, that shall be freed from alil
party bias, thereby accusing municipal officers of being
dishonest. I do not want to accuse hon. gentlemen
opposite, but I say it is behind the age for any
civilised country, on a pretence of getting free from
political influence, to introduce such an infamous meas-
ure as this, and attempt to justify it. Mr. Chairman,i
1 believe all these smiles and all these offers of concessions
by the Government are a more sham and a more pretence.
They are willing to pay tithes of mint and cummin and1
aunise, but the weighter matters of the law the Premier and
his followers do not pretend to amend. They are going to
keep the Indian and the revising barrister, no matter whati
follows. Why should they have a revising barrister at all ? It
is nonsense to call him a revising barrister. But ho wouldi
be, if you allowed the local authorities to make up the list,
and then allow him to revise it. The local authorities have to

assess all the properties for their own purposes, and these are
the men, above all others, who know who are qualified. I say
it is quite impossible for any stranger or any individual in
the country to do this work. He has got to go all through the
municipalities, and how is ho going to get bis information ?
Perhaps he might come down to Charlotte county and ask
me to go with him, and I might get into bis waggon and
drive around with him. If he wanted to see a man him-
self, or see the property on which he is qualified, ho bas
either got to go on to the place, or take somebody's opinion.
Well, ho might come to me. I might be influenced by
party feeling, and I might not give him correct information.
He might go to my opponent, and he might bo infltienced
by party feeling, and where is this revising barrister to get
bis information? I tell you this revising barrister cannot
do the work satisfactorily. le may be as honest as it is
possible for a man to be, but the work is more than hoecan
do. Now, the couuty I live in has about 26,000 people
in it, and we have eighty-four mon, revisers and
assessors, in all the various localities, who are familiar
with the mon who go on the assessors' list, who make
the voters' list, and they are just as familiar with the
voters as the Prime Minister is with his colleague who
sits beside him. They live in the locality. There are
twenty-eight councillors, some forty-two assessors and forty-
two revisers; they are in every corner of the county; they
know every man who is qualified to vote. There bas never
been any difficulty ; the system is a perfect system. These
mon never enquire whether a municipal council is com-
posed of Conservatives or Liberals. The system works so
harmoniously that I think it is a pity to give it up; and,
apart from all desire that the Bill may not pass, I do feel
sad-yes, I do-that we are going back to introduce such
an expensive, and such a difficult, and such an intricate
system, to supersede one so simple, so based upon common
sense, and upon common justice and fair play to ail parties. I
do hope that the hon. Premier will see that is almost impos
sible-I say quite impossible-for this revising barrister to
do this work fairly and properly. He bas got to go all over
the county and see overybody. He might as well not have
the assessors' list as the basis at all. I think the Prime
Minister cannot realise the difficulties this revising barristor
will have to do his work. I would like to have my hon.
friends from New Brunswick explain how it is possible
that, in a county of 25,000 or 30,000 inhabitants, scattered
over a large area, for any man to ascertain just who
is qualified to vote, and put thom on the voters' list. He
bas to sec ail the parties and the property in order to ascortain
the facts, becauso ho cannot know them himself, and cannot
possibly obtain them otherwise. I do not see that the
First Minister is sacrificing any principle by accepting
this amendment. le has already adoptod the assessors' Iist,
and said that the p)11 books may be made a basis on whicl
to form a list, andï afterward the revising officer can add or
omit names; but I would again urge that if the officer has
to do this work himself it is a moral impossibility that ho
can accomplish it. I should liko to convince hon. gentle-
men opposite on this point, so as to lead them to accept
the amendment. They have enough advantage in this Bill
at present. They say they have no advantage. We would
think we had a great advantage if we had the naming of
the revising officers, If hon. gentlemen opposite want to
make the 3111iless objectionablo they should adopt this
amendment, and let the revisors' list be the basis on which
the revising officer should make up and complote bis list.
The First Minister bas adopted the principle by taking the
assessors' list; but it is quite impossible for the revising
officer to find out all tenants who pay $2 a month rent, ait
the farmers' sons, all the fishermen's sons and the wage-
earning class-it is a needless and impossible undortaking.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). The hon. member for Monck
(Mr. McOallum) bas ventured again to use an oft-repeated
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expression, that the Opposition are obstructing public
business by discussing the clause and amendments. We can
afford to mile at such a term. The country is not so ignorant
as not to know in whose hands the conduct of public business
is; that the First Minister is the sole guide as to the public
business that is to come before the House, and day after day
and week after week he has passed by twelve items to bring
on Bill No. 103. It is rather amusing, when such is the
actual state of affairs, for an hon. gentleman opposite to
endeavor to charge the Opposition with obstruction tactics.
We will not, however, be deterred from expressing the
reasons that induce us to support the amendments to the
various sections of the Bill. The present amendment is one
which will effect as much good as any minor amendment
that will be submitted. The necessity of adopting the
amendment ls practically justified by the fact that no hon.
gentleman opposite, from the First Minister down, has
attempted to show that this is not a real amendment,
designed in the interests of the country. That justifies
all the pleas that can be urged by us for its adoption.
In the discussion of any measure it is the bounden
duty of hon. gentlemen opposite to accept amend-
monts, when good reasons are assigned for their
adoption, and when they themselves are unable to show
why the amendments should not be adopted. No hon. gen.
tleman dare attempt to do so in this case, because it would
be an impossible task to accomplish, and they do not care
to attempt a task beyond their strength. The amendment
is designed to save the people a vast amount of money.
That is an argument which should have considerable weight.
Hon. gentlemen opposite dare not take the ground that it
is designed to have an imperfect list. If not, the machinery
proposed by the amendment would secure a perfect list at
much les cost than it is possible to secure it under the
machinery of this Bill. If any hon. gentleman opposite
desires to controvert this position, I will be most happy to
hear him.

Mr. LANDRY (Kent). I believe it will cost a good deal
more.

Mr. PATERSON. Perhaps the hon, gentleman will
give his reasons.

Mr. LANDRY. The hon, gentleman has told us that hon.
gentlemen opposite are perfectly justified in having a long
discussion on the one section, and reiterating the same argu-
ments, one getting up and using an argument, and the next
member rising up and using the same argument, because on
this side of the House we have not tried te answer those
arguments, and therefore they think they are justified in
going on for ever. Thon the hon. gentleman has challenged
us to say that the amendment would not save a vast amount
of money if it were adopted. i accept that challenge. I do
not know what the hon. gentleman may have in his mind;
but with respect to the amendment before the House, ho can-
not read it and assert that the adoption of it will be a Eaving
in the expense. I will read it, and see if I cannot change his
mind by the simple reading of it. I do not care to accuse the
hon. gentleman of being ignorant of what is before the House,
as some hon. gentlemen opposite declared I was ignorant of
the business before the House the other day, because we are
all apt to be mistaken. Now, this amendment does not
propose to strike out one word from the motion of the First

.inister. I start out with that proposition. The same
machinery will remain thor; the same duties are left to the
revising officers; they will have the same work to do.

Some hon. MEMBERS. No, no.
Mr. LANDRY. Thon I have not read the amendment

aright. I will read it. It is in the following terma. (The
hon, gentleman read the amendment.) This amendment
does not propose to take out anything from the original
amendment as proposed by the Firet Minister. It will add

Mr. PATERSON (Brat),

additional expense. Take New Brunswick; in the county I
represent, it will add from 24 to 30 additional officers,
all of whom will have to be paid, as they will not work
for nothing. This may not apply to Ontario-I do not think
it would-but I speak for New Brunswick. In the county I
represent it will, I say, cause the appointment of from 24 to
30 additional officers, to do what duty ? It will give them
the duty of preparing just such a list as the revising officer
is authorised by this Act to prepare. It does not say how
these additional officers shall do it at all, but they are bound
by this clause to prepare a thorough list. How are they going
to do it ? Are we to have thirty mon going all over the county
getting the information ? If so, instead of the one carriage,
mentioned by the hon. gentleman, we will have thirty car.
riages going through the county getting the information-
thirty persons preparing that list, and what for? To put
in the hands of the revising barrister the list prepared by
them. It may be useful as information, of course; but is that
the best way? And it does not say that it is to be taken
by the revising officer as primd facie evidence. These
thirty gentlemen in my county are, by this amendment,
authorised to prepare the list and put it in the hands of the
revising officer for the purpose of additional information.

An hon. MEMBER. Each in his own parish.

Mr. LANDRY. It does not say so, as I find it here. But
even if it were, there are thirty in the same county, three
in oach parish, if you will. These gentlemen will corne in
and hand their list to the revising officer, and for what pur-
pose ? Simply as additional information. It may be use-
ful information, but it is information which he can get by
gentlemen who are interested. Will not those men who
are interested in getting on the votera' list, farmers or far-
mers' sons, or tenants, or whatever they may be-are they
not capable of sending a letter to the revising oficer, saying
that they are authorised to vote, although they are not on
the assessment roll, or on the voters' list of last year,
because it was more restricted than the measure before us
now-cannot they say, for this reason, their names are not
on the list, and that therefore they write to the revising
officer. i say that they can, and that that information is
just as useful to the revising barrister as the other, and
just as authentic. There is no provision for its
being done under oath, and if hon. gentlemen can
get over that, and say that it will not be an additional
expense, I fail to see it, for I think there will be
a great deal of additional expense. If it were said that
those thirty men were to prepare the list in the same man-
ner as for the Local Legialature, and then if the revising
barrister was bound to take that as the list to revise, there
might be some argument in it. But ho is not bound to
take that list; ho is bound to procure all the information
as pointed out by the hon. Premier's proposition just
the same, though ho is to have the additional informa-
tion which is provided for by this sub-amendment.
While on my feet, I may say that I would not have
been tempted to speak only for the challenges which
hon. gentlemen opposite are so fond of throwing out
to this side. The hon. member for Brant (Mr. Paterson),
whose speeches I admire, whose speeches I like to listen to
-I must say that ho bas that way of throwing out
challenges to hon. gentlemen, and ho calls them cowardas;
lhe says that they dare not get up on their feet, when
perhaps their reason is that they do not propose to give
hon. gentlemen opposite a text which will last them for
three weeks, as happened in my own case, when I addressed
the House on this subject. I only gave some of my views
very briefly, but they have done my humble effort the honor
of quoting me frequently, and have sometimes misrepre-
sented me, though I know that they do not do it inten-
tionally-I know that I speak very fast, and perhaps I am
not interpreted quite as I intend, but, at any rate, they have
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done me the honor of citing my remarks. Perhaps these
hon. gentlemen wish that I may do the same thing again,
and furnish them with a text; perhaps they have run out of
material, and therefore they have challenged me to address
the House again. Well, it is a pleasure to give them the oppor-
tunity, but I hope that they will not avail themselves of it as a
text which will last them for three weeks. I think I have
been misrepresented by the hon. member for Sunbury (Mr.
Burpee), not intentionally, for I give him credit for sin-
cerity, as I do overy hon. gentleman, or, at any rate, those
coming from New Brunswick, for I think we should stand
by one another in that respect at least. We must support
one another as coming from the same Province, letting
others from the other Provinces deal with their colleagues
as they choose. I may say that I never intended to convey,
nor do I think the language I used conveys, the idea that
everything in this Bill, as regards the revising barrister, was
similar to the one passed by the Lower House of the Local
Legislature of New Brunswick. The hon. gentleman said that
the people down there so understood me, and I venture to say,
if they did, it was bocause two of the papers representing the
opposite side have been kind enough to say that I declared in
so many words that it was a similar Bill. What I said on that
occasion was, in effect, that the point of similarity in the two
Bills was that the revising barrister was the court of last
resort, in the one case as ho was in this case, before the
right of appeal was given, as is now proposed. In that
particular, I said that there was a resemblance. I said if
this can be used for the purpose of making a partisan
list, the other can; because, if you went to the revising
barrister under the New Brunswick Bill with a long
list of 200, 300, or 400 names which had been rejected
by the revisers-if you went to the revising barrister
appointed by the Local Government with that list, and
lie was a partial man, one who intended to prepare
a partisan list, he could put every one of them on, becauise
he was the court of last resort, and ho had as much power to
favor the Local Government as it is claimed the revising
barrister would have under this Bill to favor the Dominion
Government. I did say that if this Bill had been proposed
by the Local Government of New Brunswick I thought my
hon. friends from New Brunswick would not have opposed
it. I made that remark, however, in this connection: I was
speaking of the New Brunswick members of the other side
of the House who had contended all along and had reiterated
that they should go to the country on the same list-to the
same electorate that sent thom here-and I said that that
was impossible if the Bill in the Local Legislature had
become law, because, by that Bill they did not merely wish
to change the electors for the Local Legislature, but
the electors for this House as well, and therefore hon.
gentlemen from New Brunswick did not raise their voices
against it when they saw the Local Legislatuire changing
the electorate who sent us here. But when this Govern-
ment proposed to do so it was an outrage, it was
something which should not have been done, and that we
should go back to the same electorate who sent us here.
That is the sense in which I made that remark. I did
recognise-and I think you will find it in my speech-that
this was not the same Bill, with the same machinery,
or in the same terme, but as to the revising barristor being
the court of last resort, it was the same. These are all the
observations I intended to make, and I think my hon.
friend from Brant will be satisfied that this proposition will
add materially to the cost of the Bill, unless these thirty
men in one county are all willing to work for nothing.

.Mr. PATERSON (Brant). There is this proposition involved
in the hon. gentleman's argument, that ho must suppose that
the time of the judge or the revising barrister-whose main
busine1s in life, I suppose, will not be the revision of the
rolle-wil lnot be wort mon to him than the time the

municipal officer may have in spare hours to prepare these
lists. If his argument is to be good, ho must expect that
the judge or the revising barrister will do the more clerical
work for the same price as the municipal clerk in the same
township, city, or town.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). He still ias to do the clerical
work.

Mr. PATERSON. Well, if the hon. gentleman is willing
to rest his case on that, I am willing to allow it to rest there,
as such a statement answers itself The list of voters must
be prepared by some one. It is ridiculous to suppose that
the judges aad the revising offoers will do that more clerical
work at the same rate as municipal clerks, who could do
it with so muoh greater ease, being accustomed to that kind
of work.

Mr. WEHITB. The judge has still to do the work, under
this amendment.

Mr. PATERSON. No; the hon. gentleman is all wrong;
the judge will not have the work to do. The hon. member
for Kent has ovidently fallen into the same mistake.
Will these hon. gentlemen seriously argue that if the
amendment is engrafted as part of this section the judge or
the barrister will only have to sit down and copy off name
after namie from the list ? Nothing of the kind. The
revising officer would have the list furnished to him by
those disinterested parties-a complote list of persons
entitled to vote at elections for this louse ; and his duty
would then be purcly a judicial one, to sit and hear appeals
from the list so furnisbed. That is the position the amend.
ment would put him in.

Mr. WIIITE. Not at all.
Mr. PATERSON. If hon. gentlemen opposite will admit

that my proposition would be less expensive, I suppose it
could easily be arranged. If they succeed in showng that
this amendment will not accomplish what is intended I
suppose there would bo no objection on this side of the
House to lot them word a resolution that would accomplish
it. We say it does acbomplish it, and all we want bon.
gentlemen opposite to do is to commit thomisolvos to the
principleothat the gentlemen who prepare the lists for the
Provincial Legislatures shall prepare the listeslor the House
of Commons. Will the hon. member for Cardwell agree to
that proposition ?

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). The point for argumentis simply
what the cost of this amendment is going to be. If the hon.
gentleman will take the clause and the amendment togother,
ho will find that if this amendment were inserted the
revising officer would still have to get the assesment roll
and the revised list of voters. He would then have to get
this particular list of voters proposed to be made; and from
those ho would have to make up his own list of voters, and
that would necessarily cost more by the extra cost of this
additional list.

Mr. PATERSON. No ; the effect would be that this list
would be made up for him. The hon. gentleman thinksthat
this amendment should be read with the words " also a cer-
tified copy of the last list of voters," struck out. If ho is
prepared for the amendiment that can easily be done. If the
amendment prevails, the hon. gentleman knows that in the
very list of voters proposed ho would have what he con-
tonds for. It is above all things, matter of cost and every-
thing else, indispensible that you have an absolutely correct
list. Yon have no right to play on the electors in the mat-
ter of their votes; every man entitled to be on the rolis
should be on, and a man who is not entitlod should not be on.
I say again, advisedly, to get a complote and proper list, and
at very much less expense, the means proposd in this
amendment are entirely preferable to the machinery provi-
ded in the Bill. It will not be difficult for hon. gentlemen
opposite to aoortain that for themselve, by entering into
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communication with any municipal clerk or officor, and
ascertain from him for what amount they could get such
a list from him. Everybody knows that a judge or a
barrister will not do more clerical work as cheaply as
it can be done by those whose daty it is to do such
work ; besides, it will not be likely to be as
correct; and, as absolute correctness is required, the
jadge or barrister, or a clerk who might be engaged for
the purpose, would be obliged to travel to diflerent parts of
the county to make himself acquainted with the electors in
the different municipalities, and their circumstances, in
order to gain such information as is already possessed by
the municipal officers. On that ground alone the amend.
ment should commend itself to hon. gentlemen opposite;
but there are other grounds for it. It will retain to the
people, in a measure, powers that have been theirs since we
have been confederated-powers which, I believe, they are
jealous of - that is, to have their own officers perform this
initial work. Then, if you will have the revising officer,
his duties will be, as his name indicates, of a judicial char-
acter-to hear appeals from the work of those municipal
officers. What can be said against engaging the municipal
officers to do this necessary work? There have been no
statements made, but insinuations have been thrown out,
that you cannot got a fair and impartial list from them,
becauso political partisanship dwelling in the breasts of
these officers would bias their judgment. When it was
chargod home to the hon. member for Perth (Mr.
Hesson) that ho had more than insinuated-that he
had made the broad charge-that assessors and others
might be charged with this, ho attempts to dony and explain
it; and the hon. member for Cardwell (Mr. White) inti-
mates that a person altogether unacquainted with the
municipality would be more likely to do the duty fairly and
impartially than the municipal clerks who prepare the voters'
lists in Ontario. What is embraced in that statement?
That the municipal clerks of Ontario, in their positions, are
political partisans. Does the hon. member for Cardwell
believe that ? Is there any hon. gentleman from Ontario
who believes that ? Do the hon. gentlemen not know that
the municipal clerks of the various municipalities of the
Province of Ontario hold office year after year, and
many for a score of years ? Do they not know
that they act as returning officers for the council
that presides over the municipality year after year.
Do they not know that they are in such a position that if
there was any class of men who would be supposed to natur-
ally free thomselves from political bias and partisanship in
office it is those same municipal clerks, who act as return-
ing officers at the elections for the varions councils. Any
attempt to be partisan in their dealings would at once
injure their position, as councillors and a mayor may b
returned to-day who may b Cnservatives, and the next
year they may return a mayor and councillors who may b;
Reform. I hold that men of that class, even if they were
not actuated by principle, would desire, to retain their
position, to act independently; and it is against such a
class as these that the statement of the hon. member
for Cardwell (Mr. White) were levelled this afternoon, as
mon who would b not as likely to do what is right and
fair, not as likely to be free from political partisanship, as
men appointed by the First Minister, who, as the hon. mem-
ber for Victoria (Mr. Cameron) told us would be, as
every one knows they wili be, supporters of the right hon.
gentleman. Each one of thom will be a Tory, at any rate, if
not a Tory of the Tories. In the very construction of this
section, in the very voting down of this amendment, there
is an implied insult to all the municipal officers in the Pro-
vince of Ontario, because that amendment can only be voted
down on the principle laid down by the hon. member for
Cardwell (Mr.White), that their political views will not enable
them to do their dut as honestly, as faithfully and as con.

Mr, PATaR80N Brant),

scientiously as political persons appointed by the head of the
Government, who is himself the leader of one of the great
political parties of the day. The proposition is one, I think,
that will not bring much strength to hon. gentlemen
opposite. It is one that may not find an echo in the breasts
of the Conservatives of this country, to say nothing of the
Reformers. It is doubting the impartiality, the good faith
of the Conservative municipal clerks as well as the Reform
clerks, in leaving this duty in the hands of the municipal
clerks, many of whom have done it for years, and whose
conduct, as far as I am aware of, has never been impagned.
I ask hon. gentlemen opposite if there have been any
charges made against any municipal clerk for violating is
office, when ho has been sitting and acting as returning
officer for the return of a mayor for a city or town, or a
reeve in a township, but we have had cases mentioned to us,
in the course of this very debate, of returuing officers
appointed by hon. gentlemen opposite for elections to this
House who have violated that which is honorable and fair.
I do not think any charge of that kind can be brought
against the municipal clorks of Ontario, and yet, forsooth,
the proposition that the preparation of the lists should
be left in their hands cannot be entertained by hon.
gentlemen opposite. No; because there is danger of
these gentlemen, who have sworn to do their whole
duty, who have ever done thoir whole duty,
are net te be trusted with it, but it will be safe to leave it
in the hands of partisans appointed by the leader of a poli-
tical party, or if not in his hands altogother, part of it to be
in the hands of a clerk appointed by this revising barrister,
and responsible to the revising barrister alone. Does any
body believe that the revising barrister's clerk will be one
of any higher character, one more likely to act impartially
and do bis duty faithfully, than the clerks of municipalitiesi,
many of whom have been in thoir position for years ? No,
bir, they will net. More than that; you have the assurance
and the guarantee that those municipal clerks are respon-
sible to the council. The council is responsible to the
people, and any variation from the strict line of impartiality
or fair dealings would be visited with the merited displea-
sure of the electors, who could reach the council, and that
council could reach the clork. You may hove that list
prepared by tho clerk nominated by the revising barrister,
and he will b above the people; ho will, in preparing the
voters' list, go over the country, discharging the duty as ho
thinks fit; ho is net responsible te the people; ho may add
names or take them off, and ho las to answer alone te the
revising officer; and besides, ho is unsworn, as far as I can
make out by the Act. The revising officer may then shield
himself bohind the list propared and handed to him by lis
appointee, and ho may say : This is the only means of
information I had; I trusted the clerk; I supposed ho would
have done right, and 1 accepted his list; if any harm has been
done, itis agreat pity you did not come before me and let mat-
ters be known. Thus, the people will be subjected, if they
would remedy any injustice, to all the expense that is
entailed in applying to these revising tarristers for relief. I
hold the amondment ought to be accepted by the Governmont,
if they desire to secure, in a degree, a measure of impartiality
and fairness. It is a reasonable amendment, and pressing it
upon the attention of the committee is warranted by the fhet
that there has been no information given from the other
side of the House that they are prepared to accept it. Ion.
gentlemen opposite have not attempted to show, until the
hon. member for Kent (Mr. Landry) rose, that by this
being adopted-and I will do him the justice to say that ho
did net argue that was the reason the machinery Of the
clause was adopted-but ho argued that, as adopted, the
machinery would cost less. I believe that, on the grounds
of economy, the amendment ought to commend itself; and
I believe, further, that it leaves to the people, in a measure,
the rights they are jealous of, and which ought to remail
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in their hands. I urge it on the ground that it will be more
likely to secure a more impartial list. Whether it will be
adopted or not I do not know, but we' have done our duty
in pressing strongly and at length our reasons for adopt-
ing this amendment.

Mr. CAMERON (Middlesex). I was indeed gratified to
find that the hon. member for Cardwell (Mfr. White) and
the hon. member for Kent (Mr. Landry) did raise their
voices in favor of economy in the construction of the
measure now being discussed. I demur, however, to the
position they take as to the construction of this amend-
ment. I think that the intention is quite evident, and if
not sufficiently explicit to satisfy the hon. gentlemen oppo-
site, it is quite open to them to admit the principle and
alter the phraseology to suit. I rise to support the pro-
position that is involved in moving that the primary
construction of these lista be left to the municipal authori-
tics throughout the country. If there is any doubt as to
the intention of the amendment I am sure the mover will
bo glad to meet the wishes of hon, gentlemen opposite.
The placing of the lista in the hands of revising officers is
an evidence of a lack of trust in the people, and proves
that hon. gentlemen opposite consider that their future
existence as the dominant party lies altogether in their
being able to manipulate the voters' lists. This amend-
ment practically says that the lista shall be primarily
prepared, as heretofore, by the officers of the municipal
bVdies. These are of all shades of politics; they are
not elected on account of their political proclivities.
The performance of this work is one of the
incidents of their position as municipal officers. The same
consideration applies to municipal councillors, and conse.
quently we have in the municipal bodies and their officials
men who can prepare these liste without any suspicion of
partisanship. They are closely watched ; any action in
which they display party bias is scrutinised, and if the
partisanship is continued these offinials are punished. For
these men it is proposed to substitute men who are the
appointees of one political party only and who, while oper-
ating in different parts of the Dominion, will not be so
careful in the performance of their duty, because their
master will be here, at Ottawa, instead of being, as in the
case of municipal officials, close at hand. We are assured
that the revising officer will be absolutely impartial; that he,
of all men, will be absolutely pure in his inclinations and
perfect in his aspirations; that ie, of all others, is to be at
once capable of preparing an absolutely correct list, and
disposed to do so. Yet hon. gentlemen opposite not only
charge the present machinery with being imperfect, but im-
pugn the impartiality of the assessor, the clerk, the council,
and even the judge of the county. Sir, a great deal has been
said impugning the good faith of the municipal assessors in
the different Provinces, Iparticularly in the Province of
Ontario, and detracting them for the manner in which they
have discharged the duties they have heretofore per-
formed in connection with the voters'lists. I cannot speak
from a lengthened experience, but the experience 1 have
telle me that in the locality in which I reside the municipal
assessor and the municipal clerk have been appointed and
have held their position entirely independent of the political
complexion of the municipal councils under whom they
serve. In the west riding of the county of Middlesex more
than one-half the municipal clerks are Conservatives, and
yet a majority of the councils are of a different stripe of
politics, and the majority of the municipalities give, in the
greater number of instances, political majorities of a differ-
ent kind. Now, Sir, it cannot be the case but that these
maen must have discharged their duties honestly or the
party in the majority would have demanded that they
should be removed from their position. I can say the same
thing of the municipalities where the Conservative party

is in the majority in my own constituency. There arp
municipalities where the Conservative party has received
majorities of over one hundred, and yet the municipal clerk
in one of these municipalities has been of a different political
complexion. These facts furnish the best evidence that can
be produced of the satisfactory working of our municipal
system, as regards the preparation of the voters' lista.
Hon. gentlemen opposite have not scrupled to throw dis.
credit upon municipal officers-not, I believe, because they
fult that they were really wortby of blame, but because they
folt that some defence was necessary for the proposition
contained in this clause, and folt it necessary even t go
the length of attacking the good faith and the honest dia.
charge of duty by some of their supporters in order to
justify the introduction of a measure and the pressing of a
clause that, under no other cirumastances, they could find
a defence for. The proposition is unfair and unjust, and it
has not the manly characteristics about it that ought to
belong to a proposition coming from the majority in Par-
liament. The proposition raises a doubt in many minds as
to whether hon. gentlemen opposite are confident that they
can retain their boasted majority of 1882, and whether
they do not bolieve that if they were now obliged
to go to the country a differont result would follow.
A peculiarity of the proposition involved in this clause is
that the revising officer will have the privilege of making
an appeal from himself to himself. The hon. member for
East Grey (Mir. Sproule) held that some such machinery as
was provided in the Bill was necessary, becau-o this Parlia.
ment could not compel municipal ofiloors to discharge any
duties under this Act. If this bo tho case, how are we
going to carry out sections 13 and 15, which involve the
employment of municipal officers? Suppose a municipal
oficer should refuse to act under this Bill, what recourse is
provided ? It must be assVmed, from the position taken
by the First Minister, and from the sections to which I have
referred, that he will be able to control municipal oMcers
for the purposes of this Act. Thon if the municipal
machinery is utilised, as I suggest, we shall be able to pre.
pare the voters' lista by a simple means, instead of by the
expensive and complicated means contemplated by thie
Bill. The First Minister has assertod that the assessors
considered their oath did not bind thom further than that
they consider their sworn duty performed, if they do not
diminish the revenues of the municipality, when they had
completed work for the municipality. Even if it were
assumed that their obligation goes no further-and that
would be assuming a great deal, and doing them a very
great injustice-it would still become a question whether
they have done their work honestly, because every rate-
payer is interested to know that his neighbor is not
assessed too low as well as himself too high, and it would
be a satisfaction for people to know that they were
assessed equally with their neighbors. There le no
better security than that under which men would, on
fair and just grounds, obtain the right to vote.
The people know the value of having their neighbors' pro-
perty equally assessed with their own, because on that fact
will depend whether they pay more than their share of tax-
ation or not, and in that way we have the assurance that
the liste will be fair and proper, as the law contemplates.
The First Minister argued this afternoon that the lists, under
this proposed system, will be free from all the taint or sus-
picion which may attach to votera' lista prepared under
existing systems, and yet, Sir, the lists under this system
are to be prepared by an official whose very recommenda-
tion to his position is the fact that he is a partisan. Our
municipal officers are primarily appointed on account of
their fitness for the position, and the fact that succeeding
councils may change politically ls a stroùi restraint on
their conduct; whereas the revising barrister will feel that
he will have the beet recommendation for reappointment or
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continuance in office if he discharges his duty to his party
as he is expected to do. The submission of this Bill shows
that hon. gentlemen opposite, although they invariably
attempt to conceal it, are afraid of public opinion,
and have a contempt for public sentiment. When our
municipal system was first ntroduced a Tory nobleman
of that time made the remark that they were sucking
Republics. Nevertheless, our municipal system has
answered itspurpose admirably in all the Provinces where
It has been adopted. These institutions have brought home
to the people a knowledge of their power, a knowledge of
the fact that the money they contribute is their own, and
they are consequently induced to watch its expenditure
very closely. It bas educated them in self-reliance, in self-
government, in fair play towards one another, and it bas
furnished our legislative halls with many men who have
done those institutions credit. That being the case, it is a
retrogressive step, a step in accord with Tory instincts,
that we should forsake those old land marks and adopt a
system such as that proposed in the Bill. I would ask hon.
gentlemen, if the municipal authorities of this country are
amenable to all the charges of partisanship and dishonesty
which have been alleged against them, how does it happen
that these hon. gentlemen have a majority in this House.
If they gay it is in spite of the system, I say it is nothing
of the kind, because it is a fact that their friends as well as
their opponents have an equal share in the preparation
of the voters' list; and the close supervision which
la exercised over this local machinery is the best
guarantee that no gross scandals or departures from
what is fair and honest will take place, because, if they
did, those who are independent of political leanings would
demand that the wrong should be righted. I have almost
invariably found, in my intercourse with these officials, that
they are disposed to do what #3 right between the political
parties. Whether that disposition was induced by the
knowledge that they were closely watched, or by an instinct
to do what is right, under all circumstances, I am not pre-
pared to say. But in what position do we find some hon.
gentlemen opposite, who come here, the representatives of
constituencies where all the municipal officials are Conser-
vatives, and who allege that the municipal officials through-
out the country are dishonest and unfair, on abcount of
their political partisanship? The city of Toronto and
the city of London, for instance, have invariably, I
think, had Conservative majorities in their councils
and Conservative assessors; and yet hon. gentlemen
hear those assessors maligned equally with others of a
different political stripe, in order to find a justification for a
measure that ought never to have been submitted to this
House. I say it is unfair to the municipal officials of the
Province of Ontario, independent of their political predilec-
tions; and, as between thein and the officials likely to be
appointed under this Bill, I believe the people of Ontario,
by a very large majority, would prefer the existing
machinery. Besides the very grave doubts that will be cast
on the good faith of any officer appointed as proposed by
this Bill, the less expensiveness of the municipal machinery
ought to be an argument for its adoption. I think the
municipal officers throughout the country could be induced
to do the clerical work involved in the primary preparation
of these lists at a fraction of the cost at which the revising
officers could do it. The difference between the duties
of the revising officer here and those of the revising
officer in England is so great that even the clerk
provided under this Bill will have much more to
do in a constituency of the same kind than the
revising officer in England. If that is the case,
it is fair to assume that the cost is going to be the very
utmost farthing of what has been estimated by hon. gentle-
men on this side of the House. Not only would the muni-
cipal officials do the work at mach les cost, but their

Mr. CAi*iaoN (Middlesex).

appointment would give much greater confidence to the
people of both political parties. Then, leaving the appeal
to the county judge, as it existr in the Province of Ontario
now, we have all the precaution that any fair minded.man
can ask; and I think that the comparatively few appeals
that have been made to the judges have been due largely
to the fact that an appeal lay to the judge. That was pres.
ont to the minds of the municipal officials when making up
the lists, and it is a much stronger deterrent than anything
by which the revising officer can be bound. I cannot con.
ceive how hon. gentleman opposite can, by any possible
system of argument, arrive at the conclusion that this five.
year old barrister eau exorcise the functions imposed upon
him under this law with the same honesty and fair play to
the political parties as the municipal assessors and clerks.
If it is the case that the municipal officials can discharge
this duty more thoroughly, it is reasonable to suppose that
there is an ulterior motive in the intention to appoint these
revising barrister with the powers to be conferred upon
him by this provision; it is reasonable to suppose that the
design of hon. gentlemen opposite is to thwart the free
expression of the public will and to secure a position at the
po ls which public opinion will not justify. It is precialy
as if one of two litigants insisted on having his own jury
appointed. It has been represented that the struggles in the
municipal elections is in order to get political assessors of a
political stripe appointed. Well, if the assessor were to
occupy a position towards the municipality that the revising
officer, under this clause, will hold towards this country, I
could understand the object of making a fight over the
appointments of the assessors. But it has been shown, over
and over again, that their position is entirely different. If
hon. gentlemen opposite, however, are prepared to view the
assessors in that light, how much more strongly does it apply
to the position they take in trying to secure the appoint-
ment of revising barristers, with power to make the lists to
suit themselves. I believe that by accepting this amend-
ment these lists will be prepared in a way that will give
Eatisfaction to both parties, in a way that would prevent a iy
doubt being thrown on the good faith of any of the parties
concerned, and I am therefoe of the opinion that it should
be accepted, rather than the clause as it appears.

Mr. LISTIR. As I understand the matter, the Govern.
ment bas determined that the revising offeer, so called,
shall be the person who shall prepare the voters'lista and
also revise them. The prelimnary list which is to be pre-
pared by the revising officer will be the basis for all future
lists, and it is therefore pre-eminently important that the
first list should be made as correct as possible. Ithas been
stated, over and over again, that the name " revising officer "
is a misnomer, as he is to be a pêrson to prépare the list
instead of to revise it. No matter how zealous the officer
appointed may be in the (discharge of his duty, it will be
impossible for him to prepare the voters'liet requiréd under
this Act. Many people are not thoroughly conversant
with the law, and will not take the trouble to
see that their names are upon the list, and the revising
officer, while he may be acquainted with the town in
which he lives, will not have the requisite knowledge in
regard to the remote parts of the country for which he has
to prepare the voters' list. But the local officers have this
knowledge. The assessors are aequainted with the circumu-
stances of every family in the municipality, and the prepar-
ation of the list could be entrusted to no persons more
capable than the assessors and the clerks of the municipali-
tics. The latter have generally held office for many years,
no matter what the political complesion of the councit may
have been, and if the prepäration of the lists were left to
them they would be as nearly correct as it is possible to get
them. It bas been stated that we are following the EnghBh
system in passing the present liw. I give that a fiat cOn-

1284 JUNE 1,



COMMONS DEBATES.

tradiction. We are adopting the name used in England,
but on every page Of this Bill fraud is written,
and there is a deliberate attempt on the part of the
Government to control the electorate of the country.
In adopting the name of revising officer you are misleading
the people to believing that we are adopting a system which
has been in existence in England for many years. Accord-
ing to Rogers on Elections, page 115, the overseers of every
parish and township in the county are the persons who pre-
pare the list. The overseers of those parishes occupy posi-
tions similar to our municipal officers throughout this
country. The list having been prepared and posted up, and
appeals being put in against it, the revising officer merely
goes there as a judge. He has nothing whatever to do with
the preparation of the list; ho never sees it, in fact, until ho
opens his court and is called upon to adjudicate upon the
claims made, either to have names struck off or to have
others put on; so that, as far as this Bill is concerned, it bears
no similarity whatever to the English Act. I deplore that
the Government should have folt it necessary to put the
country to the enormous expense which this Bill must
necessarily involvo, in view of the fact that in every
Province of tho Dominion we have had a systom which
has worked admirably, a system which has cost the Govern-
ment absolutely nothing. I believe that whon the people
have an opportunity of pronouncing upon this measure
they will rosent the action of the Government in taking
away from them the rights they have always enjoyed of
preparing thoir own lista. I believe that if it is not a revo-
lutionary measure it strongly tends in that direction.
Though those appointees may exorcise their power hon-
estly, still the Government are putting into their hands a
power which, in the hands of unscrupulous mon, might
imperil the very commonwealth itself. I regret very much
that hon. gentlemen opposite, in defending this measure,
should have attempted to discredit the municipal officers of
this country. I say that if there is any class of men in the
country who are intelligent and honorable it is the muni-
cipal officers, in the Province of Ontario, at all events. When
hon. gentlemen charge these officers with partisanship they
do them a grievous wrong. These mon have occupied their
positions ever since municipal institutions were introduced
into Canada, and from my own experience I can say that,j
so far as I know, these mon have always discharged their
duties honestly and honorably. It may b that in some
isolated cases a man may have acted in a partisan manner,1
but we must remember that the municipal councils always1
have these mon under their control, and can censure or
remove them if they do wrong. I trust the Government
will see its way clear to adopt the proposition contained inj
the amendment of the hon. member for West Huron (Mr.i
Cameron).

Mr. WILSON. If the Government are determined to
push this measure through it is our duty to do all we can
to render the vicions clauses of the Bill as little objection-1
able as possible. There is not a more important provision(
in this Bill than that of the revising barrister, and his duties.à
We all feel that every man who is enfranchised or isi
entitled to have hie name placed upon the voters' list ought(
to have every facility granted; every opportunity should1
be allowed him, and ho should have no difficulty in havingi
hie name placed upon the voters' list, that ho may have ani
opportunity of recording his vote for the man of his choice
when election takes place. Even if a connty judge were1
appointed he could not be expected to know p>oeple in1
different parts of the riding. Therefore, it cannot1
reasonably be expected that he would be able to pre-1
pare a list as do the varions assessors and otheri
municipal officers. The revising officer will, underi
this Bill, have power to remove names from the list.1
The people will not have an opportunity of knowing whe-i
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ther thoir names are on the list or not, and therefore the
revising barrister would not bo able to form a list from the
assessment roll. I say, lot every man who is on the voters'
list be accepted, unless ho is appoaled against, and unless you
do so, I do not see how you can have an efficiont list. The
revising barrister or judgo cannot devote much time to his
work, and therefore ho will have to depend on his clerk,
who cannot have the same knowledge of the constituency
as the municipal clerks ; and what means will the clerk or
the bailiff have of obtaining information ? Unless, there-
fore, it is made obligatory on the revising barrister to
accept the voters' list, inconveniences will be con.
stantly cropping up. The argument that the list
prepared by the municipal officers is partisan, is one of
the weakest that could bo presented to the House. These
mon are sometimes the very best men in municipalities;
many of thom have had long exporience ; they have been
sworn to do their duty impartially, and they are liable to
penalties if they net contrary to their duty; and it is absurd
to say that they would not act more fairly than the revising
barrister. Or municipal system, wherever it has been
tried, has workod woll, which would not have been the case
if thoso fficials were guilty of the partisan conduct
ascribed to thom by hon. gentlemen opposite. I say that
they have porformod thoir duties well, and as to therevising
barrister, oven if a judge is appointed, his clerk will have
to do the greater part of tho work in connection with the
initial list, and that clerk is certain to be a partisan.
Supposing a Reformer wore solocted as a clerk for the first
election, represontations would bo immodiatoly made to the
Government requesting the removal of such clerk of the re-
vising barrister. The object of this Bill is, no doubt, to
further the interests of the party in power. If the revising
officer be a county judge ho may not be a partisan, but if ho
be a lawyer of fiveoyears' standing ho will be a partisan, and
I have no more confidence in lawyers than I have in other
people. He has a motive in boing a partisan. If ho acts
faithfully in his first calling it will be an inducement to the
Governmont to promote him to a judgship or to some other
higher position. If it is your wish to get as perfect a voters'
list as possible your duty is to acceopt the list as prepared by
the municipalities under the provincial Act. Again, if you
adopt this revising barrister clause, it may recoil on your
own heads. You have no certainty of remaining in office
longer than the prosent Parliament, and if you dread the
partisanship of the municipal officers on account of their
being under the control of the Local Legislature, how will it
be when you change places with us on this side of the House ?
Should not this bo a warning to you against taking an undue
advantage of us at present ? I believe, judging from the
expressions that have come from every part of the Domi-
nion, that this very revising barrister clause will be the
cause of your downfall; the people have endured many acts
on the part of the present Administration; they have shown
great patience ; but a very patient community, once aroused,
will rise with all its might and drive those who have been
oppressing it from the position they occupy. People say,
and say truly, that the Administration of the day have se
administered the affairs of the country that they knowthey
ought to be removed from power; but in order to keep
themselves in the position they occupy they are adopting
a mothod of stuffing the ballot boxes, to prevent a free and
independent expression of public opinion upon their acts.
I say this is a dangerous experiment, and I believe it will
be the very means of removing you from the position you
hold. Tnis is an iniquitous clause. It is intended to prevent
that freoexpression ofsentiment which yon ought to court.
If you had been acting in a manner in which yon ought to
act as stewards of the people, you would not be afraid to
appeal to them on fair and equal ground ; but you have not
been doing so, and therefore you ask to have the power of
appointing revising barristers to prepare the voters' lists sQ

1885. 2265



COMMONS DEBATES.
that you may be able to say who shall be elected and who
shall not. Looking at the Bill from firt to last, if I could
have my way, I would strike ont every clause, and think
I would improve the Bill by so doing. Consider the
course you are now pursuing. Ask this House whether
it is in the interest of the general commonwealth that this
ineasure should pass. It may be that your love of office is
greater than your patriotism, but I would ask you for a
moment to allow patriotism to have sway, and lot the love
of office give way on this occasion, by striking out the
clause and allowing the motion of the hon. member for
Huron (Mr. Cameron) to prevail. Entertaining those views,
I will have much pleasure in voting for that amendment,
and 1 hope the Government will see the necessity for incor-
pon4ting it in the Bill.

Mr. KING. To judge from the protestations of hon.
gentlemen, one would think this measure only con-
cerned the Province of Ontario. I claim, however, that in
the clause before us the people of New Brunswick are as
interested as any others. I thought, at the second roading
of the Bill, that when in committee the Goverument would
be prepared to make some important changes. The hon.
member for King's (Mr. Foster) told us that the principle
of the Bill, was to be adopted, but that in committee amend.
ments to it would be nocessary, and I expected that hon.
gentlemen to suggest some amondment or, at any rate, to
acquiesce in some of those proposed. He has, however,
failed to come to time, and I take it for granted he was pre.
pared to accept the Bill as it came down. As the hon.
member for Brant pointed out, the amendment of the hon.
member for Huron (Mr. Cameron) would, if adopted, affect
a large saving in the matter of expense. That statement
was challenged by the hon. member for Kent (Mr. Landry),
who said ho believed the amendment would be more costly,
for, instead of one person soeking for information, the
revising barrister, it would require some thirty. True, under
the system that prevails in New Brunswick some thirty
perseons would be required to get the same information, but
they would reside in thedifferent parishes, and be possessed of
local knowledge, and thus have no difficulty in getting the
information required. In fact, if the Government are
determined to have mon specially appointed by themselves,
for the purpose of preparing the first list, it would be much
cheaper for the Government to select three mon in oach
parish to prepare them for revision by the revising officer,
and the lists would be much more carefully made out. The
hon. member for Kent says the revising officer could get all
the information by letter that ho required, without being
obliged to make a personal visitation. I believe he could;
but that is just one of the means I do not approve of, and
the gentlemen selected by the council would not have to
resort to any such means, because thoy would have all the
local knowledge necessary themselves. The hon. member
for Kent (Mr. Landry), according to his remarks, though
he has attempted to give another construction to thetn
since, endeavored to make out that the revising barrister,
under the Bill introduced in the New Brunswick Legislature
last year, had the same powers as the one under this
Bill. I can easily show that that is not the case as he was
not the maker of the list. Mr. Macleod and Mr. Hanning-
ton, both Conservative members of the Local Legislature of
New Brunswick, expressed the view that the revising efficers
that were proposed teobe appointed under the Bill introduc-
ed in that B.ouse would, of necessity, be partisans. and
objected to it on that ground. I have already pointed out
that 427 persons who are assessed on real property in my
county would be left off this list, and I do not expect that
the revising officer appointed by this Goverument would
take the trouble to put any on who wore not of the right

plitical stripe, while a very heavy coat would be necessary
or the Liberal party to brin& beforç him those cases which
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they thought should be put on. I believe the county court
judges will discharge thoir duties faithfully and honestly,
but we have no guarantee that they will live forever, and
the chances are that in future the appointments to that
position will be made with regard to the special fitness of
the judge for performing the work of the revising barrister
rather than in regard to his fitness for any other duties he
is called on to discharge.

Mr. WELDON moved that the committee rise, report
progress, and ask leave to iat again.

Motion negatived.

Mr. KING. I believe the object of this Bill is to benefit
the Tory party in Canada. I have lately been through the
Province of New Brunswick, and I find the opinion pre-
vailing among all classes of the people, is that the Govern.
ment are pushing this measure through Parliament solely
with the view of gaining a party advantage at the next
election. If the question were submitted to the people of
my Province you would not find a corporal's guard of honest
men to support this Bill. For the last thirty years our local
system has worked well, and has given satisfaction to every-
body, and we see no reason for a change. Nobody is
more opposed to this Bill than the honest Conservatives of
New Brunswick, and if it becomes law they will rosent it at
the next opportunity.

Mr. MILLS. In speaking on this clause this afternoon, I
observed that nearly 30 per cent. of the parties who would
be entitled to vote under this Bill would not be upon the
assessment roll, and that it would not be in the power of a
stranger to place their names at once upon the lists. The
hon. member for Cardwell (Mr. White) inferred from these
observations that by this Bill there would be a considerable
extension of the franchise. That did not at all follow. It
did not follow, because we could not put the names of wage-
earners, and tenants who were qualified to vote from rental,
and the farmers' sons, and the sons of other property
holders, in all the other Provinces except Ontario-I say it
did not follow because those parties would not have their
names upon the assossment roll that thore was necessarily
an extension of the franchise. Why, Sir, in the Province of
Prince Edward Island the names of those parties would not
be upon any assessment roll, and yet in that Province thora
would be a limitation and not an extension of the franchise.
The Prime Minister and bis supporters have informed us that
this measure was intended to mitigate the rancour of party
feeling, that the assossment roll was improperly made up,
that we must have some fairer voters' list, and there-
fore the Government must take the appointment of revising
officers into its own hands. Now, I would like to ask the
hon. member for London (Mr. Carling), who is a member of
the Administration, whether the assessors and municipal
officers in London have been so far influenced by party bias
that he thinks they have disregarded their oaths and have
prepared unfair voters' lists?

Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh, oh.

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Chairman, I observe that Mr. Taylor is
seeking to disturb the proceedings of the committee, and I
wish specially to call your attention to the fact. If necessary,
I will name other gentlemen on that side, and will call the
attention of the press and the country to their conduct. I
know bon. gentlemen opposite have held that the Local
Government, in taking control of certain appointments, have
unfairly influenced local elections. But this is a much more
serious matter. It is the appointment of a large body of
men throughout the Dominion who are to prepare the voters
lista which will be the very basis of the elections. I ask
hon. gentlemen opposite w hether there has been such a COU-
dition ofthings in this country as to justify the taking Of
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appointments out ofthe hands of the people and placing then
in the hands of the Administration. It has been observed in
this discussion that we do not propose, by the amendment
of the hon. member for West Huron, to prepare a voters'
list. That is true. We proposed it on Friday night. We
proposed that the municipal officers shall assist the revising
officer in preparing a voters' list, and shall furnish him with
the material from which to make the list. Now, we can limit
the power of an o£cer as much as we please. We can say
to him: You shall not have any discretion in the matter,
so far as the original preparation of the list is concerned;
yon shall take the valuation of the property which you
find upon the assesment roll; and with regard to
tenants, wage-earners, and those who qualify on income,
you shall take the list that is prepared for yon by
the municipal officers mentioned in this amendment.
It is perfectly competent for us to take that course. We
can say that the revising officer shall prepare the votera'
lista from materials we here designate. I have pointed out
that a large number of names necessarily will not be found
on the assessment roll, the names of wage earners, farmers'
sons, tenants, and other classes. It requires local know.
ledge to put those names on the roll without very serious
trouble and great expense. One hon. gentleman has stated
that to obtain the services of thirty officials will cost more
than the machinery proposed. I say they will not. The
returning officer, being a stranger in nine-tenths of the con-
stituencies, must summon parties to appear before him and
produce the necessary evidence; that must involve great
expense and much waste of time. The municipal officers
referred to will have no travelling expenses to pay, no en-
quiries to make ; they will act on personal knowledge. The
work could be carried out by those officials at much less ex-
pense, and the revising in each case would be confined to the
work of revision. The amendment proposed by the First
Minister suggests a means of getting over the difficulty
we have pointed out, by using the last election roll
in those portions of the Dominion where there are
not properly prepared votera' lists.: Take the case
of British Columbi&aand Prince Edward Island, and see what
the effect would be. Al the names of those who, under
manhood suffrage, voted at the Dominion election in 1882,
would go on the votera' list, whether they possess any proper
qualification or not. Not less than 25 per cent. of the
voters in those Provinces placed on the list would not be
entitled to vote. It will be absolutely necessary for the
revising officer to see, not only that names are added, but that
very many names are struck off. That is an extraordinary
condition of things. A large number of people will thus
be placed on the votera' list whom everyone knows will
not be entitled to vote, and it is certain to lead to a contest
as to who should vote. Suppose no revision is held before
an election : those 25 per cent. would remain votera, and
from contesta that might arise elections might be voided.
The committee has been told that judges are to be appointed
revising officers in Ontario. The hon. member for Monck
(Mfr. McCallum) told us that, but the First Minister did not
do so.

Mr. RYKERT. That is not the question now before the
committee.

Mr. MILLS. The hon. gentleman should have called
"question" when the hon. member for Monck was making
his atatement. The hon. member for Monck, in addressing
the House, told us that the judges were to be made revising
o01eers, and I say that is apart from the question. I did
not call the hon. gentleman to order, because the extent of
the power which you leave with the revising officer may, to
Beone extent, depend on who the revising officers may be. If
you are to have the judges as revising officers, thon you
would only have the question of inconvenience.

Mr. HESSON. The hon. gentleman has no faith in the
judges; so he told us the other day.

Mr. MILLS. I told you nothing of the sort,nor did I tell
the committee, nor anyone else.

Mr. BESSON. I refer to the hon. gentleman's own state-
ment in Hansard.

Mr. MILLS. I refer to the fact that I said nothing of
the sort.

Mr. BESSON. I tell the hon. gentleman-

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Chairman, I ask you to call the hon.
gentleman to order.

Mr. BESSON. The hon. member for Victoria callkd you
to order, and spoke very sharply, and now the hon. gentle-
man-

Mr. MILLS. I ask you, Mr. Chairman, to call the lion.
gentleman to order.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. Order; the hon. gentleman has the
floor.

Mr. BESSON. I am in order; I simply wish to correct
his statement.

Mr. MILLS. The statement of the hon. gentleman is as
inaccurate as his charge about the assessors. I say we have
had no assurance from the Prime Minister of the appoint-
ment of judges as revising officers, as stated by tho hon.
member for Monck. I say that we are obligod to keep in
view the fact that these officers are not judicial officers,
that their functions will be, in a great measure, ministerial,
and that being the case, it is part of our duty to limit their
discretion and power, and to see that they are rendered
capable of doing as little mischief as possible. I have given
the reasons why I think the revising officer should make
up his list in the first instance, from the voters' list, with
the additional information afforded by the assessors' roll.
In that case the voters' list would be much more complote,
in the first instance, and we would have much less difficulty
in the work of revision at the subsequent stage. I am
satisfied that hon. gentlemen who give this measure
such an energetic support will find it will be quite as
costly and inconvenient 4to some of them as it will be and as
it is intended to be, to hon. gentlemen of this side.

Mr. LANDERKIN. I am so much opposed to the sys-
tom proposed in this Bill, as compared with the present
system, that I would not feel justified in allowing the clause
to pass without stating my objections to it. The people of
my Province hold very dear the present system, which
allows the people themselves to prepare the liste at the
loast possible expense. It is a system which commende
itself to members of this side, at least, who have endeavored
to keep down the expenses of the Government, and who are
opposed in toto to the principle of adding unnecessary bur-
dons upon the people. We cannot have as correct liste by
the proposed system as by the one now extant, as no
stranger, without going to vast expense, can prepare the
lista as correctly or as fairly as they are now prepared by
the local offleers. I oppose the system because it is a
scheme of centralisation; it is taking away from the people
those rights which theyhold dear, under our municipal insti-
tutions, of which we foel justly proud. They are controlled
by the people of this country, and they cause the people to
feel that they have an interest in the government of the
country. By taking away that system you vote non-con-
fidence in the people, you give them to feel that Lhey are
slighted, that they have been acting unfairly and unjustly,
and that they are not to be trusted longer with the propara-
tion of those liste which have hitherto given such general
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satisfaction. Under the present system every safe-guard is
provided to obtain a correct expression of the popular will.
Under the proposed system there are no such safeguards
against omissions and injustice of every kind, as there are
under the present system. Judging by the remarks of hon.
gentlemen opposite, one would suppose that the assessors are
not to be trusted to do what is fair and honest on account of
their party bias; but in the riding I have the honor to repre-
sent,although many of the assessors are opposed to me in poli-
tics, I have never beard any complaint of them. Sometimes
omissions occur in the list, but mistakes of that kind can be
rectified, and I cannot understand how a revising officer,
who may possibly be a stranger in the locality, can prepare
a satisfactory list. I think the insinuations made by hon.
gentlemen opposite against the assessors and clerks of this
country will be met with just indignation by all of those
men who are elected by the people. I protest with all the
force I can command against this Bill, becanse it is a direct
insult to every municipal councillor in this country, to
the assessors and to all who are engaged in the
preparation of the lists, which have hitherto given
uch general satisfaction. I protest against this measure
because I believe that a Government which will pass a
measure for the purpose of bolstering itself up and keeping
itself in power is exceeding what is justifiable in party rule.
Every right-thinking man, who is not bound down by party
ties, and will bring an unbiased judgment to bear on the
question, cannot fail to be convinced that the system which
has been in vogue for eighteen years in Canada is the best,
the safest, the fairest, and above all, the cheapest system
we can have. That is something the people want. They
do not want to be saddled with enormous debt. The expen-
diture of this country is $12,000,000 more than it was a
few years ago; it is increasing at a rate that the people
view with the gravest alarm. Almost $2,000,000 have
been voted to restore peace and order in the North-West;
we do not know how much more is to be voted; half a mil-
lion more is proposed by this measure.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order, order.
Mr. LANDERKIN. I see you are shaking your head,

Mr. Chairman. I quite agree that the contemplation of
much a vast expenditure makes many more than yourself
shake their heads. I am glad to see that even now you
begin to realise the perilous stop this country is taking.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. The hon. gentleman will please con-
fine himself to the clause, and leave the question of debt.

Mr. LANDERKIN. I think everything connected with
the preparation of the lists is involved in the discussion of
this clause. I am anxious to preserve the rules of debate,
and I hope they do not prevent me dealing with the ques.
tion of the vast cost to this country which is proposed by
this Bill, in connection with the preparation of the lists. The
Government may pass this Bill, but it is well that the
people should know what it entails upon them. We do not
get uniformity by this Act; we have several franchises
under it; then, the idea is, that the revising officer can be
an assessor, a county clerk, a council and a judge. I think
it is rather derogatory to tiose officers to suppose that one
revising barrister is equal to them all. The expense that
this new system will cost, over that proposed by the amend-
ment, which leaves the making of the first lists in the hands
of the municipal officers, is a question which, in our present
depressed state of affairs, ought to receive pressing atten-
tion. We are adding expense to expense, without any par-
ticular benefit to be derived therefrom. I oppose this Bll
because I consider it is an invasion of the rights of the
people and will add vastly to the expense of the people at
the time when they can ill afford it. I hope the Government
will look into this measure, and will allow the provincial
system to remain in operation under this Bill.

Mr. LaNzmaKN.

Mr. DAWSON. I am always an attentive listener, but it
gets a little wearisome when the same thing is spoken over
and over again, and I have heard the same ideas expressed
to-night that were spoken a fortnight ago. Hon. gen-
tlemen repudiate the idea that they are talking against time,
but it certainly looks very much like it. One hon. gentle-
man said that the provincial franchise had worked admira-
bly for eighteen years. What franchise? The provincial
franchise is not a fixed thing, and the Ontario franchise,
which is now to come into force, is as different from any we
have had before as this Dominion franchise is. It is a new
and experimental thing, and it is assuming what is not the
case, to say that it has worked well for eighteen years.
Another gentleman referred to the petitions which have been
sent in against this Bill. One came from Port Arthur,
which has a population of about 6,000, and there were only
55 signatures; and though I thought I knew everyone there,
though I have resided there, and have seen the place grow
up, there were many of those signatures that I did not
know. These rolls which have been so much discussed
will be at the disposal of the revising officer, as well as
any other person, and there are vast areas where
there are no asessment rolls or voters' lists. In the
district I represent there are wide areas without
any assessment roll. Household suffrage obtained there,
and assessment rolls were not necessary, and when this
new Ontario law goes into operation the household suffrage
will still to some extent obtain there. This Act provides
that where there are no assessment rolls, the last list
of voters shall be taken as the basis for making up the roll.
I think that is a very good basis. Every hon. member
speaks from the particular circumstances of of his own dis-
trict, but there are other districts in Ontario, besides those
for which the hon. gentlemen have spoken. It is stated
that the revising officers will always bo partisans. Is it not
assuming too much to believe that barristers of five years'
standing ancd judges will be mere partisans, to suppose that
they will not be men of honor, as capable of exercising an
independent judgment as men in similar positions are now.
If anything could justify the music which sometimes rises
in this House, it is the extreme bitterness with which some
hon, gentlemen on the opposite side express themselves.
I was very much surprised to-night to hear my hon. friend
from East Elgin (Mr. Wilson), whom I had always consid-
ered the mildest mannered man in this world, express him
self in such a strain of positive bitterness.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Is it not the member for West
Elgin that you mean ?

Mr. DAWSON. There must have been something to
disturb the equanimity of my hon. friend from East Elgin.
Then, the hon. member for West Elgin (Mr. Casey) was also
a little strong in bis expressions. I remember one night
during this discussion hearing that hon. gentleman say
something to the effect that his language could not keep
pace with his idoas; to-night I think the case was reversed,
for his language appeared to outrun his ideas; his language
ranged over the whole continent, while his ideas seemed to
be entangled and stumbling far behind.

Mr. WATSON. I believe the municipal voters' lista
should be used in making the preliminary list of the
revising barrister. In a county such as the one I have the
honor to represent, which is 150 miles long by 120 wide, it
will be very awkward to have only the revising barrister to
make up the list in the first place; it will be Very
awkward for the revising barrister to find out who has
a right to be on the list in the remote parts Of the
county. I think that taking the preparation of
the lists out of the hands of the local officers is,
ta a certain extent, an insult to those officers. In
my county I have never heard any complaints made
against them; I have seldom heard of thoir making
any mistakes, or thatanybody was aggrieved et t .. r actki..
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So far as the county of Marquette is concerned, the voters
lists have been prepared with the utmost accuracy; the
officials, in all cases, have done their duty well, and there has
been nothing like what some hon. gentlemen opposite have
referred to as existing in Ontario, where elections are run
on party linos and where officials are appointed for the pur.
pose of fixing up the lists for a particular party. I bolieve
that the true mode of preparing the list is that at present
adopted by the local municipalities. It should be prepared
by the people and for the people. The local officials are
far better qualified for that purpose, and they know who
has a right to vote and what has not, botter than any revis-
ing officer would know. The hon. member for Algoma (Mr.
Dawson) finds fault with the statement that the provincial
franchise has worked well for eighteen years. It has worked
well for eighteen years, and no hon.gentleman opposite has
yet pointed out any single instance where it has not worked
well. It seoms to me that it makes no difference who has
the preparation of the listso long as it is correct; it matters
little what mode the Provincial Legislature adopts for mak-
ing a franchise, so long as a majority of the qualified electors
are able to elect the candidate of their choice. I do not see
why the First Minister should object to having the prelimi-
nary list based on the list prepared by the local officers.
Those lists can be revised again, and the revising officer
might be allowed to revise them. If this gentleman is to
be a revising barrister, what is ho to revise? Is lie to
revise a list prepared by himself ? This Bill, now
forced upon Parliament, has never been asked for by
the people. From the petitions that have been presented
to this fouse, it appears that it has roused up, not only
Reformers but Conservatives. It is my opinion that not
only the officiais of the council, but the councils them-
selves, will look upon this Bill as a sort of insult to the
municipal officers. There is no doubt that the present
mode of preparing the list is very satisfactory to the
people. t lhas involved very little expense, and in Mani-
toba, at least, the municipal officers who prepare the list
receive no extra pay for such work. If any names are left
off the list parties can appeal, first to the court of revision,
composed of the municipal council, and after the list is
revised by the council, they can appeal to the county judge.
This-has given entire satisfaction, and no doubt it will do
so in future, botter than the Bill now before the flouse.
Under this Bill the revising officer has to be a lawyer. The
First Minister has so framed the franchise that a lawyer
will be necessary to interpret the meaning of the measure.
My feeling is well expressed by the words of a Conservative
gentleman, Mr. D. B. Read, of Toronto, who says: "Il think
no such power should be given to political saints, much less
to political sinners. I believe the intention of this Bill is
evil, and ùu good, to the electors.

Amendment negatived.
Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I beg to move an amend-

ment, that the following words be added after "district," in
lino 16, page 10:-

And shall, in the form of the schedule to this Act contained, divide
every city, town, ward parish, township or other municipality or
division in the electoral districts, or, in default of such municipalhty or
division, every tract of land therein having, according to said list, more
than 300 voters therein, by well-defned boundaries, such as streams,
Bide lines, concession lines or the like, into districts, in such manner
that the number of voters in said polling districts shall be nearly equal
as may be, and not in any case exceed 200.
And also that the following words be added after "order,"
on lino 17, page 10:-

For each of snch polling districts.
Section 18 provides that before the final revision the revis-
ing officer shall niake this sub-division. In the interest of
the public, I think it might as well be made early as late.
One of the suggestions of the First Minister was that the
sub-diviaions should be into municipalities, but they will be

very large. The sub-division should be made before the first
revision.

Amendment negatived.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. 1 do not think I have
very great encouragement in acceding to amendiments
offered by hon. gentlemen opposite. Whenever I make an
amendment in accordance with the views of those hon.
gentlemen, or which has even the appearance of meeting
their views, it is a signal for renowed opposition and
renewed obstruction. We cannot disguise the fact that the
debate to-night las been one of obstruction-of decided
obstruction. Everybody must admit it has been so. I had
intended, perhaps, to have gone some way te meet the views
of the hon. member for St. John, who spoke in a manner
which would not justify me in calling his remarks obstruc-
tion-but his was a singular exception to the speeches
which have been made to-night. Of course, 1 cannot move
the amendment, but perhaps it will be supposod that the
hon. Minister of Public Works moves an amend ment on the
4th line.

Mr. PATERSON. I beg the hon. gentleman's pardon,
but is my amendment voted down, or does the hon. gentle-
man propose now to amend my amendment ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No; it is voted down.
Mr. PATERSON. Well, there is another which I wish te

move.
Mr. DAVIES. I had one in my hand on the same sub-

ject and I think it is on the poirt that the right hon. gentle.
man refers to.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. 1.4rst, I wish te meet the
views of the hon. member for St. John, by inserting the
words "lthe last revised assessment roll or rolls."

Mr. DAVIES. In Prince Edward Island the counties are
divided into school districts, and each school district has a
roll, and perhaps the First Minister would have no objection
to add, after the word "appointed," the words "or any city
or town, or any parish, or any school district therein."

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No; that would not do. I
have inserted an amendment, providing for a certified copy
of the poll-books where there are no assessment rollis.

Mr. DAVIES. 1 would point out that these rolls of the
school districts contain the names of every pruperty owner
within them, and, collectively, the names of all the property
owners in the county, and this would be simply placing us
in the same position in this respect as in the organised
municipalities.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I think we had botter
bold that over for the present. There is another suggestion
of the hon. member for St. John which struck me.lHe said
that in New Brunswick the whole electoral district or
county was a municipality. I propose to provide for such
cases, by saying that where the electoral district is a muni-
cipality, a separate list shall be made for each township,
parish, etc.

Mr. WATSON. I would like to ask the First Minister if
it is intended that a municipality is a municipality for the
election of councillors, or for members of the Local flouse?

Sir JOHN. A. MACDONALD. You have not a munici-
pality for eloctoral purposes; you have counties and districts
for that purpose.

Mr. PATERSON. I wish to make a remark or two, in
moving my amendment. The First Minister says ho has net
been met in a proper spirit, and therefore hoe allows the
amendments to be voted down. I want the First Minister
and the committee to understand that I am not moving
amendments in the interest of myself Qr of May party, ang
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that they are matters of as little concern to me, individuallv.JThere is no more difficuity in making the division into
as to any hon. gentleman opposite. I think I put my cas polling divisions in the flrst instance than there is in the
very fairly. I deny any attempt to take up thetime ofthis last; and though this amendment w111 fot b. quit. as
committee. I deny having said anything that I did not satisfactory as tho other would have been, it will certainly
feel called upon to say, with reference to the amendment be botter than the proposition the First Minister makes.
which I offered before. I did not feel that it was necessary He proposes that each municipality sheuid b. arranged
to continue an apology to the committee for offering the aiphabetically. If the Eit contains several thonsand names
remarks I did. it wouid be aimost impossible te tell whether mames have

been improperly left offor improperly put on. I think it
is to be regretted that the hongentlemanlias not accepted
beIV better-U ilQ than UaJath p i iJth; First Miniter me.'Iin

Mr. PATERSON. I am not responsible for that. I have
a right to speak on behalf of my constituents. There was a
motion before this committee that warranted me in saying
all I said, and would have warranted me in saying double
what I said. My amendment was one that oùght to have
commended itself to the committee. Was it not in the
interest of everyone ?

Mr. RYKERT. No; it was not.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It was an absurd amend~
ment.

Mr. PATERSON, Then the hon. gentleman proposed
an absurd clause in his Bill, for the amendment is, word for
word, taken from his Bill, only in the Bill the division is to
be at the final revision instead of the first. Is it not better
for the revising officer to make his division on the first list,
when the people have have a chance to see it? We ean
look through a list as well as the hon. gentleman can ;
but unless he thinks it is convenient to have 2,000
names to look through, when he might have had
200, I say my amendment was in the interest of the
people, and it was voted down. I make these remarks
in reference to what was said by the First Minister. I think
his remarks were dicourteous; he undertook to deliver a
lecture to me, and he insinuated, not that my amendment
was an improper one, but because he had made amendments
in other directions, which had not been received in the
proper spirit, it was not even worth while to put this
amendment, although, when I moved it, I said only a few
words, willing to let the good sense of the amendment speak
for itself, and that was the spirit in which it was received.
I am not going to find any more fault. The hon. gentleman
has a right to speak, I suppose, as much as I ; I want to
recognise his position as leader of the House, but I do
think ho was not justified, even in the position he occupies,
from anything I said or did, in delivering a lecture which I,
not being one of his good boys, and well trained, was not
willing to submit patiently to. That having been voted
down, I ask the attention of the committee to this resolution
which 1 propose:

That the following words be added after the word 4order," in Une
17, page 10 :-For each of the polling districts, as set out for use at the
then last election of a member of the House of Commons.

We will take it for granted that the revising officer could
not make his division at the first list; and fully impressed
with the idea I sought to carry out in the last amendment,
I seek now to have it donc by proposing this amendment.
It simply proposes that the revising officer, after he as
made his first list, shall have it printed. It will be as easy
for him to have it published thon as after the final revision.
I say no more; it will so obviously commend itself to the
good sense of the committeo that 1 leave it in your bands.

Mr. MILLS. This is a proposition to take the polling
divisions as they existed at the elections of 1882. I think
it would have been more convenient to have adopted the
other amendnent, but that failing, this is botter than
nothirg. I do not admit at all the observation of the First
Minister addressed to this side of the House. 1 think the
remark was uncalled for, that the amendment was absurd.

Mr. PATERSON (Bant).

ze amencimenis propoe rom wis e o u L usewmn
the spirit in which they have been proposed. We have
been sincerely auxious to propose amendments, but every
amendment has been voted down in dogged silence.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I must say that that is
too barefaced a remark for the hon. gentleman to make.
The hon. gentleman vowed, when this discussion in com-
mittee commenced, that the only way of pleasing him was
to withdraw the Bill. That was his statement, and his
whole course has been to force the Government to withdraw
the Bill.

Mr. MILLS. I did not say so.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. He said so, and every-
body heard him say so.

Mr. MILLS. It is not true. The hon. gentleman lias no
right to say that

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The statement that
amendments were not received in the right spirit does not
come properly from him. Other gentlemen who have pro.
posed amendments and have discussed them might have
made such a remark, but under no circumstances could it
properly come from an hon. gentleman who made up his
mind that he should weary out the majority, and the hon.
gentleman cannot, in candor, say that that was not his
intention.

Mr. MILLS. An hon. gentleman opposite, I think it was
the hon. member for Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell), sug-
gested a number of changes that might promote the business
of the louse, and when he was mentioning them I men-
tioned the withdrawal of the Bill as one of them. My
observation does not admit of the interpretation the hon.
gentleman has put upon it, and he knows it does not.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon. gentleman, in
his speech, said this Bill was so obnoxious from beginning
to end that no man would have a right to obey it. The
hon. gentleman said it would be disgraceful that this moa-
sure should be passed.

Mr. MILLS. I say so still, and that statement i p
fectly consistent with what I said. I say the hon. gentieman
knows as well as any hon. gentleman that the measure.imla
discreditable measure, caleulated not only to di-credit
Parliament but to discredit the country as well.

Mr. CASEY. The proposition that if an hon. member
declares a Bill to be obnoxious, discreditable, unconistitu-
tional, no attempt should be made to improve that Bill, te
render it les vexations, less unconstitutional, can be
regarded as only absurd, as a proposition one would never
expect to hear, even from the Prime Miinister. I did not
think the right hon. gentleman would have lead us off into
this digression, after we had been discussing this particular
section of the Bill all evening. It is all very well for hoin.
gentlemen who have dcne nothing but howl and bark and
growl to repeat those noises now, but our discussiOn
has had the effect of causing the hon. gentleman to
amend this Bill in some respects. It is nonense. to talk
about obstruction; if the Bull has been. amended at
all it is in consequence of our so-called obstruction.
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There is one point to which I called attention this afternoon,
and which I wish to bring to the hon. gentleman's notice
now. Hfe promised, on the 22nd of last month, to introduce
a clause providing that when a tenant was assessed for $150
-we were dealing with cities and towns-that would be
accepted as primd facie assumption that they pay 820 rental.
This is the place to introduce that amendnent, and I would
ask the hon. gentleman whether he intends to move it.

Amendnient negatived.

Mr. DAVIES. The amendment the right hon gentleman
has suggested, as far as Prince Edward Island is concerned,
does not meet the circumstances of the case. His amend-
ment is, that copies of the poll book should be submitted to
the revising officer, and put in his possession, to be accepted
by him, as the assessment rolls are in the other Provinces.
The hon. gentleman is only making confusion worse con-
founded. The last voting liste are based on manhood
suffrage, and they contain a thousand votes which cannot be
put on the list now. If a copy of the poll books is to eho
accepted as primd facie evidence that every man named
there bas a right to vote, the consequence will be that you
will give the right to vote to a thousand men, in direct
violation of the law, men who have not the qualifications
required by this Bill. If the revising officer bas to accept
the poll books as primdfacieevidence, the onus is thrown on
the candidate to have overy bad vote removed. The revising
officer, if lie puts on or off votes, as he pleases, will throw
the onus on somebody, of going in and having names put off.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That is right.

Mr. DAVIES. The hon. gentleman says it is right that
1,000 votes not qualified under the law should go on, in
direct violence of the law. Men who have admittedly not
all the qualifications will be on the voters' list, and thon
you say lot somebody knock them off. But that somebody
may knock off some 500 or 600 votes which he knows will
ho against him, and may leave on 500 of those who are in
his favor, thongh both equally unqualified. If the hon.
gentleman would adopt my amendment, to roturn to the
revising officer the assesment rolls in each of the school
districts, the revising officer would have the same data as
is furnished by the assessment rolls in the other Provinces,
and then the farmers' sons and the sons of land owners and
the others who would ho left out would claim their right to
ho added. You are making the poil book containing the
names of hundi eds who have no votes, primd facie evidence
of their right to be on the voters' list, and I must therefore
bring rebuttal evidence to strike off these names. Isay it is
an unjust and iniquitous provision. The school district as-
sessment rolls show every man who las an acre of land on
the island, and if you take those, any man who wishes to
cone in under any other provision can apply for that purpose,
as ho muet elsewhere. You put on 1,000 men who have no
right to vote, and yon throw the duty upon the candidate
to show that they should not ho there. It will croate
tremendous trouble, unless both parties agree to leave them
all on.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. These school assessments
show only the names of proprietors of land. What is to
become of the income voters and the tenants? The argu-
ment of the hon. gentleman is a justification for the expres-
sion, "and suh ather information as ho can get." Thore
il nothing to prevent the revising officer, after taking the
last poling list as primd facie evidence of the right to
Vote, sending for the sch oi assessment rolis; but they
must be very imperftet and cannot be of much real
assistance to the revising officer, bocause the real
property voters muet be a very emall proportion,
epecially in Prince Edward Island. The hon. gentleman

says ho is in favor of manhood suffrage. Why does ho not

allow the last polling list to stand? HRe does not like to put
in any objection, because he might objoct to the wrong man ;
ho might object to a man who might say : I would have
voted for you if you had not put me off. I do not think we
can accept this amendment.

Mr. DAVIES. By the use of the school assossments we
should be precisely in the same position as Ontario. You
have no income tax in the municipalities in Ontario.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes.

Mr. 1DAVIES. You have not in Nova Scotia or New
Brunswick.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. There is an income fran-
chise in New Brunswick.

Mr. DAVIES. Thore is none in Nova Scotia. In the
cities and towns in Prince Edward Island we have the
income tax as well, and the assessment rAl gives the naine
of everyone who pays that tax. The hon. gentleman makes
the assessment rolls prind facie evidence in Ontario. Do
they show the farmers' sons ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes.
Mr. DAVIES. They do not, in the Maritime Provinces,

at any rate.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. You have only to ask the

man if he las any property.
Mr. DAVIES. The man would not be there. He would

be on the Eist, and I should have to bring ovidence if I
wanted to strike his vote off. That will cause tromendous
expense. Somebody will do it, and the other will suffer.
The man who has the most money will go in and strike off
his oppononts. We are legislating deliberatelv to put on a
lot ofmen who have no votes. There is such a thing as
justice and fair play, and we are not getting it. It is a most
iniquitous thing.

Mr. MILLS. The right lon. gentleman's explanation
was untonable. If ho takes the last polling book ho will
put on the naine of all parties who had votes at the previous
election. They are not voters, but ho provides that they
shall go on the list. Sir, we are informod that the hon.
gentleman has piomised the meým bers for Prince Edward
Island, or certain of thom, that thoy shall have manhood
suffrage; that this Bill shall be altered in the other
Chamber, and when it comes down bore the hon. gentle-
man will support it with this change. He is so much
devoted to the principle of uniformity that he will not con-
sent to make the anendment bore. It would be a disagroo-
able business togive Prince Edward Island manhood suffrage
and withhold it from other portions of the Dominion.

Mr. CAMERON (Inverness). In Prince Edward Island,
in 1882, every person 21 yoars of age, who was a British
subject, was allowed to vote. Does my hon. friend suppose
that they are going to be 21 years of age forever ?

Mr. DAVIES. If my hon. friend had run an election in
Prince Edward Island ho would learn that there are hun-
dreds and hunareds who vote upon manhood suffrage quali-
fication at every election, and these young mon who voted
at the last election possess that qualitiuotion now. I would
like the hon. gentleman to consider the words u little lower
down, and strike out the words that the poil books shal be
priná facie evidence of the right of every man there to vote.
£hat is what I object to. Every man in that book, whether
h has the qualification or not, is to be put on, and to knock
him off you must bring counter ovidence to show that he has
no vote, which will cost, perhaps, $10 for every vote. Why,
it will cost thousands of dollars to run an election under
those circumstances.
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Mr. RYKERT. It puts money into circulation.

Mr. DAVIES. If that is the principle upon which hon.
gentlemen are going, it justifies a good many epithets that
are used against the Bill. It is most unjust and most arbi-
trary, and calculated to impose a fine upon every man who
seeks to get elected. What can lie do, with 7,000 voters
in the county, and with 1,500 or 2,000 of whom have voted
en manhood suffrage ? You would have to go through the
county and bring evidence to show that these could not vote.
It is something I would not relish, but if it cost a thousand,
or two thousand dollars, I would be obliged to do it, in self-
defence, and my opponent would have to do it, too. I would
like to put 500 votes in the county of the hon. member for
Inverness, particularly if they were opposed to him, and see
if he would like that.

Mr. CAMERON. I could spare 500, and I would have
350 majority afterwards.

Mr. DAVIES. It is not fair to make the polling book
prim facie evidence of a right to vote, when yeu know that
that polling book contains the names of thousands of voters
who have no vote under the Act. I would move that the
words, "or polling books," be struck out.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That is the most
unpatriotic speech I ever heard delivered in the House of
Commons. lie is in favor of manhood suffrage. He says
that every mai, a British subject, coming to twenty-one
years of age, has a right to vote; yet he says that he will
willingly spend his money, a thousand or perhaps two
thousand dollars, for the purpose of depriving a large body
of men of the right to vote, who ought to have the right to
vote, because he thinks they don't look upon political sub-
jects the same way he does. Why, Mr. Chairman, if we
want to hold up the hon. gentleman to his constituents as
being an unpatriotic man, a mere blind partisan, not caring
whether he deprives one hundred or five hundred men of
their votes, and, at the same time, believing that every one
of them ought to have a vote-if that won't ruin him
among his constituents it will be just about as bad as it was
with the Hon. David Laird some years ago.

Mr. DAVIES. This is the style of argument we have
heard all through this Bill. The hon. gentleman deliber-
ately passes a law to deprive these men of the right to vote,
and when I move an amendment to continue to them that
right he votes the amendment down. Then lie comes in
afterwards and says: We wili put a thousand votes on the
list that have not the right to vote, and you must take the
chance of letting them vote you out of a seat. After this
Parliament has declared that these men shall have no right
to exercise the franchise, the hon. gentleman still allows
them to send a man to represent them here. I am told it is
unpatriotic. What nonsense that is! I do not wonder at
his own supporters behind him smiling in derision. The
hon. gentleman knows very well that the candidate will
be obliged, in self-defence, to take that course. His oppo-
nent will take it. Do you suppose, when there are 500 men
who have not got the right to vote, on the list, that you are
going to let them remain there? In self-defe ice you will
beobliged to do it After I have aserted, by my voice and
vote, the right of these young men to vote, and after the
right hon. gentleman has deliberately, by law, taken the
right away from them, for him thon to say it is unpatriotic
to prevent them going on the list is the height of absurdity.

Mr. CASEY. The remarks of the right lon. gentleman
do not deserve to be called a reply. If they were delivered
outside this House they would be designated as the most
wretched twaddle. To hear such remarks from the gentleman
who is de facto leader of this country, in answer to a
serious speech, is saddening. It has seobered us up from

Mr. Davais.

the jollity in which we were disporting. The demand made
by Prince Edward Island, that the polling books should be
adopted as the basis of the voters' lists, is simple justice and
common sense. The hon. gentleman refused manhood
suffrage to Prince Edward Island, and insisted on a property
qualification, and now he declines to take the only means of
carrying bis plan out. The hon. gentleman's action is only
capable of two explanations: Either he does not see the drift
of the suggestion, or he does not wish to see it. Probably
the hon. gentleman wants to retain manhood suffrage by a
side wind. If manhood suffrage is retained in Prince
Edward Island we want it retained by law and not by a
side wind. I have voted for it, and I will vote for it again,
but I want it retained by regular means. The First Minister
distinctly stated that he would make provisions by which
the assesment rolls should become primd facie evidence
as to tenants. In the discussion on 22nd May the hon.
gentleman promised to introduce a clause which would
enable the revising officer to make certain use of the
assessment rolls in regard to tenants. He las paid
no attention to that matter. I will quote the words he
used on that occasion. He said:

" That in case any assessment roll shows a party to be a tenant, but
does not show the rent he pays, I propose to add a proviso which,
although it does not go as far as the hon. gentleman wishes, goes a
considerable step towards it and I propose to provide that the fact that
the property in respect to which he pays a rent is assessed at $150 shall
be accepted as primàfacie evidence that the tenant has a right to be on
the register.''

The hon. gentleman promised to insert a provision of that
kind in the Bill, and this is where it should be inserted. I
call his ttention to the desirability of making the change
now.

Amendment to amendment (Mr. Davies) negatived.

Mr. CASEY. The hon. gentleman has not answered the
point I put to him, so we will give him an opportunity of
voting whether he will carry out the arrangement he pro-
posed or not. As h proposed to carry oai the arrangement,
no amendment bas been propared by this side of the House,
reliance being placed on the hon. gentleman's statement.

Mr. MULOCK. The hon. member for Monck (Mr.
McCallum) stated that he did not see any difference between
the powers exercised by the clerk of a municipality in
Ontario and the powers proposed to be conferred on the
revising officer.

Mr. McCALLUfX. I did not say that. I said this: That
I did not see what difference it made, whether the clerk of
a municipality copied the assessment roll or whether the
revising barrister did it.

Mr. MULOCK. It is the same idea. It makes no differ-
ence who copies the roll. The hon. gentleman was express-
ing satisfaction with the Ontario system, and pointed out
that our rolls were made up by clerks copying from the
assesment rolls. He saw no difference, in substance,
between the present system in Ontario and the one which
would obtain under this Bill.

Mr. McCALLUM. I did not say that.
Mr. M ULOCK. I understood the hon, gentleman made

that statement.
Mr. McCALLUM. I did not say that; the hon. gentle-

man is wrong again.
Mr. MULOCK. Whatever was the drift of the lon.

gentleman's observations, I drew this inference: He was
quite satisfied with the way the lista were made up in
Ontario to-ay, and by illustration, he pointed to the fatt
that the clerks copied simply from the rollo, and he would
wish us to believe that he thought the revising officer would
be the same in that respect. The duties of the clerk are
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simply teocopy. The Rovised Statites of Ontario, chapter 9,
entitled "The Votera' List Act," section 2, defines the
matter. (The hon. gentleman read the section.)

Mr. WHITE (Hastings). There is not a member from
Ontario but knows that as well as you do. Do you think
we are a pack of fools ?

Mr. MULOCK. I read the statute to show that the clerk
in the Province of Ontario is obliged to transfer to the voters'
list the names of ail persons who appear te be entitled to vote
according to the assossment roll, and my suggestion should
apply to the revising officer in preparing his original list.
The First Minister stated that it was desirable to minimise
the duties of the revising officer anterior to the period of
revision, and if we can, te a certain extent, control his
power in making out the lists, we are carrying out the
policy of the First Minister, and carrying out a sound policy.
We should not unnecessarily delegate power to any person,
and we should restrict the discretion of the revising officer
as much as possible. The First Minister thinks my amend-
ment is covered by his proviso, but I favor my amendment,
because it provides that the alphabetical list shall include
all who appear to be entitled to the franchise by the revised
assessment roll, so that it would leave the revising officer no
discretion. He could be compelled by mandamus to transfer
them, whereas, under the proviso, he is left with judicial
powers. At the stage when he is gathering material to
make his list, ho is to consider the rolls as primd facie evi-
dence, which implies that he nay have other evidence. If
he is bound by the rolls at that stage, they should be con-
clasive evidence, instead ofprimdafacie evidence, as the words
primá facie evidence imply the power of weighing evidenco
at that stage. After the voter has had bis name placed on
the list, after the assessor has used his own knowledge to
place him on the list, and that name is left on the list, then
the only kind of evidence that the revising officor would
have would be hearsay evidence. He cannot have, at that
stage, as good evidence as the assessor has had.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I think the amendment
I have moved fully meets the object of the hon, gentleman.
Ie says that primd facie evidence should be conclusive

evidence. Well, it is conclusive ovidence if it cannot be
rebutted at any subsequent stage. To give an illustration :
The revising officer, in preparing his list, is in the situation
of a grand jury, who judge upon the prima facie evidence,
but when he comes to seule the rolls finally, ho sits as a
judge and jury, and he will be bound to hold to the primd
facie evidence unless it is rebutted afterwards. That is the
opinion which I have come to, and with every respect for
the hon. gentleman's argument, which I quite appreciate, I
cannot see my way to a change.

Mr. MULOCK. The hon. gentleman knows as well as I
do, and better, that the grand juries do not receive rebutting
evidence at all, and the revising officer may. If ho thinks
the word "conclusive " would noi answer, ho might get
over the difficulty by saying "conclusive for the purpose
of the preliminary roll."

Amendment te amendment negatived.

Mr. DAVIES. I would move that the words "lor polling
books " be struck out. The revising officer could thon take
such means as ho liked to ascertain who were tenants or
occupants, income voters, or farmers' sons.

Mr. MILLS. We have, in this amendment, as we havo
had in many others this evening, an evidence of the anxious
desire of the hon. gentleman to receive suggestions from
this side of the House. He assured us, a few days ago, how
Bilcerely anxious ho was to receive suggestions from this
side Of the House, and we see, from the spirit in which
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every proposition from this side las been met, what
his anxiety amounts teo.

Amendment to amendment negatived, and amendmeat
(Sir John A. Macdonald) agreed to.

On section 13,

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I propose some amend-
monts to this clause. It has been suggested to me that it
would be as well to sond copies of the list to the unsuccess-
ful candidate at the last olection. That is done under the
Ontario Act.

Mr. MILLS. That is not only done, but there are a good
many things done which are not done in the provisions of
this Bill. The hon. gentleman proposes that two copies
should be sent to each candidate for the House of Commons.
In Ontario there are ton copies sont, the intention being to
enable a candidate to place a sufficient number of copies in
the hands of his friends in the different polling divisions.
The hon. gentleman will see that that is a matter of very
great convenience. There are not often more thon or
eight polling divisions in a township. With two copies it is
impossible that that can be done. There are other provi-
sions in this section which are in tho highest degree unsatis-
factory, apart from the provisions in the beginnng, which I
shall not mention, as my hon. friend has an amend-
ment to it, which will require a great deal of consideration.
The hon.gentleman provides, also, that copies of the list shall
be furnished at a price proportionately sufficient to cover
the price paid for them. The hon. gentleman might put
the lists into the bands of a few of the friends of the Gov.
ernmont, and the proportionate price might b very exorbi-
tant. Under the Ontario law those lists are furnished at a
more trifle, and under the English law at 6d. per hundred
names. Here, that would be 10 cents per hundred names,
but in this Bill you charge 6 cents for ton names, nearly
ton times the charge in England. In Ontario a very much
smaller suma is chargod, excepting the farnishing the
special names after the lists have been revised by the judge.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon. gentleman
speaks about the number in Ontario. The numbers sent
here to the members of the different parties are the voters'
lists finally revised. This is merely the preliminary list,
which will be posted up in the post offlee, and elsewhere, so
that the people may 00 them.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I suppose the hon. gentle.
man will not expect us to go on with amendments ; if so, I
propose to discuss the motion to adjourn.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I do not wish to press
hon. gentlemen unduly, but I think if there are really any
amendments propared they should b laid on the Table, so
that we may know what they are. In England that would
be compulsory.

Mr. PATERSON. la that matter the hon. gentleman
himself has set us a bad example. He came down with
important amendments to this clause under discussion,
of which ho gave no notice, and which altered some of the
amendments we proposed to make. I think the hon. gen-
tieman should also lay any amendments ho intends to make
on the Table.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I think the Bill is a very
good Bill, as it is, and perhaps I will go on with it as it
stands. I did not suppose any hon. gentleman opposite
came to fight out this oe clause until 3 o'clock in the morn-
ing. We have discussed this clause Il or 12 hours.

Mr. PATERSON. You did not accept our amendments.

Committee rose and reported progress.
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Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved the adjournment of
the House,

Motion agreed to; and the House adjourned at 3.20 a.m.,
Tuesday

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

TuzODAY, 2nd June, 1885.

The SPzAz took the Chair at half-past One o'clock.

.PRaara.

FRANCHISE BILL PETITIONS.

Mr. RYKERT. On the 26th May a petition was presented
from certain electors of the town of Niagara, prayilg that
the Franchise Bill may not become law. I beg leave to present
a petition, signed by a large number of the said ratepayers,
representing that their names were obtained by false and
fraudulent representations, and that, having ascertained the
particulars of the said Bill, they are anxious that the Bill
should be passed for the public benefit, and to prevent the
interference of designing and unscrupulous men in the
Local Legislature, and further, they desire to prevent an
unscrupulous Opposition in this House from wasting the
time of Parliament. This petition is signed by nine ont of
the twelve who signed the other petition.

Mr. EDGAR. I think a question of privilege bas arisen
in connection with the remarks made by the hon. member
for Lincoln. I would like to read two letters which I have
received to-day upon that subject, because it is alleged that
gentlemen on this side of the House have presented petitions,
the signatures to which were obtained by misrepresentation.
A letter which I received to-day from St. Catharines states:

IlI underatand that Mfr. J. C. Rykert is endeavoring, throueh One of
hie hack, Thomas Beatty, Inspector of Weightsaand Matrures 'o-

Mr. SPEAKER. Order. I do not think that this is a
matter of privilege. When the petition comes up on the
motion to read and receive it, that will be the time, if any,
to discuss it.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Allusion was made to
the fact that these names had been obtained by fraudulent
pretences. I think, under those circumstances, an explana-
tion is in order, and ought to be permitted. It having been
said by the member for Lincoln (Mr. Rykert), in presenting
the petition, that these names had been obtained by fraudu-
lent pretences, no objection eau be made to the course of
my hon. friend,

Mr. SPEAKER. I understand that the petition states
that'

Mr. EDGAR. The hon. member alleged it.

Mr. SPEAKER. I understand that that is an allegation
of the petition.

Mr. RYKERT. Yes.

Mr. SPEAKER. The hon. gentleman was stating the
allegations contained in the petition. The question may be,
whether the petition is to be received or not-I do not know
yet; I think the proper time would be when the motion is
made for reading and receiving that petition.

MEDALS FOR THE VOLUNTEERS.

Mr. McNEILL. Before the Orders of the Day are called,
I would like to ask the hon. Minister of Militia the question

Sir JoHN A. MADoNALD.

of which I gave him private notice. Is it the intention of
the Government to have a modal struck for presentation to
those volunteers who have been called ont for active service
in the North-West, as a token of how highly the people of
the Dominion appreciate the patriotism, courage and
devotion with which, without warning, they have responded,
in the hour of danger, to the call of duty.

Mr. CARON. In answer to the hon. gentleman, I beg to
state that the matter to which he has referred has not yet
been considered by the Government.

THE FRANCHISE BILL.

House again resolved itself into Committee on Bill
(No. 103) respecting the Electoral Franchise.

(In the Committee.)

Mr. CAMERON (Middlesex). Before the amendment of
which the First Minister bas given notice is proposed, I
desire to move an amendment to the first part of this
clause, the object of which is to furnish means for providing
printed copies of the primary voters' lists. For some years
we have had printed voters' lists in some of the Provinces, and
the advantage has been so apparent that I think it very desir-
able the same facilities should be continued. It is true that
there is an optional provision in this clause for printing the
list, but the purpose of my amendment is to make it an abso-
lute necessity on the part of the revising officer that these lists
shall be printed. In the Province of Ontario it was held as
a decided boon when the Legislature changed the law in
the direction of requiring the lists to be published. Munici-
pal bodies have furnished these liEts at their expense, but
the expense bas been so small, comparatively, that no one
has been found to take exception to the course that bas
been since followed. The municipalities get them printed
cheaply, and they are furnished in sufficient number to
supply every one who desires to secure a copy. I am
satisfied that the departure proposed in section 13 will be
extremely unsatisfactorily, and I trust the First Minister will
consent to such an amendment as will make it not merely
optional with the revising officer, but one of bis duties,
to secure the printing of these lists, in order that they may
be supplied in such numbers as that all may procure a copy
who desire. It is provided in a subsequent part of this
clause that one copy of the list shall be posted up in the
office of the clerk or the corresponding officer of each muni-
cipal and parochial division, and that it shall be open to
inspection by any person, free of charge. I assume that it
is intended to furnish conveniences whereby any elector
may ascertain whether his name is on the list, and if he
finds it omitted, that he may have an opportunity of enter-
ing his protest. If the lists are not printed, the only
opportunity the majority of the electors will have to ascer-
tain whether their names are on the liste or not, or whether
names are on the list that ought not to be there, is the
written list that is in the possession of the municipal
officers; if that list is printed in sufficient numbers,
it will evidently be a great convenience to the electors.
That is an additional reason why the amendment should
prevail. There is a further reason why printed lists should
be adopted under this clause. Hon. gentlemen opposite
have more than once alleged that the municipal clerks can-
not, under any legislation passed by this Parliament, be com-
pelled to carry out any requirements of this Legislature.
Supposing that to be the case, and knowing the refusal of
Parhiament to recognise their position in the preparation of
the list, as we have done by adopting the clause and reject-
ing the amendment of the hon. member for West Huron
(Mr. Cameron), propoEsing that the municipal clerks should
prepare the primary list, they can with perfect impunity
throw that list out of door, There ie no provision in the
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Bill for attempting to control those municipal officers.
There is no provision in this Bill for a return of the cour-
tesy extended to members of the Dominion House by
having copies of the voters' list, which are sent to them,
furnished to the Local Legislature. There is no recognition
of their claims in this Bill, but no doubt that
ommission will be remedied. It is important that
the votera' lists should be printed instead of "made,"
as provided for in this Bill. When we compare the cost of
voters' lists in England with the proposed charge bore, we
see the extravagant amount proposed in this Bill. Under
the English Act a ratepayer is entitled to receive a copy of,
the voters' list, if the names do net exceed 1,000 for la.; if
they exceed 1,000 aud not 3,000, for 2e. 6d., and so on; the
amount charged for a list over 9,000 narnes being 10s.
Under this clause, for a list with 1,000 names, ratepayers in
Canada will have to pay $6, or twenty-five times as much as
the English ratepayer. If the number of names on the list
exceeds 3,000 the charge will be $18, or twenty-nine times as
much. Experience in Ontario has conclusively shown the
advantages that result from having a printed list, and that
well circulated ; and a similar practice should be followed
here. In order to carry out these view I beg to move:

That the words "make or," on the 39th Une of paragraph 10, be
struck out; also that the word "make," on the 40th line of paragraph
10 be struck out, and the word "printed " be inserted therefor in each
case.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). I trust the First Minister will
make some reply with regard to the amendment of my hon.
friend from Middlesex (Mr. Cameron), as he may thereby
shorten the discusrion on this clause. The question involved
in this clause is a very important one to the whole Dominion,
as a question of exponse, and also to the candidate who may
ho engaged in a contest. As, however, the First Minister
does net appear disposed to express any opinion on the
question just now, I shall, in a few words, explain my views
on this question. At present the clause does not compel the
revising officer to print a single copy of the prelhminary list,
as ho will comply with the provisions of the clause by
simply writing ont a certain number of copies. One copy
is to be sent te the clerk of the municipality-

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. If my bon. friend will
allow me, I would say that here is one instance where it
would have been well if the hon. gentleman had moved his
amendment last night, se that we might have considered it.
On looking at it for the first time, I may say that I shall
accept the amendinent.

Mr. CAMERON. It would have been well for the First
Minister if, instead of putting my hon. friend to the troub!e
Of framing bis moion and matking his observations upon it,
he had framed this Bill in the first instance se as to cover
this case.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh, oh; never satisfied.

Mr. CAMERON. lIon. gentlemen opposite are perfectly
eatisfied with any proposition that may be submitted. We
Inay go on day after day discussing a proposition of this
kind, and thon the First Minister comes down and makes an
anendment. If ho had framed his Bill, in the first instance,
".ith the care and the deliberation which ho should have
given to a Bill of this magnitude and importance, it would
save a considerable amount of discussion. Although the
amendment of my hon. friend is a proper one, Eo far as it
goes, the First Minister must sec at a glance that it doas
not go far enough. Is the hon. gentleman prepared to
make any additional amendment with respect to this clause?

Mr. CHAIRMAN. Lot us,dispose of this first.
Mr. CAMERON. I propose to discuss the whole clause.

AIl that is required by this amendment is that the revising

.........

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD.
list.

This is not the votera'

Mr. CAMERON. It is much more important that the
political party should have a sufficient number of copies of
the preliminary list, because there is only a limited time
allowed to, prepare objections te the list. The candidate
bas to send a copy of the preliminary votera' list to cach
polling sub-division, and find out from the resideuts thore
whether any parties entitled to vote have been left off irmpro-
perly, or whether any parties are on who ought not to be on ;
and with the limited time allowed for objections to be put
in, it becomes absolutely necessary that we ehould have
more copies of the voters' list than the law provides we
should have. An enormous sum would have to be paid for
votera' lista in my county, and the same remark will apply
to other districts; whereas, if the votera' lists were printed
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officer shall print some fifteen or twenty copies of the
electoral list, which are distributed among certain persons.
But we all know that each candidate in a contest requires
a very large number of copies in order to conduct his
campaign with reasonable satisfaction. Where is ho to get
these copies, unless the First Minister will provide that, as
in the English Act, a certain number shall be printed, in
order to satisfy all reasonable demanda for them, by candi-
dates and others who may require them, and at a reason-
able expense. By the Bill they can only be obtained from
Ihe revising officer, by paying 6 cents for every ton names.
A candidate would require to have at least four copies for
each electoral polling sub-division; and as there are au
average of seven in each electoral district, there would be
required at least twenty-eight for each candidate, or fifty.
six for the candidates alone. I know that, in my own con-
stituency, while engaged in a contest, I never have les
than from twenty to twenty-five copies of the votera' liât, and
every candidate will require to have at least that number.
The opposite candidate would require to have the same nam.
ber. How are you going to get these voters' listst? Under
the Bill, as now framed, all that the revising officer requires to
get printed is something like twenty copies, and if yon
require any additional copies you will bave to pay huim a
sum not exceeding 6 cents for every ton names. Take my
own constituency as an illustration of the hardships this pro.
vision imposes on the candidate. In that constituency
there are seven munici palities and thirty-five polling sub.
divisions. You require for each municipality at least four
copies; so that, at the very Ieast, each candidate will require
twentyeight copies. He gets two copies, under the Bi1, so
that ho requires to purchase at least twenty.six copies, in
order that ho may be able to get the constituency canvassed
in each sub.division. There are nearly 5,000 naines on the
voters' list of the electoral district of West Huron; but
assuming that there are 4,000-multiply 26 by 4,000,
and it makes 104,000 names; which, at the rate of 6
cents for every 10 naines, amounts to Sq24. It is a
monstrous outrage; no official of the Government should
be allowed to take 6 cents for every ton names ; and
without this ex pense it is utterly impossible for the candi,
date to obtain the roquisitenumber ot voters' lists, in ord'er
to examine thoroughly into the condition of tho electorate
in the partieular constituency. Thefore, the hon. gentle.
man ought to adopt the English law, and compel the revis.
ing officer to publish a sufficient number and to sei thom
at a reasonable figure, so that candidates and others who
require the voters' lists will not be imposed on by the oll.
cials entrusted with the administration of this portion of the
Bill. Under the Ontario law each candidate, the defeated
as well as the successful, gets ton copies.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Of the voters' lista?

Mr. CAMERON. Yes.
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in suffident number to supply ail demanda, and the revising
officer were only to charge the reasonable cost of printing,
the objections to this clause would be removed. By the
English law the local authorities are compelled to publish
the votera' list in sufficient numbers to satisf y all demands,
and there is a schedule which limits the charges to 10a. for
any number of names exceeding 9,000; 7s. 6d. for any
mumber between 6,000 and 9,000; 58. for any number bç-
tween 8,000 and 6,000; 2s. 6d. for any number between
1,000 and 8,000; and le. for any number up to 1,000.
No ore could object to those charges. In my. county, I
would have to pay, under the English law, 5s. for a copy
of the list, or $20 for twenty copies, whereas, under
this Bil, the charges I would have to pay would be
enormons. This is a matter that will work both ways, for
I apprehend that hon. gentlemen opposite will require copies
of the voters' list for their canvass just as well as Liberal
candidates, and unless they can get them from the revising
officer without pay they will have to pay the same charges.
Apart from the question of cost, there is another extraordi-
nary provision in this clause which I think the Firet Minister
ought to amend. The voters' list, in order to be of the
slightest utility or advantage to the public, will require to
be published somewhere. To send them to the officials
mentioned here is of some consequence, but not very much.
Those copies will never reach the hands of the persons who
really take an active interest in the political affairs of the
constituency. There ought to be some additional mode by
which the public at large will be enabled to see how the
register, for the time being, has been made up. The hon.

entleman pro oses that there shall be a publication of the
ist. What pulication does the hon. gentleman propose by

the Bill ? e directs that a copy of the voters list, the
preliminary voters' list, shall be transmitted to the clerk of
the municipality; and he directs that the clerk shall post
up the list. Now, on clause 14 there is another direction,
that two copies of the preliminary list shall be transmitted
to every postmaster in the electoral district, and that the
postmaster shall, in a public and conspicuous place in his
post office, post up the list. We know that in Ontario, at
all events, these lists are with the clerk of the municipality,
and certain other officials, and we know where te
go and when to go in order to examine the lists. That
official is compelled to post them up and keep them
posted up. Under this Bill the only persons com-
pelled to post their lists up in a public and conspicuous
place, are the postmasters of electoral districts. ln some
electoral districts there aie municipalities where there are
no postmastere. I have in my mind one municipality in a
riding in the west where there is no post office, and in that
case the only public notice of the publication of the elec-
toral lists would be the notice published by the county
clerk. How is he compelled to publish them? This clause
says he shall post them up, but does not say how long.
He may post the list up at noon, and. it may be torn
down five minutes later, and he is not compelled
to post it up again. During the whole time that elapses
between the publication of the list and the revision, the
list may not be posted up for two consecutive minutes in
the office of the clerk of the'muicipality. That is unreason-
able. Those who are not Ili the inner circle, who have not
the ear of the revising officer and his clerk, and his consta-
ble, may know nothing about the revision of the voters' list.
The letter, and even the spirit of this provision of tho law,
may be complied with, and yet there may be no publication
whatever for five consecutive minutes in any municipality.
The hon. gentleman ought to provide that the local officiais,
such as the clerk of the township, the sheriff of the electoral
district or the county, the treasurer, the clerk of the county,
and the other publie officials should be compelled, not only to
postup,but to keep posted upthe voters' liste during the whole

Mr. C&hs:aRoN (Huron).

space of time between the day of publication and the date
fixed for the proliminary revision. If the hon. gentleman
will turn to the English electoral law he will find, in section
23, how the publication is arranged for there. Why h should
not compel any person except the township clerk or the
clerk of 'the municipality to post up these votera' lists and
thon not compel them to keep them posted up for a given
time, the interval between the days of publication and pre.
liminary revision, is to me incomprehonsible. Why ho
should net compel the local officials, the sheriff and the
county treasurer, and the county clerk, to post up and
keep posted in their offices, in conspicuous places, these
lists is te me equally incomprehensible. lad the hon.
gentleman referred to the English Act, he would have found
there express provisions that certain public officiais are
bound to post up the voters' lists in a conspicuous and public
place and keep them posted up. Section 23 of the English
Act provides as follows:-

" Every notice, every list registered, or other document herein
required to be published, shall be published, except where some other
nole or place of publicatio lis.herein expressly provided, by being
afflred ln morne publie auJ conspicnun situation, on the outaide of th@
door or outer wall near the door of the buildings hereinater named for
that purpose."

What would be the effect of a strict compliance with this
clause, in so far as the county clork is concerned ? We
know that in Ontario the township clerks, as a rle, keep
no public office; thoir office is in their own home. All this
Bill requires of the clerk is to post up the list; it does net
suy in a public, conspicuous place, or to keep it posted up.
Ho may, in strict compliance with this law, post it
up behind bis door, under his desk, in any place
net conspicuons, where it cannot be seen at all, and
ho may keep it posted up for only five minutes
in strict compliance with the law. Surely that is not the
kind of publication the hon. gentleman contemplates, or
which ought te be given to documents of this kind. In
England it is not published in the office but on the door or
in some conspicuous place near the door, so that if the
elector cannot attend during the official houre he can stili
®o the list, or the notice of its revision, or any other
notice required teobe given under the English electoral
law. In order that the people may have the fullest pos-
sible information, the English law requires that every church
and public chapel ii every parish or township, every place
of public worship that belongs to the Established Church or
any dissenting body shall be utilised as places where those
notices of revision and of the voters' lists shall be published,
and they are required teobe posted up at certain other
places as well-; and in another clause publication is pro-
vided for in a newspaper in each county. If the hon.
gentleman desires the kind of publication that the
people have fairly a right to demand at his hands, now that
he is inauguratîng a new systom for the preparation and
the revision of the voters' lists, ho should provide that net
only the clerk of the municipality should post up and keep
posted up the notices in a publie and conspicuous place on
or near the door of his office, but ho onght to provide also
that a copy of the list should be sent to every teacher in the
electoral district and every church in the electoral district,
so that the lists might be posted up at the church doors and
the school-house doors-

Mr. BOWELL. And the pulpit.
Mr. CAMERON. That might net do the hon. gentleman

much gooc. lie, porhaps, does not go near the pulpit very
Often.

Mr. BOWELL. You nover should judge others by
yourself.

Mr. CAMERON. I am arguing this matter in a sensible
way, and not as a joke.
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Mr. BOWELL. as there ever been any difficulty in

regard to the point the hon. gentleman is now discussing, in
Ontario ?

Mr. CAMERON. No; but it is very different.

Mr. BOWELL. This is not half so expensive.

Mr. CAMBRON. I say it is very different, and the hon.
gentleman does not know anything about the Bill if he says
it is not. Under this law, the only publication required is
by the clerks of the municipality and the postmasters in the
electoral districts, but the clerk of the township is not bound
to keep it posted for five minutes. The hon. gentleman's
remark in reference to putting it up in the pulpits is a small
joke which is not worthy of discussion.

Mr. BOWELL. You are turning the whole thing into
ridicule, for the sake of your audience.

Mr. CAMERON. If the Government desire to bave a
proper publication, let them adopt the English law on the
subject, or let them send these documents to the public
officials who are recognised, especially in Ontario, and let
these documents be posted where the publie cau have
access to them at all hours of the day. Hon. gentlemen
have adopted a system which will work admirably in the
interests of the party, but it is not a fair system. Under
the English law, these documents muet be posted in a con-
spicuous and public place, and muet be kept so published,
and, if they are mutilated or torn down, maliciously or
otherwise, the official charged with the duty of posting
them, is bound to post them up again, and, if any one
improperly removes them, hie is liable to a penalty. This
Bill provides no such guarantees or protection for the
people. lon. gentlemen opposite have always the
Conservative committee to look after their interest. They
have the revising barrister, who is the nominee of the
Crown, and they have the constable and the clerk, who
will be party men. These three men are always there,
charged with looking after the interests of the Conservative
party. Those opposed to the Government have no safety
or protection, and any amount of fraud can be perpe-
trated under the Bill as it stands. The list may be revised
without the public knowing anything about it, for it is not
necessary to post it up more than a few minutes. The
leader of the Government invited amendments and sug-
gestions in reference to the Bill, and yet, when emend-
monts of the first possible consequence to the purity of
elections and to the public at large are suggested, the hon.
pentleman will not pay the elightest attention to them.

-From beginning to end he has made no amendment
designed to protect the public interest, but simply those in
favor of hie own party. I have been surprised at the way
fi which he has treated amendments coming from this side,
while professing a desire to deal fairly by his political op-
ponents. The hon. gentleman ought to utilise the local
ma»chinery for publishing the liste as well as in other par-
ticulars. There is no cdifculty in calling upon the town-
ship clerk, the sheriff, the county warden, every official who
derives his authority from the Local Government, to
Rive the necessary publication to these documents.
The hon. gentleman pretended that these local officers were
partisans, and were elected on political lines, therefore it
Was not safe to entrust the publication of these liste with
the local officers. But how did the hon, gentleman
undertake to remove the partisan character of these
officials with respect to their dealings with the voters'
liste ? By the First Minister himself appointing a
revising officer, who everybody knows will be of one
POlitical stripe, and by permitting him to appoint a
clerk and constable who will be of the same political stripe.

I daresay that in some localities the local oficers may be
partisans, but there je always a check upon them. Even in
the discharge of se smali a duty as this, they are amenable
to the people, because they are appointed by the local
authorities who derive their authority directly from the
people, to whom, every year, they have to give an account
of their stewardship. But we have no sucb guarantee for
the impartial conduct of the revising offieer. The official
that is appointed under this Bill is not removable except
by an address of the House of Commons. He is responsible
only to the First Minister, he holds his office during
life, and, worst of al, he is a partisan, and likely
to be a partisan of the worst kind. Therefore, to
tell us that it is not safe te trust the publication of the
votera' liste the duties that are imposed upon revieing
officers, to the local authorities, is an insult to the peoplo of
this country that 1 trust they will not submit to. We were
told, aiso, that complainte were made of the partisan conduct
of the local authorities, and that in one Province the law
was changed because the local officers, charged with the
administration of these duties, were partisane, and the public
interest was not safe in their bands. Sir, when that propo-
sition was submitted to Parliament, did the Conservative
members propose that you remedy that evil by charging the
Administration of the country with the appointment of
officials to prepare the votera' lists ard in whom certain
other powers and authorities are vested by Parliament ?
Sir, nobody ever proposed such a thing. In the Province of
Ontario, where a new electoral law was passed during the
last Session of the [neal Legislature, did the Conservative
party insist upon the Government assuming the power of
appointing these officers? No one ever suggested such a
thing as -that. No man, up to the present time, has ever
suggested that the local officers were so partisan in their
character that it was unsafe te leave the preparation of the
voters' listesand the publication of the notices in their handz;
and it is only after eighteen years that the hon. gentleman
has suddenly aroused himself to a sense of hie duty
to the people, and that, on account of the partisan
character of these officials, lie muet take thoir
appointment into his own hauds. I have pointed out that
under the first clause of this section, even with the amend.
ment of my hon. friend from West Middlesex ('r.
Cameron), the hon. gentleman still leaves it in the hands of
this revising officer to exact from any candidate who is
running for Parliament, an exorbitant aum of money for
the necessary number of voters' liste to serve his purpose in
canvassing the constituency. The revising officer, more-
over, is not bound to give any notice at ail of the publica-
tion of the list. If he poste it up, and it is torn down five
minutes afterwards, he is not bound to put it up agaiu, and
there e no penalty imposed for not keeping it up. If the
hon. gentleman desires the public interest, if he desires fair
play to be meted out to both parties, he ought to accept the
amendment providing still further that a sufficient number
of these liste shall be published, and that the officials shall
not only stick them up in public places, but shalt keep them
stuck up during the whole period between the first publica-
tion and the day fixed for the preliminary revision of the
votera' liste.

Mr. WELDON. With regard to that I suggest that
there ought to be a limitation as to the number cf copies,
say not les than 200 should be printed. I think there is a
difficulty with regard to the list that is to be posted up by
the revising officer. The clause Eays that it shall be posted
np in the office of the clerk or other corresponding officer
of each municipal or parochial division in the electoral
district. Now, in New Brunswick we have no officers cor-
responding to that. We have, it is1 nue, a nominated
parish cerk, but ho has no office, and the question arises,
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where le the list teobe posted up. It is provided by the
15th section that where you object te a person's nane you
have got a right to write opposite to the copy posted up in
the office, the words "objected to " ; that in addition, you
have not merely to give notice, but you have to sustain
your objection by inserting opposite the party's nane, the
word "objected," on the list, which is in the office of the
clerk. Now, this is a very important matter. In our own
Province we have no individual who occupies such an office
as is bore contemplated; there is no public office within the
parish where such a list could be posted up. Thcn again,
the hon. member for Huron (Mr. Cameron) bas pointed
out that the parish clerk or revising officer is not bound to
maintain that list, or be under obligation te let parties go
there to make objection. It seems te me that there ought to
be some such mode as we have at present in New Brunswick,
that the list should be posted in three public places in the
parish where persons could have an opportunity of seeing
the names that are on it. Under this Bill, the list is te
romain in the office of an individual who is not amenable
to the people. He is subject to no penalty if ho neglects
his duty. Thon, with regard to copies, we ought te have
a provision that a sufficient number shall be printed. It is
ail important that full information should be given, and
that it sBhould be furnished te the different parties by the
most suitable officers. The First Minister suggests that
the clerk of the muncipality or town should be the officer.
We, in New Brunswick, have corresponding officers in the
parish clerks. The great difficulty is, that those persons
are merely nominal officers and take no interest in such
matters. I would suggest, that in our Province, the com-
missioner of civil courts, who exorcises jurisdiction ovor
civil cases within the parish, should act. He would be more
accessible to the public, and there would be greater facility
for obtaining information from him than from parish clerks.
The number of copies proposed is entirely too small. The
sheriff of a large district is only to receive two copies. In
sone parishes there are more than three polling districts.
There should be at least a sufficient number for each polling
district. With respect to the notice: there is no provision
made to prevent tho notice being pulled down half an hour
after it bas been posted up. This might be done by either
accident or design, and names that sbould have been struck
off might thereby be retained. The officer appointed should
be responsible for seeing that the notice is kept posted
during the proper time. Copies of the primary list should
be distributed to parties applying. The expense will be
comparatively small compared with other expenses, and the
proposed arrangement, about 6 cents, is really a tax upon
the electors and the parties interested.

Mr. MILLS. It is important to consider what the list
la that it is proposed to print and publish in the manner
described in this section as amended. It is stated in the
Bill that this will be found in a schedule. I turn to a
schedule and find a fori given, whieh provides for ascer.
taining the nature of the qualification, the municipality or
place where the qualification is situated, and se on. Ail
this is given on page 29 in the schedule attached to this
Act. If this voters'list is printed according to the schedule,
why does not the First Minister provide that the list shall
be divided, instead of being allowed te romain in munici-
palities, which in Ontario may mean a city, town or village.
How is the party who wishes to inspect the list, who is
desirous of seeing whether the parties entitled to vote have
their names on the list or not, in the case of a large electoral
district like Ottawa or Torunto, if the whole district is
included in one list ? Surely, if the revising officer is
required to put down the property on which each party
resides, hoecan put them u the particular local munici-
pality in which they reside, in which case there
would be no difficulty or inoonvenience. The greater

Mr. WELDON.

number of names comprehended in the list, the more
difficulty there will ho in determining whether the
list is complete or not; but if the list were segre.
gated into proper divisions, there would be no diffieulty
in determimng whether the names of parties with whom
you are acquainted in particular localities, and whose names
ought to be put on the voters' list, wore really on the list
or not. It seems to me it should be provided that the voters'
list should be put up for each separate town, township or
village in the different municipalities, and in the case of
cities, in each electoral tub division, in order that thore
may be no difficulty in inspecting it. The list is for the
purpose of enabling the various parties to see whether it is
complote or not, and if there are defects to correct them
with facility, and anything which makes that process easy,
it is desirable to adopt. I trust the hon. gentleman will
see his way to an amendient in this direction, in order that
we may not defeat the whole object of the publication, by
embracing the whole municipality on one list, when it may
include three or four electoral divisions, as in the case of
the city of Toronto, where, unless such a change is made,
it will be necessary to go through several thousand names
for the purpose of seeing whose names have been improper.
ly put on or loft off. I say it is not a desirable thing, and
certainly, while the hon. gentleman may protract the dis.
cussion upon the Bill, he can gain nothing by keeping it
imperfect in that particular.

Mr. VAIL. It seems to me that the provision is not at
all suited to the Province of Nova Scotia. In several of the
counties of Nova Scotia we bave not more than two muni-
cipalities, and if the list is only to be posted in the office of
the clerk of the peace, those in the more remote polling
districts would have to come at least fifty miles to inspect
it, in order to see whether their names are on the list, and
to attend at the proper time to have them put on if they
are omitted. In Digby, we have two municipalities, and
the shire town is in one end of the county, and one polling
district is at least fifty miles away. The difficulty would
be met very easily by the revising officer boing obligel t>
post up the list in each polling district the iarne as is done
with regard to Prince Edward Island. Take, for instance,
the county of Halifax, which, outsile of the city, is one
municipality. The clerk of the municipality rasides in
Halifax, and if I am not mistakan, it is from seventy-five to
ninety miles from Halifax to the county line. Surely it
could hardly ho expected that men would go that distance
to find out whether names have been improperly put on or
left off.

Sir JOHN A. MAODONALD. Move.
Mr. CAMERON (Inverneas). My hon. friend from

Digby is very much mistaken with regard to the publica-
tion of the lists provided for by the Bill. It is mach more
extensive than the publication of the preliminary list as
provided by the law of Nova Scotia. By the 13th section
of this Act, copies of the list are to be sent, not only to the
clerk of the municipality, but to the sheriff, the warden, the
mayor, the clerk of the poace and other officers, and section
14 provides that two copies shall be sent to each postmnaster
in the municipality. By the provisions of these two sec-
tions the publication would ho mach more extensive than
that provided by the law of Nova Scotia. In the electoral
district in which I reside there would ho no less than four-
teen copies posted up, while the law of Nova Scotia only
provides for three. The great objection urged, against
this Bill up to this time has been its expensivenes;
but I observe that my hon. friends opposite are
determined to make it as expensive as possible. The
publication of the preliminary lists is certainly as
extensive as any reasonable person should desire, but
they are insisting on having such a publication as would
make it very expensive to the Dominion, and they com-
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plain with very little reason that they themselves will be
put to a great deal of expense. In the Province of Nova
Scotia there ]s no provaion made for liste being provided to
either the reprosentatives in Parliament or their opponents.
At any time ho requires a list for the purpose of having it
properly revised by the revising officer, I have never
heard of any gentleman complain that ho had to pay the
usual compensation for having the list made up for him. I
do hope my hon. friends opposite will ho satisfied with the
publicity given by this Bill. At any rate, I think every
representative from Nova Scotia should be satisfied.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I would say to the
hon. gentleman who has just spoken, that the position
ho describes is totally different from the existing state
of things in the Province of Ontario. Our only
security against the very extraordinary and extrava-
gant powers which are given to certain Government
nominees under this Bill is that full publicity should
be obtained. I beliove the county judges will act with
reasonable fairness and justide ; but in the revising barris-
tors 1 have no confidence whatever; I look upon them as
being likely to act in the most partisan manner ; I have not
the faintest belief that they will h anything but the most
unscrupulous partisans; and we are bound to insure the
only possible check that can be put upon them, that is, that
the utmost publicity is given to the lists. In Ontario-I do
not know what is the case in the other Provinces-when-
ever the lista are completed, not only are 10 copies sent to
members of Parliament, but every candidate at any election
to the House of Commons receives 10 copies also, and each
township and each sub-division is clearly defined ; so that
every opportunity is given for the detection of any
omission or of any person being improperly put on. The
publicity would give us at least one facility for
detecting the improper addition or omission of names.
In addition to the suggestion made by the hon. member for
St. John (Mr. Weldon) that the revising officer should be
compelled to print at least 200 copies, I think we should do
very well to imitate the example of the Ontario law, and
insist that a larger number of copies than two-ten is little
enough-should be sent to all the candidates as well as to
members of Parliament, and besides that the list should be
divided into sub-divisions. There is very great force in the
objection made by my hon. friend behind me that the rate
of tix cents for ton names is outrageous. The English rate,
as pointed out, is a great deal less, and the very highest
rate I think that ought to ho allowed to be charged, if any
ls charged, would b ton cents per 100 names.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I will accept the amend-
ment of the hon. member for St. John (Mr. Weldon).

Amendment to amendment (Mr. Weldon) agreed to.
Amendment (Mr. Cameron (Middlesex) agreed to.

Mr. INNES. As the hon. First Minister bas accepted
the amendment of the hon. member for West Middlesex, as
well as that of the hon. member for Sté John, perhaps ho
will accept the one I propose to move with reference to the
distribution of the voters' liste. The clause provides that,
lu addition to the sherif and warden, the mayor, the clerk
of the peace, and other municipal officers, two copies
should be furnished to each member of the House of Com-1
ions. As several hon. gentlemen have pointed out, that,
number ie practically useless. I propose to recommend1
that ton copies at least should be furnishod not only to each
member of the House of Commons but to each member of1
the Local Legislature and to each candidate for whom votesi
were cast at the last election, The hon. member for Westi
Huron (Mr. Cameron) has pointed ont how expensive it1
would be to pay for copies. Even the number that I have1
propoed we should receive, ton copies aci, is too smai,1

but still it would mitigate the evil. I would aiso propose
that, for the purpose of a wider distribution, copies of
the list should be placed in the schools of every school sec-
tion. This is also a clause that is in force in the Ontario
Act and which as answered the purpose admirably. We
know that there is a school in every school section, and
that no voter is far from these schools, so that he will'have
every opportunity of examining the liste if ho chooses, with
very little inconvenience and loss of time. I would there.
fore move:

That the words "registered letters" be aided after the word
"mailing,"line47, gage o; and that the rozlowing worda be added after
the word"district' inline49, page 10: And the member or members
of the Provincial Legislature for the said electoral district or any art
thereof, and to every candidate to whom votes were given at the ast
election of members for the House of Commons for said electoral district
and at the last elections of membera of the Provincial Legiulature of
ss.id ®®ctoral district or an y part thereo, and to the reeve or othor
chief oficer cf such mnuuicipality, 10 copies each ; and that the foliow -
ing words be added after the word Ildistrict," in lino a page 10: And
to every justice of the peace in the electoral district, and the head
master or masters of every public and soparate school in said electoral
district, and to tbe aldermen and counci lors of each municipality.

This will tend to the wider distribution of the lists, and be
a great convenience, not only to members of both sides, but
also to electors generally.

Amendment negatived.

Mr. HICKEY. I think that the amendment I have in
my hand will add to the distribution already provided for
in the Bill and make it sufflciently extensive. I prop->so
that clause 13 be amended by adding tb words "aldermen
or councillors " after the word "mayor, " in the 48th line,
and the word "l councillors " after the word "reeve" in
the 52nd line.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I accept that.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I understood the First Min-
ister to have made an amendment that not less than 200
copies should be printed. Of course if they are printed, they
may as well be distributed, and I was wondering whether
the bon. gentleman had gone into bis calculation as to
whether the distribution ho had provided for would consume
these 200.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Copies of the list may be
procured by any person on application to the revising officer,
so that ho must keep a certain number on band. This is of
course only a preliminary list, and bas no analogy to the
voters' list distributed in Ontario, which are the rovised
lists.

Mr. CHARLTON. Will the copies to be obtained from
the revising barrister be charged for at the rate of 6 cents
per ton names, the rate fixed in the 16th section.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The section says: '-If
printed, they will be furnished at the cost of printing."

hfiere will be 200 printed at least, but I left the clause in to
meet the very improbable contingency of the 200 running
out, in which case of course the applicants will have to pay
for the additionai copies at that rate.

Mr. CHARLTON. The hon. gentleman provides the
same number of copies for an entire riding that the Ontario
Act provides for a single township. As the hon. member
for South Huron (Sir Richard Cartwright) remarked it is of
the utmost importance that publicity should be given to
these voters' liste. Though this Bill seems to be treated
in the House as a measure which primarily sbould
advance the interosts of a party, neverthloess the
Bill le oue that affects the intereste of the peoplo.
We should give the utmost publicity to the liste and overy-
thing pertaining to their preparation. It has been pro.
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vided that those lists shall be printed. That involves the
cost of composition, no matter how many are printed. The
coet of the composition is assumed by the Government, and
the multiplication of the lists afterwards is a very small
matter, simply involving the press work and the cost of the
paper.' It is just as well to print 1,000 or 2,000 copies as to
print 200. In my riding there are six municipalities, and
1,200 copies are printed under the Ontario Act-200 for
each municipality. The hon. gentleman provides for print-
ing not less than 200 copies. The cost of multiplying them
would not be more than 25 cents per copy. Under the
English Act, 6 and 7 Victoria, chapter 18, copies of the
alphabetical list were to be delivered to anyone who applied
on payment of a certain fee, which at that time, 1843, was
le. for 1,000 names, 2s. 6d. up to 3,000, 5s. up to 6,000, 7s.
6d. up to 9,000, and 10s. above that number. By 41
and 42 Victoria, chapter 26, more efficient provision was
made in regard to the posting of these lists. They were to
be posted and kept posted in some conspicuous position in
the post offices and telegraph offices, as well as in the
municipal or parochial offices. This Bill does not pro-
vide that these notices shall b kept posted, but
only that they shall be posted. The Voters' List Act of
Ontario is much more liberal than this Bill. It provides
that at least 200 copies shall be printed, one of which
shall be kept posted, and two copies of which shall
be sent to every municipal councillor, the treasurer of the
municipality, the sheriff, clerk of the peace, every post-
master, and every master or mistress of a separate
school, and ton of which shall be sent to the member
for the constituency and every candidate at the last election,
and the reeve; and provision is made that each of these
persons shall koep these lists posted. Thus the utmost
pains are taken to secure publicity, but this Act is deficient
in this respect. If we are to incur the expense of having
separate voters' liste for Dominion elections, and the
expense of revising barristers, bailiffs, clerks and consta-
bles, we should at least be liberal in the matter of furnish-
ing the publie with the means of ascertaining whose names
are upon the the voters' lists. We should not save at the
spigot and waste at the bunghole. The voters' list should
be published for each separate municipality, for the confa-
sion which this Bill will create in any case will be added to
if those lists embrace the whole of an electoral division.
We should afford the utmost facilities for the examination
of these lists, and I believe we ought to publish t loeast as
many as are provided for under the Ontario law. This is
a matter of such importance that I ask the First Minister
to give it bis candid consideration. The Bill is objection-
able in itself, but, if we are to have such a moasure, lot us
make it as littie objectionable in its details as possible.

Mr. TROW. I think the First Minister should be a little
more liberal in the printing and distribution of these lists.
According to the amendment of the hon. member for Dun-
das (Mr. Hickey) each municipal councillor shall receive
two copies, that will be at least ten for each municipality;
two for the clerk of the Crown; supposing there are only
two candidates, that will be 28. On an average there are
seven municipalities in each riding, which would roquire
seven times that number or over 200, to say nothing of the
sheriffs or other officials, or of a distribution to other parties
who may require to use them. i think the First Minister
should increase the number by 50 or 100. The expense of
printing this additional number would be vory trifling
indeed.

Mr. MILLS. I am sure that 200 lists will not b suffi-
cient to supply many of the electoral divisions. The hon.
gentleman will see that at least 200 lists will b required
for the villages, towns and townships, and this will mean
140 or 150 lists for each electoral division. These liste,
although they may embrace the whole of the elootors within
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the municipality, will have to circulate over the entire muni-
cipality, whereas those for the township, apart from the
candidates, would only apply to the officers residing within
the limite of the township.

Amendment (Mr. Rickey) agreed te.
Mr. VAIL. I desire to propose an amendment that the

list shall be posted in as many places as possible, and in
places where the votere will be sure to have an opportunity
of examining them. I move in amendment to the amend-
ment:

That after the word "Iparochial," in the 46th line, the words: In one
or more of what the revising officer considera the most public place or
places of each township, parish or polling district, or other known terri-
torial division of such electoral district.
This is the same as is proposed for Prince Edward Island.

Mr. DAVIES. The effect of the amendment will be te
make about the same number of publications in districts
where there are municipal divisions, as is provided for in
districts where there are no nùunicipal divisions. It puts
them both on a par.

Sir JOHN A. MAODONALD. I propose an amendment
-as I have no right to do it myself, I will suppose that my
hon. friend makes it-that the 45th lino shall read: "corre-
sponding officer of each municipal, parochial or other known
division."

Mr. DAVIES. The difficulty is that there are no officials
of these sub-divisions. There is no division of the county
smaller than a muricipality, which has an officer corres-
ponding to the clerk.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. There are to b two copies
sent to each postmaster.

Mr. DAVIES. When the hon. gentleman provides for
those counties where there are no municipal divisions,
ho makes the identical provision that the hon. member for
Digby (Mr. Vail) suggests with reference te counties where
there are municipal divisions.

Mr. VAIL. We have only two townships in the county
of Digby ; therefore the only territorial linos would be the
township linos. The hon. gentleman will see at once that
it is necessary to be more definite. It is quite true that tho
14th clause meets the case to a certain extent, where the
revising officer is to send those liste to the postmaster, but
they may be torn down the next day, and there is no pro-
vision for keeping them up.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon. gentleman will
read in the 14th clause:

IlTwo copies cf the said list, certified as aforesald, shall be mailed to
esch of the Iostmasters in the electoral district who shall forthwitht
after receiving them, post up one of them in a conspicuous place in his
post office, where the said list shall remain."

I think that will meet the case.
Amendment (Mr. Vail) negatived.
Mr. BAIN (Wentworth). The amendment I have to pro-

pose is for the purpose of facilitating access on the part
of candidates and others interested to the voters' lists at a
reasonable rate. I draw the attention of the House to the
position in whrch interested parties will be placed under the
provisions now before us. The clause immediately preced-
ing this provides that the revising officer shall make up the
voteras' iEst alphabetically for each municipality. The
effect of this is that the first list, under which the first re-
division will ho made, will be for the whole municipalitY.
In practice no doubt the first list will be the one most closely
scrutinised by those interested in seeing that proper parties
are on it. The effect of having those large lists for each
municipality, will be that each one desiring to become
acquainted with the votes in a particular sub-division will
be obligod to obtain a oopy of the voters' list for the Whol@
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municipality. That will cause an unnecoessary addition to
the number of names required to be printed; and if the
names were printed by sub-divisions the voters'
lists would go four or five times as far as they
will under the present arrangement. I hope the First
Minister will reconsider this point. The post office distri-
bution will not cover so wide a field as the First Minister
anticipates. In some townships and municipalities, from
local circumstances, two-thirds of the post offices are out-
side the boundaries and in adjoining townships. Municipal
boundaries do not in any way regulate post office matters,
and although the lists are posted up in the various post
offices, still there will be a large number of persons who
will not sec them. Every facility should be provided for
enabling the public to sec those lists, as many of those who
are most desirable to have on the list will have least op-
portunity of seeing and inspecting the names. With respect
to the price of the list :I really think that although it is
fair that the revising officer, or the public treasury, should
be protected against loss in supplying the lists, it is hardly
sufficient protection to the parties requiring copies of them,
to enable him to charge at this rate.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That is only if it is
written.

Mr. BAIN. Still he is left free to charge for them at
whatever rates may be involved in the question of printing.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It will be the cost price
Mr. BAIN. As a matter of fact, the cost of the lists will

fall upon the candidates, and I undorstood the hon. member
for East Grey to say last night that the lists for the Logis-
lative Assembly were now procurable at all times in his
riding by the payment of not more than 20 cents per copy.
In England they cost 13. per 1,000 names, which
is a still lower rate. In my own riding, which may be con-
sidered as an average one, there are 3,500 names on the list,
and one whole copy under the provisions of this Bill will
cost $21, while in England it would be less than $1, being
but 3s. 6d. I would propose that these printed lists should
not cost more than 10 cents per 100 names, which would be
about $3.50 for a complete list for a riding, a price of which
no one could complain. We know as a matter of fact that
when the type is set up and 200 copies are struck off, the
more printing of 100 extra copies would involve but a small
extra cost, and I think it is in the public interest that they
should be furnished at as reasonable a cost as possible.

Amendment (Mr. Bain) negatived.
Mr. CAMERON (Huron). I notice that, while postmast-

ers are required to post the lists they receive in a public
and conspicuous place, no such provision applies to clerks.
I think that they should be required also to post them in a
place where the public could have access to thom. I think
aiso that the First Minister should adopt the English sys-
tem by providing that in case the list is torn down, acci-
dentally or otherwise, the official shouid be compelled to
replace it and keep it up the prescribed time.

Mr. SPROULE. It doos say that the clerk shall keep it
posted up.

Mr. CA.MERON. It does not say in a public or a conspi-
cuous place,

Mr. DAVIES. There is no official place mentioned where
the list would be accessible to the ordinary voter, and where
it would be protected from being destroyed or torn down.
The law, I think, would be complied with even if it were
posted outside of a building or on a fence. I would there-
fore move that after the word "distict," in the l4th lino,
the following words be inserted: " The office of each clerk
and assistant clerk of the county court in each district."
We have no officers corresponding with those in Provinces
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where there are municipalities; but there are seven of these
clerks of circuits in each electoral district, and their offices
are open to the publie for certain hours, and documents are
accustomed to be posted there.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I think it is clear enough
as it is. The revising oficer will attend to that.

Mr. DAVIES. Still it is entirely in his discretion, and I
cannot soe what possible objection there can be te roquiring
him to do it. The hou. gentleman has accepted other
reasonable amendments, and I think he will not deny that
this is a reasonable one. He does not know these localities
to which I refer as well as I do, and I should think that ho
would be willing to accept practical suggestions from those
who do know the circumstances of the locality. I do not
think thore would be anything wrong in requiring the
revising officer to publish them in this place. Lt is what was
done under the local law.

Amendment (Mr. Davies) negatived.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I wish to enquire what

the hon. First Minister means by "a price proportionatoly
sufficient to cover the price paid for printing the samo."
It appears to me that this would impose an unnocessary
expense on the candidate. No one would object that a
reasonable sum to defray the cost of printing and
paper should be charged, but the word "proportion-
ately " hardly means that. lt means that if an addi-
tional number of copies were obtainod, the cost would
be divided over the whole number of copies charged
for, while the hon. gentleman knows that the cost
of printing the first hundred is a great doal more
than the cost of the second or third hundred. This is pa-
ticularly important, bocause the rate of 6 cents for 10
names, if the list is not printed, is very high. Wo shall
probably have an average list under this Bill of 4,000 or
5,000 names, which at that rate would cost 824 or $30. Six
cents for 10 names is a very extravagant rate, judging by
the average price paid for the direction of printed matter
here.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Six cents for 10 names are
only charged when the st is in manuscript; but thero is no
chance of its being in manuscript if there are a sufficient
number printed. The hon. gentleman knows that the list
is not a more list of names; it containe aiso a description of
the property and the vote; there are half a dozon columns
to be filled up. As regards the printing, this phase means
that anybody can get the list at cost price.

Mr. MILLS. "A price proportionately suffieient to
cover the price paid for printing" may be a very variable
sum; it may be five times as much in one locality as in
another. That is not the rule adopted in the English law;
there a fixed sun is provided, andi the party knows what
ho must pay. If the charge made for printing the voters'
list were like the charges made for some other Uovernment
printing which has corne under the notice of the Public Au-
counts Committee, it might be ton times what it is worth.
The hon. gentleman may pooh-pooh the statement, but we
have had information on subjects similar to this. It is of
some consequence that there should be a fixed sum.
charged, so that every candidate and every citizen
in any part of the country could obtain a copy
of the voters' list on precisely the same terms.
Under the clause, the matter is left to some local
printer to whom the revising officer may have given the
contract at very unreasonable rates. That is not a fair con-
dition of things; all the people of the country should in this
respect stand upon a footing of exact equality. There
should be no more paid at Vancouver than at Toronto.
Under existing facilities it would be possible for the Gov-
erument to provide that the printing should be done by
stereotype plates, that oould be done here for the whole
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Dominion, and there would be no trouble in printing addi-
tional copies when they were required. A price proportion-
ately sufficient to cover the price paid for printing is alto-
gether too indefinite an expression. There should be a fixed
sum.

Mr. DAVIES. The remark of the hon. First Minister that
the list contained a description of the title as well as the
name might be a good answer for raising the fixed price
per hundred names sugested by the hon. member for

orth Wentworth (Mr. Bain), but it was no answer to the
proposition that a fixed price of some kind should be estab-
lished. I do not suppose that in the central districts there
would be a great deal of inconvenience felt from the word-
ing of this section, because printing is so cheap and compe-
tition so great that a revising officer can hardly go astray
if he goes to any of the leading printing establishments; but
the hon. First Minister will know, if he consults his sup-
porters from outlying districts, that the prices they are
compelled to pay for printing of this kind is often some-
thing enormous, and unless there is some restriction
imposed, the wording of the clause as it stands will place
candidates in outlying districts in a very unfair position. I
would suggest that after the word "same " in the eighth
line on page 11. the words should be added, "but not in
any case to exceed 12 cents per hundred names." It is of
no use to pass by this section cavalierly, because the expense
is going to be very serious. If 12 cents is not enough,
make it 14 or 15 cents, or whatever is enough; but it should
not be left for a printer to charge what he likes. Hon.
gentlemen opposite must see that the list is their list as
well as ours; it is not a party matter ; there should be some
fixed sum.

Mr. CHARLTON. The charge made in this Bill for a copy
of a portion of the list, I would point out to the First
Minister, is just five times greater than the cost in
England. The charge is at the rate of 1s. sterling for 200
names or 6d. sterling for 100 names, just five times
less than the charge proposed in this Bill of 6 cents for
10 names. This is an extravagant and outrageous charge.
With regard to the printed lists, the principal cost is the
cost of composition; after that the cost of obtaining copies
is a mere trifle. We can obtain printed copies of speeches
in this House, from 25 to 36 pages, at 1 cent a copy. This
Bill provides for the distribution of from 150 to 175
copies in an entire riding, while the Ontario Act provides
200 copies for each township or about 1,200 copies for the
riding. I urge upon the consideration of the Minister that
the cost of increasing the number of copies of the voters'
list after composition is so small as to render it almost not
worth discussion whether there be 200 or 2,000 for each
municipality. The cost will not exceed 2 or 3 cents
at the outside. It is of the highest degree of importance
that the greatest publicity should be given to these lists,
and a reserve supply should ho provided sufficient to furn-
ish every man who desires a list with one at a small charge,
say 10 cents a copy, which would more than compensate
for the cost of printing.

Mr. CASEY. The hon. member from Prince Edward
Island labored under a mistake when he said no party con-
sideration was involved in this matter. The reasons for
objecting to any amendment to this clause, as regards dis-
tribution and the cost of furnishing copies, are distinctly
party reasons. There is not a constituency in the Dominion
where there are not two or three little organs of the Gov-
ernment, some slightly prosperous and others near the brink
of starvation, and the Government think it desirable to allow
the revising officer to give the printing to whom he chooses,
at what price he chooses. Of course, under these circum.
stances, the right hon, gentleman cannot be expected to
change this provision even though public opinion demands a
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Mr. EDGAR. I suppose it will not be disputed that what

is desired is publicity in this matter, so that everybody
may have an opportunity of seeing the list before the final
revision. The Government have refused to adopt the Ontario
system of a free distribution of a sufficient number of those
lists among a large number of persons. In England the
system is adopted of distributing copies to be posted up at
the doors of churches and chapels and other public places
for distribution, and of furnishing copies to those who desire
them at an extremely cheap rate. There are in England
two classes of lists quite distinct. The one is the general
register of names which is changed every year, and the
other is a smaller list, what they call the list of claimants,
which is made up before the revision by the overseer of the
parish for the revising barrister. That list is printed. These
are made out by the overseers, showing the names of
ail who claim to be added to the register, and ail names on
the register which are objected to, and those which the
overseer himself thinks ought to be objected to, or added, or
marked dead. These smaller lists are furnished for a price
of 6d. for a hundred names. The register itself, which is
more analogous to these lists which we are considering, is
furnished at a mere nominal price-ls. for 1,000 names,
2s. 6d. up to 3,000, 5s. up to 6,000, 7s. 6d. up to 9,000 and
10s. for 9,000 and upwards. Under the provisions of this
Bill, there is a great uncertainty as to the price to be
charged, because the revising barrister will not know how
much to charge the first apphicant, as all the other copies
may be left on his hands and he is to charge sufficient to
cover the cost. There should be some provision for a
specific sum per copy or per hundred copies.

Amendment (Mr. Davies) negatived.

Mr. MILLS. I desire to move in amendment that, after
the word "same " in the 8th lin e, the following be added:

But not to exceed 50 cents for each copy of any voters' lst for any
electoral district.

That will be more than the ordinary cost of a voters' list.
My hon. friend beside me (Mr. Weldon) has a list contain-
ing 5,000 names for his own constituency which only cost
25 cents a copy. This would be a maximum price which
would certainly exceed the cost of printing the list in any
ordinary constituency. If the hon. gentleman desires to
give some protection against improper conduct or jobbery
on the part of the returning officer in connection with a
local printer, these words should be added.

Mr. WELDON In reference to the amendment of my
hon. friend from Bothwell (Mr. Mills), it is very important
that a price should be fixed, because, as the Bill stands at
present, the revising officer can charge what he pleases, and
I do not know if it is intended that the charge should cover
the cost of the copies which he is bound to deliver to differ-
ent parties. Our lists in New Brunswick are printed in
broad sheets, and we have to get them in pamphlet form at
our own expense. I have a pamphlet here, containing
nearly 6,000 names, which costs only 25 cents a copy. It
contains 68 pages, and the price is $25 per 100. The
candidates arrange among themselves how many copies
they shahl have printed, and we get them at a very low
figure. Theae lists could be printed also at a very low
figure, and it should not be left to the revising officer to
decide on the price. My hon. friend from Cardwell (Mr.
White) will know that after the first hundred is printed the
rest of the price is merely nominal-not much more tban
the expense of the paper.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I will acept the propo-
sition ; we will make it "not to exceed fifty cents per copy.

Mr. VAIL. I think we ought to define that to me" for
each electoral distriet
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Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. There is only one list to

be prepared. There can be no doubt.
Mr. DAVIES. There will be a doubt raised, because,

where you have to make up an alphabetical list for eacb
township, it will be argued that this means fifty cents for
each township.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Very well, put it for each
electoral district.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I do not know whether it
would be desirable to give instructions to the revising officer
in the sense of an amendment I have prepared, namoly, to
add to the end of the clause that " the said printed list should
have sufficient margin opposite each name thereon to permit
a person objecting to any name thereon to fulfil the require-
ment mentioned in the last two lines of section 15." A
person has to write "objected to," and his name, address
and occupation, opposite the naine of the party to whom he
objects, and that will take considerable margin. If the
revising officer, in having the list printed, should not leave
sufficient margin to enable a person to fulfil the require-
monts of section 15, objection might be taken to it.

Mr. SPROULE. You are cutting your amendments
down to a fine thing now.

Mr. PATERSON. The requirement is absolute in sec-
tion 15 that the person is to write opposite te the name of the
party objected to, besides the words "objected to," his own
naine, address and occupation. On some of the electoral
lists that I have seen it would be impossible to write these
words.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). I have got seven elec-
toral lists, one for every one of my townships, and in not
one of them is there place sufficient for these words to be
inserted opposite that of the party objected to. As this
marginal note is to form the basis of an appeal, it is very
important that there should be sufficient margin to write
the words as required in section 15.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). I presume in printing those
lists that ordinary common sense will govern the action of
the revising officer. The first list is the preliminary list.
It is, in fact, of the character of the original assessment
roll before it goes through the Court of Revision,
and in that case the proper course for the revising officer
would be to print those lists, te be used afterwards, in
galley form, the effect of which would be to save largely
the cost of making up, folding and stitching, which is,
perhaps, the heaviest part of the cost of printing an ordi-
nary pamphlet.

Mr. PATERSON. The hon. gentleman does not see
my point. It is provided as one of the requirements
that the naine and address shall be written opposite each
name that is objected to; and if owing to the lack of margin
there is not sufficient room to thus enter the words this
objection would be held to invalidate the claim.

Mr. CASEY. There is no provision for sending copies te
parties entitled to receive them, beyond first copies, The
remedy, however, I think is to be found in amending section
15. In Ontario the judge makes the corrections on one of
the rough lists, as does the revising barrister in England.

Mr. CAMERON (Inverness). If hon. members will read
section 15 they will find it contains no reference to printed
Voters' lists. (The hon. gentleman read the section.)

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). The bon. gentleman who has
just spoken s in error. If any person objects to the name of
another person on the published liBt he must write his objec-
tion and sign his name, address and occupation as the per-
son objecting opposite the name objected to, so that the
party shall not be taken unaware.
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Mr. RESSON. I have several copies of voters' lists here,

and there is not a page on which I could not write every-
thing required by thiesBill.

Mr. WELDON. The hon. gentleman must bear in mind
that this is a statutory power, and in such a case the orders
must be strictly followed. I think it would be botter that
this amenâment should be held over until we discuse the
15th section, as its construction will largely depend on
that section. It is provided that not only the name shall
be written in the margin, but the occupation, address, and
so on, which will require a considerable space, and besides,
it will have to be put directly off or else questions may
arise on the appeal. We should remember that when
statutory conditions of this kind are not complied with, the
appeal falls to the ground as the courts woul have no dis-
cretion.

Mr. McCALLUM. It seems to me that there is a good
deal of hair splitting in such a discussion. Ioes the hon.
gentleman mean to say that if the revising barrister or
judge made a mistake of this kind, he is going to take
advantage of his own neglect ?

Mr. WEL DON. It is not the revising barrister; it is
the person objecting.

Mr. McCALLUM. It is absurd to say that the revising
barrister will not leave room, or that he will take any
technical advantage of that kind, to prevent people exercis-
ing the privilege which the law confers. It may be a nice
question of hair splitting for lawyers, but I am satisfied that
nothing of the kind will occur. No man who is fit to act
as revising barrister would be guilty of such neglect.

Mr. LISTER. There is no hair splitting about the ques-
tion, for the wording of the statute is imperative, and if it
were not complied with, the appoal would be rejected and
necessarily.

Mr. McCALLUM. Who makes the voters' list in the
first place.

Mr. LISTER. The revising officer, of course.

Mr. McCALLUM. Hear, bear.
Mr. LISTER. Is it not wise and prudent to provide by

the statute that there shall be sufficient margin rather than
to run any risks by leaving it to anybody's discretion ?
The hon. member for Cardwell conceded that a margin
was necessary, and if so, why not place the matter beyond
controversy, so that the provisions of the Act may be fully
carried out. If a sufficient margin is not provided, the person
appealing would have to paste a piece of paper to the list
upon which to write his name and the other particulars.
I think such a provision is exceedingly important,
because the revising barrister may not have that
great fund of common sense which is possessed
by the hon. member for Cardwell and the lon.
member for Monck, and they may overlook the
matter and thereby prevent the right of appeal from
being exercised. This preliminary list is very important, as
it is a complote record of the appeals, and upon it every-
thing should be found that is necessary to entitle a person
to appeal. If this provision is made it will be part of the
duty of the revising officer to see that the printer carries
out the Act by leaving a proper margin. The hon. member
for North Perth (Mr. Hesson) certainly has not given this
matter consideration, or he would not have ventured the
statement ho made to the House to-day. It is physically
impossible for the hon. gentleman or anyone else to write
what is required by this statute in the margin of the
voters' list. There may be half a dozen appeals against
half a dozen consecutive names, and each appeal must be
opposite the name ; so that the margin must be sufficiently
wide to enable the person appealing to state the ground
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of his appeal directly opposite the name of the person
appealed against. All that is required is that
the paper on which the list posted up is printed
should have a wider margin than the other lists.
The proposition is so reasonable that I cannot understand
why the hon. First Minister resists it. If we are to have a
Bill of this kind, it should be made as workable asossible,
so as to afford as many facilities to the local authorities and
to persons who take part in elections, and to throw as few
difficulties in thoir way, as possible. Now, I desire to call
the attention of the hon. First Minister to the provision
which is made for the posting up of the list in the office of
the clerk or corresponding officer in each municipality or
parochial division ; but no provision is made for the event
of that list being carried away or destroyed before the
revision takes place. If that occurred, how would it be
possible for a person desiring to appeal to enter his appeal.

he Bill should provide that as soon as that list is destroyed
and removed, so that the elector cannot have access to it,
it should be the duty of the officer to immediately post up
another. The hon. gentleman may say that that is some-
thing not likely to happen, but they did not think so while
passing the English law, because we find that it makes pro-
vision for such cases. That such a provision ought to be
contained in our Act is evident from the fact that the
English Legislature found it necessary to make it part of
the law there; and a penalty not exceeding 40s. nor less
than 10s. was provided, to be imposed on any person who
destroyed, mutilated, effaced or removed the list. I hope
the House will see its way to adopt these provisions, which
are so essential to the proper revision of the lists. -

Mr. McCALLUM. When lion. gentlemen opposite speak
of the revising barristers, or the officers to be appointed to
administer this law, if they do not say in direct language,
they insinuate that they will be dishonest. I would ask the
hon. gentleman, if he were a revising barrister under this
Act, and had the ordering of the printing of these voters'
lists, and if he failed, either from neglect or on purpose, to
leave margin enough, doos ho mean to say that he would
take advantage of his own fault to defeat the law ? I do
not believe he would; but ho gets up and insinuates that the
judges of the land would do that. Whether you provide for
a margin or not, I am satisfied that the men who have to
prepare these lists will see that there is sufficient margin
left, so that men can appeal and the law can be carried out
in every particular. I hope the hon. gentleman will offer
somothing more tangible than this, because I am sure the
revising officer, whoever he may be, will make provision so
that he will not take advantage of his neglect or fraud.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). The hon. gentleman knows
that the power given here is a statutory power, and conse-
quently every condition of it must be strictly adhered to.
The hon. gentleman says the revising officer will be careful
to have a sufficient margin on the printed voters' list to
enable him to insert the words "objected to, " with the
objector's namo and address. He may do so, but lie is not
bound to do so.

Mr. McCALLUM. He is bound to administer the law.

Mr. CAMERON. The law should compel the revising
officer to do what he ought to do. It should com-
pel him to leave a certain margin. The hon. gentleman
says if ho does not do so, he cannot take advantage of his
wrong doing. But the question is not one between the
claimant and the revising officer, but between the complain-
ant and the public at large. All the court of appeal will
enquire into is whether every term and condition required
by the law to entitle a party to appeal has been complied
with, and if it has not, whether through the fault of the
revising officer or not, the appeal will not be allowed.
" Rogers, on Elections," lays down this point very

Mr. LIsTER.

clearly. So strict is the law, that if a single condition has
not been complied with, whether intentionally or not, the
appeal absolutely falls to the ground.. Even should the
respondent not appear at all, the appelant must satisfy the
court that he bas complied in every respect with tho pro-
visions of the law. What has the revising officer to decide ?
He has to decide whether or not the man whose name is on
the list is entitled to be there, or whether one who has
been omitted should be put on ; and hoeis bound to see,
before h is seized with the appeal, that every condition of
the law is complied with.

Mr. McCALLUM. It is the revising barrister who puts
the name there in the first place, and he must provide a
margin so that a man may object according to law. If he
did not he would not be hones3t. The hon. gentleman is
suggesting that the revising barrister will not be honest.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). I am afraid it is impossible
to teach the hon. gentleman law. When I have tinished
with it I will send him over "IRogers Election Law."
I was going on to observe, when for the fifth time inter-
rupted, that it is not a question between the complainant
and the revising officer, but between the complainant and
the public at large. There is this further difficulty that
the appellant is compelled to write the words " objected to "
opposite the name of the person who is objected to on the
voters' list, as weil as the name, address and occupation of
the appellant.

Committee rose, and, it being six o'clock, the Speaker
left the Chair.

After Recess.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). On another clause, I endea-
vored without effect to induce the hon. gentleman to adopt
the provisions of the English law in reference to the posting
up of another voters' list in case ofthe mutilation or dostrue.
tion of the one originally put up. Now, supposing that,
when the complainant comes to the clerk's office, where he
is compelled to mark his objection in the margin of the
voters' list, ho finds there is no voters' list, he will be unable
to comply with the law. This clause will compel him to do
something which it is impossible for him to do. In the
schedule the words are as follows:-

"Such person so objecting shall also, at the time of giving such
notice, write opposite to the name of such person so objected to in the
copy of said list posted up in a public office nearest to the resi-
dence of the person objected to, in the electoral district, the words
' objected to' and aign his own name."

In the enacting clause of the statute the appellant is bound
to write the words "objected to " opposite the name of the
person to whom he objects, on the list posted in the clerk's
office. Now which is the appellant to comply with ? le
he to comply with the clause of the statute that compels
him to write the words "objected to " on the voterm' list in
the clerk's office, or is ho to comply with the notice given
by the revising officer that he is to write those words on
the voter's list nearest to the place of residence of the per-
son complained against. It is clear there is room here for
doubt and difficulty. Electors are not all lawyers, and it
will not be easy for them to understand something that
even a lawyer cannot understand. The section ought to
be amended or the schedule ought to be amended. Now,
the law further on says that the complainant or appellant
shall write his name, that is, his own name, opposite
the name objected to on the liEst. He cannot comply Witt'
the law unless ho writes his own name. Supposing a person
cannot write at all, then it is clear ho cannot comply with
the law. That is clearly laid down at page 158, "Rogers
on Elections " (the hon. gentleman read therefrom). The
effect of this clause, as it stands, is simply to puzzle, to har-
rass and make it most difficult for electors, or complainants,
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or objectors to comply with the strict letter of the law
What is the object of putting that clause in the law at ail
It is not in the English law. There is no necessity for it
In England it is not so-at lenst, so far as I can gathei
from " Rogers on Elections." Al that is required is that
notice shall be given to the overseer of the parish, where it is
a county election, and the town clerk, where it is a borough
election and to the revising officer. The objector in that
case must serve the notice upon the clerk and upon
the revising officer. So far as I have been able to aseertain
in England it is not necessary that any such words as ar
required by the law here should be written opposite th
name of the person objected to. If it is not necessary in
England why should it be necessary in Canada ? I say the
words ought to be struck out altogether, and then my hon
friend's amendment would not be required.

Mr. MILLS. If we knew the Minister's intention with
reFpect to section 15 it would be easier to deal with this
particular amendment. If the latter part were dispensed
with, this umendment would be dispensed with at the same
time, and some other means adopted of giving notice of the
intention to question the right of the party to have his
name on the voters' list If hon. members will look at the
latter part of section 15, it doos not appear that objection
could be taken on every voters' list, but only on those posted
up in the office of the clerk of the township or parish. The
whoie plan of taking objection, as proposed, is not a good one.
A better plan would be to allow that, when a name was ques-
tioned, a written notice should be sent to the clork of the
municipality, and it might be bis duty to mark opposite the
name on the voters' list that the name was questioned. There
are many ways in which provision might be made that
would obviate the necessity of this amendment, and would
render the power lof appeal easier and much less open to
question than by the provision in this Bill.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I thought the hon. gentle-
man moved the amendment rather in jest than in earnest,
and therefore I said nothing about it. If we bad been
allowed to go on to section 15 it was my intention to strike
that out.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). The First Minister has given
an answer to himself as to whether this is a proper motion, for
ho states that ho proposes to strike out the last lines of sec-
tion 15, which does away with the necessity of my amend-
ment. But the fact of that clause remaining in the Bill, and
that no intimation bad been given as to changing it, lis ample
justification of my having moved that amendment. The
discussion has led the hon. gentleman to say that the
words in the last few lines of section 15 should be removed.
If I had not proposed this motion it would have been taken
for granted that the words were required and the question
would not have been raised. The question was a very
pertinent one. The statement of the First Minister now
proves it. I ut first thought it would only be necessary to
call the attention of the First Minister to the point; and it
was only when ho did not seem inclined to listen to the
suggestion that I proposed the amendment. I did so with-
out confering with anyone. 1 used my own common
sense, and looked forward to some of the clauses ahead. I
Moved the amendment at this particular stage because
exception might be taken when we came to section 15,
that section 13 sbould have been amended at the
proper time. My position bas been supported by
the positive declarations of legal gentlemon on this
side of the House, which have not been controverted by
hon. gentlemen opposite. They stated that the omission of
the words in question, being a statutory declaration, might
invalidate an appeal. That was not an unreasonable view
when we consider the whole spirit of the Bill, and the spirit
manifested in trying to force it through the louse. There
wMi not be many known supporters of hon. gentlemen

opposite who will be left of the primary list; and it is the
? boundon duty of the Opposition in the public interest to see

that no one can shelter himself behind technicalities. The
r hon. member for Monck (Mr. M Callum) has stated that
t revising officors being the persons charged with making up
s the voters' list would b men of character, and they never
à would take avantage of technicalities; and the hon. gentle-
t man asked if judges would do so. It must be remembered
3 that part of this work will be done by clerks to revising
, officers, who will not be responsible to Lhis House. Yet I am
e told in viewof thesefacts, andwithoutany intimation having
e been given that the hon. gentleman intended to strike out

part of clause 15-for the hon. gentleman said last night it
was a good Bill and did not need amendment-that my
motion was unnecessary. But the amondment will not
remove the difficulty unless the hon. gentleman consents to
strike out the last lino of the scbedule as well.

Amendment (Mr. Paterson) negatived.

On section 14,
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The First Minister will

lind it convenient, on looking at the way this will work out,
to alter either this or the preceding section, so as to pro-
vide that the list to be put up at each post office shall be the
list of tho municipality and not of the whole olectoral dis-
trict. He will see that if you are going to put up a list say
of 6,000 names with the description and other particulars,
they will roquire a most enormous placard unless it be
printed in excruciatingly small type. Such a list would
occupy on a rough guess, some 30 superficial feet, which
would be very inconvenient for the purpose of examination
in the first place, and it would be exceedingly inconvenient
in many of these post offices to tind a proper place to put
up such a thing; whereas if the lists were sub-divided
among the various municipalities, the thing would be
brought within a reasonable compass, and would be much
more convenient.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I had that in mind in
connection with my amendment.

Mr. CAMERON (Middlesex). I would suggest instead
of the words "said list " being used, it should be "said list
relating to a certain municipality." Before recoss the hon.
First Minister held that the list referred to was the list for
the entire constituency. If that is the case, the language
of the clause would not convey the same meaning unless
the list for the entire constituency were posted up in each
post office, while as proposed to be amended, it refers to the
list relating to each municipality, so there would be a con-
flict of ternis. I suggest that it read "of that part of the
said list."

Amendment (Mr. Cameron) agreed to.

Mr. KING. Section 14 provides that two copies of the
list shall b furnished teoeach postmaster, and that it shall
be his duty to post one of thema up in his office. That is, in
my opinion, good so far as it goes, but it does not go far
enough. The 13th section provides that two copies shall b
furnished to the shoriff, warden, mayor, clork of the poace
and treasurer, or officers corresponding thereto, in each
electoral district, but there is no provision made for com-
pelling these officiais to post either of the lists furnished to
them. It is important that the utmost publicity should bo
given to the list. If all the precautions provided by this
Bill were taken to publish the list, they would not prove as
effective as the means adopted at present under the law of
the Province of New Brunswick. In that Province the day
for the final revision of the list is fixed by Act of Parlia
ment, and is known to every elector in the Province-.in
fact, it is as well known as Christmas. But under this it
simply rests in the disrition of the revising offlcer to fix a
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day to suit his own convenience, and not a day to suit the
convenience of the electors. I therefore beg to move:

That the word"who' in the 20th line on page 11 be struck out and
the following words be inserted in place thereof: And each of the
said postmasters, and the sheriff, warden, clerks of the peace, aid
treasurers, and parish court commissioners or other officers to whom
two copies of the said list are to be mailed under this Act; and that
the word "poet" be struck ont of the 22nd line and the 2 .th line on
page 11.

Mr. MULOCK. This amendment I think is a very
reasonable one. What it provides will cost nothing to speak
of and will help to give publicity to the lists. In view of
the territorial size of some of the municipal constituencies
in this Dominion, we ought to avail ourselves of all publie
officials in order to make the lists as accessible to the elect-
ors as possible. In Manitoba, I am told, there are ridings
150 miles in length, and the hon. membor for Algoma (Mr.
Dawson) told us last night that his riding was 900 miles
long by 300 miles wide; and no doubt when we come to
give representation to the North-West Territories, we shall
find there ridings of immense proportions. This proposal
is to place the lists in the hands of various municipal
officers to post them up in their offices where they may be
seen by the public.

Mr. RYKERT. It is already provided in the previous
section.

Mr. MULOCK. They are not bound to post them up.
The amendment secures greater publicity for the lists, and
I can see no possible objection to it. There are not enough
offices in the North-West at present in which to post these
lists where they will be seen by the public, and no doubt in
many parts of the older Provinces the same difficulty
exists. I think it is in the right direction, as it will tend
to enable the public, without expense and unnecessary
trouble, to ascertain how far the lists are correct and how
far they are not.

Mr. LISTER. Unless we make it imperative on the
officials mentioned in section 13 to post up those lists in
their offices, there will be very little use in sending them.
Of what possible advantage will it be to the public if
those offlcers receive the lists and they are not compelled
to post them up.

Mr. CHARLTON. In order to make the Bill acceptable
it is necessary to give the public such opportunities for
information as they may desire with regard to the working
of the Bill. The circulation of a few extra copies is a mat-
ter ot very small moment as regards expense. By the Eng-
lish Act, the lists are required to be published much more
widely than they are by the provisions of this Bill. After
they are published by the overseers, they have to be affixed
in some public and conspicuous position in every post office
and telegraph office and in every municipal and parochial
office. Surely the hon. gentleman will not object to giving
our lists the same publicity.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The 13th clause provides
that the revising officer shall pubish the said list by causing
one copy thereof to be posted up in the office of the clerk
or other corresponding officer of each municipal or paro-
chial division, and by mailing to the member or members
of the House of Commons for such electoral district, to the
sheriff, warden, mayor, clerk of the peace, etc., under what-
ever official name they are known. I take it, it is a matter
of necessary inference that if the revising officer sends these
by mail to these official parties, it must be for the purpose
of their posting them up and not that they may throw them
into the fire.

Mr. DAVIES. It is not a necessary inference that they
will post them up in their offices. The hon. gentleman
did not think so, or he would Dot require the postmasters,
to whom he also sends the lists, to post them up. One

Mr.2jIRG.

class of officials he require8 to post them Up, the other
class he does not. Therefore the inference is irresistible
that the other class are not to do what they are not told to
do. . The amendment only carries.out the view of the First
Min ister, by not leaving it open to any official to refrain from
posting up the list if he chooses. It does not require any
additional copies, but only that the copies provided to be
sent, in the 13th section, shall all be posted up.

Mr. MULOCK. The First Minister will see that under
section 13 the clerk of the municipality is directed to post
up in his office the copies sent to him. If the inference is
that every officer who receives a copy will, without
instructions post it up, why provide that the clerk of the
municipatities shall post them up ? There are other classes
under this clause who reccive these copies but certainly
are not exrpected tu post them up. For instance, members
of Parliament are entitled to receive them, but they can.
not be expected to post them up.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. They can post themselves
about it.

Mr. MULOCK. Our ridings are very much more exten-
sive than those in England. For instance, the riding of
my hon. friend from Algoma would be about as large as the
whole of England. I hope that the First Minister will see
that this is a reasonable suggestion.

Mr. WELDON. This is only carrying out the object of
the 13th section. These lists are to be sent to two classes
of pe sons-to members of Parliament and unsuccessful
candidates, and to the sheriff, mayor, warden and other
officials on behalf of the public. The latter are to receive
therm because the public come in contact with them, and
therefore publicity is given to them. The section points
out what postmasters are to do with the liste, and the
natural inference is that the others, who are not so directed,
are not to do the same thing. I think the amendmeunt of
my hon. friend from Queen's is only carrying out the object
of giving publicity to these lists.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Well, Mr. Chairman, I
will accept the amendient, pressed as it is by my hon.
friend from St. John.

Amendment (Mr. King) agreed to.
Mr. CAMERON (Huron). The English law provides

for a continuous posting of these lists, and for the punish-
ment of anyone who mutilates or destroys them. I move
that the following words be added to clause 14:

And, in case the said list so to be published as aforesaid shall be
destroyed, mutilated, defaced or renoved before the expiration of the
timne required for such publication, the said parties hereinbefore re-
quired to publish the same as aforesaid shall, as soon as conveniently
may be, publish in like manner in its place another li8t in some public
ad conspiclous place in or near their said offices; and any person who
shall unlawfully destroy, mutilate, efface or remove any such list s0
affixed as aforesaid shall for every such offence forfeit a sum not ex-
ceeding $20, to be recovered in a summary manner before any justice of
the peace.

We know that mischievous people are in the habit of pull-
ing these things down without any cause. Any person so
guilty, especially in regard to a list which it is of the first
consequence to make public, ought to be punished. This is
an exact copy of the English law.

Mr. LISTER. Without the list referred to, the revising
officer would have no material upon which to proceed in the
revision of the list. I think the Bill would be imperfect if
provision were not made for keeping the voters' list con-
tinuously in the office of the clerk of the municipality. We
find that in England such a law is now in force ; that the
lists required to be posted up in the places mentioned in the
Act, if they are mutilated, destroyed or removed, a similar
ist is to be re posted. The English law also provides a

penalty for any party taking down or mutilating the list,

2286 JUNE



COMMONS DEBATES.
and I think there should be some such provision in our own
law.

Mr. CHAIRLTON. If the old adage is true, that whatever
is worth doing at all is worth doing well, I think provision
ought to be made for the continuous posting of these lists,
if they are to be posted at all. If no provision is made to
Becure the continuons posting of those lists, or to secure
their being put up again if they are torn down or mutilated,
thon it seems to me that the provision in regard to that
posting is simply a farce. Moreover, it is certainly proper
that any person who wantonly removes, or effaces, or
destroys these lists, should be punished. In our laws it is
made an offence to take dpwn an ordinary advertisement
posted upon trees or public places; the rights of individuals
are protected in this way, and surely the rights of the public
should be protected in the matter of these lists that are to
be posted up for public convenience. I think the amend-
ment ought to receive the support of every member of the
House.

Mr. WILSON. If the right hon. gentleman desires to
meet the public convenience he ought to take means to have
this list kept continuously posted up. In some sections
that list may have been made very favorable to oue party,
and those that were upon upon the primary list would have
a desire to keep from the other party any information in
connection with the lists and the names upon it. If there
be no penalty and no obligation to keep the list posted up,
a designing person might destroy the list and by that means
withhold information from those parties who would have an
interest in looking after it, I think the First Minister ought
to allow this amendment to pass and to that extent protect
those who ought to be placed upon the list.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I do not think experience
has shown that there has been any pulling down or destruc-
tion of lista in Ontario or elsewhere. No such provision has
hitherto been found necessary in England or Canada, and I
do not think it is well to crowd the Act with penalties.

Mr. MILLS. There is some difference between the list
proposed by this Bill and the list that formerly existed in
Ontario. In the Province of Ontario the assesment roll
formed the basis for making a complete list. The hon.
gentleman will see that a large number of persons must
have their names put upon that list about whose right to
be there, a great deal of doubt may exist, and it is therefore
clear that it is important the list should be preserved and
kept public in order that it may be inspected. Now, in
Prince Edward Island, he proposes to take the last poll-
book as the basis for the preparation of the list, and ho is
going to establish a property qualification in place of man-
hood suffrage. There must necessarily, therefore, bu a
large number of persons whose naines will be upon the listi
in the first instance, that ought not to be thore. It is clear,f
therefore, the public have great interest that this list
should ho kept open for inspection. The list proposed byi
the hon. gentleman does not stand in the position of the
old list in Ontario. It is open in a very much greater
degree to objection, especially the first list prepared, and if
the hon. gentleman is anxious to give due protection it is1
necessary some stop should be taken such as is proposed.(
Such a list as that proposed is open to fraud in regard toi
some of the persons put upon it, wage earners, tenants pay-i
iug an amount of rental bringing them just within the1
qualification. Protection can only be afforded by making
persons destroying the lista liable to punishment.1

Mr. CHARLTON. I call attention to the provisions of
the English Act, 6 and 7 Vie., cap. 18, sections 23, 24 and
25 (the hon. gentleman read the sections). The Englisb
law makers considered that it was proper and necessary
that a list should be published, it was necessary te maket
provision for its efficient publication, providing in what1

manner it should be posted, and that it waa the duty of the
officer who posted it to keep it posted. Furthermore,
English law-makers decided that it was proper and neces-
sary to provide for the punishment of individuals who
removed such lists, the punishment being by fine after a
trial before justices. I hold that if it is necessary under
this Bill to provide for the publication, it must be doue so
as to protect the public interest and ensure to the public
that the list will be kept posted. It is therefore necessary
that proper punishment should be inflicted on such as
wantonly remove those lista; and for the Government not
to provide punishment for parties who wantonly remove
the lists, is to take a step backwards and to come short of
the requirements of the Bill, and toleave the publie without
an assurance that the Bill will be carried out efficiently
and satisfactorily.

Mr, MULOCK. If the provisions of the Bill ordered that
officers shall do certain acts and it is not provided that they
shall be punished for non-compliance, it is a mure blind.
Nothing is more important than to keep these lists posted.
The time is already too himited within which objection can
bu made, and it will even b necessary to consider whether
more time should not be granted, especially in view of our
sparse population. To state in this ill that lists are to be
put up by certain officers, and yet fail to insert a clause to
punish them for allowing them to bu removed, is an illusory
asnd not a substantial publication of the list. What we aim
at is a substantial publication during the period provided.
Anything less than that will not bu satisfactory to the pub-
li. If the officer dous wrong, neither the Government nor
Parliament wîll b blamed, if Parliament has adopted all
reasonable precautions in order to enforce compliance with
the law. But if Parliament does not provide the requisite
machinery and that wrong-doing shall ho punished, Parlia-
ment will bu charged with negligence and carelessness.
There is a clause which says that if the municipal officer
who has control of the assessment rolls does not furnish a
certified list to the revising officer, that officer will be iable
to certain money penalties. Why, thon, are not penalties
inserted in this case ? The object of the Government must
be to continue publication, and that means that the list shall
be kept continually posted.

Mr. DAVIES. The only suggestion made by the First
Minister was that it did not appear likely that any one
would be found to wilfully destroy and take down the lista.
While it is not wise to impose unnecessary penalties, the
imposition of those which are necessary may be a good
thing, and the sole question hure is, would it bu at all pro-
bable that these lista would bu mutilated or destroyed. If
the list were mutilated or torn down, those in the immediate
locality would have the only means taken away from them
of discovering whether names were improperly put on or
struck off, and this would be particularly the caEe in Prince
Edward Island, where there will be a large number of
names which will not be entitled to a place on the list.
There will therefore be motives for people to pull down or
destroy these lists, not merely for the love of mischief, but
with a view of destroying the record of names which may
be improperly on the list. A man may go into the post-
office and pull down the list before the face of the post
master, and there will be nothing to prevent him fron doing
so. I think we would not bu going far wrong in following
the experience in England, by providing for the punishment
of those who wilfully destroy or mutilate those sources of
information.

Amendment negatived. Yeas, 36; nays, 47.

On section 15,
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Hon. gentlemen will see

that clauses 15 and 16 should be transposed, and I move
accordingly.
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Mr. DAVIES. Is not the wording of this clause wrong
in the first two lines?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The previous clause pro-
vided that the list shall be publisbed in a certain manner,
that the notice of the holding of the sitting shall also be
published in one or more newspapers, and that same notice
states not only that the list has been published in the man-
ner prescribed, but that the specified sitting shall be held.
In the 2nd line of the clause, after the word sitting, I insert
the words "mentioned in such notice." This gives notice
that the publication has been made in the manner pre-
scribed by the Act, and that the sitting will be held.

Mr. WELDON. It strikes me that one publication in a
newspaper really amounts to nothing at all. As at least
four weeks and possibly five weeks will elapse between the
tirne of the first publication and the time of the holding of
the court by the revisingofficer, more noticeshould be given.
Therefore I would move :

That the words, "at least one " in the second line on page 12 be
struck ont and the words "three weeks " be inserted In place thereof.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I think that notice
ought also to be given in all the newspapers published in
the electoral district. As a rule there are at least two news-
papers in each district, certainly in the Province of Ontario.
They are usually of opposite politics, and each person as a
rule takes the newspaper which represents his own side of
politics, and does not very often take the other. Of course,
it but one receives the notice, we must presume that the
one supporting the hon. gentleman will be the one selected.
i think very little additional expense would be incurred by
publishing the notice in all the newspapers, and it would
certainly give more publicity.

Mr. CHARLTON. If my hon. friend from St. John (Mr.
Weldon) will permit a suggestion from me, I would suggest
that the amendment be as follows:-

That the word "one " in the 2nd Une and the words "one or more
newspapers " in the 3rd line be struck out, and the following inserted
in lieu thereof: "Every newspaper."
The Bill as it stands would be liable to this objection in
addition to many others, that it would furnish the right
hon. leader of the Governmont with additional patronage
for bis organs. All are interested in having the greatest
possible publicity given to this notice; it should be published
in every newspaper lu the riding, in the organs of the
Opposition as well as in those of the Government; we
should act impartially towards all the journals published in
the riding.

Mr. VAIL. There are some districts where there are no
papers, and I would suggest that in such the notice be pub.
lished in the local Royal Gazette.

Mr. MILLS. I think a more efficient means of publi-
cation than the Royal Gazette could be devised. We know
that the returning officer at the time of an election pub-
lishes proclamations everywhere, and the revising officer,
besides putting an advertisement in the newspapers, might
put up posters of some sort which would give general
notice to the electors. As there is no time fixed when the
enquiry shall take place, it is desirable, if there is to be an
efficient revision of the voters' list, that there should be
publicity given of the time and place of holding the court
of revision. The hon, gentleman could easily correct his
clause so as te meet the difficulty. There are new districts
in Muskoka and Algoma as well as in the more sparsely
settled portions of the old Provinces, where newspapers are
not published, and where notice of some sort ought to be
given to the electors.

Mr. VAIL. In this Bill, it is put in the power of the
revising officer to appoint a time for the revision of the
lists. In the law of our Province, a regular date is fixed for

Sir JoHN A. MAcDONALD.

revising the lists, so that the people of the different locali.
ties are always prepared for it; but when you leave the
matter in the hands of the revising officer, the utmost pub.
licity as to the date should be given, so that there may be
no doubt about it.

Mr. CASEY. The required publicity can only be effected
by inserting this notice in all the newspapers published in
the riding. A notice published either in the Conservative
or Liberal newspapers would only reach approximately
half the people of the district. In the cities, a notice in a
couple of papers on each side would probably be sufficient,
but in the country districts there is no way of securing the
required publicity except by publishing the notice in every
paper in the electoral district. In my riding, there are three
papers, and those only reach a comparatively small propor-
tion of the people because they are purely local and
circulate only within a small circuit of where they are
published, but there are two papers published in the county
town of St. Thomas, just outside of the riding, which reach,
if anything, a larger number of people in the riding than
the small local papers published within its borders. The
notices should be published, not only in the papers in the
riding, but also in one paper in the county town of the
county in which the electoral district is situated, whether
it is in the riding, or not, and where there are no news-
papers in the riding, proclamations should be posted up. I
will however leave the hon. gentleman to deal wiih the
newspapers, and move the following amendment:-

That the following words be added :-And if no newspaper is pub-
lished in the electoral district, then by printed proclamation posted in
conspicuous places throughout the electoral district.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. There is no pleasing hon.
gentlemen opposite. In discussing clause 14, we had a
series of amendments, and one especially from the hon.
member for King's T.B. In the first place the notice has to be
posted in the post office, then in the office of the warden,
reeve, mayor and clerk and every body else, and it was argu.
ed by hon. gentlemen opposite that that was absolutely
requisite in order to give sufficient notice. Thon the clause
that is now bef ore us is almost a work of supererogation. It
has been argued by hon, gentlemen opposite that, if clause
15 were adopted with the amendments, there would be
ample and sufficient notice to the public; but this goes
further, and says that, if there be a newspaper, the revising
officeýr shall give one insertion in one such newspaper. That
is more notice than hon. gentlemen opposite have already
declared is sufficient. The hon. gentleman says the revising
officer will take a partisan paper. The clause says the
notice shall be inserted once in one or more newspapers.
It is clear that the revising officer will, like everyone else,
try to make matters pleasant, and, of course, if there are
two leading newspapers, newspapers worthy of the name,
ho will insert his notice in them both, in the same way as
returning officers do, and as all public officials do, except
sheriffs in Ontario. If it were required that this notice
should be published in all the newspapers in every electoral
district or in every municipality, it would entail a very
large expense without any corresponding benofit.

Mr. CASEY. I am not aware of any agreement on this
side that the notice given under section 14 was sufficient.
In any case, the right hon. gentleman has expressed his
own opinion that it is not sufficient by moving section 16
which provides for giving further notice. I agree that, as
it stands, it is a work of supererogation, for it will give very
littile additional information to anybody. It is a pretence.

Mr. HESSON. Not at all.

Mr. CASEY. My hon. friend from Perth says it is not
even a pretence of giving publicity.
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Mr. HESSON. I did not say anything of the kind. if

you give the article to one newspaper all the other news-
papers will refer to it.

Mr. CASEY. In my opinion it is merely a pretence of
giving publicity. If the notice is published at all, it should ho
published so as to reach everybody. In Ontario we have been
accustomed to have the notices, in regard to these lists,
published very fully. The right hon. gentleman says the
revising officer will see that due notice is given. We cannot
judge as to what the revising officer will do, because there is
no officer of that peculiar breed now in existence. He
is a new and original conception of the right hon. gentle-
man, and we have nothing to compare him with. The
probabilities are that, unless we insert this amendment,
ho will only publish the notices in the papers of his own
party. It is useless te pretend that the publicity given by
poeting lists in post offices and similar places is sufficient.
I have known such notices to be posted without anyone
paying any attention to them. I would be prepared to sec
the newspaper clause done away with altogether, if the
hon. gentleman would accept the plan of proclamations
posted as fully and widely as proclamations calling an
election, but that I think would be more expensive than
the publication in newspapers.

Mr. VAIL, There are two separate notices. One is the
list itself, but this refera only to the fact that the list is
posted, so that parties who are interested may themselves
examine it.

Mr. DAVIES. I shared in the view of the First Minis-
ter on the first reading, because I thought the notices
required under section 16 were additional notices of the
lista, but my hon. friend from Digby (Mr. Vail) points out
that it is a different notice which is to be given under this
section, a notice that the lists have been published and that
the parties Must go to the places named to see them. I do
not find the schedule to which the First Minister refers.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It is schedule D.
Mr. WELDON. It seems to me that this notice is quite

different from the notice which is put on the list. It is to
give information that these lists are published and that the
officer will hold a sitting at such a day. I do not think there
is any need of a newspaper at all. The object of the news-
paper la to call atten1,ion to the fact that the list has been
published, and if the voter wants information to see whether
his name is on it, that directs him where to go to find a
list; but if ho wants to sec if an individual is on who has
no right to be on, ho goes to that list and finds at the bot-
tom of it directions as to what course to pursue. There-
fore, it is not necessary that it should be published in a
newspaper, and I would suggest that a period of three weeks
prior to the revision, would give sufficient notice.

Mr. EDGAR. The publication by merely one insertion
might give no notice whatever, because, in the absence of
saying when that one insertion shall be, it might be too late
to give notice of application; it might b. within a week, or
a day, before the sitting, and the notice will be too late to
inform the public that the list was posted or that the court
is being held.

Sir JOHN A. MAODONALD. I think the hon. gentle-
Man will see that we are copying at a humble distance the
law of the Province of Ontario, which provides that the
voters' list shaIl be published in some newspaper in the
m&nicipa'ttif there be a paper in it, and, if not, it is to
be pubishe in the neighboring municipality, and there is
ouly one insertion. The object of publishing that is to give
notice that the list has been revised, so that the public may
have an opportunity of appealing to the county judge. In
the same way here we provide for giving full notice to all
officials, and for the notice being posted np i the offices of
those officiais. We provide, besides, that re shall b one
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insertion in the newspaper of the electoral district. I think
that is amply sufficient ; at all ovents, being in an economical
mood, I shall not agree to publish it more than once, nor
yet shall I agree to publish it in all the papers. I think
we might leave it to the rovising officer.

Mr. CASEY. No doubt the revising offleer will s his
discretion in a beneficial way in the right hou. gentleman's
interest. In my own riding there are three papers. The
smallest paper in the riding has no polities at all, and has
about 500 or 600 subscribers. A notice published in that
paper would meet the requirements of the law, but it would
be seen by only 500 to 600 people, whereas there are over
5,000 voters in my riding who bave a right to know whon
the list is published, and when the revision of it is to be
made. It is just such cases as this that the amendmeit of
the hon. member for North Norfolk is intended to prevent.
In its present shape the clause appears to be intended to
give every facility for holding the sittings without the
necessary publicity being given.

Mr. VAIL. In Nova Scotia there are four or five counties
where there is no local newspaper, though the county I
represent bas a newspaper. In the case of those counties
with no newspapers, 1 think, at all ovents, the notice ought
to be published in the adjoining municipality.

Mr. DAVIES. In the county of King's, P.E.I., no news-
aper is published at all. Tho newspapers are published in
ueen's, from whence they circulate throughout tho

Province.
Mr. BAIN. You will find that difficulty in closely sottled

counties that are near large centres of population. ln the
south riding of my own county there was no newspaper
published in the towns of that riding in former days, and I
think there is none yet. The municipal notices for South
Wentworth and North Brant are published in the Hamilton
papers; and this plan should be adopted in the present case.

Mr. AUGER. In Bagot, which is a very large oeunty,
there are no newspapers.

Mr. CAMERON (Middlesex). In many of the rural
constituencies of Ontario no newspapers are published.
Such is the case in East Middlesex and South Middlesex.
The clause should be amended so as to allow the revising
officer to publish the notices in one or more newspapers
published in any constituency adjacent to the constituency
in question. 1 suggest that the clause be amended so as to
require advertisements to be published in three newspapers,
if there are that number published in any constituency,
and if there is no newspaper published in a coustituency,
the returning officer shall be required to publish the notices
in one newspaper or more in the adjoining constituency.
As this is a radical change of system, the people will
require considerable education before being posted in the
details. The lists are now to be published in January
instead of July, August, or early in September, as at
present, and in view of such a change 1 hope the First

inister will consent to such a publication as will practi-
cally secure the end aimed at.

Mr. CHARLTON. The leader of the Government informa
us that we are very unreasonable in demanding a further
publication, after declaring that the publication made by
the posting of a notice is sufficient. If the hon. gentleman
had proposed to drop this provision with regard to the
publication in the newspapers, ho would have been logical,
but he assumes himself that it is necessary to have further
publicity. We claim that there should be the greatest pos-
sible publicity, and that if the notice is published in the
newspapers at all, it should be published in a fair and
efficient manner, and that there should be no partiality in
the selection of thei ournals in which the notice is to b.
inserted. The First Minister informa us that the revising
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barrister will select the papers without reference to politics.
Well, we shall be somewhat curious to see what the resuit
will be in the light of his prediction. I hazard the predic-
tion that his selection will invariably be made with refer-
ence to politics, and that under this section, where there is
one Conservative journal, it will be selected, and where
there are more than one in a district, the notice will be
published in them ail. This looks like the purport of this
section, and I have no doubt that in this matter, as in other
cases where the Government has advertising patronage to
bestow, it will select its own friends.

Mr. HESSON. No doubt of it.
Mr. CHARLTON. The hon. gentleman has more honesty

than discretion, because his declaration is directly opposed
to the assertion of his leader. I have no doubt that ho is
right, and that the journals will be selected only with
reforence to their political standing. What we contend is
that as this is a notice affecting all classes and both parties,
such a degree of de ency should be obs erved as would
require the sel3ction of journals of both par ties. The adoption
of such a provision, and the insertion of the notice threo
times instead of once, will not largely increase the expense.
In Toronto, Montreal, and a few other places, the expense
might be beyond the limit of propriety, but in most ridings
you will find only two or three, or at the most, four
.)urnals.

Mr. HESSON. In Perth there are twelve.
Mr. CHARLTON. That is, six for each riding, and in

most cases the expense would be inconsiderable, and would be
richly repaid by the reputation the Governmont would have
for acting with impartiality, and without reference to
political bias. This section as it stands would empower the
revising barrister to select merely the journals of his own
party, and to select them all even if there are twenty, and
as the hon. member for South Perth says, he will do so.
While we believe that the principles of this measure are
radically wrong, we are called upon to make its details as
workable as possible.

The amendment (Mr. Casey) was thon put.
Mr. CHAIRMAN (Mr. White, Cardwell). In my opinion

the nays have it.
Amendment negatived.
Mr. CASEY. I wish to say, Mr. Chairman-
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The amendment has been

voted upon.
Mr. CASEY. The Chairman had not declared it lost when

I rose to my feet.
Mr. CHAIRMAN. The motion was put.
Mr. CASEY. The motion was put while I was on my feet,

addressing you, Sir.
Some hon. MEKBERS. Chair, chair.
Mr. CASEY. The arguments on this motion have been

all on one side.
Mr. CHAIRMAN. The hon. gentleman is out of order.
Mr. CASEY. I beg to argue that point.
Mr. CHAIRMAN. I declare the hon. gentleman out of

order.
Mr. CASEY. I am speaking to the point of order, and

therefore I cannot be out of order.
Some hon. MEMBERS. Chair, chair.
Mr. CASEY. The right hon. gentleman will gain nothing

at ail by this conduct. I say it is scandalous on the part of
the right hon. gentleman to try to force down discussion
which must come. He will gain nothing by it; ho will make
nothing by insisting on your ruling, ie makes nothingi

Mr. CAnRLTON,

whatever by insisting on getting a ruling from the Chair.
I was rising to address you, Sir, when you put the motion,
and I am sure you would not have put the motion if you
had heard me.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. I waited for some time after the hon.
gentleman sat down before putting the motion. I thon put
the motion, and declared that the nays had it. It was afer
that the hon. gentleman rose.

Mr. CASEY. If you declare that you did not hear me
address you, I call for a division.

Amendment (Mr. Charlton) negatived. Yeas, 43; nays,
60.

Mr. CASEY. I will have to say now what I could have
said in half the time we have been debating the point of
order; so nothing was gained by the insistance of
the right hon. gentleman on the point of order. I say that
the argunent on this question las been all on one side.
The bon. gentleman bas not seen fit to argue the propriety
of these proposed amendments at all; he bas simply pooh-
poohed them, although he must know that they are
important. Unless le gives reasons for objecting to the
publicity we ask for, we must come to the conclusion that
what ho objects to is the publicity itself. He as created
an officer who, by virtue of his duties, is a suspicious charac-
ter, who will nover be anything but a suspicious character,
and whom the community will desire to watch with the
utmost carefulness ; and he as, obstinately and wilfully, and
without reason given, declared that he will not allow us to
secure for the public that . opportunity of watching him
which we are anxious to obtain. When the right hon.
gentleman, with an attempt atjocularity about his being in
an economical vein, which we do not see evidences of in any
other direction, rJfuses to go to the trifling expense of
insertin e a short advertisement in two or three more
newspapers than ho proposes, and a few more times than
he proposes, we can come to no other conclusion than that
he does not want the public to know the facts that should
be brought before them by this notice, but that he wishes
his tool, his party agent, to have an opportunity of doing
his work under the shade. It is rather starthing to us to
find a question of this importance received as it las been
by hon. gentlemen opposite-to find an attempt to hiss
and hoot and bark down the discussion ; and I would call
your attention, Mr. Chairman, to the fact that dogs are not
supposed to be in this Chamber without their masters. We
hear now and have beard during the last few nights barking
in this Ilouse which could only proceed from a dog. I arn
sure no hon. member of this flouse would so disgrace him.
self as to imitate that quadruped, and can only assume that
some members has smuggled a dog under his desk, and I
would ask you to call one of the pages to turn him out.
We have shown the importance of this matter, and the
only answer we get is a hoot, a hiss, or a bark. It
is, of course, impossible, in the face of the obstinate resistance,
the unargumentative resistance of the bon. gentleman and
his followers, to carry what we desire, but we are determined
that our views shall be fully put on record. The hon. gen-
tleman has refused to allow the notice to be iiserted in more
than one paper; then let it be inserted several times in that
paper. 'l he English law in this respect is preferable. It
provides that the notice shall be inserted in "one or more
papers circulating in the county;" while thisclause provides
that it shall be inserted in a paper in the county, but makOs
no provision if there is no paper published in the county.
I hope, with the reverence ho professes for English praC(-
tice, and with his professed intention of following English
practice in this Bill, he will see his way to assimilate it in
this respect with his professed model.

Amendment (MI. Weldon) negatived.
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Mr. PATERSON (Brant). That ought to be carried.

In North Brant, owing to the particular boundary given by
the Gerrymandering Act, they happen to be without a news-
paper.

Mr. KING. In the two counties adjoining Queen's,
King's and Sunbury, there are no newspapers.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. There are Provinces
where there are no municipalities, and I would suggest an
amendment which the hon. gentleman may move if lie
chooses: "And in case no newspaper is published therein,
then in some newspaper published in a neighboring district."

Mr. CASEY. The wording of the English Act is prefer-
able. A newspaper may be published in an adjoining
district and not circulated at all in the one in question.
By saying, in a newspaper circulated in the district, it does
not matter where it is published.

Mr. SOMERVILLE (Brant). The county which I repre.
sent will give a fair idea of the difficulty that may arise.
My riding is composed of a part of Oxford, Brant, and
Wentworth, and the papers that circulate in one part of the
riding do not circulate in the others, and there is no news-
paper published in the riding; so that if the notice be pub-
lished in a newspaper in the adjoining riding it will only
reach the electors in one part of North Brant. To reach
the whole of that riding it should be published in news-
papers circulated in both ends and in the centre. I do not
suppose that my county is the only one of this description
to be found in the Dominion, and in such counties it is neces-
sary the publication should be made in papers published in
several of the adjoining municipalities.

Mr. WELDON. The hon. member for Queen's N.B.
(Mr. King), said that the counties on both sides of his,
Sunbury and King's, had no newspapers. I believe there is
a small newspaper published in the latter, but it is entirely
devoted to chemical fertilisers, and my hon. friend from
King's.

Mr. CAMERON (Middlesex) moved that the words
"one or more " be erased and "newspapers " be substituted,
and the following added:-" if there is that number, and if
not, in the newspapers circulated in such district." This
will meet the objection of the hon. mrnember for Brant to
some extent, and it will also meet the case of the couinty
which I have the honor to represent, as well as that of many
others. There is difficulty in framing any one clause that
will meet the different circumstances mentioned here; but,
if we determine to publsh these notices in three news-
papers, if there be that number 'n a constituency, that will
mreet the case, to a great extent; and if there be no news-
papers published in the constituency, as in the case of Brant,
the notice should be inserted in newspapers published in
three different points, at some distance apart, each paper
having a circulation in a portion of the constituency.

Amendment negatived.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved that the following
words be added after the words electoral district :-" and in
case no newspaper is published therein, in one or more
newspapers published in a neighboring electoral district."

Mr. SOMERVILLE (Brant). The smendment, as it
stands, will be of no use in my riding, which is 65 miles
long, and embraces part of three counties. I surgest that
the word "districts" be substituted for the word "dis-
trict," because the papers published in the district adjoin-
ing one end of my riding would not reach the other end.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). That would only give the
revising officer the option of using newspapers published in
nore than one adjoining district.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I agree.
Amendment agreed to, with the addition of the words "or

districts."
Mr. MULOCK. We ought to have the time limited

within which this advertisement should be published. It
might be published at the last moment, before the sitting
of the court.

Mr. WELDON. It says "immediately."
Mr. MULOCK. What is "immediately ? " There should

be a limitation. Immediately is a relative term. Would
there be any objection to enacting that the first insertion
should take place at least three weeks before the final revi-
sion ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. If the hon. gentleman
does not like the word "immediately," I have no objection
to take the word in the Ontario Act, which is "forthwith."

Mr. MULOCK. We are not legislating for Ontario alto.
gether; we are legislating for the whole Dominion. The
Ontario Act provides that the same practice shall be fol-
lowed as is requirod in the case of appeal' to the court of
revision, so you must go to the Assessment Act to find out
what the requirements of the law are, and that Act provides
that the publication must take place at least ton days
before the sitting of the court. If the First Minister
desires to follow the Ontario Act lot him follow it in that
respect, but in view of the size of some of our con.
stituencies, I think ton days is not sufficient, and I,
therefore, move that the first publication shall be
at least three weeks before the sitting of the court.
The public are entitled to reasonable time in which to obtain
whatever advantage this Act gives them, in order to control
the attendance of unwilling witnesses, and also to make
their own arrangements; because this Bill provides that
thora shall clapse at loast an interval of four weeks between
putting up this notice and the sitting of the court, and I
think the publication of the notice in the papers should take
p lace at loast throe woeks before the sitting of the court.

hat gives the revising officer a margin of one week.
Amendment (Sir John A. Macdonald) agreed to.
On section 15,
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I propose thatin tho 34th

line the word "nor" and subsequent words bo struck ont.
lhere is no necessity, I think, for having "nor more than
five weeks." Then, in the 40th line, after the word "form,"
I propose to insert "form E," and I will strike out the
words for that purpose. Then, in the 47th lino, after the
word "address," to strike ont all to the end of the clause,
That was understood a little while ago.

Mr. DAVIES. The draughtsman who drew up this
clause evidently intended thero should be one list of voters
for every electoral district, and that there should be one
preliminary revision of that list made. But the First Min-
ister has altered the scheme of the Bill in that respect, and
the Bill, as it now stands, down to section 14, provides for
lists for every municipality and other sub-divisions of the
electoral districts, so that, in some districts, there will be
five, six, seven or more lists. It is apparent that it will be
impossible to revise these lists at one place, or with one
prehiminary revision. I look upon the preliminary revision
as the most important revision which will b held. The
right hon. gentleman shakos his head, but I have studied
the Bill pretty thoroughly, and I know that in the ridings
with which I am best acquainted the preliminary revision
will be the most important, and the subsequent revisions
will not amount to a great deal. There will be a few legal
objections made to certain names, and a few appeals; but
the practical work of revision, the striking off and adding
on, will, I am satisfied, be done at the firstpreliminary
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revision. Now, take Prince Edward Island, in which the
hon. gentleman made an alteration last night. He has placed
upon the list of voters there every man who voted at the
last general election; he has made the poll book primd facie
evidence of the right to be placed on the new voters' list.
Well, we know, as matter of fact, that thero will be a good
many hundred names placed upon this new voters' fist that
will not have the legal right to vote. Their right to remain
on that list will be questioned, and must be questioned, at
the first preliminary revision. In the county of Queen's,
which I have the honor to represent, the shire town is
situated in the centre of the county, and from the south end
to the north end of the county is a distance of 60 or 70
miles. Now, it is perfectly absurd, it is ont of the question,
to say that the revising officer could hold the sitting in
Charlottetown to revise 7,000 voters' names, and ask
men to come there a distance of 60 or 70 miles. It would
not only be ruinous to the people themselves to come such
a dittance and remain while the revision is going on,
but it would be impossible to induce the hundreds of people
whose evidence will be necessary to remain for the necessary
length of time. The scheme, as it has been remodelled, pro-
vides for an alphabetical list being made out in the sub-
divisiens of the county. When we had a voters' list pre-
pared for Prince Edward Island the county court judge
held a court for preliminary revision in each circuit of the
county. That riding has six county court circuits, and the
people are accustomed to go to those circuits. So far as
Prince Edward Island is concerned, I think the preliminary
revision should be held in each of the county court circuits;
that would be six places in the riding. It would be very
much easier for the county court judge, or the revising bar-
rister, to travel to five or six different places in the county
than it would be for hundreds of people to flock in from all
parts of the county to one central place. I propose, in
amendment:

That after the word " place," in the 33rd lino of the lth paraeraph,
there he added the following words: "or places in each municipaLity or
parish, or, in Prince Ed ward Island, in each county court circuit in the
electoral districts, as he shall deem most convenient for such purpose.

Take Charlottetown: it has 2,000 voters, and the revision
will take several days. It will be perfectly impossible for
people far out in the county to attendý The cost will be so
expensive that they would prefer to abandon the matter. I
assume that it is intended to amend the section in accord-
ance with the preceding amendments, so that the scheme of
the Bill shall be thoroughly carried out. The scheme I
propose will not be inconvenient to revising officers. There
are county court louses in each district where the sitting
can be held. It will be much easier for, one man to go there
than for 500 people to attend at some other point. There is
no party object to be gained by this amendment, it being as
much in favor of one party as another. We are all anxious
not to throw too many obstacles in the way of the people
getting on the list, or to names being struck off.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The alteration in the Bill
to which the hon. gentleman has referred is that of having
several lists instead of one list ; but it in no way alters the
balance of the Bill. It was made for the purpose of meet-
ing the objection that it would cause confusion, perhaps
expense, in having a long list of all the voters in a con-
stituency put up in such municipality or other division of
the constituency, and therefore, according to the Bill, as
amended, instead of there being one list for each munici-
pality there will be several and distinct lists for the diffor-
ont olling divisions. And the lists which interests par-
ticular sections of constituencies will be made up and put
up. The plan of the Bill romains as it is now. The lon.
gintleman (Mr. Davies) says this preliminary revision is a
iost important portion of the Bill. It is comparatively
unimportant, and the only doubt I have is as to whether
this clause should be in the Bill at aUl, Thia lause is only

Mr, J)avs,

put in for the first settlement of the voters' lists ander this
Act. In the subsequent annual revision it is not provided
that there shall be a preliminary revision. In the second
year, the voters' list having been once settled, the ofeer
will take the voters' list of the year before, and will visit
each municipality or other well-known division, and with
that list in his hand he will add new voters, and strike off
dead voters, or those absent, or those who have lost
the franchise, and he will settle the list at once.
But, in order to have a good list to startwith, itwas thought
well this system should be adopted.' Lt me shortly go
over it. In the first place, the revising oficer takes the
revised assesment roll, or the poll books, or the votera'
list, as the case may be. He takes those books as primd
facie evidence. He makes out his ist, showing every name
that the assessment roll shows to have a vote. He takes
other such information as he can obtain, in order to add
other names. He publishes that list. It goes to every
municipality. He says: There are the parties who, on an
examination of the assesment roll, have a right to vote.
Thon he announces that he will hold a court-if a county
judge, in his own office, and if a revising officer, in some
other place; and he will receive all papers sent in, applica-
tions that may be made to be placed on the roll by mail or
otherwise, and all objections made to the names appearing
on that roll. It is not required that anyone should be pre.
sent. The practical working of the plan will be this: The
political associations of the two parties that govern the
country will send in thoir lists, I have no doubt. Individ-
uals who are interested will send in names or their objec-
tions. They need not attend at all. But the revising
officer will get all those applications, and all the
objections. In the next clause, the 17th clause, it is pro-
vided, however, that parties may attend the preliminary
revision if they please; but there is no necessity, those
documents boing sent in being sufficient for the purpose.
He takes the applications; he reads them and adds them to
his list. He makes the objections to them on his list; and
after that list is completed, that is the preliminary list, the
original list of applications-the applications with the
objections noted-the revising officer, with the complete
list, goes and visits every municipality, holds his court
there and settles the list finally. That is the important
portion of it. It may be, indeed, as has been presed on me,
that there is no necessity for going to this trouble to get
this information, even for the settlement of the firet list.
But I think it will be well, and L think the plan will com-
mend itself to the judgment of the committee, that we
should take this additional trouble. Although the revising
officer will have the assssiment roll, the voters' list and the
poll book, still ho will be ready to receive all applications
made to him from any source to put names on the list, and
that additional list showing every possible applicant and
naine, ineluding wage-earners, tenants, occupants and
so on; and then with that very full list the officer will go
and visit every municipality; and thon, at the solemn sitting
in each municipality, he will settle the list. That is the
scheme. In subsequent annual revisions of the list by the
revising officer there will be nenocessity to continue this
preliminary business. Al the officer will have to do will
be to annually go round, at a time announced, and well
known to the municipality, to receive applications and
objections, and Bo settle the list. In England this work
occupies a very short time. So it will be iere, when WO
get a good and satisfactory list. It will be done with very
ittle trouble, time and expense. This preliminary revriion
will cost us some money, but it will be well worth the
money, in order to start with a full, thorough liat; and I
bolieve such is the political activity in the minds of Our
people that every elector worthy of having a vote, and the
varions political parties, will take the higlest and deepest
interest in making a good start and gotting up a full list ;
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and it is for the purpose of giving them an opportunity of
doing so that this clause has been put in.

Mr. MTILLS. I think if the hon. gentleman really holds
to the views hoeis enunciating, it is an argument against the
existence of this clause altogether. He must remember
that ho bas furnished, under the provisions of this Bill, very
imperfect material to the revising officer, out of which to
prepare the voters' liste. The new law in the Province of
Ontario will not be in operation, and the assessment roll
will not be prepared with reference to that law, so that
there will be a great many serions defects in the aseesement
roll, as a means of information to the revising officer, even
in the Province of Ontario. The hon. gentleman seems
aiso to forget that the wage-earners, a large class of tenants
and income voters, will not be upon the roll at all, and how
does he propose the revising officer shall get the information
in the first instance? The hon. gentleman bas objected to
the importance of having local aid and knowledge in the
collection of information for the revising officer, and now he
proposes, with imperfect material, to deny to the revising
officer the opportunity of acquiring such further
informaiion as will enable him to make a more
perfect liEst in the first instance. Take my riding
as an instance. It is made up of townships from
two different counties; the people of the coun-
tics are seldom together, and the county towns are
outside. The most central part of the county is the town of
Dresden, from which the people of Sombra, on the river St.
Clair, are 35 miles distant. Sarnia is their county town,
and they are not in Dresden once in one year or in two
years. Bothwell is 24 miles eastward, and how will those
voters, whose names will, necessarily, be off in the first
instance, attend these meetings ? The revising officer will
require a longer time to deal with these lists than would be
required for a judge to hold an ordinairy assize court for
the county, and if the candidate has to bear tho expense of
the attendance it will cost more than running an ordinary
election. If he takes the wage-earners alone, ho will have
at least 100 people, in an ordinary township, who will be
entitled to go upon this list. They will not b upon the
list unless they attend personally for the purpose, and
unless the judge or the revising officer holds his court in the
municipality they will not have an opportunity of getting
there at all. I say that this procedure ought not to be had at
all, unless the court is held in every municipality. If the hon.
gentleman intends that the electors shall not have an
opportunity of having a proper list, if his object is to put
obstacles in the way of preparing a list in the first instance,
then the course hie is pursumng is perfectly intelligible to us
all, and it will serve its purpose, but it will not serve the
purpose of preparing a proper list. In an ordinary consti-
tuency it is no exaggeration to hold that out of 4,000 or
5,000 electors from 500 to 1,500 will b off the roll, after
the revising officer bas used all the materials that ho may
have at hie disposal. There will be, at the very least, 25
per cent. of the names to be put on the voters' list, by actual
attendance and evidence, either in this case or at a later
period, at the final revilion. It will be utterly impossible
to make the list perfect unles the revising officer meets the
electors in their own immediate vicinity; he muet go to
them, for they will not come to him. Electors are only
induced to attend under the pressure of the excitement of a
general election. When that takes place they may go a
few miles for the purpose of recording their votes, but they
are not going to travel thirty or forty miles to have
their names put on the lit, when they may be obliged
to wait four or five days, or even a week, before the
revising offleer cian reach their particular applications.
Some of us remember the period in the political bistory of
Upper Canada when the electors were all roquired to go to
the oounty town in order to record their votesi and one

of the advantages of the introduction of our municipal sys-
tom was, that along with it we succeeded in securîng the
polling of votes in each local municipality in the first
instance, and ultimately in polling sub-divisions in each
municipality. This is a proposition to go back to the old
condition of things ; the old inconveniences and expenses
are revived in another form ; the hon. gentleman wishes to
re-establish, under the guise of a Franchise Bill, those abuses
which we supposed were corrected in the days of our
fathers. I say this is a monstrous provision, and I can tell
hon. gentlemen opposite that if they undertake to carry
this into practical effect days will have to be spent in the
perfection of the list, and thoy will require to bring voters
thirty or forty or fifty miles, and keep them for an
indefinite period of time at the place where the preliminary
revision is taking place in order to make a comparatively
correct list in the first instance.

Some hon. MEMBERS. No.
Ur. MILLS. IIon. gentlemen tako exception to that;

but every bon. gentlemnn knows the asses-mont roll will
not give the revising officer the information necessary to
enable him to prepare the list. The hon, gentleman refused
last evening to take the a-isessment roll in Prince Edward
Island, which would give a large amount of the informa-
tion required. lIe will take the poli books of 1882, which
record the vote of every British subject over twenty-one
years of age, and at least 25 per cent. of the persons whose
names are lm the poll books will not ho entitled to vote
under this Bill. How does he propose to get them off this
preliminary list ? The revising officer will have to bring
some of them 70 miles.

Some hon. MEMBERS. No.

Mr. HESSON. You have just been told that there is no
necessity for it.

Mr. MILLS. I say ther es. Dooes the hon. gentleman
deny that the bon. First Minister proposes to tako the poil
books of Prince Edward Island for 1882, that ho proposes
to transfer the names on those books to the new voters'
list, that there are many mon without property who voted
thon, and that some procedure is necessary to get their
naines off the list ? We are told that in the county in
which the city of Charlottetown is situated, from the county
town to the extreme borders is a distance of 70 miles, and
those parties must ail be brought to one place for the pur.
pose of giving evidence.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No.

Mr. MILLS. I say, yes. I want to know how the
revising officer is going to make his revision without
subpæneing those parties to givo evidenco; ho has to pay
their expenses for the time they are kept thera, and my
hon. friend beside me says there are upwards of 2,000 in
his county whose names must be taken off at some time or
other, either at this preliminary revision or at the final
revision. If it is an unnecessary provision it should not be
there; if it is necessary, the hon. gentleman should furnish
facilities to carry it out fairly and honestly, and it
cannot be carried out fairly and honestly under this
Bill. Where is the revising offiler or the judge to sit
in Algoma ? At Port Arthur ? Are ail the voters
of Manitoulin Island to be taken to lort Arthur, a dibtance
of 200 miles ? The hon. gentleman knows that this is a
proposition to put obstacles in the way of properly correct-
ing and revising the list. If he is willing to have a fair and
honest retision of the list made it Ls necessary that the
revising officer should meet the electors in the municipality
where they belong, that ho shouild there revise the hst, in
the presence of those who are capable of giving him the
information he requires, and where he will have an oppor-
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tunity of examining and cross.examining the parties on
the property on which they propose to qualify. There-
fore, if the hon. gentleman wishes to obtain a fair list, let
him accept the amendment of the hon. momber for Queen's
(Mr. Davies). If he wishes to put obstacles in the way of
a fair list, if he wishes that the Eist shall be a sham and a
delusion, and will not represent those honestly entitled to
vote under the law, it is only necessary to adhere to the
Bill as we have it.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALI). There are none so blind
as those who will not see. I thought, after my explanation,
that the system was plain, and that instead of offering
obstacles it facilitated the formation of a good and perfect
list. The hon. gentleman says this clause is not wanted at
all.

Mr. MILLS. I did not say that. I said that if the
First Minister's lino of argument was correct the clause was
not wanted at all, and ho ought to have struck it ont.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon. gentleman says
this clause puts obstacles in the way, and that it will require
people to be brought seventy miles, and all that sort of
thin. It bas no such intention, and the hon. gentleman
has not read the clause or ho would not say so. He says
the revising officer should visit each municipality and make
himself thoroughly acquainted with the people. That is
provided for in the Bill. This is simply an additional means
of information. The people need not go a mile; they need
only go to the nearest post office and mail a letter, stating
they apply to be put on the list or to get some one taken off
the list. The political parties may send in lists, saying how
many owners, tenants, occupants, farmers, fishermen, have
been left off by the revising barrister; and tho revising
officer, instead of sitting in secret in his office, will sit in
open court. The representative of a political party may go
and handthat list to him, or ho may mail it, if ho likes. The
revising officer has prepared theso lists on the assesmment
roll and books, and on this preliminary sitting ho receives
all applications made to him to be put on the list, and adds
the names of the applicants. Ho thon goes round and visits
every municipality, after giving full notice of his intention.
He takes up a new name, not on the original list, say John
Jones, wage-earner, and asks if there is any objection to the
name, and if there is any objection the person objected to
has to prove his right to vote, in the same way as in the
case of an appeal from the court of revision to the county
judge. Tbis is simply an additional means for completing
the lists. No man need leave the plough or the work bench,
but can send in his name and have it put on. Instead of being
an obstacle, this provision is an additional convenience.
The hon. gentleman has attacked the system. I do not
suppose I can convince him it is a good system; but sup-
posing ho is right and I am wrong, the majority of the
committee have declared that this system should be adopted,
and there is no use harping back, and saying it is a bad
system. The only thing for us to do is to work it out as
well as we can. I declare this clause was put in by myself
for the purpose of making the preliminary list as full
as possible, so that every person having a shadow of a
claim shall appear on it ; and after the revising officer goes
round, as the hon. gentleman says ho ought to, he will ho
able to separate the chaff from the wbeat; the real voter
will be left on the list, and those who have been weighed in
the balance and found wanting will be set aside.

Mr. VAIL. The more I hear the several clauses discussed
the more I am convinced we never should have attempted
to meddle with the election law. It is evident- that the
framers knew notbing whatever about the effect of some of
the provisions. I am quite sure the represcntatives of Nova
Scotia could not have read the Bill, or they would have seen
tlat the provision that the revising officer shall sit in the

Mr. MILLs.

shire town of the county and revise the list, and that there
shall be only one sitting, is not at all suited to the Province
of Nova Scotia. The counties in Nova Scotia are long
and narrow, and in some of our counties the shire town is at
almost the extreme end; in others, they are within four or
five miles of the county line one way, and 60 or 70
miles from the other. Take Hants county: the revising
officer holds his court in Windsor, 70 miles from some of
the outlying districts. Take Halifax county: some of the
districts are 70 to 80 miles from both of the shire towns,
Halifax and Dartmouth, so that people will have to travel
70 or 80 miles in order to see whether their names are on
the list. Take the county of Digby: the people in one
part of the county would have to travel 40 or 50
miles to the shire town to see if ther names are
on the list. In no way can this be arranged satis-
factorily, except by compelling the revising officer to
hold his court in several places in the electoral district.
In Digby, for instance, an arm of the sea runs right through
the county, so that there are actually two counties. Digby
neck is divided off, and there are two islands at the lower
end, Long Island and Brier Island, inhabited by fishermen.
How will any of these men at Westport or Brier Island,
50 miles away, be expected to leave their flshing and go to
Digby, to see whether their names are inserted or not; and
it is impossible for the officer to know how many fisher-
men in that particular locality are to be put on the list.
The fishermen themselves will not know, for they are not
in a position to study the law, and the consequence will be
that a great many of them will be left off, unless some provi-
sion is made, obliging the revising officer to hold his court
in two or three places i a the electoral district.

Mr. FISHE R. The right hon. gentleman said, at first,
that ho did not suppose this clause was necessary, but a
few minutes ago ho stated that this preliminary revision of
the lists was really the most important.

Sir JOHRN A. MACDONALD. I did not; I said the
reverse.

Mr. FISIIER. Yes; le said the making of the first liste
was really the most important part of the whole Bill,
because the first lists will form the basis for future lists. It
is therefore very important that every possible precaution
should be taken in the preparation of the first liste, to see
that the right people, and only the right people, are put
upon them. He says it is not necessary for the people to
corne to the revision, as they can apply by letter to the
revising officer, and ho can act upon that application. In
that case there is no necessity for the revising officer to sit
at all. fie can do all that in his own office, without taking
any evidence, except these letters. If a public sitting is to
be held it must be for the purpose of taking evidence and
obtaining information. Under the 17th section it is pro-
vided tlat evidence will ho taken from those who may then
be present, so that the hon. gentleman expects that the
people will come before the revising barrister, and will not
only communicate with him by letters. If the people near
at hand can attend this preliminary revision, the same right
should be given to people far away, and that can only bO
done by the reviaion taking place in different sections of the
larger counties.

Mr. HESSON. Look at clause 21.
Mr. FISHER. I am glad to see that the hon. member

for North Perth is waking up to the necessity of advanciug
some arguments, although he may be the only one on that
side who is, and although his arguments may not be very
strong ones. The clause to which the hon. gentleman refers
bas reference to the final revision, to which I am not allud-
ing. I think the right hon. gentleman is quite correct in
introducing this preliminary revision as a necessary pre-
lIde to the final revision, but it should be an effective pre-
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iude, and in order to be that it muast take place in different
partsof the counties. The week's notice provided for is not
sufficient to enable persons to communicate in writing with
the revising officer, and if arguments have to be advanced
and replied to it 13 impossible to carry them on by letter in
the time Bpecified. I have known two whole days to be
occupied in my county by the revision of the voters' list of
one small municipality, and I believe the revision of the
list for the whole coanty will take, at least, a week. I
know my people, and I know that they will be present
themselves to watch the action of the revising barrister. It
is absolutely necessary that the preliminary as well as the
final revision should take place in every municipality.
In the Province of Quebec, if I object to a name on the
voters' list, I have to send in my objection to the secretary-
treasurer of the municipality, and that officer bas himself to
give notice to the person whose name is objected to. I think
that is a much botter proceeding than the one proposed by
the First Minister. It is also throwing the work on the
person to whom that work belongs, I mean the secretary of
the revising officer. The precautions in the Bill with regard
to sending a letter, I think, are very insufficient. If notice
is to be sent to a person whose name is objected to, it cor-
tainly ought to be sont by registered letter, and not by
mailed letter, so that it may be sure that the person gets it.
The hon. gentleman might object that we are asking some-
thing that will greatly increase the work. But ho must
remember that the chief portion of the work must be done
in making the first list, after this new Bill comes into oper-
ation, and I do not think it would be asking too much to ask
that the revising oficer should take the trouble to go to the
people, instead of asking the people to come to him.

Mr. IESSON. I think my hon. friend muet have over 
looked the fact that the revising officer is to prepare his list
from the evidence furnished him by the assessment rolls in
the first instance, and by the voters' liste in the second
instance' from which sources of information ho ought to be
able to place all properly qualified electors on the list.
When the notices are so widely distributed, as bas been con-
ceded by the Bill, all parties who are not on those lists, as
prepared in the firist instance by the revising officer, would
have an opportunity of appealing when ho held his court
under clause 15. It is a matter of little importance where
that court will b held, or what point ho may consider his
headquarters, where parties may write to him or appear
before him, in person or by proxy. It is only those who
are left off the original list, after they have been duly noti-
lied, who will have to appear before him in person or by8
letter. If objection is made it may be made in writ-
ing, and the party objected to must be notified. Then
he will appeur, or some person on his behalf, though
ho is not hound to appear. Then it is onlyd
when the party appears in that particular electoral
division, not in the riding, but in the particular art of the
riding where the vote may be cast; and when die revising
officer appears there, the party concerned goes before him.
The proposition of my hon. friend is simply to involve an
unnecessarily large amount of cost, to require the revieing
ofBcer to pass through the whole of the district for the pur-

of receiving what might be conveyed to him by letter. a
en, gentlemen opposite have said a great deal about the i

cost of working this Bill, but overy proposition they have i
made to-day has been in the direction of multiplying diffi-
uilties and increasing the cst to the country. They havei

asked that the notices should be published in all the news-9
papers. In my own county there are at least twelve news-r
papers, and it would cost a good deal to publish the list in t
ai these papers. t

Mr. WATSON. I would remind the hon. momber for a
North Perth (Mr. Hesson) that hon. gentlemen on this 6
side of the House were, from the firs, opposed to this B-il, t

on account of its cost and its injustico to the electorate,
but since the House has deoided that we are to bave
a Dominion voters' list it is our duty to make it as
perfect as possible. If it is going to cost a few
dollars more we muet not disfranchise people. Now, in
the county I have the honor to represont there are twenty-
nine municipalities. From the principal town in that
county, Portage la Prairie, it is 175 miles to the munici-
pality of Shell River. I do not think it is fair to compel
the people to travel 175 miles to Portage la Prairie to have
their names put on the voters' list. Bosides, hon, gentle-
men muet remember that in some eloctoral districts we
have not got regular mails; in some municipalities in my
county we have only one mail a week. Now, if a man
applied to have his name put on the list it would take him
two weeks to get an answer, and before ho could be notified
of the day of revision it might be too late for him to fur-
nish his evidence. There are a good many roasons why I
think it preferable that the revising barrister should visit
all the municipalities in preparing hie list. It might be a
little more costly, but it would be much more convenient
for the electors. The idea of having the revising barrister
sit in one particular part of the county is a mistako. I think
there will be more difficulty in preparing the first list than
in revising it afterwards, and if the list is ruade right in the
firet place it can only be dono by the revising ba-rister
visiting each municipality. There :re a groat many
people who will not understand this' new franchise, and
unless the revising barrister goes amongsL thom, to give
them an opportun ity of being entered on the list, a groat
many names will not be entered at all. The groat object in
preparing the list will be to have the names placed on the
preliminary list. Thon, any person who objecte will have
the privilege of looking ut the list and making objections.
Action can be subsequently taken, and evidence adduced to
have the name struck off. There is no doubt that a great
number of persons may apply to have thoir names put on
who will not be entitled to vote. If that is the
case, the revising officer will have it in his dis-
cretion to say whether ho will allow those names
to be put on or not. In the final revision names
may be struck off and others inserted. If it is necessary to
have this Bill passed it is necossary that precautions should
be taken with respect to the first list. It wili not be so
necessary i su bsequent years, because there will be few
changes. The revising officer should vitach municpality
for the purpose of preparing the preliminary list. Itawill
be a greathardship to persons lu counties suoh as I repre-
sent to have to travel long distances at a large expense in
order to have thoir names placed on the tiret list. The
hon. Minster states that bots political parties are very
active, and that the names will be placed on the first list. 1
do not think it should be necessary for a man to be con-
stantly watching the voters' list to know whether hie name
is on it or not. In my county I do not know, personally,
one-third of the eloctors.

Mr. HESSON. You have the assessment roll.
Mr. WATSON. There will be 200 or 300 persons left

off that list who should be on it, and it will be diffcult to
ascertain these facto without incurring much expense. The
revising officer ehould be compelled to visit each municipality
n order to make up his primary list.

Mr. HESSON. The hou. gentleman seems entirely to
gnore the fact that county court judges, at the present time,
go wherever they hold courts of revision and hold a final
revision. If any parties desire to appeal they do so at that
time and place. Take the county of Perth; there are
three places where the judge holds division courts; ho
attends there on a certain day, and if tbe people raise
objections, evidence is taken, the matter is disposed of, and
here is a fmal revision. Under this Bill the revising
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officer will have to visit each county independently, and properly and at much legs expense, and it must b. remem
that brings him much closer to individual electors than thubered that most of the expense will fait on the candidat«)
present mode. or leaders of the party, as a great many of the electore do

Mr. WATSON. That explanation will do very well for not take much interest in matters of this kind, and therefore
people who are near the centres of population, but it will the question is one of equal interest W hon. members on
not apply to persons far away from centres, and who take both sides of this fouse. Perhaps hon, gentlemen opposite
but little interest in political affairs. Suppose I were to do not care much about the expense, and especially the Frst
attempt to look after the voters' names in Marquette, thereiMinister, so long as it carnes out hie own political ends. I
might be a hundred men qualified to be placed on the list, hope the amendment will be adopted, espeially as it would
and I not know it. People may be very intelligent, but involve no more cost W the Government, and no more
they do'not care to put themselves to much trouble about trouble to the revising officer, while it would Bave thouBands
having their names on the voters' list. of dollars te the candidates, or W the electors. In my own

Mr. HESSON. What advantage will it be to an elector county it would take at least three or four weeks if the
to be placed on the primary list and not on the list finally preliminary revision ws made in on. place whereas, if h
revised ?were carriod on in each municipality it would require very

Mr. WATSON. If he is on the primary list and is entitled much less time and expense.
to vote, his name cannot be struck off. Every possible Mr. SOMERVILLE (Brant). I think it is very impor-
facility should be given to the people to have their names tant that this section of the Bill should be amended in the
placed on the voters' lists. If Judge Ryan were appointed way proposed by the hon. memner for Queen*s (Mr.
returning officer in my constituency he would probably sit Davies). t is a mistaken idea that hon, gentlemen oppo-
at Portage la Prairie, from which it is 175 miles to the site are laboring under, that the Opposition are trying to
municipality of Shell River, and there is railway com- prevent the perfecting of this measure or W increase the
munication for only about 70 miles. At Shell River the ost of operating it. I think we eught W have a common
mail does not arrive more than once a week, and in other interest in this matter, now that the majority have decided
parts once in two weeks. The same difficulties to which I that we shah have this Bill; and therefore it ie in the
have alluded will prevail in Algoma and Selkirk. interest of both parties that we should make the Bitlas

Mr. AUGER. 1Few of the hon. gentlemen opposite seem perfect in ail its details as sible. Lt wilt be admitted
to be willing to take the First Minister's word about any- that in the Province of Ontario, at least, we have now
thing; but I am willing to take it, so far as it goes. The facilities for the preparation, revision, and final revision of
returning officer, it is said, will be an independent officer, and the voters' list which we shah not possess under this Bill.
will follow out the law. What is the law ? bt is provided We al know that we have our locallcourts of revision,
in section 12 that the revising officer shal prepare the lists whore the electers who live in the municipalities eau
of persons who are eutitled to be registered as voters; that readily becpreint, and we do n ft want to put therelecters
is týe first step. The next stop is set forth iu clause 15, througheut the Dominion to any greater trouble than they
which points eut that notice must ie given Wot the parties are now compell d to undergo in order te perfect their
againet whom objections areraised. If they want a name lists. I think it is just as much n the intere t of hon.
entered on the list, or taken off, they muit notify him. By gentlemen supporting the Goverument that this alteration
clause 17, after he bas initialed these cases they are should be made in the Bill as it le in the interest of hon.
decided-they are final. There is no appeal, because it gentlemen on thie ct touder the prnsent system the elec-
would simpty be an appeal te the revising officer him self, tors are nt required toe send notices or letters o any pesons
and that is nt provided for. cBy clause 25 provision is residing at a distance, and it mut aseo be borne in md
made both as W the preliminary and final revision, as te the that there are a large number of elocers lwnthe diffirent
examining of witnesses, the production of boekm and docu constituencies of the Dominion who are net regular and
monts, just as in any court of record. constant readers ef newspapers, and who may net have an

An lhon. ME 9IBER. That is for the final examination. oppertunGityMOfIearning the provisions of this Bill.pu

Mr. AUGER. No; that is for they as we as introducing a new law of this kind, we muet take into

for the final.p raccount the dificulties a groat many f the electors wll
siehave tlacontendewith under it. Although we havebeen
discussing this Bti for a long time, it appears t me that

M.AUGER. Well, if the hon. gentleman cannot under- there are some gentlemen tintis ouse who do neot yet
stand plain lEnghii it is net my fault, and if the hon. gen- fully understand it; and if that la the case with intelligent
tleman will study the law le will sec that it is as I have representatives of the peple, how can ye erpec those
atated. If hae cannot make il cicar, lot him consît some of leters who have ne psuch opportanities teobeclmeacainted
the lawyers on his own side, and ho will fiud that this s with its provisions. Therefore, it would Itil the interet
for the preliminary as well as fur the final revisin. This th gentlemen opposite, as well as in our interevt, on tiwis aide,
shows that the work wilt actuatly be donc it the prelimi. that every faciity should a e afforded Wo the electorsinthe
nary rEvio . Lt wil be at that revision that names will b preparati n of the first list. Even uppoiug that the
added and taken off, and therefereI say that that revisin expense for the preparation of the firt lit will ste made
should take place in eao municipaity, and the final greater than t present by the amendment, it wIllie a
revision in the county, whero any errera may be corrected ti fiable expen8e ; but I do net admit that the expense wfl be
which may have been overlooked in the first revision. er. grater. The amount of meey saved te the con try t large
hap that was the intention of the framerf the law, but he will hesmucl greater than the iucreased wages paid ta tho
may have got the thing turned around, as n the case of revising barriaters for these vanioua'viitatieus. Thisisanat-
clauses 15 and 16, whoren liegoe the wrong clause iret. ter that net only affects the clectrs; it affects, aBsy, the-time
In my own cunty, for instance, there are fourteen and expense incurred by gentlemen who hold seats lrethis
muncipaliti , and some ofthe people livet a great distance flouse, and who wil have an interet lu soein that the
fom the centre. Both parties would. ave to bring liste are propthly prepared and revi. t epainyte my

wituesses, a i if eue party was not present the others would mu d that the iuterprtatien that sheuld ho put upon thii
preti, jlyŽttlu t c manter, tn o liut wrouid e initialed and first revision of the voter' list i net the intrpretation put
then -»h.s à .davu no remedy. But if the work were i it by the kon. member for North Perth (Mh.oRfonaol)e
ditributEd ovR Nio uicipaities it could n attsndedtole 2th clause povidm the wy iiwhioh thoseliste AS

Mr. IEMER. N ts h
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to be prepared; it provides that the revising officer shall
obtain his information from the provincial lists and the
assessment rolls, and by any other means that he
may be able to avail himself- of. The next section
provides he shall publish the list, and that after-
wards he shall hold a court ; and I contend that
the court he holde for the preliminary revision of the
list is as much a court as the final court he holds.
I agree entirely with the remarks of the hon. member for
Brome (Mr. Fisher). In the Ontario system it is not
required that the elector should go to the trouble of notify-
ing parties against whom he objects or whom he wishes to
be put on the list. ThLat duty should be given to the
revising officer. If I desire to have a number of electors
struck off, because I believe they are not entitled to be
on the list, I do not think I should be required to discharge
the duty of an officer of the law, and notify these parties. I
do not see how it can be denied that this is a court. It is
as mach a court as the final court of revision, as will be seen
by referring to the 25th section. If it is not intended that the
revising officer shall sit in court, but that he shall merely
receive his applications by letter, without examining
witnesses, why is it stated that he is to be governed by all
the rules of a court of record, and that he is to sit in judg-
ment on the evidence ? 1 do not see what objection there
can be to paLsing the amendment. Not only to save our-
selves expense and trouble, but in the interests of the elec-
tors, it should be adopted.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I fail to see what
earthly objection there can be in allowing the revising
officer to go to the municipalities. As matters stand in
Ontario, the people there have the convenience that the
lists are made up and the court of revision held in each
municipality, a court which holds a position closely analo-
gous to that occupied by the revising barrister at this pre-
liminary investigation ; and then when an appeal lies to
the county court judge he goes round to each municipality
and holds his court there. The First Minister has shown
himself disposed to accept suggestions to-night. This is a
case in which he ought to continue showing that good
disposition. There is no doubt whatever that to compel
mon to travel thirty or forty miles to the revising barrister
is a great tax on them, and with the probability, then, that
they will have to wait for several days together before each
particular case can be taken up. The right hon. gentleman
said that the representatives of each party would take the
matter in hand, that they would make application to have men
put on or off, in a wholesale manner,.300 or 400 at a time.
If it goes, as the First Minister appears to think it will go,
into the hands of the associations, or of persons employed
by them, these things will be argued, especially in the first
instance, at very considerable length. It is quite likely
that very rearly as long a time will be taken up in con-
sidering these various cases, especially in the preliminary
organisation, as would ordinarily be occupied in the dispo-
sal of an assize, and the First Minister knows-no one botter
-that that may take seven, eight, nine or ten days, or pos-
sibly a fortnight. It would not so much matter ii the
thing were thoroughly understood, but I repeat that it is
not understood. A number of curions objections are likely
to be taken in the first instance, where you are applying a
new statute, every word of which is going to be litigated,
in all probability, by the parties employed by the repective
political parties. It is quite clear that the First inister,
or whoever drafted this Bill, expected that these people
would be present, as the next clause shows. It would be a
very great and unnecessary hardship to insist on all these
persons coming to one particular point in an electoral dis-
trict, and I think the First Minister should either concede
this or reserve the point for further consideration and dis-
cussion. These matters often ome up unexpectedly, and
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it is not to be supposed that the hon. gentleman can decide
them at once. He has conceded some other points, and I
think he would do well to take this into his consideration,
also.

Mr. WELDON. No doubt the principle has been affirmed
by the committee, but there are many salient points which
require careful consideration. This preliminary revision
is important, because the list then made will be the basis
of the lists to be used hereafter. It was originally proposed
that a complete list should be made out of the whole électo-
ral district, but that has been departed from, and I think the
First Minister has wisely conceded the point, that before
any preliminary revision, the alphabetical list should be
made out for each municipal or parochial division. The
preliminary list will be the list on which future lista will be
based, and to some extent the powers of rovising barristers
are restrictod in regard to the final list. The Bill provides
that the revising barrister shall hold a sitting at such place
in the constituency as hé may deem necessary. The right
of the franchise belongs to every one who is qualified
under the law, and le should have that right with as
little expense as possible. The expense, if any, should
be borne by the country and not by the individual; but
the revising officer having power to hold his sitting
in any part of the electoral division, those who
désire to appear before him must go there at their own
expense. It is true that the Prime Minister says they need
not go at all; but, especially in regard to the preliminary
list, a man will want to see whether he is there or not,
whether he is to romain there, and, more particularly,
whether any objection has been made to his name. He will
want to attend in person. Otherwise, the county judge or
the revising barrister will act as we know the judges act,
ex necessitate rei, when the parties fail to attend. This is to
be a court of record, with the power to bring witnesses. In
New Brunswick you are creating an entirely new tonure,
and how is the revising officer, sitting in the centre of a
county, such as Westmoreland, Northumberland or York,
very large counties, ranging ovor 100 miles, from one end
to the otber, to ascertain the différent classes of per-
sons entitled to vote, who are not shown on the assess-
ment rolls, or in any other way, unless the revising
barrister receives the information by letter. If the
revising officer holds his court in the locality ho has
the party there on the spot who can give him information,
but who would not be présent if the court was held 50 miles
from his home. No person is going to attend this court of
the revising barrister in thé centre of the county unless hé
has somé particular object. Take, for instance, a district
which the revising barrister never visited. How is hé going
to ascertain whether the electors have a right to be on the
list ? He knows nothing about them, and the result is, the
list will be imperfect. The whole scheme of the Bill was
placed upon the principle of their being one list; that
having now been altered, it seems to me we should at once
provide that the revising officer shall hold his court in each
Iocality, in order that hé may see the people, and hear objec-
tions, and obtain information upon which to frame his pre-
liminary list. This preliminary revision is particulariy im-
portant, because it is to be the basis of the final revision; and,
practically, it will be the basis of every future registration,
fromyear to year. It may increase the expense a little for the
revising barrister to visit the different municipalities, but it
will save expense to the people, who, otherwise, might have
to travel 50 or 60 miles from home, or else make up their
minds to romain off the list. As the revising barrister is
paid by salary, the only additional expénse will be in his
travelling expenses. 1t sems to me that to do justice to
all the electors, to have a thorough investigation of the
différent franchises, to get all those upon the list who are
entitled to go on, and to get rid of those who are not
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entitled, it is absolutely necessary to make such a pre-
liminary list in the different parishes or municipalities,
where parties can attend and ho heard, and where the
revising officer shall have the opportunity, not only of hear-
ing the parties, but, if necessary, of obtaining information
as to the relative position of the voters, as to the tenants,
farmers' sons, and others qualified under the different fran-
chises. I contend it would be utterly impossible for him, at
a distance, to give a fair valuation. Bither he will be biassed
by some particular individual from whom he obtains informa-
tion or ho will not be able to get the information at all
The only additional expense involved would be the travel-
]ing expenses of the judges. On the other hand, great
expense would be saved to the people interested. Take the
case of the county of St. John: If the revision were held
at the city of St. John it would take parties at the eastern
end of the county three or four days to reach there, involving
great expense and loss of time. If, however, the revision
were held at the village of St. Martin's, the parties would
be put to little expense.

Mr. DAWSON. The big district I represent has been
referred to by hon. gentlemen opposite as furnishing an
instance where the provisions of this Bill would not apply.
I merely rise to tell hon. gentlemen opposite that the dis-
trict-although very large, as an eleetoral district-is
divided into two judicial districts, with two judges, who have
the esteem and respect of the whole community, and who,
will, no doubt, make excellent revising officers.

Mr. MILLS. There can only be one of them appointed,

Mr. DAWSON. Either of them would make a good
officer. The district has now a population of about 55,000,
and yet I do not see any great difficulty in working this
clause, except in one instance, at Moose Factory, where
there are about 250 white settlers, who should have
the franchise. Where there is a will there is always
a way of getting over these difficulties. I am exceed-
ingly pleased to see hon. gentleman opposite taking such
an interest in the district I represent, and always
bringing it forward as an example of something good. I
must, however, say that very early in the Session I had to
answer an enquiry of a very distinguished member of the
Opposition as to where it is; he positively did not know
where Algoma is. Although it is coming into notice now,
and notwithstanding that hon. members from the Maritime
Provinces tell us so much about their great districts and the
vast interests they represent, the whole of the Maritime
Provinces, with Newfoundland added, might be put down
in Algoma, and yet there would be plenty of space left. I
merely rose to say that notwithstanding the great size of my
district the Act can be worked in it.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). It must be a source of grati-
fication that while the hon. member for Algoma had to
give us a mild lecture last night about hon. members
talking of their own ridings, yet to-night he has drawn
attention to his own district. It has furnished one of the
many instances of how the Act will work. We need not,
however, take so extreme a case as the hon. gentleman's
riding, for this clause is objectionable in the riding of any
hon. gentleman opposite, except in the case of an electoral
district comprised within the boundaries of a city. The
amendment proposed by the hon. member for Queen's (Mr.
Davies) is one that ought to be pressed on the First
Minister until he gives some intimation that ho will be
prepared to consider it. It has been charged by an hon.
men-ber that the adoption of the amendment would very
much increase the cost; and the charge was made that it
was the desire of the Opposition to make the Bi1l as
expensive as possible. That charge will not lie, because
the Opposition have sttenuously opposed the passage

Mr. WELDON.

of the Bill. It might, however, be argued that
since the principle was adopted we had tried to make it
more expensive. That nould be a fair statement to make;
but it would require to be proved that the changes proposed
would add to the cost. That would be a difficult task to
undertake. If you might suppose that it would add to the
cot of the revising barristers if they held sittings in different
places instead of in one place, the expense has been located
by the hon. member for St. John (Mr. Weldon), who has
pointed out that the expense would only be augmented by
the amount of the travelling expenses of the revising officer.
But the expense connected with this Bill is not to be fully
comprehended by the ex pense attending the revising officer.
The revising officer and many of the electors have to be
brought together, and in getting them together there must
be more or less expense involved. If yon take the revising
officer to the individual ho will have to incur expense.
If yon have to bring individuals to the revising barrister
the expeuse will have to be incurred and defrayed by the
individuals; but if it might appear to be a charge upon the
Consolidated Revenue, it would still remain a lact that under
the operation of the Bill the cost to the country would ho
much less, for it is a simple proposition, that in taking the
greater numbers to the less, there must be a larger expense.
Thon, Sir, looking at it in that light, if the Bill is put in
operation is it not fair to charge on the revenues of the
Dominion of Canada, the expense attendant upon it - being
put in operation ? I think no one will care to controvert
that proposition; and, therefore, having adopted a Dominion
franchise, the fundamental requisite is that all who are
entitled to be registered as voters, should be on thé list, and
that those who are ineligible shall not be allowed to remain
thereon. That being established, the question of expense
becomes a secondary question. The principle must be
maintained that justice must be dono, no matter what the
expense may be ; and having decreed that we shall bring
the Bill into operation, we are bound to see that justice is
done to all, even if some expense may attend it. There is
still another reason, and that is, that people of this
country have been accustomed to have every facility
for rectifying errors in connection with the lists,
such as they will have under the operation of
the amend ment now proposed. In the Province of Ontario,
with which I am best acquainted, they have every facility
of that kind, and that being the case, they are entitled to
demand, at the hands of this House, in passing a Franchise
Bill, that they shall not be called upon to go to any more
expense or trouble in a preliminary revision of the voters'
list than under the existing system. Just imagine the state
of affairs if the clause, in its present shape, is adopted. I
will not take an extreme case, but an ordinary electoral
district. A court will be held for the preliminary revision
of the list, and the inhabitants will be required to repair to
this one place. My impression is, that the errors which
will have to Le rectified on this list, considering the manner
in which it is prepared, will rua up to the hundreds, or, at
any rate, to the scores, and the court may, therefore, have
to go on from day to day, and these persons will be at the
expense of remaining at this place during the court, or else
paying their railway fares, or taking long drives to get to
their homes, at a great expense of time and money. Let
me call attention to the cost which may bo put on the
individual so summoned to attend this court at the
more whim of the revising barrister. (The hon. gen-
tleman here quoted sections 38 and 39 of the Bill).
This revising officer, sitting at a central place, in a large
electoral district, upon a person making application to him
to have an error in the list rectified, may say that ho wants
to hear a little more about this case, and, at his own instance,
summon men from distant parts of the county to come there
and produce books and records, and give evidence as to the
case before him. When this large number of witnesses
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arrives he may be proceeding with another case on the roll,
and the court may have to adjourn over the night. All the
witnesses have to remain; another day's court may be held,
and after all these expenses have been incurred the revising
officer, as sole arbiter and dictator, can turn around and say:
I assess you who have made application to have your name
placed on the list for all the costs and expenses of these wit-
nesses whom I have summoned, and having heard their
testimony, I flnd, after all, that you are not entitled to be
placed on the list. That is possible-shall I say, not im-
probable ?-under this Bill. Does the hon, gentleman say
that there is no danger of the court holding its sittings day
after day, but that the cases will be quickly disposed
of ? The schedule of the Act with respect to the
summoning of witnesses, says that the witnesses are sum-
moned to appear befoie the revising oefficer, "and so on,
from day to day." You can see that if this clause wore
maintained as it is, it would be an absolute impossibility, in
many cases, for parties to have simple justice done to them ;
and I hold that above all things the foundation principle
ought to be that justice shall be done, and the matter of
expense must corne in after. On principles of equity, if
expense is to be incurred it ought to be borne out of the
revenues of the Parliament which is making this one of the
statutes of the land, and ought not to be placed on the
shoulders of an innocent person seeking to vindicate bis
rights. Every consideration points in the direction of the
amendment of the hon. member for Queen's (Mr. Davies). I
venture to say that no defense worthy of the name can be
offered for this clause, as it stands in the Bill, and I hope
that representations so strong and so persistent shall e
made on this side of the House, that the hon. First Min-
ister will be led to give an intimation that it is his intention
to accept the very reasonable and proper amendment that
has been offered.

Mr. FLEMIING. The clause now under consideration
provides that one week before the sitting of the court, any
person having any objection to any of the names on the list
may give notice to the revising officer, and to the person
objected to, that ho entertains such objection. Any person
desiring-

Mr. VAIL. It appears to me, seeing that we met at half
past one to-day and that it is now two o'clock, that the First
Minister should consent to an adjourn ment.

Sir JOIN A. MACDONALD. We must get through
before Christmas.,

Mr. FLEMING. Subsequently, the Bill provides that a
court shall be held for the purpose of hearing the objections.
Surely the observations ofthe First Minister do not apply
to this court, when ho says it is not necessary that the
Parties shall attend. Surely it is asking too much that the
parties who apply to the revising officer to have their
names inserted on the rolls shall all assemble in one
place in the electoral district to answer those objections.
It may be that a person living at the extreme end of
the county is objected to. He must appear to substantiate
his right, or be removed from the roll. It is true, ho may
mnake application afterwards to be put on the roll at the
final revision ; but no elector onght to be deprived of that
right ; it should not be something that ho bas to go and
seek, at bis own inconvenience and expense, but it should
he freely accorded to him. Surely the hon. First Minister
can see his way to providing that the court shall sit at
different localities throughout the district, in order that the
applications and the objections may be made and doter-
muned by the best evidence that can be adduced, the
evidence of the parties interested. Such evidence cannot
bO adduced before him at one particular place in the

eloctoral district. I differ with the First Minister as to the
construction of this clause and the subsequent clause. If I
was acting as a revising officer under this Bill I
would feel that I had no power under this provision to
make any changes in the list, except on the notice
that is provided in this section. It is a court of
record, and a oeurt of record will only receive such
evidence as, in courts of record, can be regarded as evi-
dance. Under clause 17 the revising officer must publicly
proceed to the preliminary revision of the list, basing
such revision on the evidence and statements before him,
and of the persons who may be present. He bas no power
to put on names suggested to him by letter. Is the revis-
ing officer to accept the lists sent to him by a political
agent, and add the names, or take names off, without evi-
dence whatever ? The whole frame of the Bill regards the
revising officer in this investigation as a court intended
solemnly to deal with the rights of parties. There are so
many serious objections to this clause that I shall not
attempt to point thema ail out. The matter is so outrageons
that it cannot be possible the committee will adopt this
clause without amendment.

Sir IRICHARD CARTWRIGHT moved that the com-
mitte rise and report progress, and ask leave to sit again.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I think not ; we have dis-
cussed this clause for several hours already.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. We have scarcely dis-
eussed it an hour; it was only put about one o'clock. It is
a clause to which hon. members do not attach, in the
slightest degree, an obstructive sense; it does not, in the
slightest degree affect the principle of the Bill, but it is in
the highest degree important that this matter should be
made one of convenience. We sat until four o'clock yester-
day morning; and to be compelled to sit atter two o'clock
this morning is too great a strain.

Mr. HESSON. Merely to allow hon. gentlemen to talk.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGUIT. The hon, gentleman
is altogether wrong; this Bill is crudely drawn, and overy
argument that has been mado shows that important altera-
tions have tobe made. Some were of very considerable
importance, affecting the practical working of the BIll, to a
great extent. This particular amendment is one that cer-
tainly deserves some consideration. I cannot conceive why
any objection should be made to it. It seemis to me a thing
which might be very fairly concoded, even if there was a
little undue pressure on this side. It does not add, to any
material extent, to the expense; it is an obvions convenience
to the publie; and, at any rate, it ought to be considered at
a reasonable time in the day.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. It is not our fault that
this comes so late. We have been seven weeks on this Bill,
and though this clause may not have been specially dis-
cussed more than an hour or two, as the hon. gentleman
says, nevertheless the principles involved in this clause
have been discussed for weeks. This was foreseen, and was
discussed and rediscussed for weoks, day and night. It is
true, we were sitting here till half-past three yesterday
morning, and it is half-past two now ; but the hon. gentleman
must see that if we want to finish the business of the House
this year we must sit it out; we cannot get slong un less
we sit it out. If hon. gentlemen want to discuss, we must
discuss, but we must show to the public and our consti-
tuents that if hon. gentlemen have such a great desire to
discues this measure, on the other hand, we must do our
duty to the country, by preventing the House sitting for
three or four montha more. We have been in session over
four month, and bon. gentlemen have taken nearly two
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months to discuss this measure, and we are at the 15th
clause out of 63.

Mr. MILLS. There are three features in this Bill which
hon. gentlemen on this side of the House feel are very
objectionable. Two of these have been already disposed of,
the Indian question and the revising barrister; and the
third is the clause we have now before us. We have dis-
cuBsed the other two objectionable features at such length
as to give to the people an opportunity of learning not only
the character of the clauses but our views in regard to
them. Whether our views are right or wrong, they are
honestly entertained and they have been fully expressed.
This is another clause to which strong objection is felt on
this side. We only commenced to discuss it after midnight,
and we ask the opportunity to discuss it when the gentle-
men who represent the press are in the gallery, and when
there is time to give it fuller consideration. As the
Government yielded nothing of a practical character on
the other points, we hoped they would have met what
we believed to be the wishes and convenience of
the country on this question, and we ask the opportunity
of discussing it at a reasonable hour. My hon. friend, a
few evenings ago, came to an understanding, that a certain
division should be taken at a reasonable hour, and I heard
the Prime Minister ask whether it was a reasonable hour
after 11 o'clock. Y et he has us here from one o'clock till
after two in the morning, maintaining that two is a reason-
able hour. It is after two now, and we want an opportunity
of a fuller discussion on this clause.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh, oh.

Mr. MILLS. I say it honestly, and this is not a reason-
able hour for that full and frank discussion which it should
receive.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). We have disposed of three
very important clauses, to-day and this clause involves
considerations of the first possible consequence. It is
rather hard that we should be asked to discuss this
question at this hour in the morning, after sitting till
nearly four o'clock yesterday morning. Several gentle-
men on this side desire to diseuse the clause. I
desire to say something on it myself, but at this
hour it is not fair for the Government to ask us to proceed.
I do not think anything will be lost or gained by an adjourn-
ment now, except that we will have a night's rest and will
preserve our health. The First Minster has asked us to
make suggestions, but we cannot do that in an intelligent
way at this hour.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I think I have shown
that whenever any amendment was proposed orpuggestion
made from the other side that fairly met my judgment, I
tried to meet it, and even in cases where I thought there
was no necessity for an amendment, yet it was pressed so
strongly, either that the clause was not specific enough or
that it might be made more apt, that I yielded my own
opinions in order to meet the views of the gentlemen
opposite. But in this case I must say that I am satisfied
that the clause is a good one, and that the mode of getting
this preliminary revision prescribed by the Act is the best
one; and it occurs to me, either that the clause must be
dropped and we must have the final revision without this
preliminary meeting, or we must insist upon it as it is. I
cannot at all entertain the proposition which was made
from the other side, that we are to have two expensive
circuits, by which the revising barrister is twice to
go round every section of the constituency, in order to
make the list. I think that. one is quite eufficient.
It would be a criminal waste of money; it would do nogood
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in the world; it would greatly occupy the time of the
revising barrister, and therefore greatly increase expense.
Moroover, it would greatly disincline the judges, whom I
desire to have as revising barristers, to accept office, if they
were, in one year, obliged to make two circuits, withdraw.
ing them from their ordinary avocations. In my opinion,
there is not the slightest necessity for it. This preliminary
meeting is so valuable that I do not wish to see it wiped
out of the Act. It is inexpensive; it will enable the judge
to prepare a preliminary list, which can afterwards, in cir-
cuit, be fully gone into. I cannot, therefore, hold out any
hope that any arguments used by the hon, gentleman wili
induce me to concede to any of the amendments made to
the clause. I think it is a good clause in itself, and any alter-
ation of it, by extending the circuit, would be a mistake,
for the reasons I have given. I can assure the hon. gentle-
man that, so far as I am able to judge, when this clause is
voted upon it will be voted upon as it stands. It may be
right' or it may be wrong, but I am satisfied it will be car-
ried as it stands. The hon. gentlemen, as it seems to me,
have done their duty in making their protest, and I have
no doubt, with the Speaker in the Chair, this and the other
important clauses will hereafter be fully discussed. There-
fore, I do not think hon. gentlemen should press a further
discussion in committee, but allow us to go on; lot this be
carried, and afterwards it can be discussed fully, when the
hon. gentlemen, in the face of day, can vindicate their objec-
tions to the clause as it now stands.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). The result of the hon. gentle-
man's course is this; that those of us who have not expressed
our opinion on this question will be deprived of the opportun-
ity. I know there are several gentlemen who desire to discuss
it on its merits, but at this hour of the morning it will be
utterly useless to attempt it. It serves no purpose to dis-
cuss it at this hour. The discussions will not be reported
in the newspapers, and we know that even in Ransard, at
this late hour of the morning, discussions generally do not
receive that attention they otherwise would.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Discuss it on concur-
rence and on the third reading.

Mr. CAMERON. But if we discuss it now we do not
require to discuss it on the third reading.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I would remind the hon.
gentleman that there is a motion before the House for
adjournment, which I think will receive the support of both
sides of the House. I heartily support the motion to
adjourn.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Three clauses have
been passed to-day, which is greater progress than has been
made on any occasion since this Bill has been under discus-
sion. There would have been no difficulty whatever, if hon.
memters on this side had been so disposed, in protracting
the discussion on the first clause.

Mr. MULOCK. The motion that the committee rise is a
most reasonable one. Considerable progroe has been made.
We are now on a peace footing. If we are now told, at a
quarter to three o'clock, that there shall be no cessation of
labor, I cannot accept that determination except as an inti-
mation of a desire to terminate existing relations and to
declare war. I dare say the minds of those who have
expressed themselves against the clause are also pretty
determined, but it may be that after a pleasant sleep and
meeting again at the proper hour we will be able to see the
matter in a different light. It may be that we eau find
some common meeting ground in this matter, and if so, an
end of the issue on this point having been reached, we will
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proceed to the next clause, knowing that nothing ha
occunred to mar the relations which now prevail. Speaking
in all sincerity, I believe it will be for the interests of thec
majority to be reasonable, under the circumistances, and to
carry this motion.

Amendment negatived.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That motion being dis-
posed of, I would say now, that in the hope of making
greater progress than one clause a day, and that we will be
met in the spirit promised by the hon. member for North
York (Mr. Mulock), that we will make substantial progress,
I move that the committee now rise, report progress, and
ask leave to sit again.

Committee rose and reported progress.

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

Motion agreed to; and the House adjourned at 2:45 a.m.,
Wednesday.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

WEDNESDAr, 3rd June, 1885.

The SPEAxE took the Chair at half-past One o'clock.

PRAYERS.

BUSINESS OF THE HlOUSE-CORPUS CHRISTI.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved :
That when the House adjourns this day, it will stand adjourned until

Priday at 1.30, and that when it adjourns on Friday it will stand
adjourned until Saturday,dat 1.30, and that Government measures will
have precedence, on that day, after routine.

Motion agreed to.

THE PRANCHISE BILL.

House again resolved itself into Committee on Bill( No.
103) respecting the Electoral Franchise.

(In the Committee.)
On section 15,
Mr. LANDERKIN. I ho e the amendment of the hon.

member for Prince Edward Island will be carried, for, if the
clause passes as it stands, and only one court of revision is
held in each riding, it will cause great inconvenience and
expense. It would practically mean that there would be no
revision at all, because the expense of bringing witnessesso
far will be too great to bear. For instance, in my own rid-
ing, if the court was held in the centre of the riding, we
would have to bring people some forty or fifty miles, and
that is a thing altogetherimpracticable. I think we should
hold a court at leuat in each municipality, in accordance
with the system now in force in the Province of Ontario, a
system which gives very general satisfaction. I think it
would be even better if we could have a court in every elec-
toral sub-division, as it would be a great convenience to the
people and would lessen the cost of appeal. In many of the
ridings the people would probably have to go twice as far
as in my own, and it would be impossible for the candidates
to bear the expense of bringing the witnesses so far. I
think the amendment is one which should commend itself
te the judgment of the Goverument, if they wish to consult
the convenence of the people, the convenience of the candi-
dates, and the expense te which they will be put.

Mr. DAVIES. I must say that I was extremely disap-
pointed in the explanation the Prime Minister gave of his

s understanding of the meaning of this section, and of the
duties the revising officer would have to discharge at the
prelimînary revision.

Mr. McCALLUM. Question.

Mr. DAVIES. We are going to talk to the question, and
I ask the attention of the hon. member for Monck for a
few moments, while we caretully diseuse it.

Mr. McCALLUM. Well, talk about it then ; but you are
simply standing still.

Mr. DAVIES. We cannot hope to convince the hon.
gentleman if he will turn away and not try to understand
the section.

Kr. MoCALLUM. Let the hon. gentleman go on, and
f not stand there saying nothing.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order, order.

Mr. DAVIES. The hon. gentleman is most unreuson.
able. If he will listen to me a moment, he will see that
from the standpoint from which we view this section it is
absolutely essential that the amendment should be accepted ;
for if I were a revising officer, acting as a judicial oficer,
I certainly would not put the construction on this section
that the Prime Minister intimates he would put upon
it. Now, the First Minister's explanation of the prelimi-
nary revision is simply this: Instead of being a revision
in the legal sense of the term, where a preliminary list is
taken and alterations made, in accordance with legal cvi-
dence and with legal rules, which would do justice to both
sides and ensure an impartial list, it is simply a preliminary
making up of names. Let us see what antecedent work is
to be done before you come to this revision. The revising
officer has to obtain a certified copy of the revised list of
voters. He then obtains a certifled copy of the assesment
roll, and from those two sources of information he i sup.
posed to gather sufficient information to enable him
to make up a proper voters' list. But inasmuch as
he has not local knowledge, the First Minister says
that the officer must look about and get some
additional information. After he has gained all possible
information from the assessment roll, the votera' list, and
from private letters sent to him by those who wish to add to
or subtract from the list, and all information from any
source to which ie hias applied, he then takes the list and
prints it. He is directed to furnish a copy of that printed
list-a list made up after he has exhausted all sources of
information-to every official in the county. More than
that. It must be made up according to electoral sub-
divisions, to ensure that those who possess local knowledge
will be able to examine it, and see if fair play has been
done. Then, if you object to any names, you have to give
notice a week before the revision to the revising officer
that you object to a certain name or names ; or if you wish
to place a name on the list, you have to give a similar
notice. Then the court is held in a public place in the
county, and it must be intended that such shall a publie
court in the sense in which that term ais generally under-
stood, where there is a presiding judge, who will decide on
the conflicting evidence given by both sides. Take my own
county. A revision is to be held at Charlottetown.
Say I object to 100 names of men who live about
eighty miles away in one part of the county, and in
he same way to a number of names of persons who
live at the other end of the county. If those 200
men do not come to the court on the day named, what
will be the result ? The First Minister tells as that this is
not going to be a public court-that the men need not
come in. What, then, is the meaning of all the notices te be
given a week beforehand, the publishing of the list in
every electoral sub-division, notice to the returning offier,
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that I am going te objeot to John Mmith's nam, if, when
the court is opened, the returning oSeer is able to say: I
have received a private note from John Smith, and i will
put him on or off the list as Il plse e? Tb js npt going
to be a revision, when a partisan returning officer can add
or strike off names without hearing evidenoe. Lot the
Firet Minister etrike these sections out of the Bili-the
whole thing is worse than a farce, because you impose on
those who want the list to be corret a høsvy expenditgre
for travelling 80 or 100 miles to see whether the objection
is going to be sustained or not, and then the revising officer
can say, following the lapgngegoof the Fiost Ni iser: This
is.not a revision-; I have letters boforq me ie rQgard to these
cases, you can come up again on the final revision,"
This scheme, as outlined by the First Minister, is one that
will work serions injustice, if there is a particle of partisan-
ship in the returning officer. At the final revision the
parties will again haveo to iur A like eppnge. Kit4er
strike out the preliminary revision altogether, or
strike out from the Bii 4J1 provsions which primd
facie would lead any reasonable man to imagine
that there was to be a real revision of some kind. Thie, I
say, will be worse than a faioe ; because, instoad of taking
evidence ho will decide questions on private letters. The,
draughtsman of the ]Bil muet h&ve iatended this to be a real
revision, and in order to have such the revision officer must
go to the locality. IL is monstrous-it is an injustice of the.
worst kind to drag men 50, 60 or 80 miles te sustain appi-
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year, and therefore the cry of expense i not a just cry.
The list made in the first year is to be te bauis for all
future years. It must, therefore, be fought out then; and it
is essential that it be fought out justly and fairly to both
sides, and fought ont in the locality where the voters live.
The system which centralises the p:eliminary revision, 70
or 80 miles from where the voters live, is an unjust system,
and will be worked to the advantage of one party if the
revising officer allows himself to be made a partisan, which
I am afraid he will do in some cases-I do not say in ail.
I hope this matter will not be treated in the spirit of levity
that the hon. member for Monck (Mr. McCallum) displays
towards it ; it is too serious a matter to be so treated. If
there is a clause in this Bill that requires exhaustive and
thorough discussion, this is the clause. I believe the whole
Bill hinges upon it. In its present shape I look upon it as
worse Lhan the revising barrister or the Indian clause. The
putting on the list of 100 or 200 Indians is not so bad as
the clause that enables the revising officer, in my con-
stituency, for instance, to put 600 or 700 persons on the
list who he thinks should have votes, and does not give me
an opportunity to have the list revised in the locality
where the men live, and where I could bring evidence to
show that they did not own property and had not the
right to vote. I trust the matter will receive greater
consideration than it has yet received, and that hon. mem-
bers will not treat it lightly, because I look upon this
clause as one of the most serions in the Bill.

CUUUFIM Io au Dames,.or IozS >Je UvicuLauun. .Lac mirs WMr. MULOOK. The committee adjourned last night inMinister has deliberately placed on the list in my county the hope I think that a night's reflection would enable us800 or 900 names, well knowing that not one of themen will pe, I .hink, that .nis refie Th Boll,énblou
be entitled to vote. He compels the revisign offieer to put te find some fair solution to this problem. The Bill, Lu pro.
them on thé list, because he saye thé poilbok mustgovern viding for a court of revision, contemplates both parties
you as to making up the first list. l order to have those being able to be present, but it is quite clear that ut the
names struck out I shall have to procure evidence fromn court of revision proposed it will be practically impossible
many-quarters. It is going to cosL an enormous amonut of for the public to be présent. I think there is a fair middle
money to bring such evidence into court, and even thon the course which, if adopted, would be productive of no harm,

judge may tell me: I have a private letter from your and would, perhaps, accomplish the main objeet of the
opponent, aud I arn not going to strike thé names of. I mover of the Bill. It is idle to go through the form of offer-
appeal to the common sense and bonesty of the committee ing to thé electorate a court unless they cau take advantage
to say whether they approve of such a scheme. It is ver of that court. The map of the Dominion, especially of the
well for thé hon. member for Monck (r. MoCall'a) tos Province of Ontario, furuishes sufficient proof that the pub-
there and laugh. falic will not be able to attend the court. Some of the ridings

in the Province of Ontario are of extraordinary shapes and
Mr. McCALLUM. The hon. gontleman makes a man of proportions. Take, for example, the riding of North

straw and thon kinocks him down. Re Always does so. Ontario, which is, I believe, over 100 miles in length, and
Mr. DAVIES. What is the straw ? Ia it that the in some places only oight or ton miles in width. It is idle

revision is not intended to be a real révision, but that the to offer to the electorate of that riding the advantages of a
returning officer will take lettre of private information court which is to ait in but one part of the riding, because
furnished, not publicly, but privately; not given on o.atb, it must, on the average, be nearly fifty miles distant
but in some other way, and decide the matter aitting in hie fom the homes of the electorate. An objection
private oMce and not in a court. The seventeenth section may be made against a name upon the list, and
provides that the revising officer shal publicly proceed to the judge is obhged to adjudicate upon that objection ut
the preliminary revision of the list, basing such revision o this prehlminary court of revision according to the evidence
thé évidence and statementa before hum, sud so on. It i thon before him. The person who makes the objection may
no doubt on the word " statements," that the First Minister be the only person present to give évidence upon it; the
bases his explanation. lu large constituencies where there man whose name is objected to may be at home fifty miles
are 6,000 or 7,000 votera, the expense involved in producing or more distant; therefore, the revising officer will be
evidence.will be so large that no man of moderate means entitled to decide on the ex parte statement of the objector,
will be able to bear it unles lie is supplied with money by and so the matter will go by default against the respondent.
some association. It opens thé door by which a réturnin Lt is quite clear thon that the names of many persons may
officer can do wrong without laying himself open te unish- begot off the list by any one deciding to take advantage of
ment or impeachment. It isa a cheme by which an unjuat their difficulties, or their distance from the place where the
revising officer can make up the lists so that they will ail court is ield. I endorse the suggestion made at the close
be in favor of one party. It will not be a just revision, but of the sitting last night by the lon. member for North
one which may contain the names of those only on one side. Wentworth (L. Bain), that the powers of the reviaing
No doubt, semé judges would pay very little attention to the officer at this preliminary sitting shall be limited to the
statemente of the First àtmiséer with respect tO the adding of names to the list, and that hé shal not have
scheme, and would décide caes on evidence sujbmitted. power to strike off. I think that would to some extent
I subinit that the preliminary reviuion is the ma revision, overcome the objections now offered to the clause.
especially in this case, wben you or making gp tbe -votrs' lr. CAXU9ON (Ruron). The clause undp.r 4iwMenOsn
liât er the rMt tiame, It is s uggA b, Q p.sd W ary i s ofn« the most impor4ant alsaaps in th w4rple uL Its

Mr. DavIus.
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importace cannot be thoroughly appreciated without eare- barristaislboumd by Bithe0rules witb respect to the
ful consideration, not only of clause 15, but of clauses 13, 14, aooeptance and e o trial
17, 25 and 39, ail of which are intimately connected with it. as fully as if hê were a judge of any county court. Section
The importance Of this Bill is not sufficiently appreciated139 depiots the pewers and authorities with which this court
by hon. gentlemen opposite, because they take their views;lainve8ted. The revising officer shah bave the power to sun-
from the bon. the First Minister, who, last night, declared mon witneoses and obtain neoemary information to perfect
that he attached no importance to this clause, and had even hie listadud power f0 piih persons sunroned, 'who ne-
some doubts whether it ought not to be dropped altogether. gleet to attend, as fora oowtempt of court. Readingsections
Now I could understand the proposition of the First 25 and 39 in connection with section 15, the hou. gentleman
Minister if it were a proposition that the revising barrister, will se that this prelininary court for the revision of
in the first instance, should have the power himself of voters' lista is a court cbarged with the authority and power
creating a voters' list on the basis of the information he is that is vested in a superior court of record in any Province.
authorised te get under the 12th clause of the Bill. Under Âny power which ean be vetd in a superior court of
that clause, he is authorised by law to procure from the record ia vested in this court for the prehiminary investi-
local authoriies a certified copy of the assesment rolland gation of the voter' li The Firt Minister want
a certified copy of the last revised list of voters. He isthe Houe Vo believe that the reviaing officer ean act upon
also authorised by the amendment of the First Minister to any letter sent to him by any elector or non-electer. I
procure from the local authorities a certified copy of the deny that. If the Bil passes in its present ahape, the
votera' lists for the last local election; and in Prince reviaing officer is a judge, with the saie power and
Edward Island he is authorised to procure a certified copy rights posesed by a jndge, and hoe au only act
of the poli book at the last election. If from according to the rulea of evidence in the Province in
this material the revising officer were authorised which the court is held. The 1Tth section points eut the
to prepare the votera' lista in the first instance, I duties the reviaing officer is to disoharge. lie has Vo pro-
conld understand that proposition, apd there should be a final ceed, after public notice, in a public way te investigate hs
revision held in open court in the several municipalities votera' 11eV, and the evidence muet le given in the saine
at which applications can be made to have names put on way as in an ordiusry court. The First Minister wants us
and off the list. I could understand that proceeding, but Ito understand that it is not necesary that anyone ahould
cannot understand the necessity of this preliminary court of attend, that it would bc perfect folly for anyone te attend
revision for the revision of the voters' lists prepared by the in person, because the power of the revising officer la
revising officer from the data supplied to him by the local purely miniaterial power. ne is simply te put on the
authorities. You will find, by reference to the Bill, that names of any persens who ought te le put on the votera'
from this data the revising officer is authorised himself te lit. If the First Minitor'a interpretation is correct, what
prepare the list. After he bas prepared the list, he is con- is thecmeauing of clause 15, whiih compels persona Vo give a
pelled to procure a sufficient number of copies to be printed notice ta the rovising officer of those whom thcy May
and circulated among the local officials. By section 13, object te? That indistes that there is some issue te bc
copies have to be posted up in the offices of the clerks of the ricd. The only way in which that cau be tricd is the way
municipality and others, and by clause 14, as amended, two the law prescribes, and that is laid down in section l'.
copies are te be sent to every postmaster in the electoral Clause 15 presupposes that there will be a court for the
district, 'who shall post them up and keep them trial; otherwiae the notice required te bc given wenld li
posted up from the time of the first publication an absurdity. If the revising ofIcer is enly bouud Vo hold
to the time of the sitting of the court of revision. Ieue court in an doctoral district with a population of per-
could understand these several clauses if the power of the lips 30,000 individuals, the inevitable resuit will bc that
revising officer stopped there, until it became necessary te one mn in the district eau compel overyoue else te attend
make the final revision of the votera' lista. Se far he is that court under the penalty et having bis came struck off.
empowered by this Bill to obtain from the local authorities The revising offleer la noV bound tO take evidence as te a
the material from which lie will be enabled te make up the man's riglt te put on, not even the assesament rolsud
votera' list. Ho is compelled te publish the list, and if his the votera' liât me aet upon otihor tetimony, sud can
duties were then limited to a final revision by him of the put names on withont any evidence wbat.ver. If yen
votera' list so ciroulated and distributed, giving ail parties object te their being ou snd give the neesry notice, the
opportunities of being heard, I could understand this pro-persona objected to muet attend Vhs court or the naies
vision. But ho is compelled by section 15 te do more than will le struck off. Tic offeet cf thia clAus moat serieum,
that. On the publication of the list, any person who secs and I am satisfied'that neither the Fwst kinister nor bis
fit te complain of any names upon it is authorised to give supporters have realised the gravity cf the situa-
notice te the revising officer and te the person complained tien, and the inevitable rSuIt which wilI follow
againat of his objection, and by section 15, after the tVe if thi clae is carried n ita integrity. Now, it
fixed for the giving of such notice, one week before the la perftly elear that yen eau compol the attend-
day fixed for such preliminary revision, the revising officer ancetfan eleefor if you see fit, nuder penalty et putting
is compelled te hold court. Why ? What is the object? hie name off the ot. ne -as te travel te the county
Who are bound to attend ? The revising officer, under own, perlis30, 50, or 70 uies, i some coses; and if ho
section 15, is bound te hold this court, an open court, a deesnoV attend, or "Io" sin.professionain te at-
court of record, a court having all the power and authori- tend for hlm, hie name la fable te be strack off the votera'
ties vested in it that an ordinary court of record has-he is list. Them inoeprovision, eventhat he eau attend by
bound to consider ail the complaints made against the votera' proxy r by attoney. I apprehend that under clause 17,
lista as prepared by himself. Section 25, you will find, if liewishes Me naine to romin ke mut attend hlmacif,
defines what bis authorities and powers are to be. HIe is to and satisfy tlicreviuune officer that li lasa right te have
have all the power of any court of record in tbe Province, hie nameon Vhe voters lot. Now, lookat the consoquence
as to compelling the attendance of witnesses, the production of that, Vhe trouble, the aunoyance, the erpense te whieh
of books and documents, and the taking of evidence under the eleefor of aby particular contituency will le put by
oath, and generally all the power necessary te enable him reason of thisprolimiuary r«e'lion. Then there le another
to carry out all the purposes of the Act. It is nonsense te point ot gret eoouqueno& Under flua clame 15, and tle
sy that this preliminary court is of no consequence, that it courtti.tj thoriWito 1. heldo"r i4,asd under claues
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of the preliminary list, is a court of record. It has all the
powers of a court of record ; it tries the case upon the
meritse; it investigates the right of a man to be on the voters'
list. Now every lawyer knows perfectly well that when a
case is tried upon the merits the court cannot try that case
again; it has passed beyond the region of discussion unless'
upon appeal. But we are told by hon. gentlemen opposite
that this is a court for the preliminary investigation, and
that there is another appeal from the judgment of the
revising officer who revises the liEst under the preliminary
court of revision. I doubt that. I am strongly of opinion
that if complaint is made te the revisingofficer at the court
held for the preliminary revision, and if the case is tried and
evidence is gone into on both sides, and judgment given, that
concludes any further investigation as to the right to voe or
not with respect to that voters' list. Now, if that is so, the
effect will be that if a person does not attend at the first court,
believing that he has a right to have his name put on at
the second court, thon if my interpretation of the clause is
correct, in that case the man is deprived of his vote alto-
gether; otherwise lie has got to attend the preliminary
court and the court for the final revision of the voters' list.
But even supposing the interpretation of the First Minister
is correct, and that he as a right to attend or not, as he
likes, at the preliminary court for the investigation of the
voters' list in the first instance; and suppose he is correct
that the man has a right by law to attend at the second
court and to have hie right then fully adjudicated,
look at the trouble, the expense, and the annoyance
to which the electors of the country are likely to be
put by being called to attend at two courts when one
is quite sufficient . If the First Minister's interpretation
is correct, it is clear that every elector in every electoral
district in the whole Dominion can be compelled to attend
the first court for the proliminary investigation, and again
be called upon to attend at the final revision. The revising
officer, of his own mere motion, may issue an order and
compel them to attend in both cases. I have been
unable to discover upon what principle the First Minister
can justify the holding of two courts for the revision of the
voters' list, even in the first year. What does the clause
mean, if my interpretation is not correct ? I challenge the
First Minister to tell me what other meaning it can have.
What are the duties of the revising officer at this first
court ? The First Minister tells us that all ho has got to
do is to recoive a letter or some communication, and sit in
his private office and prepare the votera' list from them.
Look at the hon. gentleman's Bill. Is that what this Bill
calls for ? It calls for a great deal more than that. If the
hon. gentleman's view is the view that he wants to
prevail with respect to this revision, then let him so mould
and modify this clause as to carry ont that view. If he
leaves this Bill as it stands, thon his view cannot be car-
ried out under this clause of the Bill. Now I have said that
I could understand the hon. gentleman's proposition if it
had been that from the data which the revising officer is
to proceed upon under clause 12, namely, a certified copy of
the asseesment roll, a certified copy of the voter' list, and
a certified copy of the old poil boo, with such other evi-
depce as the revising officer could gather, that he could
prepare a voter's list upon this data in the first instance,
and that that list should be the list upon which the final
revisions should take place. I cau see the simplicity and
the inexpensiveness of that, although this puts extraordi-
nary powers into the hands of the revising officers, although
those who see fit to complain have a remedy at the court
of revision. But thon, what is the necessity for this
double machinery, for this double-barrelled gun that shoots
one way ? What is the necessity of complicating the
machinery in the mode the hon. gentleman proposes?
There can h but one purpose. Sir, we know perfectly
welliwho this revisi officer will be; we know perfectly
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well who the clerk of the revising officer will be, and who
his constable will be. We know that in every munici-
pality those officiais, appointed by this Government, the
creatures of the Government, the hangers-on of this Govern.
ment, will be canvassing agents for this Governmont in every
manicipality, aided and assisted as they will be by the
local Conservative association in every one of these con-
tests ; and rest assured that no Conservative whose right
is in question, or whose right is unquestioned, will be left off
that list. They will not require to go to the expense of ap-
pealing, but the gentlemen upon that board, when the pre-
paration takes place, will take care that the Liberals who
are not represented within that board will be left off, and
they will be called upon to incur all this expense, and
worry and annoyance, simply to gratify the hon. gentle.
man's dosire to throw impediments and obstacles in the way
of the Liberal electoral body gotting upon this voters' list.
Sir, if the hon. gentleman wanted to act fairly in this mat-.
ter, and wanted to allow the electors of this country to go
upon the voters' list upon the most economical, in
the toast exponsive and least troublosome way,
there is a way by which it can be done. If
we are bound to have a Dominion franchise,
let the revising officer, vested with unlimited power, pre-
pare the voters' list and give an appeal. That is all we
want. We want plenty of time to file an appeal from the
adjudication of the revising officer in order that our rights
may be conserved. But if we are going to have a revision,
there is only one thing to do: It is in the interests of the
people to compel the revising officer to attend in the local
municipality, instead of compelling large constituencies,
with pearhaps 5,000 voters, to dance attendance at the office
of the reviesing officer, perhaps 50 or 60 miles away-it is to
compel the rovising officer, to whom we propose to pay a
handsome salary, to attend in the local municipality where
the voters' list is to be prepared, and so that the people may
not be obliged to incur enormous expense in making appeals.
In the colony of Australia there is an elictoral registrar. His
powers are not those vested in this revising officer. The
head of the office, charged with the administration of that
particular branch of the service, sends blank cernificates of
the right to vote to the different electoral registrars. Any
individual who wants his name placed on the list can either
go orsend to the registrar, satisfy himas tohisqualification,
and then lie has a right to obtain a certificate. lu some of
the colonies the electoral registrar is bound to leave a blank
certificate at the residence of, or send it by mail, post paid,
to every individuat in the constituency; and that indivi-
dual fills up the blank, sends it to the revising officer and
his name is put on the list, and subsequently upon proger
notice being given the revising officer proceeds t' revise
the liet in the manner prescribed by law. If the First Kin-
ister would adopt that simple, cheap, convenient system, it
is one which would meet with the approbation of the eleo-
tors. The ion. gentleman if he wants to do right as
between the people and the Government must modify this
Bill. He must compel the revising officer to hold his court
in the municipality in question. The hon. gentleman tells
us, why go there; look at the expense and trouble. But if
the hon. gentleman is bound to enter upon the dangerous
experiment of creating a Dominion voters' list, if he is
bound at the end of 18 years to enter upon this experimont,
he must enter upon it with true sense of all the consequences
that must inevitably follow such an experiment. one of the
results is that a large additional expense will be entailed
upon the country and upon the candidates of both political
parties in order to have the voters' list properly prepared.
If, therefore, the hon. gentleman is bound to enter upon an
experiment of such a doubtful and dangerous character be
should not allow a few thousand dollars to stand between the
rights of the people and the hopes of the Government.
What does it matter for a few thouand dollars if a few
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thonsand individuals are to be disfranchised, as they cor-
tainly will be under this Bill. It is a bagatelle: hon. gen-
tlemen opposite ought not to consider it for a moment. If
the FirstMinister is bound to have the rovising offlcer prepare
a preliminary list, ho should compel that officer, although it
may cost some additional thousands of dollars, to attend in
the local municipalities and revise the list where he wil be lin
possession of local information and will ho able to prepare
a correct list. Although our appeals have not had much
effect on the First Minister, I still hope the hon. gentle-
man's botter judgment will pravail. Hon. gentlemen
remind me that the First Minister is not present to hear
tho suggestion. That is the difficulty, that bas beon the
difflculty throughout this discussion. We discuss these
questions on fair and business-like principles; yet the man
in charge of theBill--and there is no momber opposite who
knows anything about it, if the hon. gentleman knows any-
thing about it himself is almost persistently absenting
himself from the floor of the House. How doos ho
know whether reasonable suggestions are made or not? He
comes in the House and tells us, after the matter has been
discussed for hours: "I cannot receive any suggestions
from bon. gentlemen opposite; my Bill is perfect as it is."
The bon. gentleman claims that ho can keep out of the
House while important suggestions are under discussion and
still understand the discussion. lie trusts to the hon.
member for North Perth, who thinks these clauses do not
require discussion. That bon. gentleman is prepared to ac-
cept the provisions, however disgraceful they may bo. In
fact, hon. gentlemen opposite are prepared to swallow the
Bill holus-bolus. They cheer the First Minister when ho
moves a clause of this bill--they would equally cheer the
First Minister if he were to introduce a Bill to disfranchise
the Liberal party of Ontario. The hon. member for North
Perth would cheer that proposition. I say it is unfair that
the responsible head of the Government should be absent
from his place in Parliament while grave and important
questions are being discussed, and 1 hope the people, whon
they have the opportunity of pronouncing on his conduct,
and I hope they will have that opportunity soon, will deal
out to the hon. gentleman and bis friends the punishment
they doserve.

Mr. IIESSONJ. The hon. gentleman has referred to the
temporary absence of the leader of the Government. The
hon, gentleman, if ho considered the time the First Minister
spent in this House listening to the debates that take place
here, ehiefly by hon. gentlemen opposite, would not have
made such an insinuation. Hon. gentlemen have discussed
this clause t.ntil they have tired themselves, and until the
House and the country are tired of listening to them. The
hon. gentleman bas quite forgotten that the leader of bis
own party is constantly absent; ho has quito overlooked
the fact that we are obligod to listen to second and third-
class individual. Members on the back benches have come
forward and taken up positions on the front benches. No
wonder the First Minister is sometimes absent whon the
leader of the Opposition, who is responsible for this delay,
doe not think it worth while to romain in the House and
listen to the speeches of those who have come to the front
and displaced the usual occupants of those bonches.

Mr. EDGAR. I am glad we have been entertained by
hearing a second or third-class speech from the other side.
The hon. gentleman who last spoke complained because the
leader of the Op.osition was not making a speech cvery
day. The leader of the Opposition, the hon. gentleman
knows very well, has made important speeches on the most
important clauses of this Bill, and not one of those speeches

as been answered yet. The lonly objection which i heard
offered by the First Minister to the amendment of the hon.
member for Queen's (Mr. Davies), tending towards makingj
the Bill more fair and more workable, was this: That thel
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preliminary list which we are now considering is a very
trifling matter; and is not a list of any importance what.
ever, and therefore the Prime Minister says it is right that
the revising offlcershould hold one meeting in only one place
in the whole electoral district. i think I can show the
committee that the list provided for by this Bill is not only
an important one, but that the hearing at which the list is
made is altogether the most important provided for under
the Act. low is it made ? Take a riding where we have
not a judge but a revising offlcer appointed by the Govern-
ment, which will be the case in a large number of the elector-
al districts in Ontario, and a still larger number in Quebec
and other Provinces. We will assume that the revising offm.
cor is a partisan, that ho is desirous to help his party, perhaps
honestly and perhaps not honestly, that he is at any rate
prejudiced in favor of his party, and is much more willing
to accept statements, as ho bas to accept them under this
Bill, and to receive information as he is allowed to do under
this Bill, from bis political friende, than from any one else
as to who shall or who shall not ho put on the list. We
find him approaching the settlement of the subject in that
frame of mmd. He has before him the draft list whioh bas
been prepared under section 12, and surely under that
section the First Minister gave him plenty of discretionary
and arbitrary power, without giving him any further such
power where ho holds the meeting for preliminary revision
of the list. At this meeting ho bas power to correct the
list by adding on or striking off names, aud on what mate-
rial ? He bas evidence for one thing, and then ho has "state.
ments " which may be made to him, and hoecan evon do his
work on "linformation." le takes the old list with which he
bas already dealt, and ho finds that ho bas not had material,
when ho made that first list, to find out the names of very
large classes of voters who under this Act will be entitled
to vote. For instance, in Ontario, ho had no moans of find.
ing out the tenants entitled to vote on rentali; because,
although the First Minister bas made a change ain the direc-
tion of allowing tenants who appear to bequalified in
respect of property valued on the roll at 8150, still ho bas
made it absolutely impossible to fini out from the assessmont
roll, or any other official information, who are the tenants
which are entitled to be put on the list, irrespective of the
value of the property. Thon ho cannot find fron the
assessment roll whether incomo voters have been rosidents
for a year before the first of January previously, and lie
cannot put themu on until ho comes to the preliminary
revision. H cannot find out wh> are the w4ge-carnurs
who are qualified by income in kind as well as in
money, and as to this very large class of voters ho can only
Lget bis information for the first time at the prcliminary
revision. He will not find out the name of the landowners'
sons whom he has enfranchised, following the example of
the Ontario Act, until ho bolde this preliminary meeting.
Thon there is anotber franchise, and a very goaol one, that
of the fishermen who are qualifled partly in respect of realty
and partly in respect of personalty. He cannot add this
class of voters frQm the assessment roll or the provincial
voters' list, so they will have to be dealt with at the
preliminary revision, and yet the hon. gentleman says that
this meeting is a very unimportant one. On consideration,
it seems perfectly clear that this is altogether the most
important sitting which will bo held in connection with
these lists, because surely when that sitting is held, the
revising officer id not going to leave ail these classes for the
final revision. Sarely after taking ali the trouble in
preparing this list, ho will not leave ail this work for the
final revision. Suroly ho will not hold the prehiminary
revision for nothing. By section 25 of this Bill, the revis-
ing officer at the preliminary revision will have ail the
powers of a court of record. I assume that ho will exer-
cise those powers, that ho will receive evidence in a legal
and proper way, which will prevent fraud and false-
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hood, and allow the true facts to be brought out.i
I could not have believed it possible that anyone couldi
have thought of placing such an interpretation as the1
First Minister has put upon that clause, because by
section 25 the revising officer is clothed with the power
of a court of record for the purpose of the preliminary
revision as well as of the final revision; but still the
First Minister has explained that more statements of
fact may be received and acted upon by him-mere lot-
ters and memoranda I suppose; and if ho receives a letter
from bis political friends and acquaintances, ho will natu-
rally attach more weight to it than ho will to anything ho
receives from some one ho does not know or from a political
opponent. Then is it not an extraordinary thing to sup-
pose that a good vote which may be put on this list from
the assessment roll, may be struck off and destroyed by the
revising officer on a more letter or an ex porte statement
without the party complained against being present, not
being able to come? The onus is thrown on thevoter who
is thus treated of going to the trouble and expense of
appearing before the final court of revision. But the case
is worse than that; not only may the revising offi-
cor act on statements, but on information. A state-
ment we might assume to be written, but mere
information may be gossip, ramor, or verbal allegation.
The fact that these extraordinary and arbitrary powers
are in the estimation of the First Minister given to this
officer at that preliminary meeting renders it all the more
important that the fullest publicity should b given of bis
proceedings; that bis proceedings should not take place at
one end of a large county, it may ho, but in the midst of
the people, where they can have their eyes upon him, and
check him, and exorcise moral pressure to prevent any
impropriety or outrage of that kind. If any person goes
to that court and makes a statement or puts in a letter
asserting that my vote is bad, because the valuation of my
property is not sufficient, the onus is thrown upon me of
going to work and obtaining actual evidence at my own
expense to contradict that charge. Now, should I,if I live
at one end of a county, b called upon to go miles and miles
to the other end to do that? Surely if that outrage is to
be committed upon me, it should be done at my own door,
where I bave the opportunity at the least possible exponse
to rectify it. Now, the first list is made by the revising
officer in private, and upon his own information. We have
objected, and still strenuously object, to entrusting an officer
with powers of that kind at all. Surely that is bad
enough. But this revision is set out in the Act to be a public
revision. It would be really public in a city or town; the
electoral districts which bappen to be composed of cities
and towns will not suffer. It is only the rural districts
that will suffer from the defeat of this amendment; and
surely it cannot be that the Goverument desire to discrim.
inate against the rural districts in favor of cities and towns
-to give cities and towns, where Conservative majorities
generally prevail, easy opportunities of attending this
court, and to make it almost impossible .in rural constitu-
encies, where the reverse is ge- erally the case, to get
mistakes rectified. What are these notices for, which are so
elaborately provided in this Act? What is the use of the
distribution of the lists to members, and to sheriffs,
wardens, mayors, clerks of the peace and treasurers, or
other corresponding officers, if it is not to give publicity ?
And how can we get publicity if you hold the court in one
particular part of the electoral district? The result is
briefly this: That a Conservative vote, by this machinery,
can be got on the list with the greatest possible ease, and a
Reform vote can be got off with the greatest possible ease,
upon statements or information, and any wrongs eau only
be set right at great expense to the parties, either at the
preliminary revision or the final revision. The objections
we have to the first secret list made by the revising oficer
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still remain. That clause is passed; but bere we have a
chance, by passing this amendment, to prevent the evil
being doubled and intensified by allowing this preliminary
revision to be held in a hole-and-corner way in one corner
of the electoral district.

Mr. CHARLTON. The hon. leader of the Government
last night informed us that this preliminary revision was
important, in that it was to be the basis of the list, and it
was desirable to make it the basis of a good list. Then it
should be held with due regard to public convenience and in
such a manner as to en able the revising officer to do bis
work properly, and it cannot be said that1the mode pro-
vided in the Bill of holding the preliminary court of revi.
sion will produce the results that the right hon. gentleman
professes to be anxious to obtain. But be stultifies him-
self later on by saying that it is doubtful whether it is worth
while to hold this preliminary revision at ail-that ho had
been advised by his friends that it was not necessary to do
so, and that ho himself had serious doubts whether it was
proper that this prelimiinary revision should bc held.

SirJOHN A. MACDONALD. That is a mistake; Idid
not say,$0.

Mr. CHARLTON. I do not refuse to accept the statement
of the First Minister; I have, perhaps, misunderstood bis
remarks. With regard to the preliminary revision, whether
the First Minister stated it was a matter of importance or
not, it is a very important matter. By section 17 the revis-
ing officer shall, on the day and at the time and place
appointed, publicly proceed to the revision of' the list,
basing such rovision on the evidence and statements before
him and the evidence of the persons who may then be pre-
sent to give information in support of, or in opposition to,
the objection. By clause 25, it is provided that the revising
officer shall, for the purpose of the preliminary revision of
the first general list of voters, have all the powers of a
court of record in the Province. By clause 39, ho nay
summon witnesses to attend and to produce if necessary
books, papers or other information, and punish persons for
contempt, who, on being subpenaed, refuse to attend. It
is claimed by the hon. member for Huron (Mr. Camoron),
and it is to be regretted the First Minister was not in his
seat to take notice of the objections used against this
clause, that the questions treated in this prelimiuary
court of revision were questions that could not or
need not necessarily be raised again. Whatever
action was taken by the revising officer on the
case of any individual was an action that need not be revis-
ed, and the individual aggrieved could not secure a revision
afterwards. This being the case, the courts should be held
at such times and places as will suit the convenience of the
population. One preliminary court of revision in an entire
riding will not be at all effectual. It will be held in a place
remote from the homes of many of the people, who may b
required to attend it, and the result will be a very small
minority of the electorate will take enough interest in the
matter to incur the expense and be subject to the incon-
venience of attending the court. If there is no general
attendance of the public, the work of the revising barrister
will be imperfectly performed, and the people will ho dis-
satisfied. These preliminary courts of revision should be
held at such places as wili meet the convenience of the
public, and seocure an efficient performance of the work.
Take such a riding as my own, which the right hon. gentle-
man has made 50 miles in length and 4Î wide in one place,
composed of parts of two counties, no part of which bas a
county seat, and one portion of which has never been
associated in municipal affairs with the other portion.
It is absurd to expect the inhabitants to cross from one
part of the county to the other to attend this
court. Take the county of North Brant which is
65 or 70 miles long and in one place a few rods in
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width, and which comprises portions of three counties. I
is absurd to suppose the inhabitants of North Brant wil
assemble at one common centre at the same day, as notified
by the revising officer, for the purpose of attending the
preliminary revision of the voters' list in that riding. Th
hon. gentleman said he adopted the scheme to coax th
people to send in their claims by letter, but the Bill pro
vides that the claims must be drawn in a legal manner and
couched in legal pbraseology. Is there one elector in
every hundred who will feel himself competent to draw up
his application in the form prescribed in this Bill ? Under
the non-resident provision in the Ontario Act, it is diffi.
cult to get people to give notice to the township clerk to
have their names put on the list, although no special form
is required; how much more difficalt then will it be to get
people to send in their applications under this clause ? The
hon. gentleman objects to the amendment of my hon.
friend from Queen's (Mr. Davies) on the score of increased
expense and of loss of time to the revising officer. He
fears that if these courts are held in the different muni-
cipalities it will be impossible, on account of the increased
amount of time required to appoint county judges as revis-
ing barristers. I do not see that it will take much more
time to hold courts in the various municipalities than. to
have the labor performed at a central court. The only ad-
ditional time involved would be the time consumed in
travelling from one point to another. The work itself will
take as much time at one point as it would if the court
weio held at different points, as conve ient. If it is propor
there sbould be a court of revision, the work should be
doue efficiently, and if that work can be done more
efficiently by holding courts in several municipalities the
hon, gentleman should provide to have them held in the
different municipalities. He objects to this motion on the
ground of increased expense. Of all men, he is the last
who would be supposed to raise an abjection on the ground
of expense. The objection we bave urged against the wvhole
measure, from the beginning, is that it involves unnecessary
expense, but if the Bill is to be worked at all it ought to be
worked properly. If the expense necessary for working
the Bill is to be incurred at all, let it be made as perfect as
possible. Having determined to incur the large amount
necessary to work the Bill, we should not halt with a view
to save $3,000 or $4,000 and so to impair the efficiency of
the measure.

Every development in the discussion of this Bill shows
the utter folly on the part of the right hon. gentleman in
tinkering with the provincial franchises. There has not
been a successful attempt to show that this BiJh was a
necessity.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. I hope the hon, gentleman is not
going to discuss the Bill.

Mr. CHARLTON. I am discussing the point raised as
to the expense, and in connection with that I am pointing
out that the Bill is an utter piece of folly, because it entails
unnecessary expense in substituting this for the provincial
franchises. This Bill is promoted by one man, or perhaps
by two men, the First Minister and the member for North
Perth (Mr. flesson). It is a measure that was not asked
by the country or by any portion of this House. It may
be supported, but it is not urged or supported in debate by
any considerable portion of this flouse. If we make an
appeal with regard to any feature of the Bill, to whom do
we appeal ? Do we appeal to the majority of this House ?
No, we appeal to Cæsar, we appeal to the leader of this
House, who devised the Bill, who drafted it, who introduced
it, who urges it, who promotes it. It is not the country's
Bill, it is not the Bill of the party on the other side even.
Scarcely a man stands up to advocate it. Thero is no
one empowered to allow any modification of the Bill. The
right )ion. gentleman is the Cesar to wbom it is

t all lef t, and when he is absent, as ho very often
l is, we are talking te empty air, we are talking,
d it is true, to a solid majority, but it is also a
e stolid majority, and noue of them seems to have any
e power in reference to the matter. It is a one-man Bill. It
e will be a monument to the man who promotes it. It is a

monument that will not last long. The right hon, gentle-
man may outlive the monument he has erected. It will be

i changed, but in any case it will be a monument of folly
which will not redound to the credit ofthe right hon, gentle-
man.

It is wiso foir us to be guided by the lamp of experi-
ence, for us to profit by the experience and example
of others. I do not suppose, wise as hon. gentlemen on the
other side are, that human wisdom will die with them, or
that human wisdom commenced with them. Some of the
termas used in this Bill are copied from the English Act, and
I cal attention to the fact that the preliminary revision of
the voters' list in the parent country is conducted in a dif-
forent manner from that which is proposed in this Bill.
The revision of the preliminary voters' lists in England is
conducted by officors of the people. The overseors of the
poor make the lists, and afterwards the rovising officer
decides upon appeal from those lists. He is not even
appointed until after the proliminary list is arranged. I
will read the provision of the English Act.

Mr. McCALLUM. Point it out te the reporter.
Mr. CHARLTON. I think, in the interests of hon. gen-

tleman opposite, this discussion requires that we should
give them lino upon line, precept upon precept, bore a little
and there a little, and, when wo have done that, I am
afraid very little impression is made upon those bon. gen-
tlemen.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Dispense; taken as roadi
Mr. CHARLTON. I am aware that hou. gentleman do

not take very much interest in this Bill. Thoy are quite
willing to believe that the hon. gentleman who has charge
of it knows all about it; they are willing to take his judg-
ment; but we are not, and it is our duty to appeal to the
reason of hon. gentlemen opposite, though it seems difficult
to reach it. The 12th section of the English Act provides
that the overseers of every parish or township shalh maike
up the list of voters between the hours of 10 and 4 o'clock.

Mr. CIIAIRMAN. I think the hon. gentleman is reading
clauses that relate to the preparation of the liste instead of
the revision.

Mr. CHARLTON. They are quite relevant te the pre-
liminary revision. One thing is related to the other.

Mr. McCALLUM. Let him go on; ho must put in the
time.

Mr. CHARLTON. Throughout this discussion upon a
measure which changes the constitutional foundation of
this Government, throughout this discussion of a measure
of infinitely greater importance than any that has ever
engaged the attention of this Parliament, a measure which
every member of this House should consider with a sincere
desire to do what is in the interest of this country and
what his duty te his constituents requires-I say that
throughout this discussion which the Opposition have
engaged in, not, surely, from any motive o gain, because
they are staying bore at their own expense-

Some hon. MEMBERS. No, they are not.

Mr. CH ARLTON. Yes, they are ; and I can warn lon.
gentlemen opposite that any attempt to increase our ses-
sional allowance on account of this matter will be resisted
by the Opposition-Il say, remaining here at our own
expense, and determined to resist any attempt to ineresse
the sessional allowance in consequence of remainiug here a
longer time--throughout the whole discussion which we
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have carried on, without any expectation of gain or roward,
we have becn constantly taunted with an assertion similar
Io that made a few moments ago, that we are talking
against time. Sir, I do not believe that we eau point to the
record of any parliamentary body in christendom in this
century, where any great measure such as this has been
discussed, where the discussion bas been less irrelevant than
the discussion upon this ncasure has been; and, Sir, in
future ages, when the student of history refers to the Han-
sard of Canada at this time, and reads the discussion upon
this great constitutional question which may yet shape the
destinies of this Dominion, that student, I venture to say,
will look with admiration upon the full and exhaustive dis-
cussion of every point at issue in this Bill; and whether
hon. gentlemen believe that or not, they are not
warrmnted in taunting the members of the Opposition
with speaking against time. We have no such
desire, we have no such intention. Whether we succeed in
discussing this question pertinently or not, whether our
speeches are relevant or not, whether we present our argu
monts concisely or not, we are laboring to present those
arguments and to conduct this discussion in such a way as
to influence the opinion of this House and the opinion of
this country; and, whether we are succeeding with this
House or not, Sir, we are succeeding with this country, and
if the hon. gentleman does not believe it I defy him to dis-
solve Ibis Parliament and appeal to the country; and, great
as his majority is to-day, he will come back here with that
majority reversed; and if he does not believe it let him try
it. Sir, we have no fears of an appeal to the people, but he
has. Hie bas a fear of going back to the people; even with
his Gerrymander Act, even with the dice loaded as they
were in 1882, ho dare not appeai to that same constituency
again, and so he is now engaged in perfecting the
most infamous measure that ever disgraced the Statute
Book of this country.

Now, with regard to this preliminary revision. Section
14 reads (the hon. gentleman read section 11). Without
troubling the House further with regard to this Act,
these overseers of the poor go on to revise the list, to take
off and put on the names, according to the evidence
furnished to them; and this revised list, this list revis-
ed by the overseers of the poor, the officers of the peo-
ple, this list under the English Act, which should form the
model for our Act, this list made by the officers of the peo.
ple and revised by the officers of the people, in a prelimin-
ary sense, is the list that is submitted to the revising bar.
risters appointed, not by the Government of the day, but by
the courts of the land, and appointed from year to year under
restrictions that prevent them from running for any office
within eighteen months of the day they were appointed.
I say the list prepared in this manner and revised by the
officers of the people, is the list that is submitted for final
revision, not to an appointee of the Crown, but to an
appointee of the judges of the land.

Now, Sir, I wish to refer to the case of one English colony ;
and I will say in connection with this matter that you can
find nO colony of the British Empire, you can find n@ com-
monwealth that derives its existence from the British Em-
pire, that has a measure such as this upon its Statute Book.
You can find no colony or state where the preparation and
preliminary revision of the voters' lists, and their final revi-
sion, are entrusted to an appointee of the Crown, or an ap-
pointee of the Government-not one of all the states and
commonwealths at the present time that derive their exist-
ence from England. The colony I wish to refer to as an
example is New Zealand, By the Statutes of 1866 the pre-
parution of the list in this colony is entrusted to an officer
who is appointed by the Governor, but the revision of the
list is not entruated to an appointee of the Government but
to an officer or revising barrister appointed by theo courts.
The Statute of 1875 takes from the Governor even the
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power of appointing an officer who shall prepare the
list, although the revision of the list was not in the
bauds of the Governor. It provides that the list shall
bo formed by the clerks of the municipality, counter.
signed by the mayor or presiding officer, and revised as
before provided by an officer of the court. I repeat that
there is no colony found in the British Empire in which
such a provision as that contained in this Bill obtains; that
in no colony in the British Empire, nor in Great Britain
i'self, are the rights of the people so trampled upon
and tampered with as they are under the provisions of this
Bill; that there is no colony in the Empire, except Canada,
where the rights of the people are not respected, and whero
the officers connected with the preparation of the lists
are not elected by the people and where they have not
a share in the formation of the voters' list, in the mode of
registering the voters, and in the control of the election
machinery. It is only here in Canada that the Governînent
is so lost to a sense of duty to the people, is se lost to a
sonse of the duty that devolves upon it as to attempt to
take into its bands the entire election machinery by provid-
ing that its own officers shall make the list, its own officers
shall preside at the preliminary revision of the list, its own
officers shall preside at the final revision of the lists, and
that the people through their own officers, elected by them-
selves, shall have no part whatever either in preparing the
preliminary list or the final revision of the list. i had other
references to turn to, but I wil not delay the House with
them. This Bill is unique in its provisions. It is a Bill that
will place Canada at the lowest point in the scale of the
colonies. It is a Bill that wi.b give us the unenviable dis-
tinction of being the only British commonwealth that
tramples on the rights of the people systematically
and with malice prepense, for through the action of
the Government it takes the election machinery into its
own hands and seeks to secure, through fraud and chicanery,
a decision which the honest will of the people would not
give. I have nothing more to say. I presume this little
amendment, this little boon, requiring that the revision
court shall b held in the municipality, in order to faciti-
tute the proper performance of the duty of the revisers,
will be denied us by the Cesar to whom we appeal, and
that he will insist on retaining the provision of the Bill,
which requires that the people of an entire riding, thon-
sands, perhape, in number, shall go to one common centre,
like the Jews of old to Jorusalem on the Feast of Pentecost,
tabernacled and boothed for days before they can get their
business attended to.

Mr. CASEY. The hon, gentlemen has stated that ho
bas been misunderstood as regards the language used by
him in respect of this claus<. The hon. member for Nor-
folk (Mr. Charlton) quoted the on. gentlemen as having
said that he considered this clause unimportant and ho
doubted whether it should be in the Bill at all. That is
what the hon. gentleman now says ho did not state. I have
Bansard bore, and I will read the hon. gentleman's
remarks, and wil leave it to the committee to say whether
our understanding of the words was not justified by the
words ho actually used. Whether ho intended to say some-
thing else or not is another question. The hon. gentleman
said:

" This is comparatively unimportant and the only doubt I have is as
to whether the clause should be in the Btil at all.'>
I ask the Committee whether any other meaning can be
placed on the words used by the hon, gentleman on that
occasion. The hon. gentleman farther said :

" This clause is only intended for the first settlement of the votera'
list under this Act. In the subsequent annual revision it is not Pro-
vided that there shall be a preliminary revirion."

According to the hon. gentleman's own words he considers
this section unimportant. I differ from him entirely. This
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j one of the most important clauses in the whole Bill. The
proceedings to be conducted under this section are termed
a preliminary revision of the voters' list. They are in no sense
a revision of the list, whether preliminary or final. They are
simply the completion of the making up of the list, and not the
revision of one. A glance at the wording of the section itself,
and at the explanations given by the right hon. gentleman,
shows that he intends it to ho a completion of the making
of the list, and not a revision at all. The right bon. gentle-
man says:

" In the first placé, the revising officer takes the revised assesament
roll, or the poli books, or the votera' list, as the case may be. Be takes
those books as primilfacie evidence. He makes out his list, showing
every name that the assessment roll shows to have a vote. He takes
other such information as ho can obtain, in order to add other names.
He publiehes that list. It goes to every municipality. He says: There
are the parties who, on an examination of the assesment roll. have a
right to vote. Then ho announces that he will hold a court-if a county
judge, in bis own office, and if a revising officer, in some other place ;
and ho will receive all papers sent in, applications that may be made
to be placed on the roll by mail or otherwise, and all objections made to
the names appearing on that roll. It is not required that anyone should
be present. The practical working of the plan will be this: The poli-
tical associations of the two parties that govern the country wili send
in their lista, I have no dounbt. Individuals who are interested will
send in names or their objections. They need not attend at all. But
the revising officer will get all those applications, and aIl the objections.
In the next clause, the 17th clause, it is provided, however, that parties
may attend the preliminary revision if they please; but there la no neces-
sity, those documents being sent in being sufficient for the purpose. He
takes the applications; he reads them and adds them to his list."
This is what the right hon. gentleman intends to eho done
at this proceeding, which is mistakably called a prelimin-
ary revision. These are exactly the duties which are per-
formed by the Board of Overseers in England, and a part of
the original preparation of the lists. Therevising officers are
not sitting to revise, but to make up the list, according to the
explanation of the right hon. gentleman. Whether ho cor-
rectly interprets the Bill which ho is supposed to have
drafted, is another question. I do not think ho does. I think
the wording of the Act has a different meaning from what
ho intends. Section 15 evidently contemplates that ho
shail hold a real court of revision. The hon. gentleman
says ho does not intend that he should do so, but that ho is
merely to take a mass of applications and statements made
by individuals and make up a list roughly from those. But
by section 25, ho is given all the powers, duties, responsi-
bilities and dignities of a court. By section 55, the revising
officer may correct the list on bis own knowledge
when there have been no objections or complaints. Now,
Sir, it appears that the wording of the Act makes
this sitting a solemn proceeding, the session of a
court. The revising officer may put on or strike off
names of his own motion, and the right hon. gentleman
says it is not necessary for any person to be present. Now,
Sir, it would no doubt be very convenient for the right hon.
gentleman and bis friends if this flouse and the public
should accept his explanation of this clause, and allow the
revising officer in the absence of everybody, to perform bis
work. The right hon. gentleman evidently intends the
public to understand that they need not be present, and ho
tells us so in so many words. The revising officer will be
presont though, armed with all the powers conferred on him
by the Act, to do what the right hon. gentleman says ho
will do, to do practically what ho likes, in the absence of the
persons interested. I am astonished that the right hon.
gentleman should have made a statement- which would load
the flouse and the country to suppose that ho did not want
them to understand what the powers and the duties of the
revising officer would be under this section, that ho wanted
the people to absent themselves and leave bis paid agent
alone at the concoction of the list. It is said that there is
no reason for holding these sittings in several places
for the reasons we have urged, bocause nobody need
ho there. I have shown you that everybody does need to
be there, that this is the occasion on which the lists are
really Made, that this is the time to get names put on or

taken off, when the voters' lists are in actual procees of
concoction, when they are plastic and can ho moulded-
that this is the very time, of all others, when the people
should be prosent to see that their interests are protected.
There has been no argument against the claim that the
sittings should be held in every municipality, if they
were to be real courts of revision. That bas been granted.
The only argument brought forward has been misleading,
incorrect and untrue-that the sitting is not important-
for that argument is disposed of by the very words of the
Act, and therefore our argument remains unanswerable,
that the sittings should be held in so many places as to be
convenient of access to everybody in the electoral district.
Now, where is the sitting teobe held ? "If it is held by a
county judge, he will hold it in his own office," says the
right hon. Premier. If the county judge is appointed in my
own constituency, where will the meeting be held ? My
constituency consists of parts of Elgin and Kent. Whic h
judge will it be? Will my constituents bo compolled to go
to Chatham, some bO or 60 miles distant, to look after
their rights at this preliminary concootion of the list, or
will the people from the extreme west of my riding b
compelled to come 50 miles to St. Thomas ? My riding, as
may be understood from its being part of the work of
the Gerrymander Bill, is a rather disconnected affair
in its municipal relations, although it is sufficiently
compact in shape. The two extreme western townships
have not much communication with the others, and the
middle township bas not much intercourse with the
townships on either sides. There is a moderato sizad place
on the railway where the court might be held, but it is not
a place to which poople are accustomod to come. The court
will probably be held at one end of the riding or the other;
but even if it is hold in the middle, people will have to come
25 miles at loast to look after thoir rights. How will it be
with North Brant, which contains part of three counties ?
Will the jidge of one county revise the list for the
whole of North Brant ? Will the judge of one
county, either of Kent or Elgin, revise the list
for the whole of West Elgin, and whero will
the court be held ? These are questions which I do not
think the right bon. gentleman can answer; I do not think
ho has thought about the complications or the inconveni-
ences that will arise undor this clause. Then, after saying
that there is no reason why this preliminary revision should
be held in the differont municipalities, ho goes on to show
why it should. Ho says that on the occasion of the pre.
paration of the first list, the revising officer will noT go
around-it will not be necessary. Yet ho saya:

" This preliminary revision will cost us some money, but It will be
well worth the money in order to start with a full, thorough îlit."
Yet ho says the revising officer need not go around to the
municipalities; it will be quite sufficient for him to sit in
one place and take all the applications made to him; but in
the second year, when the preliminary revision is not re-
quired, what will the revising officer do ?

"In the second year, the votera' list having been once settled, the
officer will take the voters' list of the year betore, and will visit each
municipality or other well-known division, and with that list In his band
he will add new votera, and strike off dead votera, or those absent or
those who have lost the franchise, and he wili settie the list at once.'
The hon. gentleman gives away the whole case; if the
revising officer is to go around ir order to make a rough
preliminary revision of the second list, it is infinitely more
necessary that ho should go around to each municipality in
order to make a rough preliminary revision of the first list.
He says again :

" Ail the officer will have to do will be to annually go round, at a
time announced and well known to the municipality, to receive applica-
tions and objections, and so settle the list.'

Why will the hon. gentleman not let him do that now?
Because it would be too convenient to the people of the
country. "In England," he saysI" ths work ocoupies a very
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short time." In England this work is not donc at all
by the revising officer. The right hon. gentleman should
surely have looked to the English law, where he would
find that the revising officer in England does not go around
to the municipality to receive applications and objections,
as this officer will do. He only sits as a judge to decide
on cases, which are not pnt in to him personally, but to the
municipal officers-the overseers. He las nothing to do
with trotting around and making up the list. It is
simply incorrect to say that this work occupies a short
time in England, because this work is not donc there at all.
Again, as to the necessity of people being present, and as
to the notice, I find that clause 15 provides that notice
shall be given by the objector or applicant "at least one
week before the day fixed for the preliminary revision," and
that notice may be given either by depositing it with the
revising officer or by mailing it to him; and the same
course is to be followed with regard to the person whose
name is objected to. How much notice does this provide
for? The revising officer may live a long way from the
scene of his labors ; the revising officer for my constituency
may live in Toronto or Halifax so far as the provisions of
this Bill are concerned, although of course it is not probable
that he will live so far away. Still a letter may take a day
or two to reach him, and it may be mailed at a post office
where there is only a tri-weekly or a bi-weekly mail.
There are scores of voters in my riding who live outside,
and these it is proposed to retain,-some at Detroit, som e
at Toronto, some at various other places. If a notice
is addressed to these from an out-of-the-way post
office in my riding, it will certainly take three
days to reach him; so ho will have four days out of the
week in which to arrange his business and leave to look
after his vote, or empower someone else to look after it for
him. In spite of the hon. gentleman's statement that he
need not go there in person, I say be need, or his vote will
be at the mercy of a partisan official. It is not fair that
such short notice should be given to parties at a distance.
It should be provided that the notice should be mailed in
time for the person to receive it a week before the revision.
A week's notice is the shortest notice that a person ought
to receive that his vote is going to be appealed against.
Suppose on the othor band that one person put in 500
appeals against persons living at a distance, and ho should
be present at the preliminary cooking of the list with evi-
dence and statements to show that these persons were not
qualified to vote; what position woild they be in? The
revising officer would bo acting quite within the statuto if
ho simply said: It is all very well, gentlemen; you are
offering me evidence, ançi statements, and deeds, and mort-
gages, to show that these people are not qualified. I have
statements from trustworthy persons that they know
these people are qualified, and therefore I will not
strike off their names. He is allowed to take, not only
evidence, but statements, and the statements are given the
samo value as the evidence. He may take the statement
of anybody ho chooses, if he considers him trustworthy,
in rebuttal of al[ the evidence. If those 50 parties are
opposed to him, and he had notice of objection against
them, he might, on the unsupported statement of anybody
le chose to consider trustworthy, knock the whole 50
names off on revision, no matter what evidence might be
brought forward as to their qualifications. It is very clear
that if there is any necessity for the revising officer to go
into the separate municipalities at al], it is on this
prelminary revision. It would be fairer, if the
proliminary revision were held in each munici.
pality, and the final revision in one place. The former
is the important one; it is thon easy and cheap to get the
list corrected ; no lawyer is required, and when the final
revision comes on, the people will be prepared for it. No
arguments have been advanoed against this contention. The

Mr. suU.

hon. gentleman treats the House to 80 little consideration
as to insist upon this provision being passed, nO matter
what arguments are brought against it, and without attempt.
ing to contradict those arguments. What we are asking
is simply that every elector should have within reasonable
reach a means of seeing that his name is not improperly
struck off the list or another or others improperly put on. If
you purposely place in the hands of an individual, who is to
hold the great power of deciding whether a name should be
on a list or not, the right to decide of his own motion, on the
mere uncorroborated statement of any person who may
happen to be present, whether it should be on or off, the
Government will stand convicted in the mind of every fair
person in the country, not only of affording facilities but of
arranging these facilities with the object of allowing a par-
tisan revising oficer to cook the list in the interests of his
party.

Mr. WELDON. After the remarks of the right hon.
gentleman in regard to this clause, I have carefully looked
over the Act, and must confess that this preliminary
revision appears to me to be in some respects more
important than the final revision. The officer has at this
preliminary revision all the powers ho has at the final
revision, but from the final revision there is the right to
appeal. By contrasting the 17th with the 25th section,
you will find that this power of adding or striking off
names is greater in the preliminary than in the final
examination. If we contrast the 15th with the 30Lh
section, we will find that the preliminary revision is simply
where the revising barrister corrects the list of the pre-
ceding year, and then publishes a notice for the final
revision. Great difficulties, unless the amendment of my
hon. friend from Queen's (Mr. Davies) is adopted, will
arise. If the section relating to the final revision is
adopted, the officer will have to go to each parish and
investigate, whereas it is more important that he should
do so in the preliminary revision. The powers of a court
of record are given under the construction of the Bill,
whether the Bill distinctly creates the court a court of
record or not. I take it that the construction would
be that it would only have the powers of a court of
record. The notice required is the same in the preli-
minary as in the final revision. The whole scope of
the Act shows that the list is to bo publishod in the case
of the preliminary revision as in the case of the final
revision. If anyone objecte to my name, if I do not attend,
my name is struck off ; bat, if I am obliged to attend, I may
have witnesses there, and the party objecting may not
choose to attend, and the judge may award costs, but, if it
is true, as the First Minister says, that the party need not
attend, I may write a, letter, but the opposite party may
attend with witnesses, and the name may be struck off, and
the costs may be awarded against me. It will be far botter
to prevent objections being taken at all at the preliminary
revision. If the preliminary revision is hld to be
conclusive, a difficulty might arise under this Act
as to whether an appeal could lie from that revision
at all. The taxed costs would, in any case, not probably
be equal to the amount of costs to which the party was
put, and certainly would not compensate him for the
trouble and expense ho would be put to. Then an objection
may b3 made in just the same way at the final revision, and
the party has to go through the same ordeal again. In one
case it will be less expensive, because the judge will hold
the investigation in the nan's own neighborhood, while the
preliminary revision may be hold at any place in the riding
which the revising officer sees fit to select. No man who
wishes to retain his position on the voters' list could treat
with contempt or pass over in silence, a notice served upon
him. If he absenta himself from the court the party object-
ing to him may appear with his witnesses, and the revising
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officer may at once take judgment by default and strike his
name off the list. If the man has been there himself he
could at once have had evidence to meet the primd facie
case that his objector may have made out against him. But
he is not there, and the result is that judgment is given
against him, and not only does he lose his vote under that
clause but the revising officer has a right to saddle him with
the expense of the unvestigation. Then he has to go to the
expense of putting his name on again, and has got to give
notice to the revising barrister to that effect. Or put it in
the other way; if the objection fails at the preliminary
examination, and an objection again made, the result will be
that the party bas been put.to a great deal of needless trou-
ble-because we know that sometimes parties are not actuat.
cd by the best of motives in endeavoring toget a man's name
off the list, and it may be done by malice. We find again that
after he has been three or four days away f rom home at the
preliminary revision, no sooner does be get home than he
finds another notice that he is objected to on the final
revision. Now, under these circumstances, I think
it may be fairly urged that this preliminary revi.
sion is of equal importance to the final revision. The
revising officer is clothed with the saine power-in fact,
according to the construction put upon the 17th section by
the Premier, the revising barrister bas more power with
rogard to the questions of evidence and questions of fact at
the first revision, than he bas on a final decision, because
iho 25th section will show that he must be bound by evidence
on the final decision. Ve find that even in this preliminary
revision according to the 40th section, it would almost seem
necessary tbat a man would have to attend in order to see
that no objection was made to his naine, because we find
that the revising barristers may dispense with notice at the
preliminary revision. A man may come up and say that he
objects to John Jones or Thomas Smith being upon the
register, and the revising barrister bas power to dispense
with a notice of that objection, and strikes their names off,
and the men are put to all the expense of going before tho
court of revision in order to get their names put
on again. Now if the court were held in their
immediate locality it would be a difficult thing
to get these men'd naines put off the list without their
knowing something about it. They could attend without
any expense or trouble and look after their own names;
but if the court is held 50 or 60 miles away from them, and
the revising barrister bas the power that is given to him
in the 40th section, every man's naine might be struck off
without his knowing anything about it until he saw the
list and found it was not on. The first thing they know
when they see the preliminary list is that their names are
not on it, and these men have got to go to the trouble of
employing a lawyer-because I think no man would be
safe under this Act unless he employed a lawyer-to get
him to give notice and attend at the final court of revision
to have their names put on. Now, I say this opens facili-
ties for fraud and injustice which we ought to prevent if
possible. After looking carefully at the several sections of
this Bill and seeing the powers given te the revising bar-
rister on this preliminary revision, it seems to me that the
principle adopted with regard to the final revision ought
rather to be adopted at the preliminary revision,
the preliminary revision being the most important.
I think the revising barrister ought to visit
each municipality in order to hold this preliri.
nary revision, and the travelling expenses would not
be great. I think that we are bound te give every man
entitled to the franchise an opportunity of having his naine
put on the list, and we ought not to throw obstacles in the
way of his exercising that right; therefore, in order te
secure justice and fairness, and te prevent expense and loss
of time on the part of the electors, it is quite right that the
general revenue should bear what additional expense there

may be incurred to secure these ends. Now, this is not
attacking the principle of the Bill. Lt is a matter of machi-
nery, and the question is this: is it not more in the interest
of the people, more in the interest of the individual voter,
more in the interest of the public at large, that at this pre-
liminary examination, even if it does plit the general revc.
nue of the country to a little more expense, should be held
in the various localities, and that the revising officor should
visit these localities in order to afford. the electors groater
facilities for having their names put on the list.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I always listen to the
arguments of the hon. gentleman with pleasure, because he
addresses himself diiectly and candidly to the question
immediately before the ommittee, and therein, perhaps,
there is a contrast between his course and that of some
other bon. members on this measure. With respect to this
amendment, I cannot at all accede to it, inasmuch as it
would greatly increase expense. It duplicates the exponse
without securing any corresponding advantage. The hon,
gentleman said I was the last man to talk about expense,
because this measure was introduced regardless of expense,
and therefore the hon. gentleman very logically said, if the
Bill is going to be expensive, the expense s hall b incrensed,
That is the argument of the bon. gentleman, and liko a
good many of his other argumenta, surrounled though
they may be by scriptural quotations-and a groat many
people can quote scripture for thoir own purposes-I do not
think the argument was strengthened thereby. The
object, as I explainel last night, of having this prehminary
sitting is to make the list as full as possiblo, to receive from
every source and quarter, by every inoans possible, the
names of any persons who by any passibility can claim to
have a vote, and at the same time recoivo any objections as
to claims to votes which are decidedly b.d. Thon the hon.
member for West Elgin (Ur. Casey) quoted from my
speech last night, and said I stated that the clan e is
unimportant. My opinion was, and I attempted to explain
it, that it was comparatively unimportant in relation to the
final revision; the revision whon the lists are settled finally
must b the more important of the two. There is some.
thing, perhaps a good deal, in the arguments usod by the
hon. gentleman who has just spoken in regard to the next
clause, that the same objections might be taken twice, and
a person might be summoned from a distance by the revi.
sing barrister to the place where the central court was
held, whereas the objection might as well be tried in the
polling district where eventually the final revision will
take place. I propose to amend the 17th clause in that
direction, so as to prevent the possibility of the objection
taken by the hon. gentleman and by others weighing
adversely to the interest, pecunibrily or otherwise,
of the claimants to votes or to persons urging
objections. The great fault it seems to me of
the whole lino of argument with respect to this
Bill, if I may for a moment go out of the
the clause is this: That bon. gentlemen opposite hold that
of necessity the county judge or revising officer must be
a scoundrel; he is going to be a partisan, an unserupulous
partisan ; ho is going to be false te his oath, which lie is
compelled under this Bill to take; he can by nO posibility
do right ; and they must treat him as a scoundrel from
begining to the end. I think that is a very faulty style of
argument. When it was ventured to be hinted in the course
of the discussion that there was such a thing as a partisin
assessor and a partisan court of revision we heard denuncia-
tions that this was an insult to every assessor and overy
court of revision. Yet hon. gentleman opposite do not
hesitate to offer insulta to every county jidge who may bo
appointed as revising officer and te any member of the
legal profession who may accept such positions. The revis-
ing officer will be sworn, as well Us is the assessor, And he
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will commit a great moral sin and a crime as well if ho
acte as a partisan. However, I will propose, a little in
anticipation of the clause before us, the following clause:-

At the day and time and place appointed the revising officer shan
proceed to hold the primary revision of the list, and he shall add to
such Iistthe names of ail claiming the right to be placed on it as votera,
and Le shall note ou the same aIl objections, either proposed amend-
ment or corrections, and he shall then and there aign the said list so
made up by him.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. That will mean that
the officer will not strike out anyone until the final revision
Of the list ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDOŽN AL D. Yes. Ho will receive
all objections and ail claims. He will add all nanes offered
to the roll, and ho will note every objection offered, and
those liste with those additions will be signed by him; and
those are the lists that will go to the different polling divi.
sions where the battle, as to the right to be p'laced on the
register, will be finally fought out.

Mr. WZLDON. Do I understand that the revising
officer will merely note the objections, and that they will
not be taken up till the final revision ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. He will note the objec.
tions.

Mr. WELDON. Does that preclude any person from
making further objections ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. We will settle that when
we come to another clause.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). What thon is the object of
giving notice to the revising officer, unless the revising offi.
cor will deal with the matter at the primary revision ? At
the final revision the party will have to give the officer
notice over again.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No. We shall have to
alter the form of the notice iu the schedule, that is all.

Mr. LANDERKIN. Does the list for the first revision
as proposed include a municipality or electoral district, or
Is it in polling sub-divisions.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That is provided for in
the Bill.

Mr. DAVIES. In this case, there is no sense in requiring
notice to be given of these objections at the preliminary
point, because they have to be taken on the final revision.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The object of this prelimi.
nary meeting is to get as many naines on the list as possi-
ble, and as early as possible, and also if there are any objec.
tions sent in that they should be known as early as possible.
A party gives notice of objection, it is put on the margin of
the list, he marks after the naine "objected " and there will
be a notice to the party opposite to whose name the word
Is written, ihat his right to vote is going to be tested at the
final revision. There will be no necessity for the other
notice of course, even if ho gets this one because ho will be
informed at once that hie vote is to be objected to.

Mr. BLAKE. Then there will be two separate opportu-
nities of objecting-one at the preliminary revision and one
at the final. The result of hie objecting at the preliminary
revision will be simply that his objection is noted and that
ho will not be required to give any further notice for the
final revision.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Certainly.

Mr. BLAKE. The question is, as there is to be a per.
sonal notice, whether the notice will not be likely to be
more really useful if it is not given with reference te the
court at which the objection is to be tried. I think that it
would be better that the notice should bo given with refer.
ence to that court, and at a short period before the court,
than it should be given with reference to a court where it
is not to be tried, and at a considerable period before that
court.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The notice in the
schedule will of course have to be alcered, and instead of
that form, the notice will be given that it is intended to
object to the vote at the final reyision in the polling district.
If that objection is sent in, and I think it would be well to
have it as early as possible, the objection will be noted and
the revising officer will know approximately the number of
objections and the class of objections.

Mr. BLAKE. I do not think so, and for this reason, that
as 1 understand this firet list will be a very defective one,
because the revising officer will not have the machinery to
make anything liko a full list at the start. It is most pro-
bably with reference to the very names added at the pre.
liminary revision, that there will be most dispute at the
final revision, and therefore I think it is hardly likely that
ho will get a reasonable approximation of the number or
class of cases ho will have to try, by the notice given of
the preliminary revision. The class of names put on at the
first rovision, though numerically large, are probably
amongst those as to whom there will be the least question
or dispute. Of course the hon. gentleman's statement that
the notice which is to be given at this early stage will be
distinctly a notice that the vote will be objected to at the
final stage, will be a reasonable preventionof misunderstand.
ing, but still it strikes me that the notice had botter be
given with reference to the stage at which the great pro-
portion of the cases will be tried.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. At all events lot us try
this.

Mr. DAVIES. This section was drawn making the fi'ing
of the objections peremptory, and now it is proposed to
make it permissive, the word "may " should b inserted
instead of" shall."

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes, that is right.
Mr. DAVIES. There is no occasion, with the recasting

of the sections, to require the revising officer to sit in
different localities at ail, in view of what the hon. gentle-
man says, I will withdraw that amendment.

Amendment (Mr. Davies) withdrawn.
Mr. BLAKE. Is it intended that this preliminary

revision shall simply be for proposals ? Lt might be worti
while to consider whether it would not be reasonable to
give somo greater degree of latitude with reference to
objections. I conceive of a case, for instance, in which,
within the week for giving notice, an objection might occur
to a man's vote, and it seems to me it would be rather an
advantage to permit that objection to be stated and noted
at this preliminary revision, although the notice may net
have been given. In that case, of course, the regular
notice would have to be given before the final revision.
There would be on the public list the fact stated that this
name had been objected to, and that would give to the
opposite party and to the individual himself notice of the
objection.

Mr. BLAE. .Whereas if he omits objecting at first, he S JOHN A. MACDONALD. ThatI hink, le tho
will nut give a similar class of notice in order to be able to! irOI
object at the final revision. great object of retaining this clause. If any objection was

sent in, as a matter of course there would be an entry
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That is my proposition made on the roll opposite the name objected to. That

by the amendment. would be a notice and an early notice.
Sir JoHN A. MACDONALD.
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Mr. BLAKE. My desire was in that sense, to give per-

hape some greater facilities for bringing objections than1
would appear to be given as the clause was originally cast.

Sir JOHN Aý MACDONALD. How do you propose to
give that facility ?

Mr. BLAKE. The clause provides that you must give a
week' s notice that you are going to object to a certain vote,
I do not sec any object in that. I do not see why, even
while attending the court itself, the agent of a party or an
individual who chooses to take advantage of this procedure,
might not be allowed to object to a string of names. That
string of names would be marked, and the only result of
atte ding at the court would be that that string of names
woud be marked as objected to. That makes as wide as
possible the area of those objected to.

Sir JOHN A MACDONALD. There is a good deal in
that, but I do not think there should be verbal objections
allowed, because an unscrupulous agent might go before the
court and say, I object to all these Dames.

Mr. BLAKE. Certainly.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I would like to asik

whether it is the idea of the First Minister that under these
two clauses the revising officer should put on every person
who claimed to be put on, or would he have to make a pre-
liminary examination of the claims ; in other words, would
he have to try the claims in advance ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. i have provided in the
clause to put on all the claims.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. He then decides on
them at the final revision-that I understand to be bis
meaning.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I propose to make it read
"May at any time before the day fixed for such preliminary
revision deposit with or mail to the revising officer," etc.
That precludes objecting on the day the court sits for the
preliminary revision.

Mr. BLAKE. That quite answers my view with refer-
ence to that portion of the revision which involves noting
objections to names on the list; but as the hon. gentleman
has proposed it, it applies to a clause not merely providing
for objections but also for additions, and my opinion is that
you should not add without a much longer notice. AsI
understand it, what the hon. gentleman proposes to do is
to add names positively, when the proposal is to add them
on the primary revision, but with reference to proposals to
strike off names ho is simply to write opposite them
" objected to." I suggest with respect to the proposal to
strike off, that as it is not to be disposed of in any shape at
this time, there is no reason why there should be any
length of notice, and the bon. gentleman agrees with that.j
But, the act to be performed with reference to additions is
entirely different. In the case of additions, it will be necos-
sary to appeai to strike them off, and it is advisable a
weok's notice should be given, otherwise the day before the
revision, a political agent might put on the list 300 namesj
and they might go on at once, and would have to be
appealed against in order to strike them off.

Mr. DAVIES. The action of the revising officer will not
be in any sense an official action, when he is bound to put
on names on application being given. Under the Bill as
originally drafted, there was to be a week's notice to be
given; but if there is not to be a judicial decision to be given
upon the application, but a more ministerial act, I do not
see the necessity of a notice.

Mr. BLAKE. If the proposal of the First Minister is
this, that when' a representation is made to the revising
oficer that certain names should be inserted, the officer is
simply to put them on the list, without ovidence, that

2" .

would be objectionable to the last degree. I do not propose
that at this preliminary revision he is to add the names.
If he does so, he will do it on the theory of the 13th clause,
namely, on receiving such information as will convince him
that they should be put on, and the notice I refer to is to be
given by any person with reference to another person or
persons to be put on the list. A political agent may send
a long list of porsons who ho claims ought to go on, but
surely there must be some sort of evidence that can satisfy
the mind of man that there was a primd facie case estab-
lished, or he would not consent to the application.

Mr. EDGAR. 1 suppose the First Minister means to
make this a list of claims, something like that provided for
in the English Act. That Act provides that the overseers
of the poor in parishes shall make out alphabetical lists of
all the persons who have claims to be put on the register,
and if there is reasonable doubt with regard to any of those,
the words "objected to" will be written opposite their
names. That would be the duty in this case ot the revising
offieer.

Mr. BLAKE. Thon, of course, if the only result of the
proposed addition to this clause was the aunouncement of a
claini, one would not sec the nocessity of the wok's notice.
If the effect of a claim at a preliminary revision is that you
simply sec the old list, not enlarged or diminished, but the
words "objected to" are to bo marked against the naine
that is objected to, I should agree that the week's notice
would not bo necessary for the claim to be put on any more
than in the case of a claim that a name should be put off.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. We muet do one of
two things. Wo must either bave the original plan by
which the revising officer shall have judicial powers under
the 17th clause, or he must merely hold his court to receive
openly, and to state that ho has reoceived by mail or other-
wise, claims and objections. There is a good deal to be
said, even if the rovising officor is merely to have the func-
tion of adding the names of claimants and making a note
of objections, in favor of giving a week's notice of claims,
in order to prevent persons at the last moment handing in
ail kinds of names on the chance of having them put on
the list, right or wrong.

Mr. EDGAR. The notice in the English Act is from the
20th June to the lst July.

Mr. DAVIES. I think the word "shall" in the 45th
line ought to be "may." If you leave it imperative, and
the mari does not give the notice, it might be held that he
could not bring it up on the final revision at ail.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). The hon. gentleman has not
answered the question of the member for West Durham as
to whether the functions of the revising officer are purely
ministerial.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Purely ministerial,
according to my view.

Mr. CAMERON. Thon, no matter how many naines
are sent in, he would have to put thema on without
any prinmd facie case being made out. I arn afraid that
would cause a great deal of difficulty, because one political
party might- ask to have any number of names put on, and
the other might not go to the exponse of having them
struck off. I think the revising oficer should, at all events,
sec that a primd facie case is made out. He should have
some little discretion. The hon. gentleman will see that,
otherwise, those names may have to bo ail removed again.

Sir JOHN A. M&CDONALD. The whole argument of
hon. gentlemen opposite was that, under this clause, the
revising officer should net exercise any judicial fanctions,
that he would be a partisan officer, and therefore ought not
to be entrusted with those functions. I think there can be
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no trouble in baving the list as full as possible. When the
revising officer visits the different polling districts after-
wards, objection will be taken to all parties who have not
the right to vote.

Mr. BLAKE. Is it intended, according to the hon. gentle-
man's present plan, that, although the claim may not be
made by the voter himsel , but may be made by anyone at
all on behalf of a large number of persons, all those names
are to be put on ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The claim may be made
by himself or by anyone on bis behalf.

Mr. BLAKE. For instance, John Smith writcs a letter
to a revising officer claiming that a long list of names shall
be put on, not even furnishing his own statement as to his
knowledge that they should be added, or giving a state-
ment of their qualification. Upon that, it is to be the
imperative duty of the revising officer to add all those
p osons to the list. You see how different is the position
botween the second stage and the first stage. In the first
stage, yeu require the revising officer to get information, to
satisfy his own mind at any rate, before he puts anyone
on, but now you propose that he shall be bound to add
anybody that any person says ought to go on. Some one
says : I claim that John Smith, Thomas Jones, and tEo
forth, ought to be added to this list, and you say the
revising officer shall be bound to add them. It seems to
me that he should have, at least, as much information as
that which was required in the making of the primary list.
Yo turn him into a strictly ministerial officer to act upon
the warning of anybody at this second stage. I do not see
the sense of that. The hon, gentleman says that we object
to the revising officer as a partisan officer. Of course he
may be a partisan at the beginning and at the end, and
the hon. gentleman gives him latitude to be a partisan at
those two stages, but lie says : You are precluded from
suggesting that he should have any such power in the
middle stage, because you object to his having it at the
other two stages.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It amounts to this. I
have been trying to please everybody, and now I ought to
return to the clause as it was originally.

Mr. BL AKE. I think that is a mistake. I think we
achieved a very great improvement in the clause when the
hon. gentleman dealt with the objections as he proposes to
deal with them. All we are proposing is, that the revising
officer should act at this stage upon the same measure of
evidence which the hon. gentleman thought twenty minutes
ago lie should have. Let him add the names upon the same
evidenceoupon which ho called it right that he should add
the names a while ago; but with reference to objections, let
him only note them.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I will adopt the hon.
gentleman's suggestion. I am very glad to think that the
revihing officer can safely be trusted.

Mr. BLAKE. No; I did not say that.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. If he will allow me to

suggest, we will adopt this clause as amended, and then
the question now raised can be taken up on the next clause.

Mr. MULOOK. I think this clause requires that the
same notice should be given to the person whose name is
objected to as to the revising officer. It says that notice
shall be given at the same time to the person as to the
revising officer. Now it is not possible to comply literally
with that direction; it is impossible to deliver the same
notice to the revising oficer, who may be in one part of the
county, and to the person whose name is objected to, who
may be in another part of the county at the same time. I
suggest that the notice should be given to the person whose
name is objected to within seven days, at least, before the

Sir JoRN A, MACDONALD

sitting of the court. Would it not be botter to strike out
the words "at the same time " and say, "within at least
seven days ?"

Mr. WEL DON. Put it this way: "lWithin the same
time and in the like form."

Amendment agreed to.

The committee rose, and it being six o'clock, the Speaker
left the Chair.

After Recess.

On section 17,
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. We had a very interest.

ing discussion on this clause before recess, and I have
considered well what las been said on that clause. The
amendment I first read made the office of revising barrister,
and the hon. member for West Durham (Mr. Blake) pointed
that out clearly. So I have prepared a clause in substitu-
tion for this clause, which I shall read to the committee:

On the day and at the time and place appointed, the revising officer
shall publicly proceed to the preliminary revision of the list, basing such
revision on the evidence and information before him in support of any
claims for additions to the votera' list, or of any proposed amendments
or corrections, but not including any objection to any vote, which he
shall merely note on the list opposite the name objected to; and he shall
then and there correct the lista on the said basis to the best of his judg-
ment and ability, upon such information and evidence, and shall note
every objection on tne said list as aforesaid.

Mr. BLAKE. I have a suggestion to make to the hon.
gentleman. I pointed out that the office of the revising
officer was ministerial, and I objected to its being ministerial
in the sense in which lie made it so. As to the addition,
he .was bound to do without evidence; as to the objection,
he was bound not to do more than mark the objections.
My opinion of a purely ministerial office would be that
while, with reference to objections, he marked the objections,
with reference to additions he marked them as claims for
additions. Now, I have this suggestion to make to the hon.
gentleman -speaking for myself alone-that it would be a
considerable improvement to this clause if we were to
provide that in the cases of claims for addition which the
revising officer does not think warranted by sufficient
ovidence, he should have a supplementary list of those
persons as claimants for addition, and having dealt with the
claims it should then become public that they were claims
for addition upon the final revision.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD, I will accept that; I think
it is a very good suggestion.

Mr. EDG A.R. What is the reason for omitting the words
" attesting with his initials claims for additions?"

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I do not think it is needed
now. The list is to be signed.

Mr. EDGAR. There are erasures of additions to be
put in.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The original idea was
one general list, and that he should make corrections on
that general list and put his initials opposite. But we have
altered the Bill now, and there will be separate and dis-
tinct lists.

Mr. EDGAR I should think it would be a great safe-
guard wheu the list is gone over. Whenever there is an
erasure or interlineation it is always initialed.

Mr. DAVIES. I was going to suggest if ho put the
namos under the heading of" claims to be added," whether
it would not be necossary or advisable that the claimant
should state the particular qualification on which he bases
lis claim.

iMr. BL AKE.I do not propose that any man should be
marked as a claimant to be added which would not su fiL
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ciently state the charaoter of his qualiacation. It is
evidenoe in support of that claim.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The revision is to be
based upon evidence and information in support of any
claim before him. I amend the clause by inserting the
words:

He shall also attest by his InitiaIs any additions or changes
therein.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I desire to bring up the ques.
tion with respect to getting the names of the Indian voters
correctly. Owing to the peculiar circumstances of the
Indians there will have to be some provision made with res-
pect to them. There are no assessment rolls on the reserves.
There are maps showing the separate holdings, in sorne
cases. The First Minister certainly does not contemplate

lacing in the hands of the Indian agent the power to
and in a list of Indian voters, who are wards of the Gov-

ernment.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. We shall deal with the
Indians, who are not on any assesment roll, exactly in the
same way as we shall deal with any other votera who are
now going to receive the franchise. We shall place them
on the votera' list. There are no assessment rolla in Prince
Edward Island, yet we shall have to find some means of
placing the names of votera on the list, There is no trouble
about identifying the Indiana who will be enfranchised in a
political sense.

Mr. PATERSON. There will be great diffculty in
identifying Indians on a reservation. How will electors
of a county be able to determine whether Indians are in pos-
session of separate holdings unless there is some map or
plan. li municipalities a man has a lot, and you can easily
determine the matter with respect to him. In a city a man
lives in a certain street and at a certain number; but in
regard to Indians on reservations, how are you going to
trace the matter out? It seems to me that the thing is dif-
forent from what it is in Prince Edward Island.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Just as it is in Muskoka
and Algoma.

Mr. PATERSON There have been serious differonces of
opinion as to whether what was right had been done there.

Sir JOHN A. MAC)ONALD. They had no revising
barrister there.

Mr. PATERSON. Well, the hon, gentleman does
admit that there were difficulties there, whatever the
machinery they used, and other difficulties may arime under
the revising barrister. I think this is a question which
demands serions consideration, but if the hon. gentleman
thinks that it had better come up on another clause, I will
not discuss it now. It is for him to say.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. If the hon. gentleman
will allow it to stand I wili consider it. I would like to
have the hon. gentleman also prepare a clause which ho
thinks will cover it before we get through the Bill.

Mr. PATERSON. I will have an opportunity of con-
sidering it, and of putting it in the Bill, if necessary.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Of course, I cannot pre-
vent the hon. gentleman, and I would not desire to do so.

On section 18,
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The word Ilpreliminary,"

in the 15th lino, will be taken ont, in consequence of thej
alteration of the other clause, and the words aIfirat day of
May " substituted for "fifteenth day of February." Thisi
clause provides for the division of the electoral district intoi
polling districts.

Mr. MILLS. I would suggest whether, in those Provinces
where we have the same number in each polling division,

300, it would not be convenient to follow the local divisions.
Under the Election Act now, when the local division is
inconvenient, the returning officer has power to establish
electoral polling divisions, and you are proposing to give
exactly the same power to another offlcer.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The revising officer will
visit each one of these polling districts for the purpose of
settling the final revision. Afterwards he will sub.divide
the district into polling districts, as well ':s he can come at
it. If it should prove, afterwards, under the present system,
that another sub-division is roquired, the returning omcer,
under the present law, unless it is alterod, would have
power to rectify the ovil.

Mr. MILLS. Which should prevail ?
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The returning offcer has

to do it on the eve of the olection.
Mr. MILLS. I do not see how you are going to have

these two officers exercising exactly the sane powers.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Firat, it must rest with

the revising officer, and afterwards, at the time of the eleo.
tion, which may be three, or four, or five years afterwards,
the returning officer may act under the provision of the
eloction law and amend the division. That is a matter of
continual change, on account of the continual development
of the country. That is a very easily understood provision;
and if, two years hence, the shifting of the population, the
influx of the population, or the outgoing of population,
would alter the matter, the returning officer can, under the
present law, remodel the division for that election. How-
ever, next Session we may have to consider the electoral law
generally. This is merely a franchise law; perhaps the
attention of the House may be called to the neoossity of
revising our election law for a new system.

Mr. VAIL. I should like the hon. gentleman to make
the date the 1st of April or the lst of March, if possible. The
1st of May is a very inconvenient time, in the Province of
Nova Scotia, because it is just the time our fishermen aro
away.

Mr. MILLS. There may be 35,000 away.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. But e las settled his

preliminary list, and ho has to sub-divide the municipality
into polling divisions. He has nothing to do with sher.
mon or anybody else.

Mr. EDGAR. By section 88 the revising ofl3er has the
right to change the polling sub.divisions from time to time,

Mr. MILLS. This is a power the roturning officer exor.
cises annually.

Sir JOHN A. MAC DONALD. It may be we shall
hereafter deprive the returning offlcer of that power. When
lie bas the list before him ho will be obligod to do it annu.
ally. There is no eloction coming, and the returDing
officer ought not, perhaps, to have that duty thrown upon
him, because h. may so sub-divide as to please one party
and displease another.

Mr. M[LLS. Of course, that can b. done by either one
or the other, and thereis leas danger from a judge than
from a returning officer. I think it is much safer, where
the revising officer is a judge, that the power should rost
with him. But in some of the Provinces the number of
voters in polling places, for piovincial purposes, is tbe same
as the hon. gentleman propoes, and the parties rosident in
the townships are the most likely parties to make the divi-
bion. Unless the revising officer. saw soma good reason for
departing from their division, we might provide that, where
conveniont, he should follow the municipal divisions.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The clause in effect pro-
vides that. The question depends on the number, and the
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local division may not be applicable. Of course, the revis-
ing officer muet be considered to be a man of intelligence,
and ho will not, of necessity, upset the boundaries. On the
contrary, the danger will bo, if there is any danger at all,
that ho will be too much inclined to accept the local divi-
sions. I think we may safely leave it to him.

Section, as amended, agreed to.

On section 19,
Mr. WELDON. How does the hon. gentleman propose

to number the polling districts?
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Polling district No. 1,

polling district No. 2, and so on.
Mr. WELDON. I think that would lead to some con-

fusion. People are more likely to be familiar with the
locality than with the mere number, in a county with thirty
or forty sub divisions. I would suggest that the township
be designated as well as the number. For instance, St.
Martin's, No. 1, St. Martin's, No. 2, and so on. I would also
suggeet that the duplicate of the list should ho filed in some
public office-in New Brunswick wirh the secretary-
treasurer of the municpality. In Ontario it may be different.

Mr. LISTER. If, after the words " polling districts," the
words "in each municipality, parish or township," were put
in, this would meet the difficulty, and would not add to the
expense.

Mr. EDGAR. In the Province of Ontario we are accus-
tomed to have voters' lista made up separately for each
municipality, and to number them accordingly.

Mr. RYKERT. The returning officer does not do this.
He sub-divides them.

Mr. EDGAR. I have hardly ever seen that done. Of
course, this is made more for the final revision, to facilitate
the final revision. It is made to facilitate the final revision,
and we are certainly accustomed, in Ontario, at any rate, at
the revision of the voting lists, to use the township polling
division in each municipality.

Mr. MILLS. It would be in the last degree inconvenient
if the revising officer had the power of putting the different
parts of the municipality into one division.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The 18th clause shows
ho bas not that power. It says: "Every city, town, ward,
parish, townehip or other municipal or corresponding
division in the electoral district therein."

Mr. MILLS. If we number them, the question is whether
they had botter ho numbered from one up to thirty-five or
forty, for the entire division, or whether each municipality
should have its polling division numbered separately ? if
we are not to have separate polling divisions in oach munici-
pality, and are not going to confuse the parts of a munici-
pality with the parts of another, for the purpose of making
a polling division, it would be very desirable to maintain
the praotice of having separate numbers for each munici-
pality. Every ton years we have a revision of our electoral
districts, and there is no roason to suppose that that
practice will ho abandoned. These electoral districts are
more transitory divisions; the permanent divisions are the
municipal ones. A municipality may be in one county in
one election and in a wholly different county in the next
election, and all the numbers of a polling division will
be broken up with the new distribution of seats that takes
place every ten years. That would ho an undesirable and
confusing state of things.

Mr. TROW. It would simplify matters and add nothing
to the expense if the polling divisions in eaÔh municipality
were taken.

Mr. VAIL. In our county the districts number from
one up-different altogether from what is the case in

Sir JOZN A. MACDONALD,

Ontario; and I think it would create confusion there if you
were to number the polling divisions by municipalities-
township No. 1 or 2.

Mr. WELDON. It is not township No. 1 or 2. In the
cities it will be every ward. Take the city of St. John,
where there are twenty or more polling places. A maan will
not know where poll No. 1 is, as the polling lists are not
required to be posted; but if we were to designate them,
say Queen's ward, poll No. 1, and so on, ho will know the
locality and easily ascertain the polling place at which he
is entitled to vote. When the returning officer makes his
proposition we will have to do what ho proposes. In
Digby tuwnship-which is divided into the townships of
Digby and Clare-the polling places could be designated
townsbip Digby No. 1, and so on, and township Clare No. 1,
and so on. What I want is to attach locality to the
number.

Mr. EDGAR. A little confusion occurred in the minds
of some hon. gentlemen, from remembering that when an
election takes place the returning officer numbers the poli.
ing divisions from one, consecutively, over the whole town-
ship, and so he will now. But, for the purpose of revising
the voters' lists, they have never been numbered that way,
in Ontario, at all events. The revision is according to the
municipal voters'lists, which are printed for that purpose.
It would not be the slightest additional trouble, and, more-
over, it would suit the purpose of this list, which is to go to
a final revision, and that takes place in each separate muni-
cipality. All we want is to add the municipality or parish,
to show where the polling division is. If the division was
numbered twenty or twenty-five in a certain township, the
people there would, of course, know where that was.

Mr. LISTER. If the changes suggested by the hon.
member for St. John (Mr. 'Weldon), and others, are not
adopted, great confusion will be created in Ontario, at any
rate. There the revising officers will adopt the municipal
boundaries adopted by the municipal authorities, so for
as the polling districts are concerned. They are divided
by the townships, and numbered, and with those
numbers the people of the townships are perfectly
familiar. It is very likely that the revising officer will
adopt those boundaries. If not, there will ba great con-
fusion. Take a county of 30,000 or 40,000 inhabitants; you
will have to refer to the voters' lists to show where polling
district No. 20 or 30 is; but if the course suggested be
adopted, there will be no trouble at all, as the people are
familiar with the polling districts throughout the different
townships. Even if the exact limits provided by the muni-
cipality be not adopted, still it is what the people are
accustomed to, and there will be no difficulty if the pro-
visions of the Bill are carried out.

Mr. DAVIES. The suggestions, no doubt, are very proper,
as regards those parts of the country which are divided into
municipalities, but it would not do for us, for the simple
reason that the polling divisions are not coterminus with
the township at all. There are thirty townships in my
riding, and they take natural boundaries, like rivers and
highways.

Mr. LISTER. I understand the suggestion of the hon.
member for St. John would suit all the Provinces except
Prince Edward Island. We might except Prince Edward
Island.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALID. This is not a very impor-
tant matter. I think the electors may be trusted to find
ont their number-to get the number of their berth. I
move:

That the polling districts in each municipality or other correspond-
ing division, as in the last clause mentioned, shall be numbered, with
the local designation attached to such number, in and by the order of
the revising barrister, by whom they are established, and such order
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ghall be forthwith, after the making thereof, gled and kept by the
revising barriuter for the purposes of this Act.

Mr. MULOCK. There Gught to be some publication
given to that order. It might as well be attached to th
list of the polling sub-divisions, and go round with them.

Mr. RICKEY. When the list is published, it is published
for the several polling districts.

Mr. MULOCK. I would suggest that you add these
words, "and shall be published in like manner as is required
for the publication of the list of votera under section 21.'
It does not cost any more money, and it does not put the
revising officer to any trouble. He makes these polling sub
divisions and makes alphabetical lista of the votera in those
sub-divisions. Now, they will not know the meaning of the
partial list that is given to them unless they know that itis
limited to the list of persons who are admitted by this list
of votera to be entitled to vote in respect of a certain area
of the country. But in order that men shall intelligently
understand the meaning of this partial list that is sent to
them, they should know what area of land is embraced by
this lst.

Mr. ABBOTT. Section 21expressly provides for that, in
line 8.

Mr. MULOCK. No; I do not think it does. It is not
sufficient toitell a man that he is, according to this list, put
down as for such and such a sub-divibion. A man is inte.
restod in knowing what division ho is placed in. He
requires to have an cpportunity to correct the list.

Mr. RYKERT. Tho property is described on the list.
Mr. MULOCK. Supposing any person is looking over a

list of 200 names, and he is not only seeking to ascertain
whether he is enrolled, but also whether everyone else
within certain limit ais enrolled, or to ascertain whether
certain persons are left off that ought to be enrolled, is it
not necessary for him, in the first instance, to know what
area is intended to be covered by this thing called a polling
district? Ho cannot tell whether a name is left off that
ought to be on or not, unless ho knows what territory is
included. Now, is there anything in this Bill requiring any
publicity to be given to the sub-division ?

Mr. WOOD (Brockville). The 2lst section does so. That
is the law, as it has always been in Ontario.

Mr. EDGAR. Section 21 only applies to the des-
cription of the polling district in which the list is to be
posted up, and does not include the description of the other
polling districts, even in that municipality or county. But
this order of the revising officer-not a long document-
would cover all the polling districts in the county. Section
21 does not provide for that at all; it only gives the voter
information of hie own polling district, and where the bounds
are.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. He doe notcare toknow
about any other but hie own.

On section 20,
Mr. DAVIES. I see there will be some difficulty in

Prince Edward Island. We have the same polling divisions
since 1873. They are well known, and it will croate some
confusion if they are altered. The 18th section provides
that ho muet divide each township into polling divisions.
I would suggest: "In Prince Edward Island polling divisions
may comprise parts of townships," as a clause to be added
at the end of section 18.

Mr. MULOCK. I think it is necessary, in clause 19, to
require that the revising officer shall publish hie order
showing the polling sub-uivisions.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That would involve the
printing and sending of the information to the candidates

and other persons. We must suppose that candidates will
have sufficient intelligence to know where they can obtiq

a information as to the sub.divisions.
Mr. CAMERON (Huron). Sorne notice with respect to

where the polling sub divisions are should be publiahed.
1 The expense of pub)ishing such information in one or two

newspapers circulating in the looality would not amount to
very much, and it would convey much information to the
public. The east riding of my county is a long distance
from the county town, and it surely could not be expected
that a person should be compelled to travel forty or fifty
miles to the revising officor's office to secure this informa.
tion.

Mr. TROW. It will be a very simple matter to give the
boundaries of the sub-divisions, from lot so.and.so to so.and.
so, and on certain concession lines. Without that inform-
ation the people cannot understand the true position.

Mr. MILLS. In the voters'list of Ontario it is stated, at
the head of each polling division, what are the limits of
such division. I do not know whether that would be
applicable to all the Provinces or not, but there oun be no
difficulty whatever In adopting that principle, so far am the
Province of Ontario is concerned. And when the revising
oefficer puts up the list he can indicate the limite of the
polling division.

Mr. CAMERON. I do not think it would cost 10 cents
extra. I have one of the lists for the municipality in my
own county, and I find the whole description does not
occupy more than three lines.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon. gentlemon
wants this before there is a list.

Mr. WOOD (Brockville). What is the meaning of the
words in the 8th line of the 21st clause, "with the descrip-
tion of the polling districts to whieh it relate'," unless it
covers what the hon. gentleman has just described. If you
want to find the description of a polling district in any
municipality in Ontario you have to take the general
voters' list for that municipality. But if this Act is car.
ried into effect you will simply have to write the revising
officer one letter, if you wish a copy of the list, while under
the present systen, in Ontario, you have to write to the
different clerks of the municipalities. The system provided
for in the Bill seems to me to be botter than the one we
have been accustomed to.

Amendment negatived.
Mr. CHARLTON. I move the following amendment:-

That the revising officer shail be bound to furnIsh, to any person
applying therefor, a copy of the order, if printed, on the pasm nt of the
proper proportion of the cost of said printing, and if not printed, of pay,
ment therefor at the rate of 10 cents per folio.

Amendment negatived.
On section 20,
Mr. MILLS. This refera, I suppose, to the final revision.

Now, the hon. gentleman proposes, under section 17, to add
on the names and mark those objected to as objected to.
Should not that same provision be made here, and the names
be marked on this list.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I quite agree with the
hon. gentleman. I remember that the hon. member for the
west riding proposed, also, that there should be appended to
the list all applicants whose applications were not accepted.
I propose to add te the 48th lino after the word "district,"
the words, "showing thé names objected to," and in the
50th line, after the word "offlcer," the following words:
" and shall append thereto the names of the claimants
whose claims have not been accopted."

Mr. EDGAR. I very much approve of the amendaent
which has been suggested by the hon. First Minister, but I
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think there should be an addition of these words: "and
shall publish the same, as provided by section 13." There
la no provision made in the Bill, as it has been modified
to-day, for the publication and distribution of any copies of
the complete liste divided into polling districts. Clause 21
shows that a list of each polling district shall be published
In that district, but there is no provision made for distribut-
ing this list, after the proliminary revision, at al. By sec-
tion 13 it is only the rough draft list, prepared by the
revising officer, without any special means of information,
that is to be published, posted up, and distributed. That is
right enough; but it is very much more important that the
list, as revised at the preliminary revision, should be distri-
buted, because a great many names, such as those of a large
number of tenants, wage-earners, income voters and fisher-
men, will be on the preliminary list, and I think it is only
right that that list should receive, at least, as much publica.
tion as bas been provided already for the rough draft list.
That would be the effect of this amendment, and I hope the
First Minister will see bis way to accept it.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I have a clause prepared
for the 21st section to that effect.

Mr. EDGAR. If so, I will withdraw my amendment.
Amendment withdrawn,
Mr. WELDON. If we stop at the word "officer," then,

when we take the sub-sections on pages 13 and 17, they will
cover the whole ground.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I move that all the worda
after the word "officer," on the 49th lin, page 12, be struck
out.

Amnendment agreed to,

Mr. ARMSTRONG. To prevent confusion, and for the
convenience of the electors, the boundaries of the polling
divisions should be described. If easy access be given to
the description of these polling divisions each voter will
know where to give his vote, and the simplest way would
bo to adopt the plan f>llowed in many municipalities in
Ontario, by placing at the head of the voters' list a descrip-
tion of each polling division. I move that after the word
" district," in the 48th lino, the words, "also a description
of the said polling divisions," be added.

Mr. SPROULE. That is covered in the 21st clause.
Amendment negatived.

Mr. MILLS. The hon. gentleman proposed, in reply to
my hon. friend from South Brant (Mr.Paterson), to deal
with the subject of the Indian voter. Does the hon. gentle-
man propose to take up the matter?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. My idea is, that when we
get through the Bill, then the bon. gentleman can prepare
his amend ment, and he will have an opportunity of moving
it. If adopted, we will consider what is the most proper
plaoe to insert it, while in committee.

On section 21,
Mr. EDGAR. The charge for these liste ought to be

fixed. In the 13th section we have provided that the whole
list shall not cost more than 50 cents. If the list for a poll-
ing sub-division were made to cost 10 cents, that would be
much more than 50 cents for the whole.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Make it ot to exceed 10
cents.

Mr. MoMULLEN. That is too much.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I propose to add to this

section a provision that the revising officer shall deliver
or transmit, by registered letter, copies of the list, as follows

Mr. EDGAR.

-to each member of the council of the municipality and to
the clerk and treasurer, and to the postmaster, one oopy
of the list for the municipality ; to the sheriff, warden, clerk
of the peace, etcetera, one copy relating to the electoral
district; and ten copies relating to the electoral district to
the members for the House of Commons, and the unsuccess-
ful candidates at the last election.

Mr. MILLS. The First Minister has mentioned the
names of municipal offloers, of officers of the Local Legisla-
ture, and of the municipal councils, as to receive copies of
the list. I suppose it is for the purpose of furnishing facili-
ties for the correction of the lists; but, after the list is
finally revised, there is not the same reason for furnishing
them with it. Now, surely it is of as much consequence
that the local representatives should receive the list as the
municipal councillors. The cost would be very little,
indeed, of sending the list to the members of the Local
Legislature.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. These parties who are
named are local officers. These lists wili not be of much
value to the provincial members, because the qualification
will be different, and the franchise will be different, and it
will give them no information. Beides, it will be adding
to the cost.

Mr. DAVIES. I think the phraseology in lines 11 and
12 would be improved if the hon. gentleman would strike
out " three of such copies shall be posted in conspicuous
public places," and make it read, "by causing copies to be
posted in three conspicuous public places."

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. You are quite right; it
is better.

Amendments agreed to.
On section 22,
Mr. MILLS. This is for the final revision, which the

hon. gentleman told us last night is the important one. It
seems to me that the revising officer will require to indicate
where and when lie will hold his c>urt in each municipality
for the purpose of making this revision. It is important
that fuli notice should be given with respect to the time
and place of holding the final revision. Notice should be
given in the newspapers.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Section 21 provides that
copies of the notice shall be posted up in three conspicuous
places, and that an advertisement shall also be inserted in
a newspaper. So the whole notice dos not depend on the
newspaper publication. That is only additional. The only
difficulty I see is with respect to the wording. I think
it might be provided that the publication should be made
in the nearest newspaper.

Mr. DAVIES. I move, in amendment:
That if there la no newspaper published la the munioipality, thon the

the notice shall be pubished l one or more newspaperu published In an
adjoining municipality.

Amendment negatived.

On section 23,

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). That clause will have to be
amended. I think, as at present, a person might not have
one day to appeal at all.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I propose to strike out
the words "nor more than two weeks."

Mr. PATERSON. I would suggest something like 30
days.

Mr. MILLS. There ought to be at least three weeks after
notice. In Ontario there are 30 days given for appeal to
the county judge from the time of the publicationof the:list,
and then the judge himself may fix any time after 10 days.
There are 40 days allowed.
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Mr. ARMSTRONG. I would move that the words, "not
less than one week nor more than two weeks" be struck
out, and the following inserted i lieu thereof: "Not less
than four weeks nor more than six weeks."

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I would agree to "not
les than three weeks " after the publication.

Mr. CAMERON (Kuron). In a large electoral district,
with seven or eight municipalities, your agent or yourself
would have to visit every polling sub.division, and you would
find it impossible to take one municipality a day. In my
riding I am sure there are some municipalities which would
require two or three days. I should say that four weeks
ought to be the least time allowed for the preparation of the
list.

Mr. EDGAR. If it is intended to give three weeks for
making appeals it is necessary to put four weeks in the
first part of the section, because the person who is to appeal
has to give one week's notice, which would leave only two
weeks.

Sir JOHN A, MACDONALD. Make it four weeks.
Mr. DAVIES. That being settled, I would suggest that

the word "locality," in the 28th line, be struck out, and the
words "parish or county court circuit " be put in.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved that the first part
of the clause be amended to read as follows: The day to be
fixed, as aforesaid, for such final revision, shall not be less
than four weeks after the publication, by posting up of the
said lists as aforesaid, and the place shall be in the city,
town, township, incorporated village, parish or other known
territorial revision; and, in the Province of Prince Edward
hland, in the local electoral district which includes such
polling district; and in the electoral district in the Province
of Nova Scotia, in such places, comprising not less than
three polling districts, as the revising officer may think
most convenient.

Amendment agreed to.
Mr. BLAKE moved that after the word "so," in line 33,

the following words be added: Shall give proper notice
for such purpose in the preliminary revision of such lists.
This clause provides that a party desiring to object to any
person or to amend or correct such list on the final revision
shall have the right to do so on giving notice. I think we
ought to provide that he shall have previously given notice
at the preliminary revision of the list. It is not intended
he should give notice twice after giving the notice required
for the preliminary revision.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I do not see any object in
having the remainder of the clause, from the 36th line, left
in:

" And the day to be flxed in the said notice, as the day for the giving
of notice of such objections or claims from any person, shalh be not less
than one week before the day named for the fLal revision."

The objection I see to it is this:RThe day to be fixed by the
revising officer on his notice is not to be less than one week
before the final revision. Now, we have providod that there
are four weeks with reference to him, and suppose the
revising officer was to fix as this day a day four weeks
ahead. He has no option to fix it at les than a week, but
he might require them to give three weeks' notice ; the day
he might fix might require three weeks' notice.'

Mr. WELDON. The intention is that the party shall
give at leat one week's notice, but he does not fix the day
in the notice. I think the language is very inapt.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. There is a good deal of
ver biage there. It might be simplified in this way:

And any person desiring to object or add to, or in any way amtend
or correct suchlitl, on the final revision, shallhave the right to do so,

on giving the same notice and following the same procedure as Io pro-
vided for in the 16th section as to objections and amendments under the
preliminary revision, and the notice of such objections or claims from
any person shall serve not less than one week before the day named for
final revision.

Mr. EDGAR. Ibeg to movo:
That any person desiring to object to or add to, or ln any way amend

or correct snob list, la the final revision, shall have a right to do so, if
he has given proper notice at the preliminary revision, or upon giving
uch notice and following such procedure as is provided ' the lth
section.

Amendment agSeed to.
Committee rose and reported progress.

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

Motion agreed to; and the House adjourned at 11:50 p.m.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

FrIDAY, 5th June, 1885.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at half-past One o'clock.

PaAYERs.

FRANCHISE BILL PETITION S.

Mr. EDGAR. I think this is the proper timo, before
petitions arc read at tho Table, to draw tho attention of the
House to one of the petitions which is in ordor to be read
to-lay. I will explain why 1 think so. lam not proposing
to deal with the contents of the petition, which has not been
read, but I propose to draw the attention of the House to
the contents of the petition, as stated by the hon. member
for Lincolni(Mr. Rykert), when he presented it the other
day; and i am inclined to think this is the proper time to
do so, in order that the petition may not be read, if it is one
which, under the circumstances, should not be read. It
seems to bo laid down in Cushing's practice as follows, with
respect to the question of presenting petitions:-

" Two courses only are open. Either to allow all the petitions to be
presented in the first instance, and upon reading them determine
whether they are proper or not to be received, or to determine before-
hand and without reading whether they are fit to be received. It might
be said in favor of the firut course that in no ther way au well as by
hearing the petition read could the the House determine on its character.
But on the other haid it is obvious that if it were the duty of the
House to hear al petitions of the House read, in the first, instance that
migbt be offered, its time, and the time of its constituents, might be
completely wasted in listening ta petitions, upon which it would be
impossible to proceed, or which might be made the vehicle of insultand
outrage towards the House or its members. In view of the incouveniences
by which this course would unavoidably ba attended it is the estab-
lished practice in Parliament to determine beforehand, and without
reading a petition in the House, whether it i fit to be reoceived."

If the hon. gentleman had not stated very fully the contents
of that petition to the House it would have beon impossible
for me now to raise this question, but h aving done so, I
think itis the proper time for me to point out the reasons
why it should not be read.

Mr. SPEAKER. Perhaps we had botter dispose of the
other petitions first, and then we will come to that one. I
euppose it is the petition of W. A. Milloy.

The remaining petitions having been roceived,
Mr. SPEAKER. The petition of W. A. Milloy having

no signatures on the sheet of the apparent petition is there-
fore not in order, and cannot be received,

Mr. RYKERT. I move for leave to withdraw that peti-
tion. I do so, Sir, because I understand there are not three
signatures attached to the original sheet. As it is impor.
tant that the prayer of that petition should be accepted, I
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would like to have the opportunity for the same gentleman
to re-sign the petition, and to get two or three hundred
more to sign iL.

Mr. EDGAR. I am in favor of the motion of the hon.
gentleman carrying, not only for the reasons he has given,
but for others- because I am satisfied that the substance of
that petition is not one which the House can entertain, or
allow to be read, or receive after it has been read. Nothing
can be clearer than that fact as laid down by the text books.
I quote now from Cushing:

" The first essential requisite to a petition,-lo far as its substance is
concerned, relateii"--

Mr. RYKERT. The hon. gentleman has not the right to
discuss the contents of the petition.

Mr. BLAKE. The question is whether it sh all be with-
drawn or not, and the hon. member has a right to speak on
that question.

Mr. SPEAKER. Yes; I think the hon. gentleman has a
right to discuss it.

Mr. EDGAR. I am supporting the motion of the hon.
gentleman :

" The first essential requisite to a petition, 80 far as its substance is
concerned, relates to the language in which it is expressed; it should be
decorous and proper in itself, and also respectful towards the Bouse to
which it is addressed as well as Its individual members, and to other
co-ordinate bodies and authorities. And a breach of the rule is
not only an insult to the legislative body but to the whole constitu-
ency, including the petitioners, of which that body is the representa-
tive, tending rather to excite ill-feeling than to promote calm delibera-
tion, and admitting of no answer, consistently with pardiamentary
reform, beyond the simple rejection of the offensive document."

One of the tests which is to be applied to a petition in pre-
senting it to the House, eis:

" That when the language of a petition is such that, if spoken by a
member in debate, it would be disorderly and unparliamentary, i il
improper to be employed in a petition."

Thore are some instances given, as, for example, where a peti-
tion was presented to the English House of Commons,
complaining of the great and unnecessary delay in passing
the Reform Bill, and declaring that it was impeded by the
upholding of corruption in the honorable House, who, upon
the most frivolous pretence, wasted the public time. That
was held to render it necessary that the petition should be
rejected because it was improper to receive it. Now, this
petition, as explained by the hon. gentleman who presented
it, reflects upon the minority of the iouse of Commons,
because it characterises the Opposition in this House as an
unscrupulous Opposition.

Mr. RYKERT. That is true. .

An hon. MEMBER. It is not true-every word of it is
false.

Mr. EDGAR. It uses language which should not be
used across the Iloor of thi iHouse by hon. members, regard-
ing other members, and therefore it is entirely disrespectful
to the House, as well as to a portion of the members of thi's
House, that such a potition should be received. More than
that: we know that under the rule it is improper to take
advantage of the privilege which everybody in this country
has of petitioning the louse, to make allegations which
are improper about either individuals of this House or
other important bodies. We know that courts of justice
cannot be attacked by petition, that even the social and
local standing of indivicuals cannot be attackei by petition,
while this petition, as explained by the hon. gentleman,
reflects on a majority of the Provincial Legisiature of
Ontario, by characterising them as designing and unscrupu-
loue men.

Mr. RYKERT. That is true.
Mr. SPEA.K.E& Order.

Mr. EM r.T,

Mr. EDGAR. The hon. gentleman is equally Out of order
with the petition when hesays that. For these reasons I
think it would have to be held that the petition in iteoif. in
addition to the irregularity of signing it, is entirely out of
order; and as to the irregularity of signing it, I think the
hon. gentleman was quite right in asking to withdraw it on
that account. The reason given for that rule is very plain
indeed. In Bourinot's book, at page 263, in a note to the
statement of that rale of the House, I find the following:-

" The reason of this rule mày be understood by referring to a state-
ment of Lord Clarendon. (History of Rebellion, Vol. II, page 367).
That, in 1640, 'when a multitude of hands was procured, the petition
itself was cut off, and the new one framed, suitable to the designing
hand and annexed to the long list of names whieh were subicribed to
the former. By this means many men found their bands subscribed
to petitions of which before they had never heard.'I"

For that reason I think it is quite right that the petition
should be withdrawn.

Mr. RYKERT. In presenting the petition I did not look
at it carefully to see whether the names were properly
signed or not. Of course, my attention was drawn to it,
and I therefore, very properly, I think, took steps to with-
draw it. It is unfortunate, however, that the hon, gentle-
man has objected to the contents of the petition, because I
think it is very necessary that the electors outside, who
are our masters, should have an opportunity of telling
us what they think of us bore. However, the rules are
such that the truth cannot always be told. I hope the
motion will prevail, and I hope to be able to present the
petition in another form in a few days, with 200 or 300
names added to it.

Motion agreed to, and petition withdrawn.

SCOTT ACT PETITIONS.

Mr. FOSTER. The motion I wish to make is to strike
the name of John Hamilton, of Shelburne, from a petition
which was presented to the House on Monday the lst of
June. I have had a letter from Shelburne, and accompany-
ing it, this certificate:

"ISHELIURNE, lst yune, 1884.
"I hereby certify that I did not sign or authorise any individual to

sign my name to the petition (in favor of the sale of wine and beer)
purporting to have come from Shelburne, Duferin County.

-JOHN HAMI[TON."

As Shelburne is not a very large place, and as Mr. Hamilton
is an active member of the Scott Act Association, and does
not wish to be held as standing sponsor to the prayer of the
petition, I think it right that his name should be taken off.

Mr. CASEY. May there not be another John Hamilton
in the place ?

Mr. SPEAKER. We do not know that there is no other
John Hamilton; there may be some other John Hamilton
there, and there is no practice to warrant such a motion as
this. In England there is a committee before which peti.
lions are referred, and which reporte, after making enquiry,
that certain names should be struck off for being improperly
signed, or signed without authority; but in this case, I
think the Blouse has already evidence enough to show that
there is no other John Hamilton.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). I think the hon. gentleman's
purpose js served by his calling attention to the tact that a
Mr. John Hamilton, of Shelburne, whose name is supposed
to be on this petition, did not sign it. lie is therefore
relieved from the responsibility of having signed it; but I
do not see how we can strike off a name simply because a
person of the same name says he did not sign it.

Mr. MULOCK. I do not see how we can strike off the
name of John Hamilton, who did sign this petition, at the
requeSt Of John Hamilton who did not sign iL.
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Mr. FOSTER. Shelburne is a small place, and he gives

me his opinion that there is no other John Hamilton there.
I therefore felt it necossary to call the attention of the
flouse to the matter, and the only way in which I could do
80 was by moving. There are several things about this
petition which, to my mind, go to show its worthlessness as
an expression of publie opinion. After the petition had
been signed, some person to whom it has been sent
has taken the liberty to interlard remarks all through
it in red ink. For instance, before the name of
A. Henderson, he has put the word "reverend," and
after it, "Church of England, Orangeville." A similar
note is made with reference to the namne of W. E. McKay;
a number are stated to be leading merchants ; and another
is stated to be a merchant tailor. I find also, column after
column, of names in this petition evidently signed by the
same hand. There is one column of nineteen names evi-
dently signed by the same hand, with the same kind of
ink, and I judge at the same time. But the astonishing
thing about these nineteen names is that they are of mon
who come from five different townships or villages. At
the end there are forty or fifty names signed without the
least clue to their residence or place of abode. All these
things go to show that this petition is not a very valuable
exponent of the will or wishes of the people.

Mr. BLAKE. The hon. gentleman is a little hard to
please. He began by objecting because someone had added
to the names on the petition something in red ink, and then
ho objects that at the end there are a number of names
without any additions. I think the best way to get rid of
Mr. Hamilton's difficulty would be for him to present a
petition in favor of the reverse of what this petition prays
for, and that he should say, like the police court reports,
that it is not the same John Hamilton.

Mr. FOSTER. I suppose the rulae is that a person signing
his own name should give his place of residence and his
own description.

Mr. BLAKE. Not at all. In England the other thing
is often done.

THE FRANCHISE BILL.

House again resolved itself into Committee on Bill (No.
103) respectîng the Electoral Franchise.

(In the Committee.)

On section 24,

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved that after the
word "complaint," in the 43rd line, the following words be
added : "To add to, amend or correct the list as on the
last clause mentioned."

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). The revising officer, though
ho ha all the powers of a court of record, can dispose of
all those appeals without evidence on oath. It does not
necessarily follow hoeis bound to take evidence at all. This
clause states: "And shall hear and dispose of any objection
or complaint of which notice shall have been given as afore-
said, hearing the parties making the same if they appear, and
any evidence that may be adduced before him in support of
or in opposition thereto." Section 25 states this is a court
poeseesed of the powers of a court of record, and the
judge has all the powers of a judge of a court of
record. He is at liberty to call witnesses and examine
them under oath, but, by this section, he an dispose of the
objections without calling witnesses at all, and can hear the
evidence without its being under oath. I would suggest to
add after the word "dispose," in the 42nd line, the words
" on evidence," and after the words "opposition thereto," in
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the 46th line, the words "on oath." An appeal would be
wholly uselese for the revising ofMcer unless the evidence
were taken down in writing and given under oath.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon. gentleman's
objection is merely hypercritical. Take the formation of
any court in the world, you do not say it will ho obligatory
on the court to take evidence under oath. That is ex
necessitate ; the two clauses taken together show that the
evidence must ho on oath. The hon. gentleman says it
must be only on oath. He would not allow the Quaker and
the Mennonite to give evidence.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). They could give what is
equal to an oath. Under section 25, the rovising officer has
the power to administer the oath, but is not bound to do so.

Mr. CASEY. The First Minister has given his opinion,
but other lawyers are as likely to differ from him as the
hon. member for Huron (Mr. Jameron). The right lon, gen-
tleman may know that the intent is that the evidence shall
ho taken under oath, but that je no guide to any person
interproting the clause afterwards. If ho finds in the
words of the Act liberty to dispense with the oath, he may
avail himself of it in spite of the intention. The hon.
gentleman says this barrister will ho bound to take evi-
dence under oath, as much as the judges of any other
court, but they are bound by continuous practice, if not by
statute. Evidence would be useless in those courts unless
given under oath. The court it is proposed to croate hore
has no precedents. It is something purely anomalous, and
different from any other court in existence. The Bill
sets the revising officer, who is to be the court himself, free
from all the trammels of the ordinary courts. Under clause
40, the wholo of the preliminary proceedings are at his
mercy. He may dispense with notices, and allow cases to
be tried which would bo informal even under this Act.
" He is not to be bound by strict rules of evidence or
forme of procedure." Re is expressly set free from following
precedents or rules of other courts, or the rules laid down
in this Act itself. Under these circumstances, it is simply
trifling with the House toitell us that ho will be bound to
take evidence on oath under this section. Under section 55,
he is authorised to strike out names, or add them, and
generally to correct the list, upon such information as ho
may possess and without objections or claims being made.
I muet support the amendment of my hon. friend from
Huron (Mr. Cameron), and speaking of the matter
calmly and deliberately, I have very little doubt that
the right hon. gentleman will, on mature thought, accept it ;
because I cannot assume, in justice to him, that it was his
intention to allow the revising officer to proceed without
sworn evidence in dealing with such an important matter
as the vote of a citizen. No matter how small a matter
may be at issue in a division court or before a oounty
board, the evidence is taken on oath, and these are matters
quite despicable in comparison with this. I have never
heard of a court of revision before a county judge deciding
any matter in regard the voters' list except on oath.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. In this case, le muet do so.

Mr. CASEY. That is the right hon. gentleman's opinion,
but his opinion has been so frequently and continuously
wrong on questions of law, that we cannot pay any special
attention to it. The subsequent sections of the Bill say
distinctly that he need not take evidence on oath.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I know the clauses.

Mr. CASEY. If he does it is most extraordinary that the
hon. gentleman should speak as h lias in regard to them.
The 55th section does not mean that the revising officer is
to take evidence on oath.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Move against that clause,
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Mr. CASEY. We will discusethat clause when wecome toit,
but that clause expresses the intention of the Billas much as
this one, If the hon. gentleman's intentions are to require
that the evidence shall be taken on oath, lot him show the
sincerity of his intentions by accepting the amendment. If
ho does not, I shall have to withdraw what I said a few
moments ago, that I could not credit him with a deliberate
intention to allow these matters to be decided without the
sanction of an oath. The inference will be so obvions that
we need not go into it. The objection to the word "oath "
is very trifling, because it is generally understood that it
inclndes an affirmation on the part of those entitled
to affirni. The clause could be easily so arranged as te
require precisely the same sanction from a man giv-
ing evidence in regard to a vote as iû regard te property.
Tnhat is all we ask. It would be perfectly seandalous if a
man's vote could be taken from him on evidence given
under any less sanction than is required in the case of
goods and chattels.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). I will move the amendment
which 1 suggested. I did not for a moment suppose that
the hon. gentleman would object to this amendment. He
states that the revising officer cannot hear any evidence,
except on oath, and cannot adjudicate on any objections
unless they are sustained by evidence given on oath. I
think otherwise. I think under this clause hoecan adjudicate
without any evidence at all, and certainly without the evi-
douce having the sanction of an oath, at all events there is
a doubt about it.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I se no doubt.

Mr. CAMERON. If the hon. gentleman intends that the
revising officer shall hear no evidence exoept on oath, ho
should put that beyond any question. There is a question
now.

Sir JOHN A. MACDON &LD. No.

Mr. CAMERON. Other lawyers take a different view of
it, though, perhaps, not of the eminenee of the hon. gentle-
man. I move that, after the word "dispose," in the 42nd
line, the words "upon evidence," be inserted, and after the
word "thoreto," in the 45th lino, the words "on oath or
affirmation," be inserted.

Mr. MILLS. I would ask the hon. Minister's attention to
the meaning of this clause with regard to evidence. Would
the production of a deed, without its being sworn to, be
evidence of a man's title? The man saysI: "This is ny
title, and I claim to be the owner." Would not the revismn
officer be entitled to accept that deed as evidence adduem
without the party being sworn ? I think that ho might.
It seems to me that the amendment suggested by my hon.
friend from West Huron (È1r. Cameron), cannot do any
harm, at least. Thon I would ask the hon. gentleman's
attention to the statement that ho made the other day, that
h. proposed, inu case the revising officer was not a judge,
that there should be a re-hearing of the whole case anew ;
that it would not be simply an appeal, but, that the judge
to whom the appeal was made, would be entitled to take
evidence anew. I would like to know if I understood the
hon. gentleman rightly.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I said there might be an
appeal as to fact as well as to law.

Mr. MILLS. Beyond that, whether in case there was an
appeal trom the revising officer to the county judge, the
latter shoùld take evidence anew, if desired by the parties.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I said nothing of the
kind.

Mr. MRULOCK. The hon. gentleman said the judge
would have original jurisdiction.

Mr, CAsB.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Ajudge in appearcannot
have original jurisdiction.

Mr. MIULOCK. I am not speaking abe a judge ia
appeal. I put the question to the Fi tIuite some iime
ago across the floor of the House, as to whether the appeal
to be granted wonld be a complete appeal, and whtherthe
judge sitting, you may say in appeal, bu sit ting aMd
reviewing the action of the revising offier, would ha",
original jarisdiotion; and the Firet Minister saidý yes, and
that ho would have appellate jurisdiction.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Oh no, I didnot say any.
thing like that-certainly not.

Mr. MILLS. That is what I understood from the ho».
gentleman-that there was to be a re-heringof the whoie
case.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I never contemplated
anything so absurd.

Mr. MILLS. The hon. gentleman cells it an absmrdity,
but it is an absurdity that exists in many courts, and I
could give him many instances where an appeal is not
sim ly in the sense of hearing questions.of law and*iedin
evidence, taking facts from the notes taken at the origi:
procedure, but beginning the procedure anew, and takiag
all the evidence anew. The hon. gentleman w se that if
ho is not going to adopt that rule, and if the county Èdgo
is to take evidence from the notes of the revising bariater,,
thon it is of immense consequence that the revising barris-
ter should be called upon where necossary to take down
the evidence of the witnesses, and that the evidence should
be subseribed by the witnesses, that there may be no dis-
pute, and that there may not be an unfair representation of
the evidence before the county judge Now, the hon. gen-
tleman does not propose to carry out that intention as we
understood him the other day, but intends that it shall be
simply an appeal in the ordinary form from the docision of
the revising officer. It is therefore of the greatest conse-
quence that the evidence should be taken down with care
and subscribed to by the witness, in order that there may not
be a colored representation of the evidence, and especially
ought it to be so when taken by a man with little ractice
and without any professional skilL We all know at the
revising officer, where ho is not a judge, must be a man of
very little practice; he must be a man to whom it will be an
object to accept the position, and probably a man of inferior
legal attainments and of no legal standing. Ho is not
likely, therefore, to have the confidence of the commui ty,
and consequently it is very imp nt that the evidence
should be thoroughly reliable. e all know the old practice
of taking depositions in the Court of Chancory in Ontario,
where the Chancellor or the Vice-Ohancellor took down the
evidence, and read it over to the witness, and, if it was not
suchi as the witness intended it should be, corrections were
made, and it was afterwards subscribed Îo by the wites.
It seems to me that is the proper form for preservin the
evidence wherever parties may desire it before the rev!si>i
barrister. I therefore trust that the hon. gentleman
make an amendment, adding the words, "esuch evidence to
be taken down in writing and signed by the witness where
either of the Parties require the same." I think thls is
nothing more than an adequate protection to parties whose
rights are to be affected, and it is only fair to the county
judge before whom the case is to be tried, that the evidence
should be accurately presented to him, since ho i not to
have au opportunity of examining the witnesses .himself.

Sir JOHlN A. MACDONALD. We are drifting again
into the unwholesome practice of looking ahead inted of
at the clause befor the committee. Thenquestion is tis,
whether this clause sufficiently contains the junction-if I
may use the word-of the revising barrister, with the evi-
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dence taken under oath. I think it is so clear that it
earcely requires an argument. But I think there is a
strong objection to putting these words in. It must be
remembered, Mr. Chairman, that this revising barrister-if
I may refer to the Ontario practice, as others have done-
is doing the work of a court of review, in settling the
list. FThis Ie onot a contentions.matter, in which proceed-
ings s well as the right of parties, are brought up
hostilely between <plaintiff and defendant. The revising
officer is to prepare a true list. Now, if we put in words
that the evidence that must- be taken on oath, or what is
equivalent-to au oath, in all cases, you will see how com-
pletely you choke and obstruet the whole machine. Now,
twillgive you an instance. To continue the illustration of
the hon. member for Bothwell(Mr. Mills), a man is entered
as an owner, and opposite his-name is written" objected to."
le comes before the revising barrister and says: "Here

i& my deed." Well, the objector, perhaps, withdraws his
objection. There is an end of it, and the man's name is
passed. But in this -case, when the objection is once
entered, evidence must be taken on oath, in every case. He
sits -there, supposed -to be an indifferent party, as a
judge. 'Every -name isealed up, and when objection
is made te party is again asked: "Do you
object?" H. -saye: "Yes, I persist in my objection."
He will turn round to the party who is objected to, and
say : "What have you to.say ? " "Here is my deed," heh
r9plies. The objector looks at the deed, and the matter is
settled. If, in the case of every objection there is to be evi-
dence taken, hon. gentlemen will see that it will obstruct
and clog the wheels of the whole machine. But, when the
objection ise once made and persisted in, the party must
grve evidence-it is bdfore court; the whole tenor of the
clause shows that legal evidence must be offered. There is
no doubt about that. I cannot accede to the amendment.

-Mr.iWNELDON. The very arguments used by the hon.
gentlemen, show the necesityiof the amendment. This is
not a court of record, although the judge will have. like

wers. Frequently, in a court, objection is waved as to
egal evidence. A' dedis produced, anid the party says I

do -not;want the deod, roved. Bo, in the case cited for pur-
posefeillusttation, the objection made by the party would
b.1 withdrawn, and the matter thus settled. The proposed
revion with respect to taking evidence under oath is,

r, deixable ; because we must remember that a
gueasisy of.,the revising officers would be barristers of

lveoyears' standing, during which period a lawyer doos not
gain much experience. It is just as well to make the clause
so plain that he who runs may read. With respect to the
justices court, that is a court of common law.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It is not a court of
common law, but a court of statutory enactment.

Mr. WELDON. With respect to the justices court, we
find that when it is &, matter outside of the ordinary investi-
gation, thle Act.provides that the justice shall not issue a
warrant until satisfied, not by evidence, but by evidence on
oath or on-asrmation. -This le not an unreasonable amend-
ment to propose.

Mri OASEY. The hon. First Minister said a few moments
ago that this clause and the next clause compelled the
revisingofleer to take evidence upon oath. But when he
spoke laist 4he hon. gentleman said, if the revising officer
were to be-compelted to take evidence in all cases on oath,
it would be "elogging and obstructing the wheels of the
machine."- Perhape it might be so. If this Bill is intended
to be a wachine; and for a certain purpose, we can easily
uenderstand that the requirenrent of evidence on oath might
clog and obstruct the machine. But that is not a reason
which should weigh with the House in passing this section.
S his s the beautiful position oeoupied by the father of the

Bill. HRe as given expression to two diffoerent
views within fifteen minutes. "Machine" is a very
favorite word with American politicians. I do not
know whether it is intended to create, by this Bill,
a machine, such as was worked by Boss Tweed in New
York; but it is a very significant and peculiar word to use
in this connection. The hon. gentleman says we have
fallen into the unwholesome practice of looking at the rest
of the Bill. I do not think it is an unwholesome practice.
If the section is not clear, we muet look.at othor section& in
order to endeavor to understand it ; itwould be a very
unwholesome practice to go on with an imperfect knowledge
of what the section meant. On the face of this section it
simply says that the revising officer shall hear and dispose
of any objections or complaints. It does not say how he shall
hear or how ho shall dispose of them. We have to look for
that information elsewhere. In the A0th section it says
that the revising officer is not to be bound by strict rules of
evidence or forms of procedure. Section 55 says he may
make changes without complaint being made, and on any
information within his possession. It distinctly says that
he need not require evidence. Those sections, taken with
the First Minister's last statement, show that our us-
picions were correct, and that it is not, intended that
the revising officer shall take evidence under oath.
Consequently, we are bound to return to the suspi-
cion we first entertained, namely, that there was an
intentional omission of any obligation to tako evidence
on oath, and that it was made for some purpose. A state-
ment of the purpose has now been g iven to us. The omis.
sion of the requirement to take evidence under oath is to
lot the machine work, the hon. gentleman has told us. That
is all very well for those who are going to run the machine,
but we cannot be expected to look at, it in the same light.
The hon. First Minister said the revising officer would be
"supposed to be sitting as an indifferent person." Who will
suppose him to be so sitting ? Not the bhon. gentleman
himself. He will never suppose one of his revising officers
to be sitting as an indifferent person. He knows where the
officer's sympathies will be and how cases of doubt will be
decided. The hon. gentleman said that a person might
object to another man's vote; that the man objectod to
might produce a deed which would satisfy the objector, and
thereupon the case would be settled, and he revising officer
would not have to act. Of course, he would not have to
act, and, in such a case would not have to take evidence.
We only ask that he shall take evidence where he
will have to give a decision. He would not be required to
take evidence in the supposed case, because there would be
no case before him and nothin to be tried and disposed of.
And theroeis nothing in the objection which ho evidently
makes on the spur of the moment; and when that objection
is dropped, th case eis dropped. I think the hon. gentle-
man's own speeches have shown clearly the meaning and
intention of this clause; and that, I think, against his own
will; and now that we do know the object, itis all the more
neeesary, in the interest of both parties, tocoontend that the
sacred right to vote should be guarded by an oath or its
equivalent. Even if the revieing officer is a partisan Con-
servative, he will have his islikes, his feelings of
ill-will to individuals; and where. it does not injure
the party, ho will be ready to gratify these feelings
even against Conservatives. When this side of the
House comes into power, if they chose to continue such
an iniquitous law, if they chose to appoint revisng
barristers, I would ask bon. gentlemen opposite how
they would like to have their right to the franchise left at
the mercy of this partisan officer, without the safeguard of
taking evidence on oath? I do not aek hon. gentlemen
literally to put themselves in our places, because
I know they are not at all likely to move over to
this aide at our request, but I do ask # m to do so
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theoretically, and to imagine a Grit revising barrister settle-
ing the franchise of themselves and their friends without
taking the evidence on oath. They now complain that Grit
assessors are frauds, that they cheat them out of their votes,
but not only is the assessor a sworn officer himself, but his
work is revised at the first revision-the court of revision
-on oatb, and it is also revised on oath by the judge at the
final revision. But here there is no such safeguard, for we
have no revision except this final one, and there the revis-
ing officer is not only not compelled to take the evidence on
oath, but he need not take evidence at all. He is not com-
pelled to keep a record of the evidence to b used in the
case of appeal, and under such circumstances what a farce
an appeal will bo c This section undoubtedly requires to b
altered in the direction of both amendments which have
been placed in your hands.

Mr. LISTER. I cannot see why the First Minister, as he
has stated that iL is intended that the revising officer shall
take the evidence under oath, should not accept the amend-
ments proposed. In the English Act I find that the word
used is not "evidence," but "proof," which would imply
that the proof must b under oath, but that on the other
hand the word "evidence " does not necessarily mean that
the proof adduced before the revising officer shall b under
oath. The English Act provides that the revising officer
is to examine upon oath, all persons who come before hin,
whether they are the persons objecting, or those objected
to. I find also that the Ontario Act in providing for appeal
against over assessment, provides that certain evidence
shall not b required under oath except under certain cir-
cumstances, so that the mere fact that the word evidence is
used, does not make it imperative on the revising officer
that the evidence shall be under oath. Now, when you
consider that there i to be an appeal from the revising
officer, unless he is the county judge, upon questions of
fact, it must strike every person who considers the matter,
that it is exceedingly important that the evidence taken at
the first revision should be in writing and under oath, unless
it is intended to give the judge original jurisdiction. The
First Minister says that is not the intention, and that being
the case, it is infinitely more important that the evidence
should be taken on oath in a matter of this kind, and that
it should be fully and properly taken, than in a question as
to the rights of individuals regarding property or money,
because it affects the right of the individual which no
money compensation can make up for. The revising barris-
ter is created a court for the hearing of complaints.
The decision of that court is subject to appeal to another
tribunal, and when the First Minister says it is not neces.
sury to state in this section that the evidence shal be
under oath, although that is intended, it seems to me he
has some sinister object in refusing this amendment. If
the evidence is to be under oath why not make the section
clear to that effect ? Why should there be any doubt
about it ? Why depart from the words of the English law ?
If the word "evidence " were sufficient to require the
revising officer to take the evidence under oath, I submit
that the words " under oath " would not have been used in
the English statute. They are not there for nothing ; they
are there for some object ; and if it is necessary that these
words should b used in the English Act, there is an equal
necessity for thom to be used in this Act, and I think it
would be the grossest oversight on the part of this Parlia-
ment to pass an Act and neglect to provide distinctly in so
essential a portion as this, what the duties of the revising
officer are. We have reason to think that these revising
officers will not be particularly favorable to the Liberal
party; there is a feeling throughout the country
that these gentlemen, whom the hon. gentleman himself
appoints, will, in some cases, be unduly favorable to the side
which has appointed them. Therefore it is the duty of the

Mr. C&AEy.

Government to remove that fear as far as possible. I am
not charging these men with wrong-doing; but, under this
law, there is a possibility that grievous wrong may be done,
and if the Act is to receive that respect which an Act of
this kind is expected to receive, it is the duty of the hon.
gentleman to place this question beyond all doubt and cavîl.
If you look at every other Act in which it is intended that
witnesses shall be examined on oath, the words are dis-
tinctly used that the witnesses shall be examined on oath
or that the ovidence shall be taken on oath. I do not say
that the hon. gentleman is not right ; but it is open to cavil
and argument; it is open to the revising officer to do
perhaps, some great injustice to a person appearing before
im. The amendment is a most reasonable one. The First

Minister, at the last sitting, evinced a desire to meet the
views of the Opposition; and why should ho not insert
these words and put this question beyond all doubt ? Re
intends to allow an appeal where the revising officer
is not a judge of the county court; yet he says the
judge is not to have original jurisdiction. He is not to
have the right to bring before him the evidence which was
brought before the revising officer; he is just to take such
evidence as the revising officer thinks proper to take down,
be it under oath or not under oath. He has not power to
bring the witnesses, before him for examination. If there
is to be an appeal, and the judge has not power to bring the
witnesses before him for examination, then it should be
declared that the evidence taken before the revising officer
should be in writing and should be taken under oath, then
the parties would have an opportunity of examining and
cross-examining. This is a very vital amendment, and
without it the Act will be very imperfect. I hope the First
Minister will reconsider the matter and accept the amend-
ment.

Mr. MACMASTER. The question is whether the pro.
visions of the Bill are sufficient to authorise the revising
officer to take evidence under oath.

Some hon. MEMBERS. To compel him.

Mr. MACMASTER. Yes, to compel him to take evidence
under oath. The hon. gentleman who spoke last would not
undertake to say that the interpretation the hon. First
Minister placed on this section was wrong; but he
thought that for greater precision the words "under oath "
should be inserted. If the Bill is so explicit that there can
be no reasonable doubt that the revising officer must take
the evidence under oath, thon it is undesirable to clog it
with unnecessary words. It seems to me, on reading the 24th
and 25th sections together, that hon, gentlemen opposite
are making captious objections against the Bill. The 24th
section provides that the revising officer shall hear the
parties who make the complaints, and any evidence that
may be adduced before him in support of or in opposition
thereto; and when we turn to the next section, we find that
ho is there fully empowered to take evidence under oath.

An hon. MEMBER. He can do as he likes.

Mr. MACMASTER. Hon. gentlemen know perfectly well
that if he proceeded improperly ho might be compelled by
a higher court to do otherwise. But I would refer hon.
gentlemen to the terms in which the Ontario statute gives
similar powers. The hon. gentleman did not read ail the
provisions; ho only read one or two of them. In the 5tith
section of the Municipal Act, it is declared that the court
of revision, or some member thereof, may administer an
oath-it is not shall; it is not made obligatory-maY
administer au oath to any witness before his evidenlce is
taken.

Mr. LISTER. But for that no person could administer an
oath. It merely authorises them to adminieter an oath.
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Mr. MACMASTER. This is a declaration of the authority

of the court of revision to administer an oath, although
there is nothing saying that they shall be bound to take the
evidence under oath, yet we find a subsequent section in
the Ontario Act dispensing with the necessity of doing o,
Sub-section 16, of section 56, says :

I It shaH not be necessary to hear upon oath the complainant or
assesor, or the party complained against, unlens where the court deems
is necesary or proper, or the evidence of the party is rendered on his
own behalf or required by the opposite party."
So that the framers of this statute, which governs in Ontario,
clearly intend that the earlier section giving the power to
administer the oath, should imply the authority to take the
evidence in that way and in no other way; otherwise there
would not b. a subsequent section in the statute exempting
the court from the obligation to hear a party under oath.
A good deal has been said about a few remarks of the First
MiDister as to parties who appear before the, revising
officer and produce a deed from which it is evident there
can be no serious contestation. An occurrence of that kind
may 1 ake place before a case is actually opened. A man,
on the case being called, may produce his deed, the
opposite party sees h. has a good sound title, and the case
is withdrawn. I do not see, according to my views of the
construction of the statute, how there can b. the slightest
doubt under the terms of these two sections, 24 and 25, as
to the revising officer being obliged to take evidence under
oath, and in no other way, when he proceeds to the trial of
a case. My hon. friend from West Elgin (Mr. Casey)
states he has found some subsequent sections in the Act
that seemed to lend countenance to his view, one being to
the effect that the revising officer, in the discharge of a
summary duty, need not proceed with the ordinary legal
strictness as to the rules of evidence, that h. shall not be
bound by the strict rules of evidence or procedure,
but that does not relieve him from hearing evidence
under oath, it is only a declaration that h. is
not bound to proceed with the same strictness as to
form, the same particularly as to the rules of evidence,
which, as the hon. member for West Elgin must be aware
from his long experience at the bar, would be thoroughly
impracticable in summary proceedings. This is a matter of
legal opinion, and, according to my view, there cannot be
any reasonable doubt that under the section as it stands>
the 1evising officer is boand to administer the oath when
he proceeds to try the case.

Mr. M[LLS. The hon. gentleman has confused two
entirely distinct questions. The one is where a party may
be in power to administer the oath and may require evi-
dence to be taken under oath; the other is whether it is
evidence unless taken under oath. It is the latter we have
under cý naideration. The First Minister holds that the
section, as it stands, leaves the revising officer no option,
that h. must take the evidence under oath. It is truc he
subsequently modifi.d Lat view, he said it would be highly
inconvenient to insist upon any such rule; but I do not
think we can understand, afer all, that h. meant to
seriously argue that his first contention was wrong. On
the contrary, I think h. still holds to the view that "evi-
dence " means legal evidence in the sense in which the
expression is used in court, and that it could not b. admit-
ted unless it was under oath. How are we to understand
the word "evidence " in this Bill? Are we to understand
that it means sworn testimony and no other ? If we look
at the different provisions, I do not think we can come to
that conclusion. My hon. friend from Weet Lambton (Mr.
Lister) bas shown that the word is not used in that sense
in the English statute. You find the qualifying word
"under oathl" used when it is obligatory upon the revis-
ing barrister so to take the testimony, and if these words
are used in one portion of the statute and omitted in
another, you cannot give to the word "evidence " where it

r is not qualified the same meaning as whore it is qualified.
Take the next section, the words " taking evidence under
oath before him" are used. Why say "under oath before
lhim", if it is clear that the words "under oath " are not
necessary ? Now, when we look at the Act relating to
summary convictions, 18th section, we find "if the justice

r is satisfied on the evidence upon oath or affirmation." If
the word "evidence " always aimplies sworn testimony

3 why qualify it b y saying 4"on oath " in the
statute ? It may e according to the ordinary
practice of courts, that evidence is taken in a particular
way, but when we use the word evidence in a statute, we do
not always mean to use it in a strict sense, and wben we
qualify it as we have done in parts of this Bill and fail to
qualify it in other sections, it is perfectly clear we do not give
to the word evidence, with the "restrictive " words applied,
the same sense as we give it without them. My bon.
friend pointe out that in this particular statute relating to
summary convictions, when yon are speaking of evidence
before a court you do so not qualified, but when speaking
of evidence outside of a court it is qualified. This revising
officer is not a court of record; h bas some of the func-
tions of a court of record, but what ho does is not done in a
court of record, and it seems to me there is no intelligible
reason for using in a subsequent section the words "and the
taking of evidence under oath before him," and using the
words "any evidence that may be adduced before him " in
the other case. If the qualifying words are required in the
one case they are required in the other.

Mr. CASEY. The hon. member for Glengarry (Mr.
Macmaster) says this is a matter of legal opinion entirely,
and h. gives his opinion that this section requires the evi-
dence to be taken under oath. We are not merely discuss-
ing whether thie section requires that evidence shall be
taken under oath, but whether the revising offler is
required by it to take evidence at al. This section does
not say that h. must. The legal opinion of the hon.
gentleman ges for a great deal, and he as the good fortune
to agree with one of the opinions of the First Minister,
who gave two distinct contradictory opinions. The latter
said in the first place that this section does require evi.
dence to be taken under oath, and in that he bas theb hon.
member for Glengarry with him. In the second place,
about 15 minutes later, h. said that to insist upon evidence
being taken upon oath would block the wheels of the whole
machine. lHere we are in a nice boxt f 1ega up inions. We
have the Premier deciding against himself, an soime of his
supporters agree with one of hie opinions and some with
the other, though we have only heard of the one yet. There
are many lawyers on that side and we should hear from
theom on this subject. The member for Lincoln (Mr.
Rykert), who is so frequently in consultation with his
leader, should tell us which of these opinions he agmees with.

Mr. RYKERT. I do not agree with yours.
Mr. CASEY. I agree with the second of the Premier's

opinions, that these sections do not provide for the taking
oi evidence on oath. The hon. member for Lincoln dis-
agrees with me, so he must disagree with the Premier on
that point. There are plenty of other lawyers there who
muet tell us which horn of the dilemma they choose. When
we find a house divided against itself, and a party divided
against itself, and the Premier divided against himeilf in
regard to the meaning of this clause, what are we to do?
I think we should cat legal opinions to the dogs, and look
at the Bill with the aid of common sense.

Mr. RYKERT. Then you are ruled out,
Mr. CABEY. I am gratified by, the compliment, as I

suppose the hon. gentleman thinks my sense is so uncom-
mon that it cannot be described as common sense. If it is
not intended, as the2 remier now says to require evidence
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on oath, the vote of everyone is left at the mercy of a parti- cireut»Latanee that my opinion in in agrement'with tJst of
san lawyer without any safeguard whatever. If the mem- the hon. member for Queen's (Mr, Davieà).
ber for Lincoln believes that to be in consonance with the Mr. DAVIES. I do not think, however, hat my hn
common sense of the country, I hope he will show us where friend bas such a very high opinionof bis own abihty that
the justice is. His leader has not shown it at all. he wonld pit it againet someofthe hon. membere on the

Sir IIC3IIÂD CRTWUGII. Ido ot popoe ~other side who have expresséd fa differont opinione»enSir RICHARD CARTWRIGH1T. I do not propose to h oisbce pym oromon
discuss tha legal aspect of this question, but I propose to
call the attention of the committee to this fact, that, when Mr.MAOMASTER. tjenotneeeeryI-hould-expue
the objection was first taken by my hon. friend behind me any opinion on1that-subject
(Mr. Cameron), the answer of the Premier was distinct and Mr. MeMULLEN. I think that, before thia quetion
plain, that it was a work of supererogation, that it was je deided-
quite superfluous, that he was not going to overload this orne hon. MEMBERS. Oh, Oh.
clause by inserting perfectly useless words. That is what 1r. MeMULLEN. When yen hadone grosning, I will
he said in the first instance in reference to the amendment, talk. If the revising officer ia oalled apon to diacharghie
but at a subsequent stage he declared that his objection was duties in conneetion with thie Act, -nd swem a numbOf
of a totally different kind; he stated that he objected te people when theyensider itu, qestion whether àe bas a
introducing the words because they would seriously clog right to ewear th ot
and retard and interfere with the proper working I hold it should be imperative apon hLm to take evimce
of the court. There can be no denying that these under eath. We knew that therêis likelytobe somepoli-
two lines of objection will not stand. If the tical spite between parties in different ctions and a man
language was superfluous it would be mere redun- lu political eympathy with the revising efficer may malre
dancy, and could in nowise interfere with the working complaints againet certain partiesin order te have them
of the clause. But there is another matter which requires struck off the roli, snd the reviing fleer may
more attention than bas yet been given to it. If I followed hear the evidence under eath-of the witneeses
correctly the language of the First Minister, he declared whom the objecter may bring up, whie nay refuse te
that he did not intend to permit the county court judge, to put those witnesses under oath whom the parties defending
whom these decisions might finally be referred, to exercise may bring up. Lt je absurd te say the revieing barrister
original jurisdiction, in other words, he would be confined shah have the power te say whether lie shah swear a man
entirely to the evidence which was taken on this occasion.or whether lie@halsot. Now, the First Minister stated
If that be the case-and, if I am wrong, I should be very that these preceedinge were very muehiafter the mode ofthe
glad to be corrected on that point-then it does appear revision court in Ontario. If the bon, gentleman was
that my hon. friends are perfectly right in requiring that
this evidence should be put on record and taken upon oath, acuainew thathen oceding o trevsionorlie
because, if it only is to become the basis of a subsequent wounow hatepnte mniilrtee ryoieais
appeal, it would be very unreasonable that evidence should sworn chphv or tadministerpthoatheifa ps
appear before the revising officer on which he affirms hisnegrly alwaysadministered. -L the hon, gentleman says
decision, which, not being taken down and not being on tis je a mode of the court of revision, the practice Bhould
oath, might not appear before the party to whom it 's bcthe sameasd thc revising offleer should bce cmpelled te
finally referred. That is a point on which I think the take evidence under oath if required te do se, the -eme as
committee might fairly ask for some farther information, in the court of revisien. This clause and the other clause
whatever the legal aspect of the case may be. are drawn evidently with ambiguity, for the purpose of

Mr. DAVIES. I think the section is sufficiently import- alowing the revising efficer te refuse to take evidence
ant to justify the whole of the committee in wishing that it under oath if hiedispoeed te refuse. I am sorry te find
should be placed beyond reasonable doubt. The 25th section that whenever an ameudmon e.Qoered4.inipg the power
gives power to the revising officer to take evidence. I should ef the revising barrister tec FkrMiiisterqefune taeoept
say, if I were asked my opinion, that it meant legal evidence, it. The bon. gentleman evidently desires te deave thie
and, if I was sitting as revising officer, I should require it te officer power todo just ashe ploucs.
be taken on oath. But the administration of this law. is to Sir JOHN -A.MAOIDONALD. Theàongen41epauiAys
be entrusted, in some instances at any rate, to those wio that the court of revision je sworn. Quit. true; -e willhe
are not accustomed to construing legal evidence, to those revising-bowriter be swern te perform hM&d "s. £ho âof.
who are just commencing their legal career, for instance, to gentleman mys the ourtof revisin is compelled te taIe
the notaries in the Province of Quebec, and I do not sec o&thwheneveritiidomded. Ifth&honjgentlaman,ïwil
why we should not make it perfectly clear. It is evident look at-the î6th-claue of thc municipal Iawof ODarioie
now that thore is a diffeence of opinion. I to some extent will flndthatitijenot neearyte hearwitnesss ui,îoath.
agree with my hon. friend from Giengarry (Mr. Macmaster)
as to the legal construction of the clause, but I have heardtr.nC hM elvs.(Hon,getleman -WiIl rti
other hon. gentlemen, who perhaps are more distinguished whole clause csrefilly -ad'he will 'find that -whon
than my hon. friend, who have a different opinion. Why-parties
not put in the words to make it clear ? I do not suppose Sir JOHN A MÂGDONLD-
the First Minister thought much about it when it was first
mentioned, and he said there were cases in which it would "k shah not b.neceuary to heu upon osth the cmplaituor

aasessor or the party coenpluire4 againht auluur whzcre-tii, oeurtýdemâ
be desirable that the matter should be settled without any it neeumary or proper."
evidence at all. That could be done, as the hon. member fbr Mr.CAMERON. Go on.
Glengarry pointed out, whether these words are put in or SirJOHN A. MACDONALD.-
not; but, as the law is to be carried out by those who are
not accustomed to construe statutes, and who may put dif- "revident e ofte party .ia
ferent meanings upon it, it may give rise to incalculable requ
trouble and mischief-if you leave it in this way. Mr. CAMERON.'The hou, gentleman_ only read one

Mr. M ACASTER. Any anxiety I might have felt as une; a a s 1 h wine seo i oldahve
to the accuracy of my opinion is entirely dispelled by the nesevidence cnnot be tken un.lie' in15 worn, nd
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any person can be.compelled to be sworn if it is demanded
by the opposite arty. That is all we want ere. When I
made myproposition firet the hon. gentleman contended
vigorouy that under clauses 23 and 42 of this Bill the
revising barrter was to takeo evidence on oath. At a sub-
seqent etags the hon, gentleman declared that to comapel
the revising barrister to take this evidence on oath was to
clog the whole machine.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No, I did not.
Mr. CAMERON. Did the hon. gentleman not say so ?
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Just go on.
Mr. CAMERON. Oertainly I so understood him. IHow-

ever, I took it for granted that the hon. gentleman adheres
to his view that this evidence cannot be taken except upon
oath. Now, Sir, that is not the proposition the hon. mem-
ber for Glengarry (Mr. Macmaster) submitted. He went
upon the assumption that we argued that the revising barris-
ter had no power to administer the oath. We did not so
argue. 'We admitted that h. has the power to admin-
ister the oath under clause 25, and we say that having
that, power he ought to be bound to adiniuister the
oath, and ought not to receive-any evidence unless ho does
so. If our contention is correct the effect will
be that the revising offlcer can swear one side and may not
swear theother side--he can swear whoever he pleases. It
may be said that is an extreme case; peraps it is, still, if
the hon. gentleman wants to have hie 'll logical, he ust
base it upon logical consequences. He argues that the
word evidence implies an oath. I say it doos not imply an
oath. What is he moeaning of evidence 2 It does not
mean an oath at all. It is the matter or the material by
whieh a given proposition is proved. For instance, you
take a pro esory note that is sued upon, and the note is
denied. You say that the promissory note is theo evidence.
You take a deed and yon bring an action of ejectment upon
it, you produce the deed as evidence of your title. That deed
is not the evidence of your title ; you have first to show
whether it is a deed or not. You establish that by the oath
of witnesses, or in some other way known to the law. Evi-
dence is the matter or material that you use for the purpose
of establishing your proposition. That is the technical nean-
ing of the word avidence. Now, Sir, it is laid down by
Hoithouse in hie Law .Dictionary:

" In its general senue, ther, evidence may be said to signify any mat-
ter which is brought forward for the purpose of ascertaiaing the truth
et nY partiealaulet, or of any point in issue."
It is the matter brought forward, it is not the way to bring
the ma#iber forvard or the mode or the condition upon whieh
the matter is brought forward. The condition of evidence
on oath implies that the man must be sworn. The fact
muet be established upon oath, and evidence itseolfis only the
material by which to establish the proposition; and that
matter cannot be eatablished except subject to the law of
the land that it must be established under oath.

« I&isaled evidzon becane thepoint a issue is to be ad. '-
dance?"

Trïe it i# called evidnce in the first instance, but it is
not evidence unls it is established by oath. The hon.
gentleman says that evidence implies evidence taken
on oath. 1 challenge him to find any warrant
for his staterept, It does not mean that. But
even assaming that it doues mean it, what doaes
this Bill say ? If hon. gentlemen will take the trouble
to look at the Bill they will see that the revising officer
can decide matters of controversy without taking a particle
of evidence. What does the Bill say ? "1He shall dispose
of any objection and complaint of which noticeb as been
given, aflter hearing the parties making the same, if they
appear before him." Lt simply required the revising officer'
to hear the parties; not hear them on oath and take
Qvidence, but simply hoar statements. It says hearing the

parties, and any evidence adduced in support of the proposi-
tion. Suppose there s no evidence except the evidence of
the parties themselves. Tho returning oficer can hear com-
plaints, and without a tittle of evidence, ho cai adjudicate.
In what position are the parties to the objection to be
placed if the revising offlcer is simply to hear the coma-
plainant and respondent without evidence being given on
oath ? Suppose the parties are dissatisfied and there is an
appeal. The hon. gentleman now tells us that the appeal is
to be an appeal in reality. But how can an appeal be taken
if theraeis no evidence, nothing on which to base an appeal ?
Llow is there to be an appeal if the revising offleer is not
bound to take down a tittle of evidence; if hoe is not bound
to swear the parties ? The clause says that the revising
offlcer may upon the statement of parties dispose of the
case. One party may be dissatisfied and appeal; but thore
will be no evidence taken down, and, if the evidence is
taken down, it is not taken down undor the solemnity of an
oath. If the hon. gentlemin really desires this Bill to b.
a proper Bill, that justice and fuir play shall be meeted out
to both political parties, and that the rovising offlcer shalh
not do anything but what the law allows him te do, thon
the hon. gentleman ought, if not in the words I have adopt-
ed, in his own words, provide that ovidence shall be taken
under oath. The hon. gentleman said that evidonce means
evidence under oath. We say it does not. If there is a
doubt why should not the hon. gentleman removo it, and
leave the matter se plain that there can be no question
about it, by providing that the evidence taken shall be evi-
dence on oath. I should be sorry to say that hon. gen-
tlemen opposite are actuated by ulterior motives in this
malter; but when a grave question of this kind comes up,
and when lawyers declare on thoir responsibility as mem-
bers of Parliament and as members of the legal profession
that the bon. gentleman's interpretation is not the correct
One, surely it is the simplest thing for the hon. gentleman
to put it beyond doubt. The hon, gentleman cannot arro-
gate te himseolf all knowledge of law. He is a very wie
man no doubt; but his judgments have been overruled by
the courts, and it might occur that theb hon. gentleman's
intrepretation of this clause might not be sustained. Thon
hon. gentlemen on this side of the House, mon eminent in
the legal profession, have given an opinion contrary to
that of the hon. gentleman. If there is nothing more than
a doubt, it should be removed so that no dispute may arise.
It is the simplest thing in the world to do. But the hon.
gentleman is so wedded to his own notions and t bis own
interpretation that ho refuses to accept any amendneont
offered from this side of the House, except by the hon.
member from St. John (Mr. Woklon), who appears to have
the ear of the First Minister. The hon. gentleman thinks
his Bill is perfect and it does not roquirc amonding. Aissum.
irg that there is a doubt, th hon. gentleman ought to
remove it, and put the Bill in suîch a form that the evidence
adduced under it will be given under oath, and the First
Minister should afterwards provide that the evidence be
taken in writing se as to have a satisfactory appeal.

Mr. MULOC. Listening to the arguments on both
sides, it seems to me that the quarrel is over form rather
than substance, and it is simply necessary te get a set of
words to carry out the wishes of the pronotor of the Bill
and of hon. members on this side of the House. The First
Minister says in his opinion the true construction of this
clause is that a revising officer must require evidence te be
given under oath. Perhaps that is a muistake. We know
there are many kinds of evidence bosides evidence given
under oath. Admissions are received as evidence; docu-
ments are recoived as evidence. There are many kinds of
evidence which do not depend on tho testimony of any
individual. So evidence in itself implies nothing in con-
nection with an oath. It in no way involves the solemnity
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of an oath. The position of parties to an issue of this kind
should be the same as that of ordinary litigants. In the
case of an ordinary suit it is open to either party to waive
points, to make admissions, to take matters to be proved
that have not been proved. In the case in question why
should we not modify the clause by saying that the oppos-
ing party might require persons to be sworn ? In that case
there would be no compulsion except when there was a
stand up fight. The looseness that would prevail in a
court like this would on the average prevail in nine cases
out of ten. The parties would appear in an informal way,
unattended by lawyers, and wou I tell their own stories in
a simple way, perhaps without being sworn, and, no iDdi-
vidual objecting, the court would be satisfied with the proof
of their statements and a decision would b. arrived at-
which I hope will be a correct decision. Let us assume the
case of there being strict opposition and the parties desiring
that everything should be legally proved. In that case, the
First Minister would not be acting unreasonably if he gave
to the objecting parties the right to require that all wit-
nesses should be sworn, if it were demanded. It is to be
remembered that the precedent furnished by the Municipal
Act of Ontario does not quite apply in the present case.
There is a good deal of laxity in the proof and argument of
cases before local courts. And why ? Because the courts
of revision are composed of local men who know the wit-
nesses, their characters, their positions, who know as much
about the subject matter as the parties themselves.
Suppose a court of revision was sitting, composed
of local men, such as come into the township conncil.
There is not the same necessity for witnesses being sworn
before them as there will be under this scheme, because
the revising offcer will be entirely w ithout local knowledge
of the people, their property or their reputation for veracity,
and that being the case it certainly ought to be
allowed to the objecting party to require the oath to ho
administered to all witnesses before their evidence ii ten -
dered. This would not make it compul8ory on the revitiig
officer to insist on an oath where it was not insioted upon
by the opposing litigant. I think that an amendment of
that kind should bo made.

Mr. WELDON. To meet the views of the Premier with
regard to documentary evidence, I would suggest that some
such words as these might be inserted-that all witnesses
produced be examined on oath.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I think the hon. member
for Huron will find that instead of all the lawyers being
with him, ho will find that there are none with him.
think it is so clear that there can ho no doubt about it,
that the word "evidence " must mean when this revising
officer.is holding a court of this kind-that it must be held
to be evidence under oath. As to what I said about clog-
ging the wheels, hon. gentlemen knew perfectly well what
I meant-the hon. member for Bothwell, and every hon.
gentleman knew I meant that it applied, in a matter of this
kind, in settling a list of votes where even if the party
wishing to withdraw an objection did so somebody else might
press it. I contend that in ail cases where it would be
necessary for the oath to be administered, the word
" evidence " in this clause meane evidence on oath. The hon.
member for Prince Edward Island, the hon. member for
St. John, the hon. member for Glengarry, and other hon.
gentlemen differ from the member for West Huron-I
shall not allde to the tone of his speech-in this respect;
they are all opposed to his view of the subject.

Mr. MULOCK. Surely it cannot be argued that noth-
ing is evidence which is not under oath. Take the ordinary
admissions of counsel in court; they are treated as binding
evidence though not under oath. So are documents handed
in by counsel and admitted by the opposite side. I think
where it can ho clearly shown that the oath is nooessary to

]Mr. Muxoor.

make it evidence, as it can be in this case, it is unreason-
able to entitle the revising officer to adjudicate upon these
rights without being compellable to swear witnesses, if the
opposite party insists upon it. If that is to be the case
you are appointing an officer who may not fully know how
to deal with these matters, who may be lax or unfair, and
why not give litigants some guarantee that their rights
will be protected.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I take it as the hon.
member for Queen's, P.E.I., does, that the word evidence
means legal evidence. If it is oral evidence, it must be on
oath. Admissions of course remove aIl litigation and the
question of swearing.doeos not come in. Ail matters of oral
evidence will be taken on oath, but documents may be
legal evidence without being on oath.

Mr. WELDON. I do not think that an admission always
settles the case. We admit the signature to a note but that
does not finish the case.--

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I did not say that.
Mr. WELDON-within the scope of this Act, I think

that county court judges and lawyers of standing probably
would take the evidence under oath, but the question is
whether the revising offcer is bound to do it or not. If
the clause were amended in the way I point ont, that any
witnesses produced shall be examined on oath, I think that
would meet all objections.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). The hon. gentleman is mis-
taken when he says that I was the only lawyer on this side
who held that evidence did not imply or mean evidence
under oath. On the contrary, I understood my hon. friends
who spoke to argue that the word evidence did not mean or
imply that i. bhould be evidence on oath. I quite admit
that a respectable county court judge, though not compelled,
would, as a matter of right, have every witness examined
on oath; but what I argue is that the word ovidence alone
does not compel him to do it; and 1 doubt if the hon. mem-
ber for Glengarry (Mr. Macmaster), on his responsibility as
a lawyer, will say that the word evidence necessarily implies
that; if he does, he will go counter to the law dictionaries.

Amendment (Mr. Cameron, Huron) negatived.
Mr. WELDON. Would the hon. gentleman accept my

suggestion that any witnesses produced shall be examined
on oath ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That is in effect what has
just been decided.

Mr. WELDON. No, it does not refer to documentary
evidence.

Mr. M[LLS. I think "evidence " is a much more com-
prehensive expression than simply "testimony of wit-
nesses." "Evidence " may imply a great many documents
which are admitted as a matter of course. There may be
records, abstracts of titles, and other documents which
might be accepted as evidence, and might be conclusive
evidence if taken on oath. Therefore the word "evidence,"
whether it means taken on oathpgr not, is a kind of statutory
expression; and when you look at the phraseology of the
very next section of this Bill, it is very doubtful whether
the revising officer would not have discretionary power to
hold that the testimony of witnesses might be taken qther-
wise than on oath. The man who accepts the position of
revising officer, no matter how honest he may be, will
necessarily be a lawyer of very limited practice; no other
could aford to accept it; and the hon. gentleman should
aid him as far as possible by leaving no doubtful expression
lu the clause. I think the suggestion of my hon. friend
that the testimony of witnesses shall be taken on oath will
remove the doubt, and tend to uniformity in carrying the
law juto effect.
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Mr. CAMERON (Huron). The hon. gentleman, I under-
stand, does not accept that proposition. Whether the evi-
dence is taken on oath or not, it will be of no use in case
of an appeal, unless it is taken down in writing. It is ail
important, in case of an appeal on a question of fact, t hat
ail the facts should be before the coûrt. Therefore I move
that the following words b3 addet to this section :

Such evidence shall, if required by either party to the said contesta.
tien, be taken down in writing by the revising officer, and signed by the
-person giving the same.
This does not provide that the revising ofdicer shall bo
bound to take down the evidenco in every case; that
would be quite unnecessary, because in the great majority
of cases thore would be no appeal. I propose aiso that the
evidence shall be signed by the witness, after being read over
to him by the revising officer, in order to verify it as correct.

Mr. DAVIES. The necessity for this amendment will
depend altogether upon the meaning which is afterwards
given by the statute to the appeal. If it is to be an appeal
in law pure and simple, a record must be made up of the
evidence, so that the Court of Appeal shall understand it.
It would not be fair for the revising officer to make and
eertify a case out of his own head. If it is to ho a re-hear.
ing by the Supreme Court, the necessity of my hon. friend's
amendment might not exist, Thorefore we ought to know
what the nature of the appeal is to be-whether it is to be
a re-hearing, or an appeal in the ordinary sense.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I am strongiv opposed to
this amendment, It would be an endless task if every rant-
ter discussed should be taken down at longth and put on
record. I was looking in Hansard at the question put to me
by the hon. membor for North York (Mr. Mulock). I
searcely understood it when he put it to me awhile agoe;
but the system he proposed is infinitely preferable, that is
to say, that the judge going round to each muniuipality
should rather try the case appealed de novo, andi hear tho
evidence, than that the evidence should be taken in the
first place before the revising officer. There is not one in a
hundred of these cases tried by the revising barrister which
will go to appeal. I would rather accept the proposition
of the hon, gentleman, and have the cases on appeal triod.as
if there had boon no proceedings before the revising officer.
It would be botter to accept that proposition, and wben we
get further on make a provision to that effect.

Mr. CAME RON (Huron). My amendment only requires
the revising officer to take down evidence in cases in which
there is to be an appeal. Still, if the hon. gentleman is
going to give the court to which appeal is made the trial
of the case, as if it were originally commenced there, I will
withdraw my amendment.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD.
will hear the evidence de novo.

Yes; in the sense that he

Amendment withdrawn.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Although this is not
exactly relevant just now, I will read the opinion of Black-
stone, which bas just been handed to me, on cvidence:

" Proofs or evidence, for the terms are generaïly used as synonymous,
are written or oral. The former consiste of records, deeds, ur other
writing of public or private description; the laver, the statements of
witnesses wno appear before the court and are sworn."

Mr. MILLS. I can refer the hon gentleman to Bouvicrs
Law Dictionary, which gives the definitions of Taylor,
Stephens, and a great number of decisions of the English
judges, as to the meaning of the word evidence.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Stephens is the last com-
mentator on Blackstone, and I do not think ho would con-
trovert the definition of Blackstone.
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Mr. MULOCK. I was very glad to hear the observations
the First Minister bas made in regard to the evidence in
appeal cases. 1 had formed a clear idea, frum what occur-
red in committee on lst May, that that was the kind of
appeal we were going to have. The knowledge that the
appeal as guaranteed now by the First Minister, is of the
kind indicated in Ilansard, will go a long way to remove
son objections to the system ; not that it is not very
objcetionable, and we reservo our protests all the same. ln
tho fartber discussion of the Bil, it does to some extent
assist us to know in advance what are to be some of the
leading changes in the mensure. No doubt, when there are
appeals fron tho rovising oflicer, the county court judge in
Ontario and other judges elsewhere will go on circuit in the
electoral distrietv, and at convenient points hear the cases.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes.
On section 25,
Sir JOEHN A. MACDONALD moved that in the first liue

instead of "the said prehîminary revision " the words "the
preliminary revision of the first list of voters " be substi.
tuted.

AmOnd ment agreed to.

Mr. DAVIES. I would draw the attention of the com-
mittee to the necossity which exists for the attendance for
this final revision of the clerks and assessors.

Mr. MILLS. When the lists are to be made up in the
firsit case, iL would be almost impossible for the revising
officer to know whose name shahl bo struck off, on account
of death, or expiration of leaso, or change of property, etc.,
unless the assessor and the clork of the municipality are
present. It is botter they should be required to attend
than to be left to be subpænaed ut the exponse of either
party. In England this information is furnished in the
locality where tho list was made u in the first instance. If
the assessor andi the clerk are required, as a matter of
course, to attend, the revising officer would bo able to make
up bis list much more corrotly, and it would be much less
apt to occasion litigious proceedings.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The question arises
about lie power to summon, except by subpena, thoso
men. It has bean to a certain extent decided that the
Dominion Parliament bas the power to summon anyone in
the country, but that is very wide ; especially when the
person to be surnmoned is a public officer not.appointed
by this Government, but by other authority. 1 do not
mean to contravene the power or diminish the power of
the Dominion Parliament in that regard, but the bon.
gentlemen will see that it might come in conflict with
duties imposed by the appointing power. To give an
illustration, suppose you were to throw a certain duty upon
the clerk of thc peace or the sheriff in any Province ; sup-
posing the Provincial Legislature to say that, in case any
such officer obeyed the order of the Dominion Government
or the Act of the Dominion Parliament, ipso facto, ho
should cease to be sheriff or clerk of the peace, I fancy ho
would cease ; anti the Provincial Legislature migbt have
the power of rendering nugatory any legislation here in
that regard. I throw that out os showing that the doctrine
that the Dominion Parliarnont ca iforce officials, provin.
cial or local authorities, to do whatever they want, must be
read with great caution. It is providel in Ontario that, at
the court heldi by the county judge to heur appeals, the
person having charge of the assessment roll shall appear
and produce such roll and such papers as are in bis custody
so the nower is given under a provision of the Provincial
Legislature with reference to provincial officers. The hn.
member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills) will appreciate, I am
sure, the point I have taken. Did the hon. member prepare
an amendment in this regard ?
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Mr. DAVIES. No.
Mr. EDGAR. As it is conceded apparently to be a desir-

able thing to accomplish, and as there may be some doubt
as to the power to enforce those duties, I think it would be
easy to do it in another way. Under section 39 the revising
offloor may issue, at his own instance, summonses and may
require the production of papers.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. There can b no doubt
about that.

Mr. EDGAR. It might b well to suggest that the first
duty of the revising officer should be to summon the proper
oficer, I suppose the clerk, who has the custody of the rolls,
and make him produce the papers in his possession.

Mr. HICKEY. I submit that this evidence would be of
no use to the revising officer from the fact that the only
evidence the assessor and the clerk could give would be the
assessment roll. They have no papers. The assesment
roll is taken, and they have that. Further evidence they
could not give. As to the death of any individual on the
list, they could give no botter evidence than any one else,
except as individuals.

Mr. MILLS. I do not agree with the viewjust expressed.
As to our power, I do not think there is much room for
doubt. Of course, we can suppose the Local Legislature to
provoke a direct conflict in the way suggested, but, in the
decision of the Privy Council in regard to the trial of con-
troverted elections, it was settled that, where we have the
power to deal with a subject, we have also the power to
name the parties for the purpose of carrying our authority
into effect. In that case, we declared that the provincial
courts should be courts for the trial of controverted elections.
They were courts for other purposes, created by the Local
Legislature, but, as the power to try controverted elections
was vested in this Parliament and was not part of the civil
procedure of the country, the Judicial Committee held that
it was wholly within the power of this Parliament to desig-
nate the parties to carry that into effect, even though we
designated them as existing courts. In the same way you
could designate a local officer and impose upon him a duty.
It is no part of bis local duties, it is no part of the functions
ho derives from the Local Legislature, but is a duty which
yon impose upon a particular individual, and you have
marked out the individual by saying hoeis the party who
shall for the time being hold a certain local office. He
dorives the power from you. I do not see any diffi-
culty or doubt about the matter, neither can I sec
any distinction between the principle involved in
that case and the case involved in the trial of controverted
elections. If that b so, when we designate the assoesor
and the clerk of the municipality as parties who are to
discharge certain duties which we impose upon them, we
name them as such, and we have just as much power to say
they shall discharge those duties as we have to say it should
be done by John Smith. We cin designate them by their
office as well as by particular names. Then the question is,
is it convenient or to the public advantage that these
parties should be named for that purpose ? I think it is.
It is truc that the assemnent roll will afford the revising
barrister, from time to time, certain information, but the
revising barrister looks at the assessment roll and secs
John Smith down as the owner of a particular property,
and when ho looks at the old voters' list, revised the year
before, he finds it is not John Smith but William Jones
who is the owner of that property. What he does not
know is whether William Jones has ceased to have such an
interest in that property as to entitle him to retain his
name on the voters' list or put John Smith's on alone.
He subpoenas the clerk and the assessor, not for the purpose
of getting the information that is already on the assess-
ment roll, but to get additional information, They are

Sir JoaN A, MAoDo;Ai.

parties that are not, perhaps, able to give him ail
the information ho requires in regard to everybody
in the municipality, but they are so well conversant
with the municipality that they are able to give him a good
deal of additional information, and if, by getting that infor-
mation, he can put on 20 or 30 names or strike off 20 or 30
names without any litigation and without any contested
procoedings, there is a positive gain to the public, for it is
no advantage to the public to have the parties who are seek-
ing to amend the voters' list put to a large expense. The
money comes out of the community in some form or other,
and, if it will save exponse and avoid litigious proceedings
to any considerable extent, it does seom to me that it is
desirable to do so. These are two officers who are often in
Ontario employed for years together in discharging the
same duties, and are likely to be able to give information
which will be of the greatest possible assistance in making
the list perfect from year to year. I think, therefore, that
there should be a clause providing that the revising officer
shall, as a matter of course, subprena these parties to his
assistance either at the final revision or at the preliminary
revision.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I will not contest at all
the point about our power, bocause i have no doubt that
the decision of the Privy Council with respect to election
courts settles that point in a very great degre, though I
think it is a subject that will be reviewed some day or
other. Looking at the municipal Act, I see that, when the
county judge goes round to revise the assesment list, the
officers having charge of it must be present. That is when
the assessment list is to be corrected on appeal from the
court of revision. A person objects to the amount of his
tax, ho appeals, and the assessment roll must be prosent to
be corrected according to the decision of the county court
judge. But here that is all done. The revising officer gets
the assessment roll after the final revision, after it has been
settled. He takes that and takes the names of the persons
who have the right to the franchise according to the
finally revised, assessment roll. Ho has no discretion.
We have settled that. That is to be primd facie
evidence, and those persons must be placed upon the roll.
Ho has a certified copy of the assessment roll finally revised
before him. He must get that before ho can commence his
preliminary revision. He must have that and will have
that, of course, when ho settles down to the final revision,
and I do not think there can be any necessity for making
it a statutory obligation that either ho shall be put to the
inconvenience of being present, or that the parties should
go to the expense of having him there. I should rather
prefor the suggestion of the hon. member for West Ontario
(Mr. Edgar) when we come to a subsequent clause, that it
may be necessary in a particular case-it may be, though
I do not see how the case eau arise-that ho shall be
subpænaed like any other witness-by a subpæna duces
tecum. His testimony can be ot no more value than that
of any other pers3on in the township. Therefore I think it
would be unwise to make it obligatory upon him attend at
every sitting. It must be at his own expense, because ho
will not 1e subpenaed by any particular individual who bas
to pay for it.

Mr. MILLS. I would like to ask the hon. gentleman's
attention to this point. The assessment roll, after the first
revision every year, is to bo furnished the revisilg
officer for the purpose of correcting and revising the lista
that have been already made. Now on the new assessment
roll there will be the names of a great many tenants not on
the old list, and upon that list the names of tenants whose
leases will have expired, and the names of those who maY
require to come off the voters' list. Doos the hon. gentle-
man intend, as a matter of course, that the revising officer
obtains a new ausesment roll the namea of tenants or
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others upon the old voters' lists shall come off, as a matter
of course, if their names do not appear upon the assessment
roll ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon, gentleman is
not discussing the subsequent revision?

Mr. MILLS. Yes.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Well, we are discussing

the first revision now.
Mr. MILLS. Yes, but we are dealing with the question

as to who, once for all, shall appear before the revising
officer for the purpose of giving information. Unless lie
throws the list of the previous year aside altogether and
niakes a new one, I do net see how lie is going to make cor
rections without special information from the parties in the
locality, and I mentioned the clerks and assessors, because
they are likely to be the best informed. Either he must
begin the whole work anew, starting upon the assessment
rolls as the basis, or if he starts upon the existing roll as the
basis for bis corrections, then he must have some way of
knowing who he shall strike off the existing roll and put on
the new one.

Mr. EDGAR. I think upon the preliminary revision is
the time when this assistance would be most required,
because the assessment roll wili not furnish the information.
The first assessment roll this year will be short of a great
deal of information that will be certainly required, and even
in subsequent years a great deal of information will not be
furnished by that roll because this Parliament has no
authority over that roll and we cannot say what it shall
show. For instance, the income franchise in Ontario. The
roll this year will show an income up to $400. We are
giving a franchise to incomes of $300, and the Ontario
franchise in future will give it to $250. But all between
$300 and $400 wili not be put on this list by the revising
officer at the preliminary revision.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. O, yes, they will. A
person is assessed according to the value of his property,
not according to the franchise.

Mr. EDGAR. I am speaking of the preliminary revision
of the first voter' list. Thon there is another class that
will have to be put on by the revising officer as to whom
lie cannot obtain the necossary information on the assess-
ment roll-that is, the tenants who qalify in respect to
rental but not in respect to the value of property on the
assosement roll. Then there is the income franchise
people, who are not roceiving their pay in money but in
time; they will not go on the assessment roll at all. Land-
owners' sons also will not appear on the first list. The
revising officer will have to get that information when ho
makes bis preliminary list, and who but the assessor can
give it te him ?

Mr. DAVIES. The last lino of this clause seems to me
unnecessary, where it speaks of the powers of a court of
record.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. This provides that he
shall have the power of a court of record quGad forming
this liEst. If we give him court of record powers lie las the
power of committing for contempt and all that sort of thing.
If the hon. gentleman wishes te maguify his office, very
well.

Mr. DAVIES. I think it might give rise to doubt. The
revising officer has power te summon the witnesses beforeo
before him and te administer the oath. If a man refuses te
take the oath and sets the court at defiance then the revis-
ing officer has power te commit him. Is that the intention ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes, that is necessary in
order te carry out the powers of the Act. A court of record

as the power of fining-yon do not want him te have the
power of fining, do you ?

Mr. DAVIES. He must have sufficient powers to enable
him to carry ont his functions; otherwise ho willbe set at
defiance.

Sir JOHN A. MAODONALD. Very well, I will acoept
the amendment of the hon, gentleman and etrike out 4ll
after the words "court of record."

On section 26,
Mr. LANGELIER. According to this section the duty

of publishing the list devolves on the Clerk of the Crown in
Chancery. There should ho, however, some provision com.
pe ig him te publish in the Officiai Gazette the notice
immediately on its recel t. We have knowu cases in con-
nection with elections where the notice has not been pub.
lished until weeks afterwards.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONAID. Such delay would be
improper; it would be a dereliction of duty, in fNet a mal-
administration of office.

Mr. MULOCK. The committee wiil see that under this
clause lists are binding although there are appeals pendin.
I can understand the clause having been drafted in this
way at the time when it was not contemplated that there
would be any extensive system of appeal. Now that we
,are guaranteed a practicable appeal, it becomes necessary
to amend this section. My idea is that, if the appeal is to
ho of any use, it should be such that it can take place
before the list is binding. Under the Ontario Act the clerk
of the municipality publishes an advertisement to the effect
that the voters' list of his municipality is on deposit at his
office where it can be inspected. At the expiration of
thirty days, if there is no appeal, the judge certifies
the ligt as a matter of course, and that lit so
certified to supersedes all prior lists, and there-
fore is the liEst on which voting takes place. If
there are appeals to the judge from the list thus adjudi.
cated upon, the judge takes the list before him and amenda
it in harmony with his judgment. Then he certifies
to it, and that list, so amended, becomes the list to ho
used until a new list similarly prepared is adopted. In the
Province of Quebue the practice is somewhat different.
There the appeal is to the court of revision, composed of
three judgos, and the list is binding before those judges
have dealt with it. That list prepared by the municipal
oficer is then handed lu to the municipal council, and they
bring it into force. They lu Quebec to-day discharge the
same duties as the revising officer will discbarge hereafter.
It may go without saying that on general principles we
have not any confidence in the revising officer, and we do
not want to be bound by his actions until the courts have
bon given an opportunity to correct his mistakes. The
prac-tice lu Quebec does not farnish a precedent, because,
though the elections take place before the appeal to the
final court, yet they do not take place until the list las had
the sanction of the municipal council. I have drafted a
section which I submit for the First Minister's approval.
If adopted it will save two or three other clauses on which
there may be considerable discussion. The clause I propose
is as follows:-

After the list for a polling district in an electoral destrict has been so
completed, revised, and corrected, it shall be certified in the form con-
tained in the schedule in this Act by the revising officer, and in the
event of there being no appeal thererom, or from any part thereof, the
court or judge to which such appeal would lie shall certify such list in
duplicate, and in the event of their being an appeai therefrom the court
orjuge mavingoriadiction to hear such appeals, sha determine te
saine la mariner Lereinafter proviaed, and amend and correct said tisNt
in accordance with the judgment of such court or judge, and shall
forthwith thereafter certify such list in duplicate, and so soon as such
list shall be so certified by the court or judge, the revising officer shahl
forthwith tranamit one of the duplicate copies of snoh list to the clerk of
the Crown in chancery at Ottawa, and shall retain the other dupticate
copy in his office for the purpose of this Act, and therertfter and until
another liât for such pollinag district in a future year shall have been
made, corrected and revised by the revising officer, and coertified to by
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the court or judge in the manner above provided, the list so completed,
revised, corrected and certified to by said court or judge, as the case
may be, shall be the list in force for such polling district, to be used at
an election of a member of the House of Commons of Canada, and the
persons whose names are entered thereon as voters eball be held to be
duly registered voters in and for such electoral district.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Supposing a list is before
the revising officer and there is an idea either of this revis-
ing being just before the time when Parliament will natur-
ally expire or a suspicion that there is going to be a disso-
lution and a general election, each party will go in and
appeal against the other side and nobody could vote in the
constituency.

Mr. MULOCK. That is not the effect of it.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I think the provision of

the Bill is a reasonable one, that so far as the assessment
roll goes it is primd facie ovidence that they have a right to
vote. Then, of those who ape put on afterwards, it will be
found I think that the great majority of the appeals will be
dismissed, ex necessitate. Thorefore, I think it is fair to
both sides that the principle that is laid'down clearly in the
Province of Quebec should be observed, that when an elec-
tion comes on unexpectedly or otherwise, the roll as filed
with the Clerk of the Crown in Chanceiy, shall be the list.
I think that is fair to both sides, and I must rosist the
temptation even of getting rid of half a dozen clauses, by
accepting the amendment.

Mr. MILLS. The hon. gentleman's answer to the hon,
member for North York is not at all satisfactory. It might
be that a large number of appoals might take place; that is
barely possible as a supposition, although it is not likely to
be realised. Still, if they were proper appeals, that is the
best reason in the world why the list should not be used,
for the larger the number of appeals the more perpicious
would it be to use the list. Now, it is always possible to
faiL back on the list for the previous year, and there is not
likely to be more appeals under that list if it is fairly pre.
pared than there would be under the list of the previous
year under the existing law. What reason bas the hon.
gentleman for bis supposing that thore will be more appeals
for the purpose of frustrating this law than there are for
the purpose of frustrating the present law ? Experience
has shown that the law has not been abused, and wby
should a man be allowed to vote whose right to vote hbs
been contested, and has not been settled in lis favor. If
bis name is on the previons year he will have the opportu-
nity, but if bis narne is not on the list he will be in no
worse position than if there was a delay in making ont
the list, or au election was brought on before the list was
revised, so as to make it possible to use it. In England,
in case an election is contested, if it is decided that a party
has not a right to be put on the list, his name is struck off
by the judges. If a man's right to be on a list is contested,
and has niot yet been finally settled, when the trial of the
controverted election takes place by the House, it was the
duty of the committee to take notice of the decision of the
judge and if it was adverse, the name was struck off the
voters' list. Either one of two courses should be taken.
One course is suggested by the amendmnent, which would
be a reasonable course, which would be no more disadvant-
ageous to the one party than the other, and another would
be that you might vote under numbered ballots, and thatL
in case the vote was held to be bad, the party's vote should
be struck off, and if it were good, the vote should be allowed.
Supposing that in an election in a particular consti-
tuency, one party carried by a majority of 90, and you had
50 v'otes on the roll contested and not disposed of, and 25
of them were disposed of adversely to the party hav-i
ing the majority of 20. Under this law ho wouldi
still have a seat in Parliament although it was perfectly(
clear that the majority of legal votes were against him.
why should the list be final and conclusive if it is afterwards1

Mr. MULoCK,

held that some names are improperly on the list or some
names are improperly excludcd ? If you will not adopt the
amendment of my hon. friend, you ought to provide for
voting by numbered ballots, so that the claims or parties
might afterwards be decided by the court. The plan pro-
posel by the hon. member for North York (Mr. Mulock)
bas been tried already ; it bas been the law of Ontario for
years, and nuc practical mischief has come from it. Besides
it would be a rare thing that more than one or two polling
divisions in a riding would be contested. If you make the
list for each pollirg sub-division separate, which appears to
be the intention of the Bill as it stands, the list in any pol-
ling division, so far as it was not contested, would be the
list used. That is the law at present in Ontario. In an
electoral district where there are half-a-dozen municipalities,
y ou may have the roll of the present year used in five, and
the roll of the last year used in the remaining one. Tte
amendment does not exelude the list in cach municipality,
but only so far as it bas been finally completed. A serious
wrong might be donc by allowing a list to be used that con.
tained a number of names that parties behieved ought notto
bo there, or omitted a number that they thoughtought to be
there. Both cases are met by the amendment.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). I really think this is one of
the most objectionable clauses in this whole Bill, so far as
the latter part of it is concerned. When the list ils com-
pleted the revising offilcer is required by this clause to
transmit it to the Clerk of the Crown in Chancery, who
shall publiýh it in the Canada Gazette, and the clause gocs
on to declare that after its publication the list shall apply
to and be final in all elections taking place before such
appeal has been disposed of or the result communicated to
the revising officer. I understand that to mean that the
moment the list is published in the Canada Gazette, if an
election should take place pending the appeals from the
decision of the revising officer, that list ls final and conclu-
sive between the parties, no matter what the judgment of
the court of appeal might be. To show that that is the
intention of this clause, it is provide 1 by the latter part of
section 28 that the list so published " shal be binding on
any judge or other tribunal appointed for the trial of
any petition complaining of an undue election or return
of a member to serve in the House of Commons."
Assuming that a petition were presented contesting
the right of a candidate to a seat in Parliament,
to which ho bad been elected on the list publibhed
by the Clerk of the Crown in Chancery, no judge could ques-
tion the right of any person whose name was on that list
to vote. The consequences might be very grave. Take
the first list, which will in ail probability be published
very shortly before the next general election; suppose
there are 50 appeals, and pending those appeals the general
election takes place; suppose the court of appeal gives
judgment sustaining 40 or perhaps the whole 50 appeals,
and holds that they were improporly on the list; suppose
the candidate is olected by a small majority-10, 20, or 30 ;
and suppose there is a petition presented against his elec-
tion on the grournd that.one or two more than the actual
number of his majority ougbt to ho struck off the voters'
lisi ; and supposing they should be really struck off by the
court of appeal; still, a man olectcd by that majority might
continue to hold his seat, according to this clause, on votes
which the court of appeal decided had no right to be on the
list, or in co,sequencu of names being improperly left off.
No court in this Dominion would have any right
to enquire into the question whether or not that
candidate was elected by legal votes or not. I
say that is not fair; it puts it in the power of
one party to commit a serious wrong to another party, and
it puts it in the power of a candidate to keep his seat in'
Parliament for five years although receiving a minority of
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the legal votes and no court in this Dominion can interfere
with him. I say it is not right. No man should keep bis
seat in Parliament unless ho bas the majority of the legal
votes. If ho has not, thore ought to be some power to
unseat him. There are two ways of meeting the diffioulty
-one by tha proposition made by the hon. member for
North York (Mr. Mulock), I do not say that is the best
proposition, but it is a mode of dealing with it, that if there
is an appeal from the voters' list, that voters' list shall not
bo used until its validity is pronounced upon by a court of
appeal. It is, in fact, the Ontario law that the list shall
not be used until after it bas been pronouneed upon by the
highest authority; and in case it is not so pronoun.
ced upon before the general election takes place, the
returning officer is bound to use the list for the pro.
coding year. There is another way suggested by the
bon. member for Bothwell, that all those appeiled
against should have the right to vote, but that their votes
should not be placed with the general ballot box. Tbey
should be put in a separate box, in separate envelopes, and
should not be counted, except upon a scrutiny, until the
court of appeal had given its judgment as to the validity
of the votes appealed against. In that way justice could be
d ne to both parties. A man is roturned who bas a minority
of the legal votes, bis opponent who has the minority can
secure bis right by appeal to the court, filing his petition
and asking a scrutiny into the validity of the votes Upon
that, the ballots in the separate envelopes should be
counted, and if it should turn out that the court of appeal
decided that a sufficient number of thoso ballots wer good
to give hin a majority of the votes, they should be

Mr. LANGEL[ER. At the time the Bill was introduced,
it was not proposed to give tho right to appeal except on
questions of law, and with the conscit of the rovising bar.
rister; but after lo)g discussion the right of appeal has been
given, even on questions of fact. lI the amendment pro.
posed by theb hon. member for West York (Ur. Muloek) or
something to the same effect is not accepted, the right to
appeal will be a dead lotter; the door of the stable will ho
closed after the horse has got out. What would ho the use
of taking an appeal and incurring serious costs after an
election has taken place? It would be porfectly impossible
to correct the mistakes or mako any use of the corrections
made by the judge on the appeal. The list is only good
for one year; it cannot bo pretended that if the corrections
are not used for an immediate election, they will ho of any
use in a subsequent election. The result will be that after
an election takes place just after the list has been made by
the revising barrister, it will be made on the list prepared
by him, although a hundred appeals may have been taken
against such list. We cannot act upon the supposition that
tho revising barrister is infallible; bis infallibitity is admit-
ted. It is admitted there should bu an appeal; well, that appeal
must b of some use or it would be just as well to do away with
it. The effect of the amendment would be to put the law as it
was under the Consolidated Statutes of Canada -not exaotly,
perhaps, but for all practical purposes. That law provided
that tho list to be used sbould be the last list prepared,
which had been deposited for 30 days in the olice of the
registrar. The list coild not be deposited in the ofilce of
the registrar a- Iong., gs t boro was an appcal pending on it,
so that the list used for the election was a )orfect list.

counted in bis favor. It may b said that would violate There is more reason for adoptiîg that course now than
the secrecy of the ballot, It would not, becauso yoiu thore was at that time, because thon iL was possible to have
observe no person's name is struck off except that of the a scrutiny and to strike out bad votes, but it would b per-
man who bas no right to be there ; of course you could tell fectly useless now to take an appeal after the eloction,
how ho voted, but as hoe is not entitled to a vote he bas no because there is no possibility ot' knowing for whom an
right to b there, and secrecy is not violated. You keep elector bas voted. In England, and 1 think in Ontario, the
in perfect secrecy the name of every man not ap ballots are numbered, so that in case of a scrutiny it is
pealed against and of every man appealed against possible to discover for wbom an elector bas votel, and, if
where the appeal has not been successful. With ho was not entitied to vote, bis vote might be struck off;
that provision in the law you will do justice to the two but we cannot do that under the Dominion election law,
candidates and do away with the extreme impropriety of and it would be impossible to striko off a bad vote unless
allowing a man te sit in Parliament who bas a minority of some machinery were provided to discover for whom the
the legal vote. Under the Bill, as it stands, take the case vote was cast. Unless the appeal is to be perfectly nuga.
of 50 appeals, the court may decide every one of the appeals tory, either the amendment proposed by the hon, member
to be well founded, and yet, on those illegal votes, one of for North York, or anotber as suggested by the hon. mem.
the candidates may have been declared elected. Take my ber for Bothwell should be adopted.
own county where the majority is only 29; supposing the Mr. CASEY. I quite agree with the last speaker that
same ffmajority would be given at the next election, all the now that an appeal le allowed, i cases o ]aw and fact,revising offeer wold have to do to defeat me, would be to this provision is inconsistent with the rest of the Bill. Theadd 30 names of people who have no right to vote to the list when it leaves the bands of the revising officer is nolist. I appeal againstthe mon ah election takes place farther ahead than the pi'esent list in Ontario when it leaves
pending the appeal; these men all vote against me, and the municipal court of revision, because up to that time itunder this BillI ave no remedy. There are 50 perhaps 100 bas not been revised by anyone except the makers of theconstituencies in the Dominion where the same thing may list. There are under this Bill cortain processes which are
happen. In every constituency where the majority is less termed preliminary revision und final revision, but they arethan 100, the same thing might happen. The First Minister not realy revisions in the ord inary sense, because arevis-
ought to direct bis attention to this, and so arrange the pro n rea correction by so inepene pocause of
vision that a wrong of that kind could not be perpetrated ione a correction by ome indondent prson outidef
by eitber political party. In England before the ballot the original maker cf the let.
was adopted and when election cases came before a Com- Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Revision is seeing again.
mittee of the House, the election committee was bound to
act on the judgment of the Court of Appeal. If the Court Mr. CASEY. No doubt the revising officer will see it
of Appeal struck off a vote the committee was estopped again a good many times. H-e will probably see the right
from questioning that. The same provision should prevail hon. gentleman or hear from him before the list finally
here. The election court jadge should not b restrained! leaves his bands, and bais quite certain to see the candidate
and prohibited from enquiring whether or not a vote is severti times, and ho can go out and see a man, but with
good; under this clause ho cannot do se. The man that is ail this tho list will not have been revised as we understand
not returned to Parliament may have an absolute majority it. Notwithstanding the joke of the right bon. gentleman,
and yet this aggrieved candidate has no redress, be cannot the revision of anything is the correction by some outside
appeal to Parliament or the courts; his hands are tied by and bigher authority. If the unrevised list may be used at
this Bill if he appeals to either. an election while aun appeal is in progress, it makes the
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appeal a farce. It is an insult to the intelligence of the
country to say that we may appeal and have the list cor-
rected after the election has been held. I understand that
the hon. gentleman said-I was not in at the moment-
that, if the amendment were adopted, the Reformers would
all be appealing from the list just before the election.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I did not say that. I said
both parties would do so.

Mr. CASEY. Neither party would appeal against
the list on the eve of an election for the purpose of
having the list before used, unless it was thought that the
list was unfair. Another point is that there is no time
limited by this Bill during which the multifarious duties of
the revising officer shall be performed. He may take the
whole year of 1886 if ho chooses. He may be occupied from
the lt of January to the end of December in preparing his
frst list ; thon appeals against that list will have to be made
in the year after. There is no time limited during which
the appeal shall be tried before the judge. The judge may
take his own time to try appeals. In the case of a revising
barrister, from whom the appeal lies to the county judge,
it is probable the appeal will be decided within a reasonable
time, because the county judge is not so extremely busy ;
but where the appeal is from a county court
judge to a Superior Court judge, it may some-
times take a whole year. I think I may set it down
as very probable that in all cases the revising officer will
take at least a month for the preliminary making up of his
list, and another six weeks for the notice of the preliminary
sittings, for the holding of those sittings, and making the
preliminary amendment of the list. After that ho will
take his own time before ho holds his final revision,
and this revision will take an indefinite time, proportionate
to the number of claims and objections put in. After that
ho has to give certified copies to the parties concerned. I
think, in general,we may take it for granted that at loast four
or five months will ho occupied by the revising officer before
the list gets out of bis hands, and that another month or
two will be ocoupied in making up and hearing appeals to
the judges. In fact, thero will be scarcely any year in
which, for more than half the year, there will exist
a list which has been through all the stages in the hands of
the revising offieer, and which has been appealed to and
rectified by the judge. In other words, for half the time
there will be no list which bas beon regularly revised
by an independent authority, and the chances are at
least equal that an election appointed for any day you
choose in the year would fall upon a day in which either
the list for that year wias n the hands of the revising oefficer
or in process of appeal from him to the judges. Under these
circumstances I say it is absolutely necessary and in the inter-
ests of every voter that the last list finally corrected should
be used, the last one which bas passed through an inde.
pondent revision and bas been really revised and corrected.

can see no good reason for the hon. gentleman refusing to
accede to this amendment. It inevitably gives the impres-
sion to the country that ho does not wish to seoe justice and
fair play done to both classes of votera. He bas the repu-
tation of being an excellent tactician, but it is extremely
bad tactics to give even his oppononts just grounds for be-
lieving that ho is trying to take an unfair advantage of
them-still more, when that impression is shared by his
friends, as we have seen it is by articles in the Montreal
Ilerald, L'Etendard and other Conservative papers. It
is unfortunate for him and bis party that ho should
put scores of his supporters in the position of beiug
held up to the country as having supported a measure
which was intended to give them an unfair advantage.
The great majority do not need any advantage. Their
seats are reasonably secure, and even if they were mean

]gr. CÂszy.

enough to desire to take an advantage, they would not
care to be placed in the false position in which they are
placed by this clause. The hon. gentleman has signally
failed in his policy in framing this clause, as he has failed in
securing justice for the people at the elections. I could not
utter a more crushing denunciation of his policy than this,
and the country will re-echo this sentiment.

Mr. MILLS. Does the hon. gentleman intend to imply
an appeal to the higher courts of justice of the Province,
and does he intend to imply, as well, an appeal to a çounty
court judge as against the revising barrister?

The committee rose, and it being six o'clock, the Speaker
left the Chair.

After Recess.

Mr. EDGAR. While I think the clause as it stands,
considering the Bill as we have it now, is entirely inde-
fensible, still I conceive, as the Bill was originally framed
and as it nominally stands now, altbough it is proposed to
alter it, there was some argument to ho used in favor of
this clause. It must be remembered that the Bill as printed
provided only for appeals on questions of law. Now the
appeals are to be upon questions of fact as well as of law,
and that makes a very great difference. I am sure the
First Minister would never have thought of proposing this
clause if it had been provided that there was to be an
appeal on questions of fact. On questions of law appeals
would have been comparatively few in number, and they
only could have been made if the revising officer reported
that there was reasonable ground for the appeal, so that
the evil of which we complain would have been very much
less indeed from that point of view. Even under those
circumstances, however, when it was contemplated that
appeals should only be on questions of law, a large con-
cession was made, iu section 43, towards the principle we
are advocating. It cannot possibly ho argued that it is
right or defonsible that a voters' list should be sent to the
returning officer, to be acted upon at elections which does
not contain the truest possible record of those entitled to
vote. Even when it was only possible to appeal upon
questions of law, by section 43 provision was made for a
system by which, until the very day of polling, all the
results of appeals made on questions of law from the revis-
ing officer would bo communicated to the returning offieer,
so that he might amend his list up to the very last moment,
and use, so far as ho could, the corrected list. That is wide
enough, as far as it goes, but it may not go any distance at
ail. We must assume that it is not the intention of any
one to have an improper ani incorrect list used at the
polls. Let us see, therefore, how it is possible to arrive
at a system which iwill best meet the object everyone must
bave in view. The system proposed by the amendment is
the old sy stem, the one we have been acting upon in the
Province of Ontario, and it is also the system that was
used in the old Province of Canada. By the Consolidated
Statutes of Canada provision was made that the list, after
being revised and corrected and appealed upon to the judge
should ho used, and unless that list was ready you would
have to fall back upon the old original liste. That bas
been the plan always acted upon, and it is eertainly
infinitely botter than this system, which would force a
wrong and incorrect list teobe taken to the polls. The
only argument I can see against going back to the tho-
roughly corrected old list is that considerable time must
necessarily have elapsed since that list was perfected. If the
new list has gone so far as to be revised by the revising
officer, that implies that a considerable time bas elapsed
mince the voters on the former list were qualified, that con-
siderable changes have occurred, and that the list is some-

2884



COMMONS DEBATES.

what stale. I admit that is au objection, but it is one that
we bave always had to contend with.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. In Ontario.
Mr. EDGAR. Yes, and in old Canada as well, as the hon.

gentleman will see by the Consolidated Statutes of Canada,
1859, chap. 6, sec. 15. Well, what other system can we adopt.
One was iDdicated by the hon. member for Bothwell, which
might, perhaps, be carried out very simply. The revising
officer, when he has completed the final revision, has to
supply to the returning officer the list, so far as it is made
out. Let him accompany that list with a statement of the
votes which are appealed. The decisions on the appoals
would be handed by the judge to the returning officer,
appointed by section 43, up to election day, who could amend
and correct his list. As to the remaining ones which are
appealed but not decided by the day of the vote, nothing
could be easier than to provide that those should be num-
bered against the name of the elector on the poll book,
and against the ballot, and those could be reserved, and
after the appeals are finished either party could have
simply a recount of the votes, just as anybody is entitled
to have now. That is a simple and inexpensive process.

An hon. MEMBER. Where is the secrecy of the ballot ?
Mr. E DGAR. None of these ballots will be looked at by

the judge on the recount, unless the court of appeal had said
it was a bad vote, when it would be struck off, and thus
the secrecy of the ballot would not be interfered with
at all.

An hon. MEMBER. What about the others?
Mr. EDG-AR. None would be marked, except the few

which were appealed from, and as to which the appeal has
not been decided at the time the vote is taken. I cannot
see that there would be any practical difficulty in the way,
and I certainly think it would prevent bad votes from being
polled, while no additional machinery would be required,
except this small additional list.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I think the amendment
of the hon. member for North York is indefonsible, for, as
I read it, on one vote being objected to and appealed, the
whole list would be hung up.

Mr. MULOCK. Only for that polling sub-division.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes.
Mr. MULOCK. That is the way it is to-day in Ontario.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I prefer the Quebec way

altogether, where it is provided that in case of appeal when
an election comes on the parties whose names are on the
list, whose votes have been passed by the court of revision,
shall have primdfacie the right to vote. The hon. gentle-
man says there is a mighty alteration, because the appeal
is to be in matters of fact as well as in matters of law. 1
do not see that that makes anv difference. The important
matters of appeal are matters of law, because they may
affect whole classes of voters, whereas matters of fact affect
only a single voter. Then I take it that the revising officer
is just as good a judge of the simple facts of the case, of
whether a man has the qualification or not, as the court
above, as he is on the spot and has all the surroandings.
Indeed, ho is a better judge than the court, which follows
afterwards and hears theo evidence. I do not think the
scope of the Bill being widened has any effect what-
ever in altering the plan. The object is to get a
good list as soon as possible, and the chances of an
election happening before the court of appeal had an oppor-
tunity of deciding cases ia very small, in comparison with
the principle involved, in all the cases being bang up by an
appeal to the court above. I am altogether opposed to the
Ontario system of numbering the ballots. It has ifs advan-
tages or it would not be adopted both in England and in

Ontario, but whon the ballots are numbered the people get
to believe that their names may be found out, and the dread
of that causes them to vote as if they were voting openly.
They are afraid of their employer, and they will vote in the
way thoir interefst indace them to vote; that is a dread
that I know exits ain Ontario. So I prefer our system,
where the secrecy is absolute; there is no practicaL fear
that it will ever be known which way the voter votes.
Therefore, I am against the numbering of ballots, or any-
thing approaching to that. Now, let us take the working
out of the first revision of the list under this Bill. The
assessment rolls will all be finished by the 1st of January
next; on and after the 1st of January the revising officer
begins to act; ho will get a copy of the assessment roll, and
between that date end the lst ofJune ho will have the list
settled. If an election takes place before the 1st of June it
will be held on the provincial liste which now exist. If an
election takes place after the lst of June-I think that le
the time the list must bo finally revised by the revising
officer-

Mr. MILLS. No; five weeks after.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Thon, up to the time the

final revision takes place and the list is returned to the
Clerk of tho Crown in Chancery, the provincial list will
operate. Thon the appeal takes place, and it will be set-
tled in the autumu. There may be a casual election by
death or resignation-

.Mr. EDGAR. Or a general election.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I do not think there is

any great chance of that. So that practically the list will
be settled before there will b a general election. The
elections that will take place about the lIth of Septembor,
1887-

Mr. EDGAR. The 17th of September.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Well, the liste will be
settled, I fancy, by that time. The chances of any given
election coming off between the time of the final revision of
the list by lhe revising officer and the decision of the appeal
are very smalil. On the other hand, by not adopting this
clause you will hang up the votera' list for any given poll-
ing district, and you will have to take the lisf of the year
before, and that list must b more imperfect than the list
of any given polling district, with two or three votes
objected to. Thon, again, the chances are greatly in
favor of the objections being dismissed after a solemu
decision of the court of appeal. I think the consequences
of an alteration in this system would b so inconvenient
that it is infinitely botter to trust to the list as settled by
the revising officer than to have the appeal. The cases will
be so few, of elections taking place after the revision of the
revising officer and before the decision by the court of
appeel, that it is scarcely worth while considering the
matter ; whereas, if we adopted the system proposed by
hop. gentlemen opposite we should certainly have a very
imperfect list. The consequences of taking the lits tof the
year before would be much more prejudicial to the electors
than was the case when there was a more restricted fran-
chise than there is now. We shall have wage-earners,
wage-carners' sons, with a reduced income franchise, fisher-
mon, and a number of other mon, who would be excluded
by throwing the election on the list of the year before. The
chance of having a full and perfect vote of the eloctors of
any given electoral district wil ibe much greater under this
system than under the method proposed by the hon. gen-
tleman.

Mr. MULOCK. I am amazed at the statement of the
First Minister. He cannot give us credit for common
intelligence when he discusses this measure in this way.
He tell& us that if we take the prior list we shall have a
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smaller number of constituents. When bis Bill goes into
force, when the roll of 1886 is made up and perfected, do
not all of those enfranchised under this measure get on the
first list ? Who, thon, will have his name on the list of 1887
who will not have it on the list of 1886 ? le tells us that
the appeals are principally on questions of law; be does not
value appeals on points of fact. Any person who bas had
any experience in these matters knows that in almost every
case the appeal is on a question of fact. What is the subject-
matter of an appeal against the name of a voter on the
voters' list. The appellant seeks to prove that he is or is
not the owner of a certain property ; that he is or is not
a resident on a piece of property; that it is of a
certain value or is not, and so on. These are questions
of fact, and they are practically the only questions
that are submitted on appeal. Well, he tells us that
in his opinion elections will not be hld on lists
not confirmed by the county court judge. I say it ought
not to ho possible that this Phould happen; but it is pos-
sible that every election held between the two Sessions may
ho held on the list made by the revising officer and not con-
firmed by any court. The revising officer makes bis list on
the lst of June and posts it up; four weeks from that time
he can hear appeals; he thon confirms bis roll, certifies it,
and sends it to the Clerk of the Crown in Chancery, and that
is doue practically on the saine day by every revising officer
in Canada. About the first week of July every revising
officer of Canada ought to have bis roll in the hands of the
Clerk of the Crown in Chancery at Ottawa. The bon.gentle-
man opposite having it in his power tonainethe time when
the election shall be hold, could have thesoelections brought
on in the second week of July ; and not one of these rolls
could bo confirmed, not one appeal could be adjusted,
and wo should have members clected to this House
on rolls which might be altered to such an extent
as to materially affect the result of the elections.
We are offered now an appeal to correct the roll aftter an
election is held. The mischief is done, and we have the
satisfaction of knowing that it is incurable. When the hon.
gentleman told us that we were to have an appeal, a fulli
appeal, what did it mean ? It meant an appeal of practical
value; it meant that the action of the revising officer would
not bo binding until it was ratified by the proper court.
Now he says that the elections must be held on the lists of
the revising officer before bis acts have been investi
gated. If you read the 28th section you will find it says that
in the succoeding year ho shall bring in another list which
shall supersede every preceding list. Take these two sec-
tions together, and I d,) not care what appeal you may make,
it will have no practical effect. I am, more than amazed
that, at this stage of the discussion, and considering the
spirit in which the scheme for appeal bas been tendered us,
we should now be told it is an illusory form, that cannot be
taken advantage of. I protest against such a proposition,
and will fßght against it as long as I can.

Mr. MILLS. The hon, gentleman promised that there
should be provided an appeal to a county court judge, both
as to law and to fact, where the revising barrister was nott
himself judge. It is clear that appeal should be provided
for at the beginning of the section. The first part of the
section says:

"After the liats for the severai polling districts have been so completed
revised and corrected, they shali Le certifid, in the form contained in
the schedule of this Act, by the revising officer, and kept by him for the
purposes of this Act, and a duplicate of each, certified as aforesaid,
shall be transmitted forthwith by him to the Clerk of the Crown in
Chancery, at Ottawa."

That is not to be dono, according to the statement the hon.
gentleman made, unless there is no appeal from the revising
officer; but if there is, thon the action of the officer is not
final. He cannot complete the list; ho cannot do what is
stated here to be done; that oan only be done by the ounty

Mr, MULQoo,

court judge, and it is not until after ho has so certified that
the list can be said to be completed. The hon. gentleman
will see that if he carries the section in this form he is flot
carrying out his promise to the flouse. It is clear the list
must be completed by the county court judge, as, so far as
he is concerned, appeals must be decided before there cau
be a complote list. The clause further provides "that the
porsons whose names are entered on said lists as voters shall
be held to be duly registered voters in and for such eloctoral
district, subject to correction or amondment by the judg-
ment of the Superior Court on appeal, as hereinafter
mentioned." This provision is for the use of the list that is
completed, so far as the action of the county court judge is
concerned, but not complcted, sofar as appeals may be made
from the decision of the county court judge to the Superior
Court. I do not procisely know what the effect would be if
the hon, gentleman were to carry this section in this
form, but it is pretty clear there could be no question then
of appeal from the revising officer to the county court
judge. That must be had before the list is completed ; the
iist is not finally revised until that is done, and to carry
out that view the judge should have the right, in ail cases
of appeal, to take the evidence de novo. That would require
to come in before any portion of this clause ; it is the com-
pletion of the revision. Surely the hon. gentleman does not
propose to say that ho is going to deal with the question of
appeal from the revising officer to the county court judge,
as from the county court to the Superior Court. But arguing
that the hon. gentleman's intention is to carry out in good
faith the promise ho made to the louse, it is still very
important to consider, assuming that the list is completed
by the county court judge on appeal from the revising
oticer, this question of appeal to the Superior Court. They e
may be cases where there would be left off the list persons
who claimed the right to vote. As the Bill stands, the hon.
gentleman would disfranchise them, although, upen further
consideration, these claimants might be held to be legally
entitled to have their nanes inserted on the voters' list.
No provisiona is made for them whatever. ln the
case of persons who are on, but whose right to
romain on is contested, they would have the right to vote
aithough it was subsequently held they were not legally
entitled to do so. That is an indefensible proposition. It
is impossible to suppose that this Logislature is so wanting
in intellectual capubility and capacity as not to be able to
trane a clause thýat would mot such a case. i think the
proposition of the hon. gentleman is a simple way of meet-
ing the case. Every voters' list that romains is the voters'
list in point of law, until superseded by another list con-
plated in itself. If this Legislature doclares that a list is of
no use until ail questions of appeal are finally disposed of,
the old list will remain in force. What have we done,
under the provisions of this Bill ? Our assessment roll is
completed in May, and the hon. gentleman did not intend
it was to be utilised until the succeeding year, under this
Bill, as it is framed. In many of the Provinces the rolls
are prepared late in the season, and cannot be utilised until
the next year. There would be no way of making lists
that could come into force immediately after the materials
are available, except by adopting different periods in dif.
ferent Provihces; but if the hon. gentleman adheres to a
fixed period of time, if ho can afford to keep off for months,
from the list, the names of parties who are shown in the
early assesment rolls to be entitled to vote, why such extra-
ordinary haste to bring an imperfect list into operation ?
Tho proposition is a simple one, which would carry out this
intention easily; but if the hon. gentleman refuses to adopt
that, ho hab the other alternative which we have suggested;
let the parties vote by tendered ballots. The hon. gentleman
says there is a great aversion to the Ontarioe sytem, but
where does it exist ? Certainly not in Ontario. It did not
exist in the hon. gentleman's mind when this system Of
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absolute eeOi'oy was mproposed therebooube Ithink the
hon. gentleman topposed it. It is an oe e -ere 'tht.i
majority ofthoRouse were o Pdito'theeysteuof*bolute
secrecy at the time; buthe nist.rof -Juuie,MraIrien
was strongly inbvorof itand he was promotig theRBil
sud his view prevailed. Whether hat sytem a te
secrecy, or th& Ontaioybem, is the best,,is notr the que.
tion. It is no popsed tointerferewith thatsystem. Itis
proposed to vote bys tendred ballot, in tOosefalldoeu
parties who claim to 'go upon the roll, and whose right is
contested. If you aUew-these parties to vote ender aum
bered ballot it is onlyieoessary that, the coumti>g ofthose
ballots uhouldbe suspended untilthe decision«fthecourtjiu
had, jand then those who are not, entitled to vote maybe
asoertained and struck off, and ithoee who aei titled te
vote may be counted, along with these that were
countid before. The proposition of the hon. gentleman is
to give a vote to men whose right 4I vote is conteased, And
to maintain tbattheirvoteswereproperlycast, afer theoort
has held that they were not-entitied to vote at all. may that
proposition is wholly untenable, and thexre ls no practical
necessity fer haviug recourse to sueh a prooeeding, in oeder
to uphold the rightof a person entitled to vote. [f yeu hada
number of imperfect lists, with a large number of appeals,
you might pessibly have the majority of eleetions in the
Dominion carried by voters that the judges-of the different
courts wouldsubeequently hold were -not etitled to be onthe
regiteratal. That condition of things would. be intolerable.
The public opinion of this country would fnot sustain tb.
authority of a House that was elected by such means, and
it is highly inexpedient that any such condition of thizigs
should be made possible. I think we are entitled here to
theýamendment promised by the hon. gentleman, in regard
to the appeals from the revising officer to the county court
judge. We are entitled, under the understanding had, to
hold that the list shall not be considered .finallrevised
until it is revised by the county judge; and thon we have,
besides that, thisquestion of appeals raised by the amendment
of my hon. friend from North York.

Mr.'EDGAR. In my remarks I assuined that the revision
woud fnot be complote until, where the revising officer was
not a county court judge, it had been revised under the
system promised by the First Minister, and it was on the
same basis that the hon. gentleman himself made his
remarks subsequently. The whole argument was therefore
based on the assumption that there would be a final revisio»
by the revising officer, when he was a county court judgé,
and by the county court judge where he was not. I think
it is almost essential thait this provision should come in in
this clause, or as a new section before it, because the list
cannot be spoken of as revised.and corrected and in-a shape
to be sent to the Clerk of the Crown in Chancery until the
county court judge has passed upon it. I do not know
whother the Pirst Minister has drafted the clause yet, but I
think this is the place where it should go, or it -might
stand until it can be put in there. Then the evils of the
latter part of section 26 would be minimised to the .extent
the Prime Minister said they would.

. Mr.PAThMSON (Brant). I think the remarks of the
Plirst inister, a e few moments ago, must have been very
disappointing to memboes of the committee, or at least to
some of them. I had forned the impression that the diffi
culty had been pointed out so thoroughly this afternoon
that afier.dinner the First ,Minister would-bave heen pre-
pared to propose some solution of the difficulty, which, it
sooms toime, must heapparent to him as wellastoother
memners. O f oourse weare am ameauro,.pon
what wa have -tnderstood fom he t Minister,-tht
there wastbe adrge groed ofiappeal, n,,& unity
fosappeal than the ,ew*eing«of hisigial,
ifdicat.; ubutiten.tomihlthe.in& jinistan nennt
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i8 ib4>see dthissolause iaseowed to remain as ,itje
inow bisa promise to the Eouse would be virtuqlty do"e

Mir yHN A. NAL ONA1iD. Oh, no.

r. P EWO.Yes, -irtiljy, if I understand it
WA ae his it to ;e to be told I have the

e_ t ,ppqal toa .ßperior Court if I have been defeated
b by aerin r ro oigal votes placed pon the list by

! fa rirising )arristfr, if 41ere is a provision in this Bil that,
-notwitbetaidiiLgI get 4he vrdict of the Sperior Court in
my favor,p nd, 4qw cslivey that I have had a majority

àof tei legal votes oat at that time, neverthIeles there is no
remedy, but the seat is held by my opponent for the five
ye rtuaIlyg theappeai iswaody wiped esut Itwpould

of no more use to, me itban if a cwiuinal should tinfortun-
ately be banged upon iruic aY>tial or qtler Aeatimony,
andafter a tgne it was found out that the testimony was
not correct. If 4he unan's life had been taken from him,
finding out Lhat he was ngt guilty of the crime would do him
nu good. It iay be an extreme illustration, but it answers
this quae. elore is the content for the seat to be decided,
tad, if theÉ 'irst Minister insista upon passing this clause
as it isthe question is decided beynd a peradventure the
moment the votes are cast that are upon the list improperly.
th is the duty of the First Minister Ïnd the duty of the com-
mittee to ind some soluttion of the difflculty, to find some
plan whereby the promise of the First Ministerthat an effect-
ive appeal-for I ake ithe eis ot trifiing with the comrnittee
when he promised it-that some way shal be devised
whereby an effective appeal may be secured. I was dis-
appointed in hie remarks, because ho admitted the possibi-
lity that there might þe a few naines in the polling sub.
division plut on in error, or otherwise, but ho seemed to see
grater diffiulty in hanging up, as ho termed it, the votes
of tbat whole polling sub-division because two or throe
names were improperly on the list. But the First Minister
knows that the fact that there are two or three namies in each
pollingsub-division on a list, that have no right to be on that
list-if these names cast their votes in the same direction,
tey wold determine, I would almqst say, a maority of the
elections of members to serve in this House. If these votes
in the polling sub divisions of the various ridings of the
Dominion were cas in one way it wouldlhave the
effect, Almost, of electing a majority of the membere
of this Rouse, while the members so sitting would be
in a miSority of the legal votes cast at that election.
Surely we cannot afford, as a committee, to allow a
,lause in the Bill to pa that would have that effect.
Whether thore be difflculties in what has been suggested
by the, lan.,miember for North York (4r. Mulock), 1 do
uotknow. I am not auffiient lawyer to determine all fine
pointa, but I ca See very çlearly that this clause, left aseit is,
pMractically nullifies, not only the broader ground of appeal
that has beenpromised by the First Minister, but entirely
pullifies the.provision given us in the original drafting of
the ,BL Thie F'irostminister must not forget the fact that
it is pot p>pssible for us on this aide of the House to view
the revisipg barrister with the same degree of confidence
1Iat he do s. The Firet Minister seems to think there might
be no digiquity, because, possibly, only bye-elections would
come on under it. He will notof course, feel annoyed if we
pay that under il, with a First Minister so designing, we could
se. how , general eleetion eould be brought on at a period
whenthe vat raajority of the sea in the House would be
gected4y itand the First Minister would hardly claim
it is desirable that puçh should be left in the hands of the
Firset inister of th. day were t at First Minister leading
any particular pary iu this country. A general eloction
might be brought on when a large majority of the members
of'"his Hmss lê,ba geoddby o<«tioasiof his
&lIaUM Ingia.»a»amua çtbe Agna f .h,
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committee to address themselves to devising a clause
whereby justice shall be done, whereby the will of the
people, as expressed by the legal voters, shall be carried
out, and not b. thwarted by illegal votes, that may be, boy
fraud or design, placed upon the election list.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I do not know what
the legal efect may be of the words in the last lines, "final
and conclusive as to every election for such electoral dis-
trict" is intended to be, I should like to know from the
First Minister whether, in his judgment, the words, "final
and conclusive," would debar the party who is defeated
from bringing up the question of the validity of those votes
on an election petition.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Well, it might have the
effect of getting off an election petition.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. It seems te me it
would. There is a very considerable primd facie case that
it would de so. Now, nothing could well be more unjust
than that a man who had received a majority of the legal
votes should be deprived of the seat to which h. was
entitled, because we have decided that an election should be
held on a roll which had not been revised. Then, as te
another argument the Prime Minister used, which was that
there would be an unusual number of appeals for the purpose
of protracting this revision. I think, under the clause he
has introduced as te sub-divisions, that would net b. very
likely te happen. I presume it would be easy enough te
introduce the practice we have in Ontario, where each
separate municipality is appealed by itself, and if the judge
certifies that the municipal list is correct then for that muni-
cipality that list is used. In other municipalities, where ap-
peals are lodged, the list of the preceding year may b.used.
.Now, I presume the same thing could be done in le case of
these varions sub-divisions, and that would greatly minimise
the difficulty to which the First Minister was alluding when I
came in. There is another consideration which deserves
some weight. If you maintain the clause as it now stands,
there would always be a special temptation to parties te
endeavor te get the list, before the revising officer, made in
their favor. The fact that a list should not be used until it
had been finally revised on appeal would serve, te some
extent, as a check against improper applications or demands
te strike off names. But if you allow this clause te stand,
politicians on either side will be much more disposed te make
a vigorous struggle before the revising officer, prier te the
final revision of tae list, than otherwise they would do; and
there would be probably a worse list and more irregularity
caused by that particular temptation than would occur in the
ordinary nature of thing s. iei hon. gentleman knows very
well that the fact that the list is going te be subject te revi-
sien before it can be used in an election, would be a
check both on the revising officer and, what is prob-
ably more important, on the hot partisans of either side
who are endeavoring te gain advantages over each other.
Moreover, as a mere matter of justice and common sense, it
appears te all impartial persons that the list should be
finally revised before it is allowed teobe used. Day by day
election petitions, of which many of us have had unpleasant
experiences, are becoming more expensive and troublesome
te members on both sides of tue House, and I think it is net
desirable that they should be encouraged, as I think they
would be certain te be encouraged, if an election is disposed
of on an imperfect list; and if it turns out, as I think hon.
gentlemen would find it would turn out, hose words,
" final and conclusive," would, at al events, have te be
amended, so that if a man was elected on a list whlch had
net been subject to appeal h. might be and would be entitled
te bring that question before the courts.

Mr. LISTER. When the Act was first introdueed it was
intended te give ont an appeal on questions of law to a

Mr. PATzsoN (Brant).

judge of the Superior Oourt. Since that time the First
Minister has agreed to give an appeal on questions of fact
as well as questions of law to the judge of the county court.
I could have understood very well the use of this section
if the Bill had remained and had been carried out
according to the original intention of the First Min-
1ster. But I can easily see, in view of the changes to
which he has consented, that it will cause very great
diffloulty, if not great injustice, unless the section is amended
in the direction desired by the Opposition. What is the
position of the candidate under this ill ? It is quite pos-
sible that before the time for finally revising the list, or
before the time for determining appeals has expired, an
election may take place, and the last revised list may be
used, pending those appeals. It is provided that persons
on that list who have been appealed against will be entitled
to vote at that election, and their votes will be final, to the
same extent and in the saime manner as if the appeal were
not taken against them. We know that many of the con-
stituencies are very close, and if an effort were made, and
it is.not beyond possibility that such might be made, a
sufficient number of improper voters might be placed upon
the list to determine the result of elections, against the wish
of the duly qualified votera. It is not for this Parliament
to recognise, to legalise, such a possible injustice as may
take place if this clause were passed. The difficulty can
easily be overcome. If those lists were prepared by the
local officers, if the revision and preparation of the lista
were left in the hands of the people, we would have no
reason to apprehend the danger which we might
apprehend i this Bill were allowed to pass in its
present shape. The people themselves would look after
the list; but under this Bill we have an officer
of the Government, not only to prepare but to revise those
lists. I can only say, without wishing to cast any odium on
the revsing officer, that it is possible, in his zeal for the
party that appointed him, he may overstep the mark and
do injustice to the opposite party. It is not just to our self-
respect that this House should place on the Statute Book
a measure which may have the effect of doing any injustice
to a single individual. The result of the section, as pre-

pred, is this: That while those appeals may be many or
few, those votes will be cast, and they may have the effect
of electing a man who is not the choice of the qualified
electors. This section applies not only to appeals to the
judge of a county court but to appeals to the Superior Court.
Tle section might be amended by providing that the voters'
list should not be considered final until the time for enter-
ing appeals before the judge ha:l expired ; that might be
within a few days, or two weeks, at the utmost. or the
difficulty might be obviated as suggested by the hon. mem-
ber for Bothwell (Mr. Mills): a tendered ballot might be
given. A liat might be prepared which should contain the
names of those whose right to vote had been questioned,
and against whose right an appeal might be pending. If it
turned out that they had the rigbt, the ballot would be
counted; and, in the other event, the reverse would be the
case. In that way complete justice would be done, not only
to the candidates but to the votera themselves. Section 26,
as it at present stands, should not be allowed to become
th. law. I trust the First Mînister will take the mat-
ter into consideration, and make some such amendments as
have been suggeated by hon. gentlemen on this side.

Mr. FAIRBANK. As it is generally considered that this
is a question which should be discussed chiefly by legal
gentlemen, I would not have risen, but to my mmd the
ostionia sooutrageous that if the lay members of the

Rouse did not 1,,ak upon it the very boys Ôn the floor
would feel boun to speak. When the Bill was first intro-
duced the deciuion of the revising barrister was ctially
final; h. really decided who should ait in this secand
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who should not, and the remaining clauses were in keeping
with it. But after long discussion we were granted the
right to appeal, and thon, of course, this clause bocame
absurd. I do not think hon. gentlemen opposite would be
willing to defend the proposition that members for this
louse should ho ohosen by mon having no vote. In

fact, the proposed appeal after au election is too ridiculous
to be considered at a country debating school, much les
the Parliament of Canada; it is only triffing with the House
and with the country; it is an appeal only in name, and if
the hon. gentleman does not wish this Bill to bear this
stamp of outlawry, to make it a Bill which every good
citizen would feel called upon to destroy, wherever ho
met it, it should be amended in this respect. To pass
this Bill, with this clause as it is, in the fifth month of
the session of this Parliament, would be, I think,
a burlesque on legislation. Perhaps these terme may
consider somewhat strong, but I venture to say that they
are not a particle stronger than the country will be con-
sidered justified if this clause passes. I thought we had
heard the last about the extension of the franchise by this
Bill, but the First Minister this evening again epoke of the
disadvantage to the electorate of a restrictod franchise.
Does the Bill extend the franchise in Prince Edward Island,
in British Columbia, in Manitoba or in New Brunswick ?
That question has been answered by mombers from those
Provinces. It has been shown, by returns under the official
seal, by those who are competent to givO them, that in somo
counties 400, 500 or 700 voters will be struck off the list,
under this Bill, mon who have voted for years and who
are the holders of real estate.

Mr. FOSTER. That has never been shown.
Mr. FAIRBANK. True, it is stated that it extends the

franchise to other classes; but even admitting that it does,
the total number out off will be very great. In Quebec,
alone, is there no reduction; and it was not in the Bill
originally, even as te thatProvince, but the change was made
at the suggestion of hon. gentlemen from that Province.
The franchise is not extended in Ontario by this Bill; and
hon. gentlemen, when they refer to the law of that Pro-
vince, constantly refer to the old law. Hon. gentlemen
understand very well that the next election will virtually
be decided before the revising barrister. Under the Act, as
it now stands, it is perfectly possible for a general election
to be brought on very shortly, after the revising barrister
has returned the list, before any app can be made what-
ever, and if this provision is retainet will croate the great-
est doubt in many minds whether a general election will
not be brought under such circumstances. The proceedings
in the House would almost indicate that. We have been
refused an amendment to have the evidence before him
taken under oath, notwithstanding that bis decision is virtu-
ally to be final. Even if he acts in good faith, a person may
come before him and make any sort of statement hoechooses
without being subject to the consequences of an oath.
As the Bill stands now, with the First Minister's refusal to
make this amendment, I consider it to be a worse Bill than
it was when it was introduced. If I were leading the
Roform party I would say, as a matter of political tactice,
by all means pas the Bill as you have it. But I believe
we have sometheing higher than party considerations here.
I think it is our duty to make this Bill, I will not Bay
respectable-I believe that is impossible-but something
approaching it. I do not profees to be a legal gentleman,
and perhaps it is just as well, in oonsidering a point of this
kind, that my mind is not confused by legal considerations
at all. I think, however, I bring to theo consideration of it
a little of that kind of common sense that the hon. gentle-
man will find pretty prevalent in the country.

Sir JORN A. MAODONALD. I a= rather surprised at
the hon, gentleman being so anxions to have this Bill

amended when h.esays it would be greatly to the beneit of
his party to be carried. That iean excess of patriotisin that
I have not usually fbund oocupying even the most patriotio
minds. The whole argument of hon, gentlemen opposite
has been based on the supposition that all the elections are
going to take place in the short period between the time
tho revising oicer settles his Lst and the time of the appeal
to the court above. This thing is going on from year to
year, from day to day, and from month to month, withont
reference to a general eloction or a particular election; and
the elections that will take place in that short poriod will
be few and insignificaut, in comparison with the disadvan-
tage that would exist from throwing the electorate upon the
voters' list of the year before. That would disfranchise a
great many men, especially of the working classes. How-
ever, I am anxious always to weigh the arguments that are
used; I muet say that I am opposed to this amendment
altogether; but after disposing of that, if it i lost, wi th the
permission of the House I would poetpone the consideration
of the clause for another day, and proeeed to the subsequent
clauses. I want to consider that, and see if there is any
means of meeting the objection, I think almost the causeless
objection, of hon. gentlemen opposite; still, I see the objec-
tion and the earnestness with which they speak upon it,
Two suggestions have been made, one from the other side
of the House and one from this side, which I shall consider
before we ait again.

Mr. WELDON. This is not question of detail, but a
question of principle. In cases were there is a narrow
majority a great injustice might be done; a candidate
might be practically elected by prons not entitled to vote.
Again, there is a difficulty in the amendment of the hon.
member for North York (Mr. Mulock) which was pointed
ont by the Prime Minister, that it might affect the hat. We
have adopted the principle that the work of the revising
barrister shall be referred to the county court judge; thon,
it seem to me that the election should be poetponed until
we have got the decision of the judge. It strikes me that
the list ought not to be sent to the Clerk of the Crown in
Chancery until the county court judge has passed upon it.
In the one case, when the county court judge is the
revising ofcer, he passes upon it firt; why should he not
in the other case ? There ought to be some precaution
againt the difficulty of persons not entitled to vote con-
trolhing an election. We have to look at this as a perma-
nent matter, because it is not confined to the first revision,
but will apply to all future lista. It ia well known that
sometimes r an Act becomes law, some point arises that
has escaped attention; it is almost impossible to meet aIl
cases, no matter how carefully you draw a Bill; but we
ought to endeavor to do so as ar as ible. We ought if
possible, to prevent the posibiityovoters bein apoale
againet wheu an election is about to take place. seems to
me the diffculty might be avoided by providing that the list
shall not be sent to the Clerk of the Crown in Chancery
until it ha been certified by the county court judge.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It mut be understood
that I shall carry out in its integrity the proposition that
there shall be an appeal to the county court judge, when
ho is not himself the revising officer, and all the conequences
that must naturally flow from that proposition. The
question here, however, i not that. The question is the
balance of diflculty-whether, when an election takes
place before the cjdge disposes of the appeal, we should take
the chance of a few bad votes slipping in, or disfranchise a
number of voters by taking an old and effte list, and this
question is weighed, in my mind, with the balance in favor
of a full franehise-rather in favor of the first system than
the lest. If there be any amendment et aH, it muet be, I
think, in the direction of the s tion of the hon. member
for Bothwell (Mr. Mills), to see we cannot contrive sorne
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niode by whieh the votes objeetedi to can beL e gkoggtèdin.
suc n matner that they will notiteeire with4 the purity
and correctneus of the-retarn I see great di«ealty in doingi
it, but I shail try my band at it, and for that reasn niove,
to postponithei lause, to hare anopportanity of- ceuider-
ing it.

Sir RICHARt) CARWRGT( . In-any case, I'presume
the right hon. gentleman is willing tlhat in the case of the
revising ofllcer, at any rate, the list shahl not b. cônsidered
final until the county court judge has pâssed upon it.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Thit is' the piut I ill
consider.

Sir RICHARID CARTWRIGHT. Thatisonly one of the
pointa. I thought the hon. gentleman-was going te-cohoede
that, and taire into consideration the further point, as to the
appeal which might be made from theco.uty oourt judge to
a higher court.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Oh, no.

Sir RICHARD CAR f W1IGHT. Anybody WhÔ bu! had
experience in Ontario elections, and I supoe the saMe is
the case in other Provinoes whete theÉe. are conty court
judges, knbws that courty court jdgeté, disposed, in former
days, of the various -þpeals ili tude tlii w áaery shbrt
time.

Sir JOHN A. MACIDONALD. Wen tlie réviing. bar-
rister is not a county court judgp-and that will ocour ina
very few instances in Ontario-thiere will be, as a matiweof
course, an appeal to the conty court jiidge, anda trial of
all objections and of refusais of applictions to vote. Aste
hon. gentleman truly says, he willquickly' dispose of them,i
and the hon. gentleman"S chances of an election coming on
in the interval are very light. Hon. géntiemen oposife
exaggerate, I think, the importance of the clause; Sti, Isee
the logic of their arguments, and as the construction of the
clause is a little involved, I will nsk to poseone considera-,
tion until to-morrow. Iam, however, oppos to this amend-'
ment.

Mr. CAARLTON. As a Iamami, I muet; eþréwiÉ my
gratification at hearing the First Miistet assuréeth* Hodse
that he wishes to plate this etaue in thé bestipesiblefotiù,
and bas therefore deterniined tehold it over for the p.r-
pose of consideration. I wieh t6 cálf hie- attention to one
or two points. He telle us the Whole tgumett,* t hiesidel
seetns to be based upôn the assuniptier' that t e eleétiles-
will take place between the returne' rxad$e by tbeIe révisi w
barrister ani the setterheat of appealw befor the eoxrt. I
do not think they will, as a rale-; bat ther imay be some
that will take place during that intertäl, andit i but tight
to guard againet any esth contiügeney. Most oft!el geW.
ral eleetions within my ebollection h te bean i p##vterst
liste sevePhl monthe at leaefhi f tbé. Thiel"ets1«I
were upon thé lists of thé pireioYé yeW.i

Sir JOHN A. MACDONAÏL0. That/ ébjeétiîokm il be
avoidéd.

Mr. CHARLTON. I think it ehould be arranged that>
the voters' liet will finally settled before a general election
takes place. The hon. gentleman promised us an appeal, bat
we want it to be arranged in sach a way tha ander ne pos
sible+ cirenastanceS it will fail te give pra"eial results.
The BiH-professes te be modelled ponI Eglie leg tîioân,
but we have de ted from the English m«ode-in the uatter
of relis and prelimary rev'ision. la Engand,heo relle are
made by the local ofcer anethe preimmary investiga.
tion takes place before the. revieing, barrister. With regard
to appeals, the English pvisionô 6 Victouia eapter 1
section 66, provides: I

Sir JoHN A. MACDONALD

84-b Ienaoted that every jundgsmt or deion of themid court
b. filal ayd concluive in the eaU, upou aBpoint of la* ad'di-6atd ~~e~aus aai b ~hdindg upon every o=ntte& 0f the os

bf O'.onwu app.inted forthe trial;ofaypebtin oemplainiag of the
undue letion or return of any muember or members to serve ia Parlia-

41though the law provides that the voterse list certified by
the'rensing barrister shali be taken as the complote list,
and that no voter on it shall be prived of his vote in
conseqùewsde otn apeat pendingbr the court, yet the
law provides that it that appeal has held hie vote to be
imaproper and illegal, that vote shall, by the committee of
the Hoase»of Commons trying the election case, be thrown
ond

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. There are no election
committees in England now.

i r. CHARLTON. But there are Election Courte, and
the funotions and powers exercised are those exercised by
the Eletioti Court; and the Eloction Courts should have the
same power to thrôw ont votes which were found to be
illägar votes by the court of appeal that the election com .
niittee had.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The clause the hon. gen-
tteian is readingis t.he other way The final decision shall
beblding on the judge or other tribunal trying the case.

Mr. CIIARLTON. Shall be binding upon the committee
of the ouse or Election Court trying the election case.
All that the Opposition desire is that the lists-although we
object to the mode of preparation, yet if they are to be pre-
pared by revising officers, and an appeal is to be given, we
ask that it may not be a mockery, but that any vote decided
by the Court of Appeal to be an illegal voté-shall net be count-
ed in the final result in case of election protest and contest.

Mr. MlILLS. I suppose the 28th clause, on the same
ground as this, stands over. The concluding part of that
clause involves the same point. There will be two points
to consider, with regard to this matter of voting by
numbered ballot. The one is the case of a judge
or revieing officer who hm put upon the list parties
whose right to remain on it is contested, and the case of
parties who claia to b. put on the list, but whose right is
denied. Suite may be pending with regard to both; both
ehould have an equal riglit to vote, and vote in the same
way. Then, whether their votes where counted or not
wonld depend upon the decision of the court. The question
arises, with whom should the sealed ballots remain during
the pendinrg stage ? Should they be transferred to the
Court of Chaneery or sent to the clerk of the court where
the suite are pending, leaving the judge, upon the decision
of the case, to report to the Clerk of the Crown in Chancery
the number of votes that should be struck off the list or the
number that should be added?ý

Mr. MULOCK. If the clause stands over, my amend-
ment ehould stand over and be moved again. I beg to

thdr* thé amendment.
Ameudment withdrawn.

8ih JO]IN A. MACDONALD. The numbers of the
cIauWes *fIt have to be changed, but that is done by the
ld.w cfek.

Mr. MULOCK LIt would be well if the First Minister
ooùdd, to-morrow, wih- this proposed sction, lay before us
the sciheme for the appeal. The two are iIvolved together.

SMr JOHN A. MACDONALD. I do not se. that, but

Ma, MULOOK. It would help to resoncile us to the
iegpnemaIly. We have not very mnuk confidence in it.
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and bis friends were in the English House of Commons I
am afraid they would be called the irreconcileables.

On sotion 29,
Mr. FLEMING. The time of eight days is not sufficient.

The election law requires that the proclamation shall be
published at least eight days befbre the nomination.

Sir EiCHARD CARTWRIGHT. Youb ave to furnish
to the returning officer, not merely a list of the voters, but a
description of the polling districts, which is always inoluded
in the advertisement, and the returning officer has to adver.
tise that eight days before the nomination.

Mr. RYKERT. Not until after the nomination.

Mr. FLEMING. The proclamation contains the descrip-
tion of the polling sub-divisions.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Make it twelve days.
Mr. FLEMING. That would not be sufficient.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It will read: "lAt least
twelve days before the day of nomination." I think you
will find that will be time enough. The dragging on of the
days of an election is not very pleasant for the candidates
on either side. We should have as short a time as con.
venient for full notification to the electors. This will give
the returning officer four days to get out his proclamation.
I think that1is plenty of time.

Mr. CHARLTON. In some districts, such as Algoma,
some of these large, sparsely-settled ridings, that would be
insuMfcient.

Mr. WELDON. I would like to remind the First Min-
ister that the returning officer has only twelve days in
which to make bis preparations. He has only eight days
in which to get the list printed, and send it all over the
county to be put up, and it only leaves him four days to
have it printed before nomination. In some of the counties
of New Brunswick, which are very large, this would not
give him time enough.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I an election you do not
send one man out to go around the county and stick it up
in every polling district, but the sherif or returning officer
will send out copies to men in different districts to post it
up. He will take either one man or twenty mon, if neces-
sary. He is paid for it; it is always allowed in his accounts.

Mr. TEMPLE. I think twelve days is quite sufficient.
My county is the largest one in the Province, and I have
done it many a time as sheriff. Yon do not get the writ on
the twetfth day; you do not get it before that; and the
returning officer or sherif goes to work and prepares for it,
te have it all ready. He bas got four days in which to get
it out. I have don. it in two days, in the largest county in
the Province.

Mr. CHARLTON. I am afraid the First Minister will
get into difficulties under this four days provision. I do
not seS how, in districts such as Algoma and Gaspé, it is
possible to comply with the provisions of the law. There
can be no objections to extending it to seven or eight days,
which would make the thing more workable.

On section 30,
Sir JOHN A. M4ÇDONALD. In the 3rd line maike it

1887 instead of 1886. This is for the second list. Then, in
the 13th line, after the word "appointed," 1 propose to
insert "where there are no assessment lista or certified
oopy or certified copies of the last revised list of voters in
such electoral district" That isto meet them ase ot Prince
Bdward IlaMn1

Mir. WEIM4Oe L Arvisingjocer may, in erasing the
name, completaly, dustroy tbe name, so that a person would
not know the reason why it has ben erased. After the
first list is made up it should be kept intact until it is
tinally revised at the subsequent revision. I shall thorufuro
move an amend ment to provide that, instend of adding names
to the previous list or erasing names, the revising officer
shall make up a lit of ames proposed to ho added and a
list of Dames proposed to be. struck off, and ho shall state,
opposite the names, why suchâ aotionwas proposed. I nove
that at lino 29, the following b. inserted :-

Make up a list of names of aIl persons whom it la proposed to add
to the lit.
Also, at lino 39, the following:-

Make up a Iist of names of persons whom it is proposed Io strike off,
stating the resons why such nams are prepoued to be struck off.
It is very important to know the reason why the names are
prop to be struck off; because in many such cases the
person couldat once attend at thu final revir-ion, if ho desired,
and bave the matter determined. Su ch action would bu in
harmony with the principle of the BiIl.

Sir JOIN A. MACDONALD. The following words
might ho inserted: "Noting on the said list the names of
any personswào ane dead, or who are not, according to tho
terms of this Act, eatitled to vote, and stating, the roason in
said note."

Mr. MILLS. What I would suggest is, that bore there is
no provision in this preliminary revision for objecting to
any names or suggesting that they should be left off. oes
the hon. gentleman intend that the proceeding should be
taken as at the gnal rovision-

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That is intended.
Mr. MILLS. How are parties on the old list to be taken

off, as, for instance, a man whose tenancy has expired, and
yet his name may appear on the new roll. Thore should
be some evidenc, I think, but if ne one takes avy interost
in the matter the old name would be lef t on. If ho required
the attendance of the clerk or the assessor to give informa-
tion before the list is made up, ho would be aLe to make it
more accurate, and no names, would have to be added or
struck off, except upon application.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. For the second list the
revising offieer bas the list of the year before, and the
assessment roll of that year, the year subsequent to the
year for which the first list was made up. He comes to
the name on the voters' list of the previons year, "John
Jones, owner." Hoelookms at the assessment roll fbr that
ye&r, and ho finds that the name of John Jones is not there;
but he would leave the nama on, and make a note on it:
"Objected to; not on the assessment roll," giving the
roason why the name is objected to. That gives notice to
everybody, and that vote will have to be substantiated at
the fnal revision.

Mr. MILLS. That is juast the point. The revising
offiloer sees that A is down as the tenant of the property for
which B was down last year. No one makes application
to him. He sriketof B.and putsonA. Wou ldithe the
duty of the rvising officer to note that B's name is objected
to because it is not on the new roll ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Cortainly. Ho will
not .triku it off; ho wii note it; and h , will put A on,
that being a new Dame,

Mr. ,TT£A Suppose the name of B is not challenged;
wl it be hieduty to no B, and summon him, without
the appli-stiou of aony oter pary? Will it be his duty
to tako stae biaself t scertam the truth bofore he strikes
that am of the votw'lit?
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Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Certainly not, as regards

A. He finds A's name en the assessment roll as tenant,
and that is sufficient to establish A's right to vote, and he
will put his name on the list, without any suggestion or.
application.

Mr. MTLLS. T.aking B's off?
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. He will not take it off,

but will mark it as objected to, and I should think he would
strike it off if he found no such name on the assessment
roll, and found no person coming to vindicate its right to
be on the voters' list.

Mr. MILLS. Suppose that, in the Province of Quebec,
where there is no provision for putting the names of wage-
earners on the assessment roll, lu a constituency the names
of 500 people were on the votera' list as wage-earners for
the last year ? What is to be don. in that case ?

Sir JORN A. MACDONALD. That was filly disoussed
on the settlement of the first list. He will take such evi-
dence as he can, and will publish the names of all claimants,
as in the first case, marking all objected to, and then pro-
ceed with the same evidence as is provided for in the case of
the first list.

Mr. MILLS. Suppose no one appears on behalf of those
wage-earners; are we legislating to make it the duty of the
revising officer to summon those whose names were on the
list last year, to show why their names should be continued
this year, or is h. going to leave their names on, unleas some
one appears to have their names atruck off ? Are
we going to make it the duty of this revising officer
to make the list as perfect as possible, without some
one to urge him to that duty-either to put on or
take off names ? If so, it seems to me we must
alter this clause. I am asking for information, just to see
how far the hon. gentleman proposes to go, because it seems
to me the completeness of the list will depend on the
duties we impose on the revising officer; we cannot depend
on the simple interest of the two contendiug parties who
are attacking the voters' list. We ought to make it the
duty of the revising officer to make the list as complete as

ossible, and we have to enquire how far he is to go iu
ookgin after those who may be considered a procarions

class of votera.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I take it, with respect to

votera who are not on the assesament roll, that if they were
on the last votera' list he will hold them to have the right
to vote, unless some one objects, or unless he has information
before him to the contrary.

Mr. MILLS. But so far as wage-earners are concerned ?
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. There is no doubt they

will be objected to. If they have gone away they will not
vote.

Mr. MILLS. They might come back.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD If they come back, unless

there is some objection taken by somebody, the fair
inference is that they have the right to vote.

Mr. MILLS. Then it will not be the duty of the revising
officer to ascertain whether they have the right to vote or
not.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Oh, no.
Mr. LANGELIER. I it intended to make a new list, or

only an amendment of the old list in existence? In the Pro-
vince of Quebec a new list is made every year, but the local
officer uses the list already in existence. He doe not con-
tent hinself with adding new names or striking off old
names, but makes a complote liat, so that when an election
comes on it is only necessary to refer to the last list. It
would seen, from the wording of this clause, that it is not

Mr. MILLe.

proposed to make a new list, but simply to add names to or
strike out names from the old list.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The revising officer files
one copy of the revised list with the Clerk of the Crown in
Chancery and he keeps the other copy, cortified, himsolf.
H. sends for the assessment rolls of the municipalitios, and
from them he makes out the new list and publishaes it. The
names are to be published without striking any off; then
objections are written against the names of those objected
to.

Mr. MILLS. The hon. gentleman proposes that this
revision will be at the beginning of January. In Ontario
the assessments begin in February or March, so that the
assosment roll the revising officer would have before hin
would b. a roll ten or eleven months old. Under sections
21 and 22 the flal revision is said to b. the lst June; now,
the second assessment roll will be in the hands of the judges
before that. Is it intended that the parties who are entitled
to vote on the second roll shall be put on the list, and will
it be open to the revising offier to use this roll on the final
revision ?

Mr. RYKE RT. In the cities, the assessments do not take
place until August and September, and are not finally
revised until the 3rd September, and in the country districts
they may b. appealed from till the lt August.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. They have to the 1st of
August to go to the court of revision. Thon it will be
October or November before the rolls are finally made up.
It is advertised for thirty days after the 1st August. That
brings you to lst September, to allow the party to appeal.
Thon the appeal will be tried as the county judge directs,
so that it will be pretty nearly the end of the year, in
October or November, before the assessment roll made in
the spring or summer is finally decided in appeal by the
county judge. Thon, as regards cities, it is provided that
these rolis will not b. finally made up till the 3lst December.
Therefore, in order to embrace the whole electorate, in the
urban as well as the rural districts, we have started it from
the lt January. I do not think it would be well for the
revising officer to be guided by a roll not finally concluded.
If any party eau show ho has a right to vote, and can prove
it, of course his name will be put on, but I do not think the
revising officer should be forced to send for an incomplete
assoesment roll, not finally decided on.

Mr. MILLS. The time for making up the revisieon is in
June; thon five weeks are allowed, which would make it
some time in July before the final revision under this Act
takes place. My hon. friend from Lincoln (Mr. Rykert) is
confounding the revision of the votera' list with the revision
of the assesment roll, because the latter takes place in
May. The court of revision sits in May.

Mr RYKERT. There must b. fourteen days' notice
to the court of revision given after thel st May. The
court of revision generally meets about the 28th May.
Thon there is an appeal to the county judge np to
the Ist August. Immediately afterwards, if there is no
appeal, the clerks make up the voters' lista, which are pub.
lished for one month, for the electors to give notice of
appeal, and afterwards the judge fixes the date of his courts
throught the county. The object now is to have a complete
list for a whole county. In a county oontaining a city yo
cannot have that until the 31st December, Bo that if you
proceeded as my hon. friend from Bothwell wishes, you
would have a partial list at one time dfld the rest of the list
at another.

Mr. FAIRBANK. That revision is the revision of the
votera' list, not of the assesment rall, which is finished long
before the time the bhon. gentleman mentions.

Mr. RYKERT. It cannot b. completed until fourteon days
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after theI st May, and after that there is a right of appeal
on the assessment roll to the county judge to the 1st August.

Mr. FAIRBANK. That does not change the assemsment
roll, only the voters' list.

Mr. RYKERT. I am talking about both the assessment
roll and the voter' list. I have been twenty-five years
reeve, and ought to know.

Mr. FAIRBANI. We are talking about the assessment
roll, and the hon. gentleman persists in talking about the
voters' list.

Mr. RYKERT. The assessment roll is not completed by
the 1t June, for they have up to the Ist August to appeal.

Mr. LISTER. There is no appeal from the court of
revision on the ground of assessment. The only appeal is
in regard to the voters' list.

Mr. RYKERT. There is an appeal from the court of
revision to the judge of the county court in regard to any
errors of the assessment roll.

Mr. LISTER That is for the purpose of the voters' list.
Mr. RYKERT. Section 59 of the Assessment Act shows

distinctly that thore is an appeal to the county judge against
the decision of the court of revision. I am surprised that
any one who has been in the profession as long as the hon.
gentleman, should not know that.

Mr. TROW. The hon. gentleman must be mistaken.
The county councils are now in session, and thoy have to
make a final revision of the assessment rolls which are
transferred to them by the township councils.

Mr. RYKERT. I am surprised at the ignorance of the
hon. gentleman. Does he not know that the county council
has nothing whatever to do with the assesement roll for
that year, but takes the roll of the preceding year, and
upon that equalises the assessment.

Mr. LISTER There is no occasion for the hon. gentle-
man to lose his temper.

Mr. RYKERT. I do not lose my temper, but I am sur-
prised at the hon. gentleman's ignorance.

Mr. LISTER. I am not surprised at yours, as far as your
social qualifications are concerned.

Some bon. MEMBERS. Order.

Mr. PLATT. For all practical purposes, the list, as it
leaves the court of revision, is as good a. when it leaves the
hands of the judge, if it is to be prima facie evidence of the
right of the person assessed to vote. On thel st June it
could very well be used a.primd facie evidence.

Mr. MACMASTER. I am surprised that the proposition
of ni hon. friend from Lincoln could be, for a moment,
doubted, and that hon. gentlemen opposite are not aware of
the fact that there is an appeal to the county judge from
the proceedings of the municipal court of revision. Not
only am I thoroughly certain of that, from having examined
the statute, but within the last ten months I conducted a
very important case of that character, in which an appeal
Irom the local court of revision, composed of the local coun-
cil, was made directly to the county judge of Stormont,
Dundas and Glengarry, regarding the assesment of the
Hon. D. A. Macdonald, fornierly a member of this Boue.

Mr. WELDON. I think a similar provision should be
inserted here to that in the 12th section, as to this being
primdfacie evidence. It is desirable to make the section
uniform.

Mr. CASEY. This is a point in which the right hon.
gentleman should state his intentions. He has changed
section 12, referring to the primary formation of the list, so
as to make the roll primdfacie evidence. Thre should be

some language inserted in this clause to show that the same
rules should b. followed in regard to suooeeding revisions of
the list.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes, of course.
Mr. CASEY. The hon. gentleman has not inserted any.

thing in this clause to the same effect as in the 12th
section. Then, about the tenants. The bon. gentleman
announced hie intention to provide that a tenant assessed
for 8150 or $300, as the case might be, whatever the qualifi.
cation is for a freeholder, hie name should be put primd
facie upon the voters' list as being a tenant and paying $20.

Sir JOHN A. MAODONALD. What I stated to the
committee was this: After a long fight on the clause about
tenants, I said that if hon. gentlemen opposite would pro-
mise me not to re-open that clause I would add a proviso,
that in cases where there was no rent specified in the assess-
ment roll, if it showed that the property was assessed for
$150, that would be received as primd facie evidence of the
amount of the rent.

On section 32,
Mr. MILLS. It seems to me ail these sections, down to

the 38th, are, in one sense, unnecessary, as they are re-enact-
ing the same thing that was enacted before. The whole of
them might be put in one section.

Sir JOHN A. MAODON A LD. I put these in the second
time so that persons who are not lawyers may not bave
occasion to look back. It makes the Bill a little longer,
but a lay man just looks at thom without looking at .the
previous section. I thought it would b. better to have a
repetition.

On section 37,
Mr. ARMSTRONG. I desire to call attentiQu to the fact

that twelve days is too short a time for the necessary work
to be done. The law requires the returning offcer to be
furnished with the revised list before nomination. The
proclamation has to be up eight days before the nomination,
and in that proclamation the time and place of holding the
polling in each case has to b. stated, in the event of a con-
test. Some of the electoral districts are over one hundred
miles in length. The returning officer ha. to make himself
acquainted with the polling districts, so as to ascertain the
most convenient places in which to hold the polls. In order
to do that it is necessary to summon the township clerk,
and hie advice in that regard je largely acted upon. It is
utterly impossible for the returning officer to get the informa-
tion and do the posting and other work within four days.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Thei hon. gentleman will
see that the duty now thrown on the returning officer will,
if h. finds the district too large, be performed by the
revising officer. He will fix the polling district. No
difficulty ha. been experienced in Ontario, and I have
known elections come on very rapidlyAs to the posting of
the notices, three or four men would be employed, insted of
one.

Mr. MILLS. The returning officer has to appoint
deputies, who have to b. hunted out, and appointed in the
poling divisions; and their advice je generally taken with
respect to the places of polling. All the work cannot be
done in four days.

Mr. OOSTIGAN. No arrangement for polling places is
made until after nomination; and this is then done by the
sheriff.

Mr. WELDON. The reason so little diEculty is experi-
enced in New Brunswick is that the sheriff are retarning
offlcers. It seems to me that tour days is a very short time,
especially in nome counties, where there would be consider.
able distances to trave.
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Mr. WATSON. In mày'outtyit .wM'be impoefbketo

get up the notices in that time, as it isiffO umiles in engtI
and a great deal of the travelling has to e done by stage
or buck-board.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. We Will make .it'fifteen
days then, which is quite enough. To male it loager
would make it only to proiractthealgony;_and df hon.gen-
tiemen are canvassing their ýc@nstituencie6 'they ,ntt
get through with it:as.soon as possible.

Mr. CASEY. That has nothing to do With'the length of
the campaign at all. The length of the campaign is 'flxd'
by the issue of the writ.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I think I bave made you
a very good offer; will yon take fifteen days ? There are
limits to human endurance.

Amendment agreed to.
On section 38,
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Hon. gentlemen will see

that this duty of laying ont the different poUling district& is
to be put upon the revising officer instead of te returning
officer, which is much better. Al the returningdfficer bas
to do is simply to put outbhis'proôlamation, choose convenient
places and select his deputies.

Mr. MILLS. There is atill concurrent power. Would it
not be well to provide*for'the repealif that clause-of the
Election Act ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It may be .so. I will
take a note of that.

Mr. CHARLTON. One great objection to this entire
Bill is the amount of confusion it introduces into the
elections as between the Provinces and the Dominion. 'It
will also introduce confusion in the matter ot the arrange-
ment of the polling districts. I think we might at least
avoid that obidction to the Bill by providing that the poil-
ing districts for Dominion purposes shaIl be the usme as
those for provincial purposes. I therefbre beg to move that
the following be substituted for -lause 38 :-

That the polling districts fized for the purposes of provincial ele-
tionh shahb, in each Proins eadorteda rothe polHng;dio*Icto for- he
election of members for the House sf0 oammons or canada.1

Mr. CASEY. I think it would save a great deal of
trouble, both to the revising efficer and to the returning
officer, if this amendment were adopted, because people arc
familiar with the boundaries of the provincial polling
divisions and with the places where the voting usnally
takes place. The practical question is, whether, in ail t.he
Provinces, the same. limit of polling divisionsais required as
is required by this Bill, namely 200 voters; if that is the
case, the proposai of the amendment would be a real con-
venience. I hear it objected to that the boundaries of the
electoral districts are different. No doubt they are ; but
the polling divisions are the same ; a certain number are
simply taken from one county and added to another ; so
that no difficulty would arise in that respect.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The objection to the
amendment is simply this, that the franchises are dIfferent,
and if the different polling districts are to contain, as near
as possible, 200 voters, those in the provincial elections
would not be the same as those in the Dominion.

Mr. CHARLTON. That is quite true. But the number
would not exceed 200, because the provincial franchises are,
in most cases, more liberal than the Dominion. The amend-
ment would certainly secure greater convenience to the
public; that confusion as to the bouadarieawoald not .exist
in the public mind; trouble-and expense would be amved to
those who have to work ont this -ranchisepand -we .ehotMd
seure uniformity:in the nm.ari.sof the poing distrists
both for Dominion and provincial eleioa.

Mr. WELDON.

1fr.0 BWRLL. We. have -not had that in the past.
Mr. CHARLTON. But we would have it in thefutpre.
Mr. BOWELL. In new sections of Sountry, where .the

settlements are in groups, perhaps eight or.ten milea apart,
ourexperience has been that in the last election the polrlu
districts were divided by the returning ofcer, so as to fIro
the greatest facility for voting; but the year after, when
the Aoeal-ections came, on, the local retarming ofleer.abol.
i.hed têm. In The township of Garlo, for instanceerwhoee
there is a large settlement, votera were obliged to go to the
north-west corner and poll their votee,.andthe w.ault wua
that a large proportion of the votera of that towship did
not go ont, because they would have to travel twelve or
ifteen miles. So there is to uniformity now. The arrange-
ment of the polling divisions altogether depends on the
whim of the returning officer or the influence brought to
hear -apon him, whether he às the aheriff orîanybody ee.

Amendment negatived.

On section 38,
Bir JOUIN A. ,MACDONALD. I move to strik, out the

words "may issue, at his own instance," and insertthe word
" hall."

Amendnment agreed to.
Mr. CASEY. I think the clause, "Witness fees and

expenses allowed:ander the tariff of the Superior Court," is
rating t.heexpense too high. The cost of a court of revi-
sion should be aufficient.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). I trust the hon. gentleman will
change that. Of course the costs of the Superior gourt-are
double what they are in division court. The witnesses in
division aourt are paid 50 cents a day, and in the Superior
Court, $Li25, and, as they are acting in the public interest,
they ought to be satisfied with a emaller sum.

Mr. LISTER. If a solictor issues this subpena, it will
make up quite a bill of cost, amounting to $20 or $30.
Under the Act of the Local Legislature, the ,tariff .is divi-
sion court costs.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved that the iwords,
"<and expenses," be struck out.

Amendment agreed to.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. If the revising oNeer

chooses to summon any witness, the expenses incurred by
him will be borne by the Government.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I fancy he will put that
into his account. I propose that the tees to be tendered to
the witnesses so summoned shall be those .allowed in the
Province of Quebec in the Superior Court, in the Preince
of Ontario in the division courts, and in the other Provinces
in the county or district courts.

Mr. MILLS. The revising officeri
some persons on his own initiative.
power to do so, and yet he would
expenses.

may desire to summon
He ought to have the

be obliged to pay the

Sir JOHN A. MAODONALD. W. will consider that
when w. corne to the anoney resolution,

Mr. CASEY. Then I infer that witnesses summoned by
the revising officer at bis own instance will bepaid for at
the publi cot ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I am afraid, on consider-
tion, that there will be a great deal of pressure on the
judge to summon those at his own instance-who would; be
brought in-the inteest of a party.

£irA&MRY.. PhaIipe;his.dao aght Mad.
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Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No; I am almoat incline

to ask the committe to go back and strike out the word
" may at his own instance," leaving the revising office
obliged to summon witnesses only on the application of th
parties.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). Hear, hear.
Amendments agreed to.
Mr. CHARLTON. I would suggest to the Premier tha

we have finished the 39 articles in orthodox fashion. Thi
hon. gentleman has been in very close attendance himself
and I think we might reasonably adjourn.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved that the committee
rise and report progress, and ask leave to ait again.

Committee rose and reported progress.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved the adjournment of

the House.
Motion agreed to; and the House adjourned at 12 o'clocky

midnight.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

SATURDAY, 6th June, 1885.

The Sna&Rna took the Chair at half-past One o'clock.

PRAYERS.

FIRST READINGS.

Bill (No. 141) respecting administration of justice and
other matters in the North-West Territories-(Sir John
A. Macdonald)-(from the Senate.)

Bill (No. 142) respecting canned goods-(Mr. Bowell)-
(from the Senate.)

THE FRANCHISE BILL.

House again resolved itself into Committee on Bill (No.
103) respecting the Eleoctoral Franchise.

(In the Committee.)

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I would ask the com-
mittee to return to clause 26. After consideration of this
clause, I have thought that on the whole it would be well
to adopt the substance of the suggestion of my hon. friend
from Bothwell. I propose to strike out of the 29th line the
words "and be final and conclusive as to," and to make the
following addition to the clause:-

But the ballot of any person, whose naine bas been ineluded in the
certified list of votera and is the subject of an undecided appeal, shall
be numbered by the deputy returning officer, and a corresponding num-
ber shall be placed opposite bis name on the poli book; and upon the
counting of the ballots, the ballots so numbered shall be by the deputy
returning officer separated froin the ordinary ballots and returned to the
proper officer, sealed up to a wait the decision of such appeal ; and if
under such decision the name of any such person shail be struck from
the votera' list, and if the election at which such vote has been given
has been contested and a scrutiny of votes demanded, the vote given
by such person shal be ascertained from bis ballot and shall be struck
froi the poll; and if any person whose name las been excluded fromn
this certified list of voters, and whose exclusion is the subject of an
undecided appeal, shall desire to vote, the deputy returning officer shall
receive is ballot and shall number the same and the name of the voter
in the pol book, and keep separate such ballots as hereinbefore pro-
vided, and if upon such appeal, the decision of the revising offiger shall
be maintained, the vote of such person may be aseortained and struck
from the poll book upon a contest and demand of scratiny a herein-
before provided.

Mr. MULOCK. According to the General EBlection Act
I think the deputy returning officer is required toseal u1p
the ballots immediately after coun<i them in the prefence
of the contestants. Would it not b. prudent to put in
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Mr. CAMERON (Huron.) Under the law, of course
there can be a recount within a certain number of days
before the granting of the count. According to the amend-
ment of the Firet Minister, the contestant would need to get
a judgment of the Court of Appeal which occurred between
the election and the recount, and there will b. all the
expense of filing a petition. There is a good deal in what
the hon. member for Bothwell has said: it is, after all, but
a count of the ballots, and not a part of the controverted
election.

Mr. MILLS. If there has been a count, and the question
as to the accuracy of the count has not been contested at all,
the candidate ought not to be compelled to intervene in
order to revise it after decision by the court. The correction
of a miscount is a different proceeding, but if the court holds
that of those parties who voted 30 or 40 ought not to have
voted, it is a more correction of the count. It is not a recount,
it is the striking off from one candidate or the other, or both,
the names of those who ought not to b. on the list. There is
no necessity for the candidate to interfere and be put to the
expense of interference.

Mr. ABBOTT. As respects the recount, there ouglit to
be no difficulty. There is a period upon which a candidate
can insist upon a recount under the ordin ary proceedings of
the election law. If it should turn out befbre that time
expires that there has been an error in this way, that per-
sons were put on the list who had no right to be there, this
error could be corrected on the recount. It would b. very
inconvenient and inexpedient that a member who has not
been returned should be in an uncertain position after ho
has occupied his seat, when without hie election being con-
tested in any way, his right to occupy the seat may be
interfered with any moment, on a return to the Clerk of the
Crown in Chancery.

Mr. MILLS. Certain proceedings must be taken in order to
havearecount. Steps must b. taken within aparticular period
Of time, and weeks may elapse before a decision is had, and
the law should be changed in that respect. But why should
those proceedings be had. The party does not complain of
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two or three words providing that he shall seal them up at
the same time and in the same manner as he is required to
seal up the other ballots ?

Mr. CAMIERON (Huron). I think the hon. First Minister
would do well to accept the suggestion of the hon. member
for North York (Mr. Mulock). It should not be loft to the
deputy returning officer to carry those ballots away and
seal them up in the absence of both parties. He ought to
do it in the presence of both parties.

Mr. MILLS. I think the hon. gentleman will see that
there is something more than that required. Of course fol-
lowing the analogy of the Election Act, the moment the
ballots are counted, they would be sealed up in the presence
of the scrutineer while the revising officer was present, tut
in case there was no contestation of the election, accord-
ing to the clause as it stands, the eleotion would stand as
the ballots were counted. This ought not to be treated
as part of the proceedings of a controverted election.
It is not a part of the proceedings of a controverted eloc-
tion; it is a part of the preliminary proceedings of an ordi-
nary election, and when it is found that any of those parties
who vote are not entitled to vote, the returns should be cor-
rected as a matter of course. Suppose a man is returned,
and upon the final decision of the Court of Appeal it is found
that 30 of those parties who voted for him should be struck
off, they should be struck off, as a matter of course, after
the decision is had, and the result of the election amended
accordingly, no matter whether it is a controverted election
or not. It is a question of the proper counting or enumer-
ation of the result of the election.
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irregular proceedings, ho admits his right to have the sea
must depend on the validity or invalidity of the vote
which are contested, and they could be contested quite a
well without any application or interference on hie part
You do not add anything to the regularity of the prooeed
ings, or its fairness, or his moral right to have the seat, by
calling on him to contest the election. The whole of thai
proceeding is a part, not of his taking any proceedings
but of the returning officer's act. You say to him, you must
make a return, but as soon as votes contested are decided
the return must be corrected accordingly, and if it should
happen that the man who was returned in the first instance
was held not to be elected and the man who had the min
ority in the first instance is held to have been elected, your
returns should be made right. There is no want of diligence
on the officer's part, ho can do nothing to hasten the pro-
ceedings. Everything depends on the promptness with
which the Court of Appeal decides the question as to the
validity of the votes.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron.) Suppose the judgment of the
Court of Appeal is not given until after the time limited for
the presentation of the petition, 30 days, is expired, what is
the candidate to do ? fie las no remedy because the Superior
Court has not given judgment in his favor at the proper
time. There is another reason. Primarily, if the Court of
Appeal decided in favor of the man who was not returned,
he is entitled to get the seat. But then he has to file his
petition sud allege that he is entitled to the seat, because he
has the majority of votes. The opposite candidate, the man
who got the seat improperly, will say: You are not entitled,
because some other irregularity has taken place. We shall
be trying on the petition some things that ought not to be
tried there at all. You are putting the respondent in the
same position as if he were the petitioner. I am not pre-
pared to suggest any way in which the desired end could be
reached. Wby should not the House amend the writ on
the judgment of the Court of Appeal ? In England, as the
hon. gentleman knows, under the old law, before the ballot
was introduced, the committee appointed to try con-
tested elections was bound by the judgment of the court as
to the validity of the vote. Why should not Parliament in
the same manner amend the return ? Parliament ought to
be at liberty to amend the return and give the man entitled
to it, by the judgment of the court, the seat.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. We must, of course, See
that the man who is the representative should represent
really the majority. That is the principle on which we sit
here. On the other hand, we have, as much as we can,
consistently with that axiom, tried to prevent members,
who have been elected and returned, feeling uncertain in
their places for a long period. It is of very great import-
ance to the independence of the member himself, and to his
usefulness here, that ho should feel that he represents his
constituents for that Parliament. I have had petitions pre-
sented against me, and I have, with those hanging over my
head, never felt the same assurance that I truly and really
represented the constituency, or could have the same influ-
ence in this House, as if I had been assured that I really
represented the constituency in Parliament. It is the inter-
est of us all to remove that feeling of uncertainty, which
affects the usefulness of every member when a petition is
hanging over his head. I am anxious to accept any sug-
gestion on this subject which will meet the difficulty. I do
not se. why we should insiat upon the opening of the bal-
lots when the other party gives it up altogether.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). There is a good deal in what
the hon. gentleman says, but the judgment of the Court of
Appesl may not be given until after the time has expired,
and you are bound to present the petition within a limited
period.

Mr. ML.

t Mr. BLAKE. In cases where there was a question pend-
s ing before the Court of Appeal at the time of the election,
s the time within which a recount could be demanded might

be extended, so as to give a short delay from the giving of
the judgment of the Court of Appeal.

Mr. CAMERON. Why not extend the time when the
t returning officer is to make his return ? There is no use in

his making his return until after the Court of Appeal gives
its decision.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Supposing a member was
returned by a very large majority, and there were a certain
number of rejected ballots, why should not the other party
be allowed to give it up and say he did not want a recount,
because, even if all the names should be added, and it should
prbve that they had voted for him, it could not affect the
result of the election ? It appears to me that, if the parties
really surrender, seeing that they had no chance, we should
not insist upon having the matter re-opened for no good
purpose whatever. I think you may safely leave that, in
view of the activity of the political parties in this country,
to the defeated candidate. I think we are raisiDg a practical
difficulty which will operate in many cases, and which is of
no real value on the whole.

Mr. MILLS. The case the hon. gentleman puts does not
meet his proposition now before the committee. If the
number of parties whose cases are appealed is not e qual to
the majority of the candidate who has polled the largest
number of votes, there is no object in delay and there is no
impropriety in the party being returned, as there is no deci-
sion by the Court of Appeal that can alter the apparent result
of the election, but, supposing the majority of either candi-
date is small and that the number of cases in appeai might
be quite sufficient to turn the election, the case would stand
in a wholly different position. The leader of the Opposition
has suggested a way out of the difficulty. The time for
asking for recounts might be delayed in all such cases until
after the appeals were decided, or, as I suggested in the first
instance, these sealed ballots could be sent to the courts in
which the appeals are pending, and the result of the count
should not be reported to the returning officer until the
court had decided.

Mr. BLAKE, I attach more importance than the bon.
gentleman seems to do to this question from this point of
view. I think it is highly important that there should be
as few elections brougit on, while yet it is uncertain
what the voters' list is, as possible. I think we ought to
do everything that we can in the way of legislation to
minimise the temptation on the part of the party in power
to bring on an election at that inconvenient season. Such
a temptation there might be supposing. the list, as it stood
on the face, were more favorable. than it was expected to
be after the appeal had been disposed of. It is important
to prevent that temptation from being operative by showing
that as little gain as possible may result from it. I hope
that we are dealing with an entirely exceptional clas of
cases; I hope, for instance, that such a thing would not be
thought of as, in a general election, the Government which
had control of the issue of the writs, not having regard to
the general condition of appeals from the voters' list. I
think it would be a very great abuse of power to cause a
general election to be had when there was a very consider-
able number of the votera' lista under appeal pending before
the judge, when consequently, in a considerable number of
constituencies, it was uncertain who would have the right
to vote. But such a thing might happen ; and if such a thing
did happen, or, if it happened in the case of a bye-election
when we know the writ must issue upon the demand oftwo
members, yet still you want to provide for the exceptional
cases, and to minimise the inconvenience or possible wrong
that may result from it. There are two or three plana
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which have been suggested; the radical plan would be to
postpone the actual return until the decision of the Court
of Appeal, and thon let the returning officer, with that
before him, so attend to the list as that might demand. I
cannot concelve of any serious delay, because 1 am quite
confident the Court of Appeal would not delay under such
circumstances its judgment. I think we may depend upon
promptitude being used by the judicial tribunal in a case of
that description, when they saw the question of the return
and the rights of the people were depending upon it. But
if that proposition is not feasible, though I thnk it feasi-
ble, my own suggestion covers the ground and removes any
objection on that score, Let everything proceed in its due
course, and in that exceptional class of cases enlarge the
period in which the- right to a recount may be had until the
decision of the Court of Appeal itself. Thon under these
circumstances you give an opportunity, in the least expen-
sive way, of doing that which ought normally to be done
before the election, namely, of getting at the majority on
each side according to proper voters' lists, and having the
return according to that.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Of course, that is the
great objection; but the point that strikes me most is the
inconvenience and uncertainty of the plan. To illustrate
my view, I will take the case of the bon. member for Both.
well (Mr. Mills) as an instance. He bas been a member of
the Government here, and I suppose h. hopes to be a mem-
ber again. Well, suppose, during the course of the Session,
there was a change of Government and the members of the
Opposition came over here. They have to go to their
election; Parliament would ho adjourned until they were
elected. Well, there is a temptation to put in objections in
order to provide against a return. These objections are
hung up for a certain timeq and there will be, of course, a
corresponding delay in the decision of the Court of Appeal.
It occurs to me we are threatening every member, having
once got his return, with a great uncertainty and great
inconvenience, and perhaps cause great ministerial inconve-
nience by not leaving it as it is now.

Mr. MILLS. You are arguing against your clause alto-
gether.

Sir JOHN A. MACDON-ALD. No.
Mr. MILLS. Yes. The hon. gentleman propes that

certain ballots shall be counted conditionally. Why, if the
argument is good for anything, it is good against.the clause.
The chances are one hundred to one that the decision would
not take place within the four or five days allowed for the
purpose of a recount, and, unless it did, then the clause
would be nugatory, and the hon. gentleman's proposition
would be good for nothing. If his argument has any value
he ought to withdraw his proposition. *

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Oh, no, because, of course,
if the seat was going to be contested, why should
the matter hang over ? Why should not the matter of
review be insisted upon ? Why should not the judge in
appeal be obliged to go on witb the matter if no party is
interested ?

Mr. BLAKE. My proposal is simply to deal with a
recount, and that deals not with the returning officer's
action in any shape. Of course, formally a return to the
louse does not take place, but thore is simply a delay until
the judgment of the Court of Appeal. Now you put a number
of cases. You put the suggestion of a change of Govern-
ment during the Session, and you put a suggestion of a
delay in a Minister's election until the recount, and several
other improbable contingencies. What we have got to do
is to deal with the ordinary case of the matter. Although
a formal return is delayed for a very short time by the
suggestion which I make, I maintain that we cannot con-

template any serious delay by a court of justice under such
circumstances. The judgment will be given promptly, the
recount will follow promptly upon it, and the result will be
ascertained with reasonable despatch.

Mr. DAVIES. If the proposition of the First Minister is
accepted, I think the suggestion of the leader of the Opposi-
tion ought to be adopted. I want to draw the attention of
the First Minister to the proposition itself. I must say that
in its entirety it does not commend itself to my mind, and
I do not think the members of the committee thoroughly
understand it. He proposes in the first place, that those
who have succeeded in getting their names upon the
revised list, shall have the privilege of voting, even if there
is an appeal against the names being there. That part of
the proposition is not open to very serions objections. They
have a primd facie right to vote, and prima facie they should
be allowed to exercise that right. But look at the latter
part of the proposition. He proposes that men who have
applied to get their names on that list, and which have been
ruled out by the revising barrister, shall still by merely
making their formal appeal, be allowed to vote at an elec-
tion and turn the election, and the man who is defeated will
have to be put to the expense of contesting it, and of getting
those names struck ofi that ought never to have been there
at all. Take any county where 50 mon apply to get their
names on, and the revising officer says: You have no claim
at ail. You say they are worthless men, and you have
nothing to lose. They appeal, and in the interim, pending
the appeat on a point which may be worthless, they put in
thoir votes and turn the election.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The whole tenor of the
discussion on the other side of the louse was in the direc.
tion I have indicated.

Mr. DAVIES. I do not care from what Province that
suggestion came; it does not commend itself to my mind,
and I do not accept it.

Mr. BLAKE. The tenor of the discussion yesterday was
that the prior year's list in case of appeal should be taken.
The hon. member for Bothwell (Mr. MillS) made towards
the close of the discussion this proposition, as a suggestion
of his own; but the main stress of the discussion was upon
the other proposition, a proposition much more in accord-
ance with the views of the hon. mertber for Queen's (Mr.
Davies).

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It was pressed, but not
very strongly, that the list of the previous year sbould be
taken. A good many hon. members saw the inconvenience
that would arise by excluding a very large number of peo-
ple, es pecially wage-earners who cannot be regarded as
being so permanently on the list as other parties, they
moving about a good deal.

Mr. BLAKE. I did not apprehend at the time that the
clause would have the effect that the hon. member for
Queen's points out. It will offer very great temptations to
fraudulent and improper appeals, which we. should avoid
as much as possible.

Mr. CASEY. The only inconvenience alluded to yester-
day as likely to arise from using the previons year's lit was
one suggested by the First Minister himself, that if that pia n
was adopted it might lead to fraudulent appeals for the

purpose of having the last list used. The possibility of that
hasbeen recognised; but the possibility Of inconveuence
would be much lesa under that plan than under the one now
suggested. The possuibility of disfranchising any consider-
able number of voters would not arise, except in the event
of an election taking place before the first list under this
Bill was completed, in which case some wage.earners, po-
ple having $300 income, and certain classes of tenante, might
be excluded ; but after the first list has been completed, thero
can be no disfranchisement by taking the previous year's
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liEst. The principle of using the previous year's list when
the current year's list is incomplete is alroady recognised.
It is the proper thing to use the previous list when the one
for the current year is not complote. The only question is
when is it complote? Is it when the revising officer as
passed it or whon the judge bas passed upon it ? My con-
tention yesterday was that the list was not a complote one
until the judge has corrected the action of the revising
officer. The proposition made by the hon. member for
Bothwell (Mr. Mille) was only an alternative one in case it
was decided to use liste while under appeal.

Mr. MILLS. I did not argue the point as to claimants
voting, but I suggested it as one of the questions which the
hon. gentleman would have to consider in framing the
clause. I have roughly sketched out a clause indicating
my view, and from it the committee will see my notion as
to the best way of accomplishing the object in view. It
reads as follows:-

In case of an appeal to a superior court upon the claim of any per-
son to be put upon the votera' list or the right to remain upon suchiot,
such person may vote, but his ballot shall not be counted but shall be
sealed up by the deputy returning ofilcer in an envelope, endorsed with
the polling division, the election and the number opposite the voter's
name upon the poll book, and such ballots shall be forwarded to the
court in which such appeal is pending and when the appeal is decided
the court shall certify to the returning officer the votes teobe added, if
any, to the numbers counted for each candidate and the return shall be
corrected accordingly, and the court shall also certify the result of the
appeal to the revising officer, who shall amend the votera' list se far
as may be necessary in accordance with such certificate.

That is what I have in view. If the hon. gentleman were
to adopt something like that, he would avoid all expense to
the candidates without increasing the expense to the public.
If that plan were adopted, it would save a great deal of
trouble and get rid of the possibility of fraud in the way
spoken of by the bon. member for Queen's.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). I do not agree with my hon.
friend from Queen's (Mr. Davies). The theory on which
the First Minister proposes to allow a name on the voters'
list to vote in the event of an appeal is that primd facie he
bas a right to vote, his name being there, and the theory
upon which it is urged that a man's name not upon the list,
aithough h appeals to be put on, is that primdjacie he las
a right to be put on. I agree that a person whose name on
the list is appealed against should be allowed to vote in the
first instance ; and also a man who makes an application to
be put on the voters' list, and whiose name, if the appeal
succeeds, is placed on the voters' list. But the First Minis-
ter ought in both cases to guard against fraud in the same
way as fraud is guarded against in Ontario. In Ontario
you can put in what is called a tendered ballot, but the man
putting it in has to pledge hie oath as to hie qualification,
and I think the least we could do, when a man's right to
vote bas been determined against by the revising officer, is
that we should compel him to pledge his oath as to his quali-
fication.

Mr. BOWELL. The tendered ballots are not counted
only in cases of conte3tation.

Mr. CAMERON I know that, but bore the hon.
gentleman proposes that the votes shall be counted. I
think that in such cases we should at least have the
guarantee of an oath that the man is acting bond fde.

Mr. BOWELL. If a man tenders hie vote under the
Ontario law, and bis name is not on the roll, he is obliged
to take the ordinary oath which states that he is of the
required age, that he is a British subject, and that he bas
the necessary property qualification.

Mr. CAMERON Certainly, and if he takes the oath
he is given a tendered ballot, and his vote is not count-
ed except in a scrutiny. Unless you provide for an
oath, I am afraid you will find that there will be thousands
of people who would appeal against the decision of the

Mr. CAamr.

revising officer, simply to put in their votes, and thoir votes
would be counted.

Mr. DAVIES. Even if they took the oath'I do not think
they should be allowed to vote. I can see a broad distinc-
tion between the two classes, one class being those whom
the revising officer allows to remain on the list, and who
have primd facie the right to vote. But when a man is not
allowed on the list at all by the revising officer, although
he tenders his oath, he is not a voter at all primd facie, and
I think it would be an outrage to count his vote in the first
instance. The solution of the whole difficulty seems to me
to lie in the proposition of the lion. member for Bothwell.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. What will the judge do
with the ballots ?

Mr. DAVIES. They are sent by the deputy returning
officer to the Court of Appeal. The court certifies to the
returning officer how many are allowed to each candidate,
and these are added on, the object of this being that they
shall not be counted until the court determine that they
have legally a right to vote. To my mind it seems utterly
absurd to allow a man to vote-and to count his vote-who
has been disallowed in the first instance, and merely appeals
against the revising officer.

Mr. CASEY. The more I think of it the more I
feel bound to agree with the view that neither
those who are appealed against, to be taken off the list, or
those who appeal for the purpose of getting on the list,
should be actually allowed to vote, and that in both cases
they should be allowed to put in tendered ballots, as they
can under the Ontario law at present. I do not think the
vote of any person whose right to be on the list is still in
question should be counted for either candidate, but I
think it is quite right that persoqs whoe right to vote is
in dispute should put in tendered ballots, which should be
counted as soon as the Court of Appeal has settled the ques-
tion of their right to vote. The Minister of Customs thinks
that this would involve a scrutiny under this Bill, as under
the Ontario law, but there is this difference: that under the
Ontario law no list can be used until all the appeals against
it are decided, and there is no means of ascertaining which
"bf the tendered ballots can be used, -except on a scrutiny.
But in this case the appeal goes on just as if the election did
not occur ; the validity or invalidity of the vote will be
decided as soon as the Court of Appeal has given its
judgment, and the returning officer amenda his return
accordingly.

Mr. FAIRBANK. It seems to me that in this case, as in
others, when the lawyers get in, they mix matters up, and
the people will have to pay the costs of straightening it out.
The object is to have members elected by those who have
the right to vote When the voters' list is completed no ques-
tion arises upon that ground, but we are providing for the
contingency of an election before the list is completed. We
cannot delay the election, and what are we going to do with
those who have not finally been allowed the right to vote ?
Lot them present their tendered vote, which shall not be
counted until we know whether it is good or not. If such
votes do not amount to enough to affect the election, that
would be the last of them; but if they are sufficient to change
the result, then they should be counted. As it is now pro-
posed, a number of men are allowed to vote who have
not been decided to have that right, it amounts to a contest
in every closely contested election, and a man has to go
into the conteet before he knows whether he is elected or
not. But if these votes are placed in the ballot box, in case
it is proved they have a right te vote, it will be an entirely
different matter.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I do not see how that
will work, because nobody can tell which way these men,
who have tendered their votes, but whoee votes have
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not been accepted, will vote, and nobody aun tell what effect
their votes will have on the election. The difference of
opinion is so strong and so radical that I am tompted to go
back to my clause. I think that settles the whole thing.
The clause as it now stands je simply this: that in the very
rare case in which an election shail take place between the
time the revising officer has made up his final list and the
time the appeal cases are decided, it is very likely that
the decision of the revising officor shall be retained. It
occurs to me, considering ail the difficulties that have been
raised by hon. gentlemen opposite, that the simple plan is
this : One of two things you must do; either you muet
declare that no voters' list is complete until the appeals are
all decided, or you must adopt the plan proposed in the clause,
that the final decision of the revising officer shall be the
voters' list for an election that may take place between the
time ho has made his final revision and the time at which
the appeal has been rendered. 1 Lhink the latter mode is
the botter, inasmuch as it will not have the effect of exclud-
ing a great many new voters, as would be the case if the
last year's list was taken.

Sir RICH ARD CARTWRIGHT. Would the hon. gentle-
man consent to provide that in the case of revising officers
who are not judges the lit should net be used until it had
been appealed to the county court judge ? I think that
would very largely diminish the objections which are enter-
tained to this clause, and it would reduce the number of
possible cases to a very small fraction. The objection of
my hon. friends is net so much to the county court judge as
to depriving them of an appeal from the revising officer
who is not a county court judge.

Mr. MILLS. I understood the hon, gentleman to deal
with that yesterday. The appeal we are dealing with is
the appeal to the Superior Court.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That I asked te be
struclé out. I thought the hon. gentleman understood that
my plan was that in case the revising officer was a judge,
there should be no appeal; that, I think, was perfectly
understood. The list, as finally made up by the revising
officer, who is also a judge, is final for all purposes, and it is
only in the few cases where the revising officer would not
be a judge that there would be an appeal.

Mr. MILLS. Idid not so understand the hon.gentleman;
neither is that the Bill. It is perfectly clear that this Bill
throughout provides for an appeal on questions of law from
the county court judge as revising officer, otherwise yen
could have no uniformity; you might have one law in one
county and another law in another county. The Bill
provides for an appeal on questions of law from the county
court judge to a Superior Court.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No; that is struck ont all
through.

Mr. MILLS. I do not admit 'hat. I am sure no one on
this side of the Flouse so understood the hon. gentleman;
certainly there was teobe an appeal on questions of both
law and fact from the revising officer te the county court
judge before there was any list, and on questions of law from
the county judge te the Superior Court. Otherwise we have
been misled-unintentionally, it may be, but certainly mis-
led-as to the position taken by the hon. gentleman. We
supposed we were dealing with appeals to the Superior
Court judge from the county court judge.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That never was proposed.
Mr. CASEY. The Bill, as it stands, provides for an1

appeal from the county court judge on points of law, andi
when the question of appeals generally came up the hon.
gentleman, while ho agreed to continue the appeal fromi
the county court judge on points of law only, made thej
appeal from the barrister, who might be the revising officer,

both on points of law and fact; but there was never any
hint of his withdrawing the appeal from the decision of the
county court judge, who might be the revising officer,
which the Bill gives.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Well I muet really des-
pair of coming to any arrangement with hon, gentlemen
opposite. The question of appeal was discussed, and hon.
gentlemen opposite came to me from the opposite side and
stated, if there be an appeal from the revising officer who
was not a county judge much of the objection would be
removed. It was distinctly understood that in case the
revising officer was not a county judge the appeal sbould ho
both on matters of fact and law ; but in case the revisin
officer was the county judge, thon his deoision was final.
That is the position I proceeded upn, and upon which the
whole discussion proceeded, and 1am quite surprised and
rather indignant at the attempt to get rid of that.

Mr. MILLS. I do not admit that the hon. gentleman's
position is accurate, nor do I admit that that was the ropre-
sentation made by the hon. gentleman, as we all understood
him, last evening. Hesaidrhe had mei a proposition that
there should ho an appeal fromn the revising officer to the
countyjudge both as to law and fact, and that should be
carried out; and ho proposed an amendment, and I think
the hon. member for North Ontario (Mr. Edgar) crossed the
House for the purpose of consulting him as to that amend-
ment, which was wholly distinct from the appeal to the
county judge. Thore is provision for an appeal to the
Superior Court on questions of law. Thon the appeal on
matters of importance is from either the revising officer or
the county court judge, as the party may think proper, for
the purpose of settling a uniform law for the Dominion.
Otherwise one county court judge may interpret the law
one way and another judge another way, and there would
be no such thing as uniformity at all. If the hon. gentle-
man means that there should be no appeal from the county
court judge all this discussion to-day is irrelevant, and the
amendment ho proposes is irrelevant.

Mr. WELDON. What I understood the First Minister
to mean was that where the revising barrister was a bar-
rister an appeal would be allowed to the ceunty court judge
or law and fact, but where he was a county court judge an
appeal would be allowed on law to the Superior Court judge.
That is important, because questions might arise on law
where it would be necessary to have, if possible, a uniforni
opinion.

Mr. MULOCK. I do not attach the slightest importance
to any form of appeal from the revising barrister, be ho a
county court jadge or otherwise, to the Superior Court.
When I read the ill and saw that it offered an appeal on
pointe of law to the Superior Court, I thonght that procedure
was going to be surrounded with trouble and anxiety and
expense, and argued that you should offer to the electorate
a remedy of which they could avail themeelves. When the
simpler plan, an appeal to the ordinary courts, was sug-
gested, it satisfied me on this point. It ie useless to offer an
appeal that cannot ho taken advantage of. If we are satis-
fied that the county court judge is a proper tribunal to
correct the revising officer, surely we muet be satisfied that
ho is a sate person to do directly what we give him an
opportunity of doing incorrectly.

Sir JOHN A. MACJ)ONALD. That was certainly a
misunderstanding. I n er heard it mooted or a doubt
raised, when I agreed tu uxtend the right of appeal to mat-
tors of fact, that in cases where the revising officer was a
judge there would be necessity for an appeal. If ho is fit
to revise the matter, to sit as a Court of Appeal, ho is fit to
sit as a court in the firet instance. It is absurd to have an
appeal to the Superior Court, to drag the people, at an
enormous expense, to Toronto or Quebec, or wherever th.
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seat of the court may be. That would amount to no appeal,
whereas there is a ready protection by having the county
court jadge either judge altogether ab initio or as judge in
appeal. The argument that you want uniformity falls to
the ground, because the Superior Court of New Brunswick
may decide against the Superior Court in Nova Scotia,
and the Superior Court of Quebec may decide against the
Superior Court in Toronto. You can have no assurance of
uniformity in any way. It is destroying the right of appeal,
by making it beyond the power and beyond the purse of
most candidates, if they are forced to go to the Superior
Courts. However, we have not got to the clause on appeal,
and I really think, under the circumstances, I will have to
move the 34th clause as it stands.

Mr. CASEY. There will be no difficulty about agreeing
on the clause. The right hon. gentleman says this pro-
posal has created such a difference of opinion that he pro-
poses to withdraw his amendment. But ho need not do that.
It is agreed that the object he has in view is a proper one,
and there is only a slight difference as to detail. By mov-
ing the adoption of the clause as it is he will be getting
out of a slight difference of opinion into a very great
difference.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. In justice to myself, I
must repeat what I said on the 28th May. In such cases-
that is, where the revising officer is not a judge-there
shall be an appeal as to law and to fact.

Mr. ABBOTT. It seems to me that there are some argu-
ments in favor of counting the votes; and I quite agree
that we should not abandon the idea of having this amend
ment, which seems to be satisfactory to the whole House.
Suppose the rule were adopted that tho votes should not be
counted till the appeal was disposed ot, and there were but
half a dozen votes to appeal against, while the majority was
200, the return would be delayed uselessly. There is a
remedy which is more simple, perhaps, than the remedy
proposed in the first instance. It is that proposed by the
leader of the Opposition, namely, that the scrutiny of votes
should not be exactly a scrutiny, but that the correction of
the roll, if correction be needed, should be made on the
recount. I understand the right hon. gentleman, the
Premier, is disposed to consent to an amendment similar to
that which the leader of the Opposition proposed, namely,
that there should be a recount, that it should not be noces-
sary to have a contest and cause an expensive petition, and
if the decision of the judge will not be received in time for
the ordinary recount, then the time fixed by the lawshould be
extended ; and that alteration should be made in the election
law itself, because there may be some machinery required to
carry it out in a proper way. At the same time, I think
the object may be served by striking out from this amend-
ment the words which refer to a contest, and declaring that
the whole may be corrected on a recount in the usual way
in the election law, and if the judge's decision is not
rendered in time to correct the roll before the election, the
time should be extended. That would be more satisfactory
than abstaining from counting the votes until the judge's
decision is rendered.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. After hearing the
remarks of the leader of the Opposition and my hon. friend
who has just spoken, I have got the amendment so framed
that I hope we shall all agree now:

But the ballot of any person whose name has been included in the
certified list of voters, and is the subject of an undecided appeal, shall
be numbered by the deputy returning officer, and a corresponding num-
ber shall be placed opposite hia name on the poll book. And, upon the
counting of the ballots, the ballots no numbered shall be, by the
deputy returning officer separated, from the ordinary ballots and
returned to the proper officer, sealed up, at thee ame time as other bal-
lots, to await the decision ofeuch appeal. And if, under such decision,
the name of any such person shall be struck from the voters' liut, the
vote given by such person shall be ascertained from his ballot, and shall
be struck from the poli upon a recount. And if any peruso whoe

Sir Jous A. MAoor.b.
a

name has been excluded from the certified list of votera, and whose
exclusion is the subject of an undecided appeal, shall desire to vote
the deputy returning officer shall receive hie ballot and shall number
the ame and the name in the poll book, and keep separate such ballots,
as hereinbefore provided, and if, upon such appeal, the decision of the
revising officer shall be maintained,the vote of such person may be ascer-
tained and struck from the poil upon a recount. And if au appeal res-
pecting the vote of any person placed on the poll book under the pro-
visions hereof be not decided within the delay fixed by the existing
election law for recount, such delay shall be extended until six day.
after the decision of the appeal.

That will provide that there shall be an ordinary recount,
and if the judge bas not decided in time, then the recount
shall be six days after he has given his decision. I think
that ought to meet the views of hon. gentlemen.

Mr. DAVIES. I understand this proposition involves
the right of the claimant who bas been rejected by the
revising officer to have his vote counted.

Sir JOEHN A. MACDONALD. Yes; but it is put in a
separate ballot, and the judge will decide upon all these
cases, and six days after he has decided there will be a
recount.

Mr. MULOOK. Lt is not very different from the system
in Prince Edward Island now. In that Province any man
can tender his vote, and it has to be received.

Mr. DAVIES. No; it has not be received, unless le
swears.

Mr. MULOCK. Swears to what?
Mr. DAVIES. Swears that ho las the right to vote.
Mr. CAMERON (Huron). The man whose name is off

the list does not appear to be subject to take the oath.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. This is a franchise Bill

and net an election Bil, though it rather infringes on the
election law in some respects. There will, no doubt, have
to be some machinery adopted in the election law next Ses-
sion to work this in. I agree with the hon. gentleman that
the man who tenders his vote and is not on the list should
not be allowed to vote, as a matter of course, unless he takes
the oath.

Mr. DAVIES. The anomally which appears to meis that
the man who applies to a judge to have his name put on the
list, and gives all his evidence and his reasons, and is
rejected, and who, therefore, primd facie bas no vote, is
allowed by this to go in and vote.

Mr. ABBOTT. It is only provisional.
Mr. DAVIES. But it throws upon the candidate the

necessity of filing a petition and having a recount to get the
vote struck off.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The vote is taken, but as
the whole thing has to ho surveyed and a recount is a matter
of course, there is no final return until that recount has been
taken, after the judge bas decided for or against the man. I
think it is no advantage against either of the candidates
when it is understood that the whole thing is hung up till
the judge has given his decision.

Mr. DAVIES. Evidently I have not mach sympathy on
either side of the House, so I shall not press it.

Mr. CHARLTON. It would b botter, if possible, for
the Act to explain itself. If the man whose vote has bu
rejected is to be required to swear the vote in, the provision
could be put in this Bill very simply.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It opens another field.
You would have to enter into a discussion of the election
law. There cannot possibly b any election under this law
until after Parliament meets again, so that the election law
can b. amended.

Mr. CHARLTON. But suppose that point should b. then
overlooked ?
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Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I think I may trust my

hon. friend from West Huron (Mr. Cameron) not to
overlook it.

Mr. MILLS. Under the proposition I suggested it would
not be necessary for candidates to demand a recount. The
whole thing will be a part of the proceedings on an election,
and it seems to me that is the more consistent course t'
take. If the number of votes in dispute were not sufficient
to effect the result, it would simply alter the numbers, and
nothing more. If it were sufficient to affect the result of
the election, then the returning officer would be called upon
to correct the return. I thought I need not provide what
should be done with the ballots after the judge had given
his decision, but if it were thonght necessary to preserve
them for anîy purpose it could be provided that the courts
should forward the ballots, after the decision was given, to
the Clerk of the Crown in Chancery. The adoption of this
plan would get rid of the objection of my hon. friend as to
allowing those to vote against whom there is a primd facie
case. They would not vote, although they deposited their
ballots, until the court held that they were entitled to vote.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I must disagree with the
hon. member for West Elgin, who said the party who
claimed the right to vote had not the same right as one
whose vote was objected to and whose name was on the
previous voters' list. There is no reason in the world why
one should have a preference, although lie appeared on the
previous votera' list.

Amendment agreed to.
On section 28,
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I have one or two

amendments to make to this clause. After the word
"revised," in the 40th lino, insert "or amended and
corrected on appeal." And after the word "revised " in
the 41st lino, insert the words "and amended or corrected
on appeal." And after the word "stead," in the 42nd line,
strike out all the words until " those persons," in the 44th
line. And after the word "revised," in the 45th line, insert
"amended or." That meets the whole thing.

Amendments agreed to.
On section 29,
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Last night we inserted

fifteen days instead of eight, in the second lino. It bas
been suggested by my hon. friend from Argenteuil (Mr.
Abbott) and there is a great deal in it, that it is quite use-
less to hang up and keep matters in suspense for fifteen
long days, especially when, in such a contingency as I spoke
of, it is important to have a return as soon as possible. The
hon. member for Argenteuil (Mr. Abbott) suggested the
insertion of the following words:-

The revising officer shall be bound to furnish the returning officer
of each electoral district,within 48 hours after demand by the returning
officer therefor, one copy of the list of votera thon in force for such dis-
trict.

Section, as amended, agreed to.

Mr. CAMERON. I have read the English Act over
several times, but I do not recolleot that it is the same as
this in that respect; but even if it were, I do not think we
should adopt such a provision here. I think we should
bind these revising officers to the strict letter of the law,
and oblige them to take ail the proceedings that the law
requires. There is also another provision at the end of
this clause which I think very objectionable.

1 Mr. DAVIES. Perhaps we had botter settle this flrst.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Well, we might strike

out the word which provides for dispensing with the notice.
As to the latter part of the clause, as this is not a matter of
litigation, I think it is well that summary justice should be
given, the same as is given in the division courts and other
tribunals, when you want to get early decisions and whore
the strict rules of evidence are not required. What is
noeded is that the revisin gofficer should be able to do
substantial justice without oing confined te the strict rules
of evidence.

Mr. CAMBRON. Well, these questions which the revis-
ing barrister is called upon to settle are very important,
and I do not soe why ho should be in a position to act differ-
ontiy-than any other judge. If I recollect aright, the judgo
in a division court is bound by ordinary lga rules. The
only difference is, that baving taken legal evidence he can
administer either law or equity, or what might be called
rude justice.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I think it would be a
great mistake to have ail the technicalities of a court sur-
rounding him-he would never get through.

Mr. CAMERON. Perhaps the hon. gentleman would be
willing to strike out that portion of the clause dispensing
with the strict rules of evidence, but allowing him, on that
evidence, to administer justice as ho thinks justice demands.
It will be giving him too much latitude for safety to allow
him to dispense with ail forms.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Take the case of a man
whose vote is objected to. He produces his deed; the wit-
nesses are in Manitoba or British Columbia, and the other
man says: 'Prove that deed ; I object to it." How is ho to
prove it ? He may say : "Iam ready to swear to it." The
judge may know his signature, or it may be that the man
is in possession; and still, though ho produces his title,
according to the strict rules of evidence, it would not be
allowed.

Mr. CAMERON. That was the case which the right
hon. gentleman submitted yesterday, and in which wo
yielded to him. The hon. gentleman knows perfectly well
that you can very easily prove a deed in several different
ways. You can prove the man's writing, or you can pro-
duce a copy, which would be perfectly good evidence.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Would not the man pro-
ducing the deed have to prove it by the subscribing
witnesses?

On section 40, M. CAMERON. No; ho could prove it by the signa.tures.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I propose, after the words

"revising officer " to insert the words "or judge." Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That is beyond the juris.
diction ef the court.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). I think it would be exceed-
ingly unwise and dangerous to retain that provision of the Mr. CAMERON. But no matter where the witness is,
clause which provides that the revising officer may dispense you can prove the signature of the grantor, and that is per-
with a notice. That is the very foundation of the appeal. fectly good evidence. There is no necessity of calling a
and th dispense with it would be much the came as enabling witness to prove a doëd.
a.judge sitting in nisf prius to dispense with a statement of Mr. DAVIES. There is no difficulty about it. A man
claim or a statement of defence. comes into court and swears : "I am the owner of a piece of

Sir JOHN A- MACDONALD. I think this portion of land, and this is my deed of that land." That is proof
the amendment is taken from the Engliah Act. enough. A witnes is notnecaary to prove a deed.
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Mr. WELDON. Besides that, a deed that is registered,
and certified as registered, is evidence in our courts.

Mr. CASEY. The ordinary practice in division courts at
present is that a person swears he owns the property; he
does not need to produce his deed. His own oath is prind
facie evidence of his ownership. Unless some une is pre
pared to prove that someone else owns the property, there
is no possibility of rebutting his testimony, and the thing
is proven at once.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Because the strict rules
of evidence are not required.

Mr. CASEY. Yes; the judge sitting in the division court
does follow the strict rules of evidence.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. We want to avoid that.
Mr. CASEY. That is the reason we object to the clause.

The rules of evidence are made to secure strict justice. There
is no objection to having the strict rules of evidence followed,
so long as you allow the proviso my hon. friend has sug-
gested-that the judge may decide, as in the division court,
according to law or equity. We want to be bound by
strict rules of evidence, but we want substantial justice.
Hitherto, in Ontario, whenever a voters' list has been
appealed against, the judge has construed the evidence
strictly as in any other case that came before him. It is of
the utmost importance that a man's vote should be decided
on strict eç'idence, when the ownership of property by no
means so sacred to him-a calf or a dog- is decided on those
rules. It is not a question of technicalities; it is a question
of what should or what should not be admitted in proof. In
reality, the rules of evidence are the embodiment of what
the best legal minds have considered necessary to get the
truth of the case before the judge. With regard to the
notices, I do not suppose there would be any objec-
tion to allowing the notices to be dispensed with by
consent of all parties, as is done, 1 believe, in other
courts. As to forms of procedure, I do not know how
far the revising officer should be bound by those, or how
much this phrase is supposed to cover. I should be dis-
posed to give him a good deal of latitude in the way of pro-
cedure, so long as he stuck strictly to the evidence and did
substantial justice on that evidence. But I am quite sure,
from the spirit the hon. gentleman has shown in dealing
with the other clauses, that it is not his intention to leave
him at liberty to admit whatever class of evidence he
chooses.

Mr. ABBOTT. I did not understand my hon. friend the
Premier to say that he proposes to relax the rules of evi-
dence by this clause. What I did understand, and what I
think would be understood, from the clause, by any judge or
lawyer having to administer cases in this way, is that those
rules, usually regarded as the strict rules of evidence, would
not be enforced in such a court. For instance, there is a
rule that you shall not ask a leading question, another that
you shall confine your question to the point exactly in
issue, and a dozen other rules of a similar kind. If these
rules are all to be enforced before the revising officer, days
might be spent over the discussion whether such a
question was relevant or not. We have got rid
of that sort of difficulty in Lower Canada, in ordi-
nary matters, by such legislation as this, constru-
ing it as I think this must be construed. The judge
takes the evidence as it is offered, unless it is clearly
irrelevant, and does not allow discussions for hours as to
whether a question is a leading question or not. He takes
the evidence, without regard to tNbse strict rules, and
decides according to justice. I think that is a fair construc-
tion of this clause, that in dealing with the matter the judge
shall deal with it summarily, and shall not allow these little
quibbles which alil awyers-I may say freely, being myself
a lawyer-are fond of adopting, and tries to get at the root

Mr. DAymsi.

and marrow of the matter, and renders a decision that does
justice to the parties. I think the clause means that. It
does not relax the taking of the evidence on oath or the
force of the evidence taken. It simply relieves the judge
from those forms and ceremonies which delay the judge in
cases where those strict rules are enforced.

Mr. CASE Y. I did not mean that such technicalities as
those should be maintained. What I was anxious to attain
was simply that the nature of the evidence to be admittea
should be of such a kind as is considered good legal evidence
in other courts.

Mr. ABBOTT. I think that would be so, under the clause.
Mr. CASEY. The hon. member for Argenteuil says this

clause does not relieve the revising officer from the obliga-
tion to restrict hirnself to such evidence. That is a ques-
tion of legal opinion, but as a layman it does seem to me
to relieve him from that obligation, and there are lawyers
here who hold the same view. If that clause is not intended
to relieve him from that obligation it would be very easy
to put that meaning in such words that nobody could mis-
understand it. I do not see that there can be any objection
to making any such amendment as will make this clause
clear. I do not know but that the technicalities the hon.
gentleman spoke of might come under the head of forms of
procedure. The right hon. gentleman said there would be
an appeal, and that we need not be so particular. Now, he
bas been contending that he never intended to give an
appeal from the county court judge, where the latter is the
revising officer. So in that case there will be all the more
necessity for following the strict rules as to the admissi-
bility of evidence; and even if there were an appeal in all
cases, that is no reason why the rule should not be applied
so as to limit the necessity for making appeals.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). If the hon. member for Argen-
teuil's interpretation of the clause were correct, and the
only interpretation that could be put upon it, I would not
object. The hon. gentleman is quite correct in saying the
revising officer should not be tied down to strict rules of
evidence in the cases ho has indicatod-for instance, with
regard to asking leading questions. In law, at the exami-
nation in chief, leading questions cannot be put; but the
hon. gentleman must recollect that there are other rules
beside that. That is not a rule of evidence. It is only the
practice, the mode in which evidence is to be given. What
I understand is that the revising officer shall not be tied
down as to the evidence itself-" le shall not be bound by
the strict rules of evidence." That has no relation to what
the hon. gentleman spoke of. What he spoke of is the
mode in which you are to give the evidence, not the evi-
dence itself. Suppose the plaintiff or respondent, instead
of giving the best evidence, sees fit to give secondary evi-
dence, the rule is quite clear, that in establishing a proposi-
tion you are bound to exhaust the best evidence first; if
you do not, yoe cannot go on with the case at all. As I
understand this clause, the plaintiff or respondent is not
bound to give the best evidence. A minor, for instance,
makes application to be placed on the assessment roll. The
question arises. Is he of age ? The best evidence that'could be
given would be that of the father or mother, especially the
mother or the register of his birth. Now, instead of giving
that evidence you call a neighbor, who says: "I know he is of
21 years of age." That would be the kind of evidence he
would be justified in giving under this clause. The revising
officer should have no right to take evidence of that kind
until he has at first exhausted all means of getting better
evidence. We ought not to permit the revising officer to
adjudicate on evidence like this on secondary testimony, but
on the best testimony that can be submitted. I am desirous
ho should have full power to adjudicate upon every case on
its merits, leaving aside all technicalities as to the distine-
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tion between equitable and legal rights, butI nm fnot willing
he sbould adjudicate upon my rights, except upon legal or
equitable principles-that he should judge it upon evidence
that was not the best that could be given.

Mr. MACMA.TER. Hon. gentlemen opposite are put-
ting a strained interpretation on the clause. The clause
provides that the revising officer shall not be bound by the
strict rules of evidence, but that he shall determine the
ase in a summary manner, which, in his judgment, will

do justice to al parties. The latter part of the clause
imposes on the revising officer the obligation to do justice
to ail parties. To do that hoe must hear the evidence pro-
perly and decide according to justice. The only reasonable
construction that can be put on the words referring to his
power to relax the strict rules of evidence is this: Take
the case the hon. gentleman put himself. He said it would
be impro r that secondary evidence should be given, of a
man's tite to vote, until primary evidence is exhausted.
That would be the rule in a court of law, undoubtedly. If
we allow the clause to pass the revising officer may say to
a farmer, or a mechanie, or a wage-earner, who may be
unable to retain a lawyer, and who offers, in the first
instance, secondary evidence : I will take your secondary
evidence now, and I will see that you have the primary
evidence afterwards ; but, if not permitted to relax the
rule, he might be estopped in the progress of the case, and
the applicant would be told : You must give the best
evidence at this stage. And the secondary evidence can-
not be heard. The voter would be bulldozed by legal
technicalities. The result of insisting on adopting
the views of hon. gentlemen opposite will be this :
We are going to have a serious contestation in this
matter, which will be summary; lawyers may be
retained, and the poor man, who has a right to vote, and
whose right is contested, and who might, by coming before
a just judgehave his right to vote decided summarily and
speedil ,will be compelled to retain a lawyer, bocause,
forsoot, the opposite side may have retained one, who will
insist upon the strict rules of procedure being enforced.
The rich man will retain his counsel; the poor man, who is
unable to retain a counsel, and who knows nothing of the
strict raies of evidence, may ask a question which might not
be put in a legal way, or at the right time; the opposing
counsel objecte; the ,adge will be bound to rule in his favor,
and the poor man will be practically crowded out. If this
clause is allowed to stand as it is the judge may say to the
lawyer: You are perfectly correct, according to the strict
rules of evidence, but I am going to allow this voter to ask
the questions; he may ask the proper questions later, and I
will then settle the whole matter. That will be a fair way of
proceeding. That will enable a man who cannot afford to
retain a counsel to come into court, feeling confident that,
although not armed with the wealth of legal lore, he may
put his case before the revising officer in his own way, and
get justice. There is another matter. Some objection is
made to the retention of the words "form of procedure."
In the Province of Quebec I do not think that any cause
would be tried if those words were struck out, unless a
regular petition was filed contesting the vote and an issue
joined and an answer put in.

Mr. CAM.ERON (Huron). I do not object to those words.

Mr. MACMASTER. I think, leaving the clause as it is
will greatly facilitate cases coming before the court, and
will enable people to.come before the revising officer with-
out any fear that their cases will not be disposed of in a
common-sense way.

Mr. DAVIES. I think it would be very unfortunate if
the plausibility of my hon. friend prevailed with the com-i
mittee. He seems to argue that common sense and the(
rules of evidence are in opposition to each other. Accord-j
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ing to his argument we should remove from tho presiding
judge of any inferior court the duty of taking legal eviden ce,
and should allow him to take evidence according to the
length of his own foot. A great many bugbears have becui
started about evidence. I was surprised to hear my hon.
friends talk about leading questions. According to modern
law, nothing is a leading question unless the judge decides it
to be so. There is nothing in that whatever. No revising
officer, who understood his duty at ail, would prevent a
leading question being put, unless he saw it was being
put for the purpose of misleading the witness, or
leading him on to say what he was not willing

to say himself. Thore is no appoal from the majority of
most of these judges, and to alow a judge te dispense with
those rules of evidence, which are based upon common
sense, would be to leave the door open for the committal cf
grievous wrongs. Rules of evidence are not what they
used te be, and this provision would allow the judge to
dispense with primary evidence in all cases, and to allow a
witness to say what Jack Smith told Tom Brown, and so on,
until we got the story of the three black crows. If you do
do not insist upon legal evidence, where thore is no appeal,
you are simply bound by tho fashion, or fooling, or whim, or
prejudice, of the judge for the time being; votes may be
put on or struck off on what, for the sake of courtesy,
might be called evidence, but which would bu the morest
and the fiimsiest hearsay.

Mr. MACMASTER. A judge could do that now.
Mr. DAVIES. No; not if he is bound tehear and doter-

mine on the rules of evidonce. In that case we would have
something like reasonable fair play.

Mr. MACMASTER. The clause only relaxes the strict
rules of evidence, not ail rules of evidence.

Mr. DAVIES. Well, the strict rules of evidenco and the
rules of evidence amoant to the same thing. The use of the
word "strict " does net add to or detract from the construe-
tion of the clause. The rules of evidence are plain, are
based upon common sense, and are the result of the expe-
rience of ages. In modern days they have been simpli-
fied, and there are no rules now that would prevent the
fairest and the most honest justice being done, even in the
case of the most ignorant person.

Mr. MACMASTER. If you have a lawyer engaged in
every case.

Mr. MILLS. The words "when he ses fit " are not
necessary. We wish to give to the revising offleer a certain
amount of discretion, but it must bu a legal and net an
arbitary discretion, and I ask if the hon. gentleman has any
objection to strike those words out. The hon. gentleman
has consented to strike out the words in reference te dis-
pensing with notice, which are not necessary when you do,
not require personal notice to bu served. The latter part of
the clause might bu struck out altogether. The woid4, "he
shall not bu bound by such strict rules of evidence and forma
of procedure," are very objectionable. It may not be neo-e.
sary that ho should bu bound by strict forms of procedure,
such as those laid down ln a court, but when you say ho
shall not bu bound by strict rules of evidence you give to
the revising officer any amount of discretion. If the party
appears in person and is not conversant with the principles
of evidence, and undertakes to submit secondary evidence,
the judge has the power to postpone the proceedings, to cal
his attention to the fact, and to tell him what kind of
evidence is required, instead of admitting evidence which, ii
an ordinary proceeding, would net bu evidence at ail.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Well, in the interest of
voters to come up honestly and, perhaps, without counsel or
assistance of any kind, and who really, in the majority of
cases, have a claim to pbeut on the roll, I think it is noces-
sary that the judge should know that he may do summaryg
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justice without adherence to the strict rules of evidence.
Of course, evidence is evidence, and the revising barrister or
the judge know what is evidence, and they will know how
far they are to be bound by strict rules of evidence. I pro-
pose to add the words "or judge " after the word "officer,"
in the 17th line. I think we must keep the clause with this
ameudment.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron.) I move to strike out the words
"strict rules of evidence " and leave the rest of the clause
as the hon. gentleman has given it.

Amendment (Mr. Cameron) negatived.
Amendment (Sir John A. Macdonald) agreed to.
On section 41,
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I think this clause is not

required, and we can well get rid of it.
Mr. MULOCK. The only part that seems to be noces-

sary is that which provides for parties being allowed to
appear by deputy. i think they ought to be allowed to
appear by agents, solicitors or counsel.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I presume they would
have a right to do that, and that portion of the clause
might remain.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). How does the hon. gentle-
man provide for costs.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. We provide for wit-
nesses' fees. I do not think there ought to be costs.

Mr. MILLS. Then, in case a voter's right to remain on
the list was contested, and he would be put to the expense
of calling witnesses from long distances, and obliged to
appear by council, nothing but the witnesses fees would be
taxable ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That would be all.
Amendment agreed to.

On section 42,
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I think "subject to the

provisio in the next following section " is not necessary. I
will read the 43rd clause, as proposed to be amemded. The
clause, down to the word "him," in the 47th lino, romains as
it is, and will read hereafter as follows :-

Noting thereon the name of ail persons who have been retained on
the votera' list, notwithstanding objections, and the names of ail persons
who have been struck off the votera' list, and of ail persons who have
appealed to be placed upon the votera' list, and whose application has
been refused, and who have respectively appealed from t he decision ;
and the list shall serve and avaii according to the provisions of the Act
for the election with reterence to which it is furnished.
The remainder of the clause remains as it stands.

Mr. MILLS. The bon, gentleman bas iiformed us that
there is no appeal, except an appeal from the revising offi-
cer to the county court judge, and if there is t be no appeal
except that pairicular ppeal, there is no -. on why the
list should not L-3 finall> revised and completa1. If the county
court judge is acting as revising officei t'e listwill be
finally completed, but n the case of other re ising officers
the list might ntot be s) completed. The la :er class are
those about whose corduct the public will iave no confi-
dence; and if there are appeals from those officers to the
county court judges it is of the utmost conseq:ience that the
list should be completed and tinally revised before used in
any election. It is in the public interest that the list of the
previous year should be used rather than the list on which
appeals are had to the county court judge from the revising
efficer when they are not complete. Tho county court
judge may not have an opportunity, although he may exer-
cise the greai est diligence, to adjudicate upon the cases
before an election is held. I am satisfied that, unless the
First Minister amends the clause, so as to provide that the

Sir JOHN A. MAoDoMALD.

revising officer, in all cases, shall be a judge, this section is
one that will prove exceedingly unsatisfactory to the public,
and one that may lead to very serions abuses. It should be
amended in the direction of providing that the lists should
not be finally settled until questions of appeal from the
revising officer to the county court judge are finally dis-
posed of.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). Under the law, as the hon.
gentleman now lays i down, there is no such thing as an
appeal. The hon, gentlemen allows no appeal. If the
revising officer is a barrister the judge in the county court
revises again. He has original jurisdiction; ho possesses
precisely the same power as the revising officer himsolf.
He is practically a second revising officer. Ie is not ajudge
sitting in appeal ; he takes the evidence all over again. He
bas, moreover, the right to take additional evidence from
that which is taken before the revising officer in the first
instance. So, in the proper sense there is no appeal. There
is what is botter than an appeal. The countyjudge goes to
the locality and examines into the rights of the parties all
over again, and after hearing all the evidence from both
parties, he adjudicates on the case, not by way of appeal,
but because ho exorcises original jurisdiction. If that is
so there is no reason why, for all elections that take place
after the first one, if the voters' list for the year is not finally
completed by the judge the prior list should not be used. The
chances are ton thousand to one that the first voters' list will
be used at the next general election, which is expected to
take place in the early part of 1887. But the hou. gentle-
man is not in favor of using the provious year's list, because
the list will be changed, and names will disappear. It is
very difficult to get over this difficulty. I think it can be
avoided, by providing that the voter shall take an oath,
declaring that the name which appears on the voters' list
held the same qualification at the time of voting as at the
time of registration. I do not see how the hon. gentleman
can work out section 43 without enormous difficulty, and
without having the labor and expense and machinery pro-
vided by section 26. Of course, there would be an enormons
expense incurred by so doing, whereas, if you adopted the
proposition of the hon. member for Bothwell, it would put
both parties on precisely the same footing, and convenience
would be very much botter served.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. We 'cannot do that
without going back to clause 36.

Mr. CAMERON. That only applies to the first revision.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Section 34 applies to the

subsequent revisions, and they have been so passed; we
cannot go back upon that. Different alternatives were
offered to the committee, and the committee deliberately
adopted the suggestion wbich was thrown out by the leader
of the Oposition, that it should be done by way of recount,
after the final decision of the county judge in appeal. I
proposei t.o amend this clause by putting in what was
inserted > i the previous section: 'Noting thereon the
names of i Il persons struck off the voters' list, all persons
who have ipplied to be placed on the voters' list and whose
application s have been refused, and who have respectively
appealed ILrom hiû decision."

Mr. MILLS. It is quite truc, as the hon. gentleman says,
that clauses 34 and d6 would have to be ochanged in order
to adopt this amendment, but the hon. gentleman forgets
that at the time his amendment was proposed and discussed
we supposed that the appeal spoken of was to the Superior
Court. I may say that I went and saw the leader of the
Opposition, and his understanding of the matter was pre-
cisely the same as that nf myself, the hon. member for
Queen's, P.E.I.(Mr. Davies), and the hon. member for St,. John
(Mr. Weldon); and I could read what I said on that occasion,
to show that that was my understanding of it, at ail eents,
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The hon. gentleman will see that it makes all the difference
in the world, with regard to this clause, that the appeal is
not as we understood it. In the case of appeals to the
Superior Court, months might elapse before a decision might
be had, and therefore there would be some propriety in
saying that the old list would be used, and that you should
make these provisions which you have made. But when
you propose an appeal from the revising officer to the
county judge, which must be completed in a very short
time, that list ought to be used, if completed, and if not
completed, you can go back to the old list, because that list
would not be very old. If you appealed to the Superior
Court the old list might b a year and a-half old, but in the
old case no such condition of things could exist, because it
would only be a question of twenty or thirty days until it
was finally disposed of.

Mr. ABBOTT. The hon. gentleman must argue on this
point altogether from the practice in the Province of Ontario.
I am not able to say what delay there might be, in Ontario,
in appealing to a county judge, but in the Province of Que-
bec, for instance, the appeal must necessarily be to the
Superior Court judge-I know of no other to take it-and a
Superior Court judge has sometimes three or four counties.
I do not think any hon, gentleman would be rash enough
to assert that with us, at any rate, a decision could be
obtained in twenty or thirty days. I think it is extremely
doubtful, in either of the Provinces, that a decision could be
relied upon within that time. I may say that I heard the
statement of the Premier, and I think there can be no
doubt, from his explanation, what kind of appeal ho meant,
though I agree that my hon. friend misunderstood him,
judging by some remarks which hie made. Ransard, of 28th
May, reporting what the Premier said on that occasion,
shows plainly that there could be no misunderstanding as
to what ho intended. It is said there:

"In such cases it must be that a person other than the judge shall be
appointed; but the measure will provide that in such cases, where a
revising officer other than the judge is appointed, there shall be an
appeal both as to law and fact."
And in the conversations that have taken place across the
House, and otherwise, I think it bas been understood that
there should only be an appeal when the revising officer
was not a judge-that there should not be an appeal when
the revising officer was a judge. That was my understand-
ing, and I think the understanding of the majority of the
members. The clause now before the committee is really
only the machinery for carrying into effect sections 26 and
34. These sections provide that a vote shall be taken in a
particular way, the votes which are appealed against being
retained provisionally, without affecting the return to this
Hlouse, until there is a recount; and at the suggestion of the
leader of the Opposition it was provided that this recount
should b suspended antil the question in aope'al was
arranged. So there could not be any injustice. A s to using
the previous year's list, I think the consequences would bo
serious, especially in the case of wage-earners, who are
birds of passage, to a large extent. There might be hun-
dreds of those on the last voters' list, of whom there might
not be one on the voters' list as revised and corrected by
the barrister, and ho may have put hundreds of others on that
list, not one of whom would b objected to; so that if the
hon. gentleman's idea was carried out those workmen
whose names were on the previous list, and who had left
the country and ceased Vo have any right to vote, would
appear on the list as having the right, while many others
would be deprived of the right to vote. I can t sec that
there will be any disfranchisement, which hon. gentlemen
opposite said would be brought about by this Bill, so great
as the disfranchisement might be from using the old voters'
lists. That certainly is a great evil that would result from
that scheme. There is another evil that would result from
the other scheme, of not allowing the vote to b counted

until the judge had decided the appeal. Suppose only ten
or a dozen votes were appealed against, and the election had
been carried by a majority of 100, what would be the object
of holding back the counting of the votes until the decision
of those appeals had been rendered? A man might be kept
out of his seat, awaiting a decision of the court, that could
have no effect one way or the other. It is said that
what the Bill provides for is a very expensive procees. It
is not expensive; a recount can b obtained at a very small
expense, and that is the only process roquired, to show by
the poll books the proper result. All that would be noces-
sary is, that as soon as the polling is over the parties should
await the docision of the judge to make the recount, if there
is a demand for a rocount. Of course, no demand will be
made for a recount unloss there is a prospect of its altering
the result ; we must presume that no one will ask for a
recount unless lie bas a reasonable probability of obtaining
a right by that recount. In the case of a largo majority,
with a few votes objected to, I think there would be no
demand for a recount. It scoms to me that to both of the
schemes proposed in opposition to that of the Premier there
are strong objections, while Vo the manner proposed by the
Premier I do not see any serious objections t ail. I seoe no
other means of arriving ut the true result by a simpler means.
Section 43 should not b a matter of discussion, as it is
nothing more than the machinery to onable sections 26 and
34 to be carried out.

On section 44,
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I propose to strike out

the words "not less than eight days before the nomination,"
and substitute, "lon demand, within forty-eight hours," in
the 19th lino.

Amendment agreed to.
Mr. MULOCK. I think section 44 should come before

section 43. Section 44 gives the duty to the returning
officer to obtain, ut a certain time before the election, from
the revising officer, a copy of the list ; section 43 provides
for the revising officer doing somothing aftor he has
dolivered the list.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Well, I have no objection
to that.

On section 45,
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I propose that that

clause shall stand over. ln consequence of various discus-
sions on the matter of polls, I am prepared to substitute
a clause, which I shall road, in view of 46, 47, 48 and 49.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Is the hon. gentleman
going to have those clauses printed ? Because it is not easy
for hon. gentlemen to undorstand the full bearing of such
important clausei by just hearing thom read.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. They are a simplification
of the former clauses.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I dare say they are all
right.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). They involve very consider-
able changes, and it will be quite impossible to consider them
intelligently at once.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. They might be adopted
provisionally, and thon they would be printed in the Votes
and Proceedings.

Mr. MILLS. Have them printed on the Orders of the
Day, and we can consider them the first thing on Monday.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. They are drawn as simply
as possible. However, we will have them printed.
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On section 51,
Mr. CAMERON. Thora is a question on this clause

which is worthy the consideration of the First Minister. I
suppose we all desire to get a proper voters' list.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes.
Mr. CAMERON. I think you can get the best votera'

list by utilising, as far as possible, the local machinery. In
every municipality, at least in Ontario, there is a clerk of
the council, who is generally selected for his intelligence
and knowledge of the locality, and that official would make
the very best to assist the revising barrister to prepare the
voters' list. In selecting him as the clerk of the revising
barrister the hon. gentleman would be able to avail him-
self of the knowledge of the local authorities. I do not
know what the political leanings of these officials are, but I
believe that their selection would result in making a better
voters' list than if the revising officer were left to select his
own clerk.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I am quite of the same
opinion. The work will be done efficiently and more thor-
oughly by the clerk of the municipality than you could
hope to have it done by anyone else. It would not be
unreasonable to suppose that it would be done more
cheaply than if you hired a special person to do it. It is
open to no objection, from a politicaf standpoint, because
I suppose these officials are divided. They hold
their offices for years, and thora could not very well
be a charge of partisanship against them. For my
part, I should look upon the clark, if he were
appointed by the revising barrister, with more dread than
upon the revising officer himself. If there was to be any
crooked work done I should imagine it would be done in
that direction. If we could imagne it possible that any
crooked work would be attempted under this Bill it would
be likely to be done by the clerk, who is not responsible to
the people or even to this Government, but only to the
revising barrister. It has been urged, with some force, that
a judge or revising barrister could not afford to risk their
reputation in doing that which was unfair. But that argu.
ment cannot have weight with reference to a clerk, and ha
may, unfortunately, be subject to political bias to such an
extent as to make him perform his work in an unsatisfac-
tory manner. That is au objection that has great weight in
my mind, and it might be removed if we were to provide in
this Bill that the clerk of the revising officer shall be the
clark of the municipality. I consider that correctuess
would be gained, fairness would be served and cheapness
would be obtained, by such a provision.

Mr. DAWSON. What would be dune in case thora is no
municipality ?

Mr. PATERSON. I would provide for that.
Mr. BAIN (Wentworth). Thora is one side of this ques-

tion to which I would like to draw the attention of the
committee, as it applies to Ontario -and I presume the same
thing may be said of other Provinces, where the municipal
clerks are known by other designations. We provide that
the assosment roll shall be copied and furnished to the
revising officer as the basis upon which these lists are
to be made up. It occurs to me that if it were possible to
arrange machinery so that the municipal clerk in each of
the minor municipalities should be the officials employed
under the revising officer for making up these lists, we
would have this advantage, that he would ho, as the
custodian of those rolls already in existence, the officer who
would be in charge of them, in whose office they are per-
manently filed, and who could always give information ras-
pecting them. It seems to me that if that officer wore so
employed as clerk to the revising barrister it would
be almost unnecessary to go to the initial expense
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of obtaining copies of these assossment rolls. That
expense would be considerable, as I have found in
my municipal experience. Now, when we consider
that thera are, on an average, five to saen municipalities
in each district, and that thora are 211 districts, you will
see that the copying of those rolls alone must require a
very large expenditure. Every time that a revision of a list
takes place before the revising barrister or the countyjudge,
if that is gone about with a stranger to these matters as hie
clerk, it must be doue at a disadvantage, without reference
to all the other matters in connection with the names upon
the assessmant roll. The municipal clerk has all that per.
sonal knowledge that long experience in handling these
rolls gives him. In addition to that, I have never heard
any charges made against a township clerk of an attempt to
defraud an elector of his right to be placed upon the votera'
list. Besides, I do not think that the duties devolving upon
a revising barrister's clerk will be sufficient to employ him
for even half the time, and if the township clerk did this
duty it would come in as a supplement to the ordinary work
he does for the muicipality, and for a moderato remunera-
tion they would be glad to do it. Thon, when the revision
of the list is finally made, the familiarity of the clerk with
the names upon the roll and the general information
his position gives him point to him as i every way the
person who ought to be employed as clerk to the
revising officer. The duties of a township clerk
are, to a large extent, merely clerical, and afford no
opportunity for the exercise of political partisanship. In
my own riding today all the township clerks, with the
exception of one, are in political sympathy with my oppo-
nent. In fact, in the township that has always been solidly
Liberal, to which I largely owe my seat in this House, and
which has given me a majority of over 250, the clork of
that township, for the last 20 years, has been one of the most
pronouned (Conservatives in the whole riding. His politi-
cal antecedents and associations are well known ; he makes
no attempt to conceal them, and freely exorcises his politt-
cal rights. Although a majority of the council are Lihral,
they have faith inhis probity and uprightness, and undoubt-
edly he has always performed his duties in a satisfactory
manner. Now, I think this instance shows that the muni-
cipal clerks can be fairly trusted to perform impartially the
duties of clerk to the revising barrister, and for this and
other reasons which I have pointed ont, I think we ought
to make a provision that they should be so employed.

Mr. MILLS. I do not see how municipal clerks are to
be made clerks of the revising officer, unless the hon. gentle-
man re-casts that whole section, which provided that the
preliminary proceedings of the revising officer should be
held in only one place in the riding.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The clause had botter
stand over, for the present.

Committee rose and reported progress.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved the adjournment

of the House
Motion agreed to, and House adjourned at 6 o'clock, p.m.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.
MONDAY, 8th June, 1885.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at half-past One o'clock.

FIRST RE ADING.
Bill (No. 143) respecting the adulteration of food, drugs,

and agricultural fertilisers.-(fr. Bowell)-(from the
senate.)
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THE DISTURBANCE IN THE NORTH-WEST.

Mr. CARON. Before the Orders of the Day are called, I
desire to read two telegrems conveying to me the glai
tidings of the safety Of the prisoners in the hands of Big
Bear:

"COMP, 16 MIEs FRO FORT PITT, 5th.
"Via 8TaAuBaxziu, 7th, via QU'APPELLE.

"News junt received that Mr. McKay and eight scouts of General
Strange" have brought in Mr. Delaney and MBr. Gowanlock ani eight
men, five half-breeds and two Wood Crees, who were encamped bv
themselves. The breeds say that they have been prisoners, and one of
the Orees is the man who lot Mr. and Mrs. Quinnie and the other three
men escape. Wego on to-morrow after Big Bear. Shall keep up com-
munication with Fort Pitt.

" F. M[DDLETON."

"FORT P1TT, N. W. T., 6th.

"To Hon. A. P. OARoN ": ia STRAUBUNZIU, 7th.

"R ave opened telegraph office 'about 40 miles from here. General
Middleton is after Big Bear. General Strange at or near Frog Lake.
Followin gprisonera who escaped recently from Big Bear's camp came
in vesterday:-Mrs. Delaney, Gowanlook, Dufresne and Simpson, Glader
wirf and one child ; Moisan, wife and four children; Pritchard, wife
and eijt children; Alfred Smith, wife and four children; Ruzil, wife
one child; Abraham Moots, wife and six children; Gregoire Donnaire,
Pete Blondin, André Dreneau, Henry Dufrex, two ofSimpson's stepsons,
two Indians and two squaws. These prisoners are all well.

"VAN STRAUBENZIE."

THE DEATH OF MIR. BENSON.

Sir JOHN A. MACDbNALD. On the occasion of the
Orders of the Day being called, it is my painful duty to
make the announcement that one of our body has been
called to his last home. Mr. Benson, the member for Leeds
and Grenville, has been suddenly taken away from us while
he was in full health apparently, and acting here with us,
energetically performing his duties as a member of Parlia-
ment. I think it will be admitted by hon. gentlemen
on both sides, that a more estimable person, in style,
manner, demeanor, and character, is not to be found among
us. Without reference to political feelings, we all must
regret his loss; Canada must regret the loss of a man of his
standing, education and enterprise in forwarding the indus-
tries of the country; we must feel that Canada has lost a
worthy son. I cannot say more just now. He was a most
particular friend of my own, and I feel that I have suffered
a great personal loss. I think Canada has lost a man whom
she can ill spare.

Mr. BLAKE. Both sides of the House must concur in
the expression of regret and sorrow at the announcement
the First Minister has just made. The relations of myself
to Mr. Benson were not of the character which he has just
described, but I had the honor and pleasure of his assist-
ance, and I am sure all of us, on bot sides, feel a sense of
personal loss in knowing he is to be no more with as. HE
was an estimable and respected member of Parliament.
He was, I have no doubt, a warm f riend to those who had
the happiness of being on ternms of friendship with him,
and to all of us he is one whom we are, indeed, sorry to
lose.

It seems to me to chain a prieoner cannot be justified,
except in very rare circumstances indeed. I quite admit
there may be circumstances where it may be absolutely
necessar to manacle a prisoner ; but in this instance, I do
not see tere is any reason. I do not say the treatment is
not justified, but it does not seem to me, from the circum-
stances we know, justified. I meroly call the attention of
the Government to it. I am sure the Government will
agree with me it would not be justifiable to keep Riel
chained or manacled, or compel him to carry a chain,
unless it be absolutely necessary. I hop the Government
will make onquiry, and so that the prisoner is not sub-
jected to any more restraint than is necessary.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. My attention was not
called to that portion of the paragraph the hon. gentleman
has just road. Of course, the prisoner beforo trial is to be
subjected to no greater restraint than is absolutely necessary
for the purpose of securing his safo custody. He is now at
Regina in custody thoro, and porhaps, as most of the House
know, there is no safo prison thore or prisonors charged
with or convicted of any offonco. The only place at hand
is the police station. He is kept there, and, of course, is
strictly guarded. I shall at once communicate by telegram
to Regina and ascertain the facts; and if thero lias been
any restraint other than more segregation and being kept
in prison, I will ascortain what the reasons are, if there are
any.

FORT MAcLEOD RANCHE TELEGRAPH COMPANY.

Mr. HALL. In the absence of Mr. McCarthy, I beg to
move the concurrence of the Ioue in the amendments
made by the Sonate to Bill (No. 80) to incorporate the Fort
McLeod Ranche Telegraph Company. The only amend ment
of importance is the one changing the timo for the completion
from one year to two. Under the Bill, the work was to be
commenced and completed within one year after July next,
but the protraction of tho Session has made that impossible,
and the Sonate has extonded the tine to two years, a
change to which I believe the Government has no objection.

Amendments concurred in.

NORTH-WEST SURVEYS AND CLAIMS.

Mr. BLAKE asked, When wore tho plans of surveys at
Edmonton and Battleford respectively finished ? When
were they approved ? When wore they forwarded to the
Land Board or Mr. Pearce or the local agent ? When were
the papers in connection with settlers' claims at Battleford
and Edmonton forwarded from head office to the Land Board
or Mr. Pearce or the local agent ? Wher was the investi-
gation made ? When was the report made? lHas it been
acted on, and if so, when ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Edmonton was surveyed
in 1882 ; the map thereof was completed in the spring of
1883; approved on the 25th of May, 1883, and the litho-
graphing completed in March, 1884. A copy of that map
was sent to the Commissioner of Dominion Lands, on the
27th of March, 1884, and by the lutter handed te Mr.

TREATMENT OF RIEL IN PRISON. Pearce. The map cf Fort Saskatchewan, a settioment in
the neighborliood cf Edmonton, was completed in the

Mr. LAURIER. Before the Orders of the Day are vpring cf 1884. Lt was approved on the l4th cf May, 1h84;
called, I would crave the indulgence of the House for a few lithegraphed on the lst cf Jane, 1884; and copy sent te
moments while I draw its attention to a matter which I the (3mmissioner cf Dominion Lands on the 5th cf June
think it should consider. The following paragraph has of the sane year. Thiï copy Mr. Pearce obtained. St.
appeared in all the newspapersduring the past week:- Albert, als in the neighborhoodcf Edmonton, was sur-

" Regina9. W.T., 4th.-tiel's life in the jail here is a monotonous veyed in 1882-83. The map was completed about the lst
one, and admite of no detailed description. Heis in good health. Heof January, 1884; was approvcd on the 2nd cf May,
oit@ in his cellmost of the day with hie head bowed, apparently in deep 1884; lithographed on the 4th cf June, 1884; and a
thon t. Ho seems to oy hie hour' exorcise evey day, walkin gup copy forwarded te the Conmissiener cf Dimnien Lande
and downcarrying in right hand the chai oweight attached his s.pori on the f1llowing day, but niscarried. Mr. Pearce
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telegraphed for another copy, which he received at
Edmonton early in the following August (1884). That
portion of Battleford south of the North Saskatchewan
River, was surveyed in the summer of 1882. The map was
completed in March, 1883, approved in the May following,
lithographed in March, 1884, and a copy thereof forwarded
to the Commissioner of Dominion Lands on the 2ith of
March, 1884. This copy was handed to Mr. Pearce and
taken with him to Battleford. That portion of Battleford
north of the North Saskatchewan, was surveyed in the sum-
mer of 1883. The map was completed at Battleford in
January, 1F84. It was received in Ottawa on the 21st of
January, 1884; was approved on the 10th of June, 1881,
and lithographed on the 8th of July, 1884. Mr. Pearce, of
the Land Board, did not get a copy of this map from the
Department, but obtained from the surveyor his working
plan and had a tracing made thereof. Th papers in con-
nection with settlers' claims at Battleford and Edmonton
were forwarded from head office on the 30th of May, 1881,
to the Commissioner of Daminion Lacds for the use of Mr.
Pearce. The investigation of those claims was made in
July, August and September, 1884, by Mr. Pearce, of the
Land Board. Mr. Pearce made reports in July, August,
September and October, 1884, concerning nearly all the
claims. Reports, in a few cases, were made subsequent to
the above dates, owing to the incomplete nature of the evi-
dence at the time. In possibly a dozen cases sufficient
evidence has not yet been filed. The Land Board decided
all cases reported on up to the 20th of October, 1884, and
the Minister of the Interior, from the 20th October to the
1st of January last. The decisions reached in the cases in
the Edmonton agency were communicated to the agent of
Dominion lands there, commencing in February, 1885, and
since that date as fast as they could be got in shape. The
decisions reached regarding claims in the Battleford ageney
will be communicated to the local agent there so soon as an
agency is established.

Mr. BLAKE asked, Is it proposed to bring down the
Order in Council of June, 1883, under which Mr. Russell
was charged with certain duties in relation to land claims
in North-West Territory ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It is.
Mr. BLAKE asked, How many pages of those North-

West papers, which it is intended to submit to Parliament
this Session, have been copied ? How many pages remain to
be copied? When is it expected that the task of copying
will be comploted, and the papers submitted?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The number of pages
copied, or to be copied, have not been reckoned, but the
return will be brought down either to-morrow or next day.

Mr. BLAKF asked, Was an Order in Council passed on
the rmenortnd' m of the Minister of the Interior, dated 18th
October, 1884, on the subject of the settlement of the
settlers' claims at Prince Albert, Edrmonton and Battleford?
What is the de of such Order? Were the papers referred
.o in tlh lettaierof the Department of the Interior to Mr.
Walsh, of the ISth October, 1884, forwarded to Mr. Walsh ?
If so, what date or dates?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No Order in Council
was passed on the memorandum of the Minister of the Inte-
rior dated the 18th of October, 1883, on the subject of the
settlement f claims at Prince Albert, Edmonton and
Battleford; but the same memorandum was remitted in the
lollowing February, and upon it an Order in Couancil on the
subject of the settlement of clai"ms at the places mentioned,
was passed. This question, no doubt, refers to the memo-
randum of the Minieter, of the 18th of October, 1883,
although 1884 is men iioned. The papers having reference
to the claims at Prince Albert were sent to Mr. Pearce on
the 12th of December, 1883, and thoso having referenoe to
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ciaims at Edmonton and Battleford, on the 30h of May,
1884.

Mr. BLAKE asked, What was the date of the telegram
from Prince Albert of Mr. Pearce to Mr. Burgess, as to the
claims of the French half-breeds at St. Laurent brought
down ? Was that telegram a reply to one from the Depart.
ment; and if so, will the latter be brought down ? What
was the date of the letter as to the survey of St. Laurent,
from Mr. Hall to Mr. Deville brought down ? Was there
a reply to that letter? Of what date, and will it be brought
down ? What was the date of the letter from the Secretary
of the Interior to Mr. Pearce on the same subject, brought
down ? Did the Department communicate with Mr. Pearce
as promised therein ? At what date? And will the com-
munication be brought down?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The information called
for by these questions is embodied in the additional corres.
pondence now being prepared.

Mr. BLAKE asked, At what date were the plans and sur-
veys of St. Laurent settlement received ? At what date
were they approved ? At what date were they forwarded
from the Department to the local authôrities ? Were they
forwarded to the Land Board or the local agent?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The plans and works of
St. Laurent were received on the 15th March,- 1879;
approved and confirmed, 12th February, 1881; sent to
agent, 15th February, 1884; sent to land commissioner,
15th February, 1884. *

Mr. BLAKE asked, At what date were the papers at head
office relating to the St. Laurent settlers forwarded to the
local authoritieq by head office with a view to investigation?
Were they forwarded to the Land Board or to the local
agent?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. There were no papers in
the Department bearing upon the claims of the settlers at
St. Laurent. The applications of the claimants were made
to Mr. Pearce direct. There were memorials upon North-
West matters generally, which were of record in the Depart-
ment, and which had some reference to the subject ofelaims
to land at St. Laurent in common with other places in the
Territories. These form part of the returns now in course
of preparation.

THE DISTURBANCE IN THE NORTH-WEST-TRIAL
OF LOUIS RIEL.

Mr. McMIULLEN (for Ma. LisTzR) asked, What, if any,
steps had been taken for the trial of Louis Riel? If so,
what are they? When, and where is the trial to take place?
Before what judge is he to be tried ? Have counsel for the
prosecution been retained? If so, who?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Louis Riel is now in
custody at Regina awaiting bis trial. That trial will pro-
ceed in the ordinary way, and before the ordinary tribunal.
Counsel have been retained for the prosecution. They are
Mr. Christopher Robinseon, Q.C., Mr. Britton Osler, Q.C.,
Mr. T. Chase Crasgrain of Quebe, and Mr. Scott of Win-
nipeg. There may, perhaps, be others employed before the
trial comes on.

EXTRADITION OF GABRIEL DUMONT.

Mr. McM ULLEN (for Mr. LisTRza) asked, Have any steps
been taken with a view to the extradition of Gabriel Dumont ?
If so, what has been done towards that end? If no such
steps have been taken, is it the intention of the Government
to apply for his extradition ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It is not usual or expodi-
ent to warn felons as to what proceedings are going to be
taken against thoea,
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CHERLOTTETOWN PUBLIC BUILDING.

Mr. BURPEE (for Mr. WELDON) asked, Has any contract
been entered into fbr the construction of the now Dominion
building at Charlottetown, Prince Edward Island ? If so,
who is the contrator? What ws the amount of his tender?
What is the amoant to be id under the contract ? lias the
Departànent of Puhe We fipermitted euch contractor to
use etone4ifferent froin that required in the advertisement
or specifation for tenders ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The contractor is Thomas
0. Connor, of Moncton; the armount of contract is8 57,97,
the atnount to be paid o'the contract is the amount of the
tender; the contract was signed on the 13th April, 1885.
The specifications called for "reddish brown sandstone,"
equal in qualityrand colour to a sam e exhibited et Char-
lottetown and Ottawa, wich was o ained from Oumber-
land county, N. S. The stone submitted and approved is
from John River, N-B., and is quite equal in every respect,
if not finer in quality and color, and is therefore in accord-
ance with the specification.

TELE DISTURBANCE IN THE NORTH-WEST-
REWARDS FOR THE VOLUNTEERS.

Mr. CASGRAIN asked, Whether, if any particular acts
of valor on the part of the volunteers be brought under the
notice of the Government, it is the intention of the Cabinet
to recommerid them to the Home Government for the Vic-
toria Cross or some other reward?

Sir JORN A. MACDONALD. It is no part of the duty
or within the jurisdictiou of the Cabinet, any more than it
is within the juriediction of the Cabinet in England, to
make any such recommendation. It is a military matter,
attended to entirely by the military authorities.

SALMON FISHING IN THE HARBOR OF BATHURST.

Mr. BLAKE asked, Whether any rules have been made
under which the salmon fishing in the harbor of Bathurst
is regulated differently from salmon fishing elsewhere and
from the accustomed rights? Whether the present rules
prevent proprietors of land on the Harbour of Bathurst
from fishing for salmon opposite their own land ?

Mr. MoLELAN. From many of the stands in Bathurst
harbor interfering with the navigation and the ascent of
slamon to the spawniug grounds, licenses have been with-
held.

RENTAL OF RIVERS AND STREAMS.

Mr. MaMULLEN asked, Io it the intention of the Gov-
ernmeiit to bring down and lay before Parliament a return
of all correspondence between the Auditor General and the
IDepar&ment of Marine and Fisheries relating to rental of
rivers and streanrs and ail correspondence in any way
relating to any irregularity or inaccuracy connected with
matters of said Department, in accordance with the Order
of the House of the 9th March last ? Ifso, when ?

Mr. MoLELA.N. If there be any correepondence
between the Auditor General and the Department not
already brought down, it will be brought down. There is
no correspondence relating to any irregularity in the
Department.

Mr. McMULLEN asked, Ie it the intention of the Govern-
ment to bring down a return, in accordance with the Order
of the louse of the 9th of March last, showing the dates 0f
deposit in the bank to the credit of the Government of the
sums received by the Marine and Fisheries Department on
account of rental of rivera and streams; and il so, when ?
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Mr. MoLELAN. The return brought down to the 28th
of last month givea all this information in particular. If
anything is wanting, and the hon. gentleman will tell me
what is omitted, I will supply it.

Mr. Mo MULLEN. It just requires what I asked for. It
does not give dates.

Mr. MoLELAN. The return brought down, I think,
gives the dates.

Mr. BLAKE. No, it does not. I saw it, and the dates
are not there.

NAMES OF PLACES IN THE NORT.IWEST.

Mr. TASSE asked, By what authority have the old names
of localities in the North-West, names recognised by history
and geography, been replaced in many cases by names more
or les uncouth and utterly alien to the traditions or to the
primitive inhabitants of the country? By what authority
have places, most of them along the line of the Paoific Rail-
way, been gifted with the following -names: Lorfeden,
Nordland, Linkoping, Upsula, Carlstad, Ostersund, Ingolf,
Monstrie, Varna, Donnacona, Buckstone, Raith, Recl, &c.?
Is it the intention of the Goverament 40 publish a new
map and to reinstate the names until recently recognised,
and which have been either suppressed or disfigured? l
it the intention of the Government to authoriso hereafter
only euch names as shall have been submitted for its
approval, and to adapt the names as far as possible to the
loualities they represent ?

Mr. POPE. Tho same authority is that usually exeroised
by men who build railways was the authority that decided
in respect to these names. The company have fixed the
names of the stations themseolves. But in many cases the
names of stations suchi as Swift Curret, Medicine Rat,
Crowfoot Crossing, and other places, are names that have
been known for mauy years. In the small places, sucheas
here mentioned, of course, I do not know what the names
refor to. The attention of the Government had not been
called to this matter until my hon. friend put ,te notice on
the paper. I will bring it before the Government, and it
will be taken into consideration.

DEPOSITS IN POST OFFICE SAVINGS BANKS.

Mr. CHARLTON asked, What was the amount of deposits
in the Post Office Savings Banks of Canada on May 3lst,
1885, subject to payment on demand, and also the amount of
deposits subject to notice of withdrawal on the same date ?

Mr. CARLING. The amount of deposits on the day men-
tioned will not be known until the 15th or 16th inst., about
a fortnight being neoessary to obtain and compile the
returns. When they are ready they will be brought down.

REPORT OF NORTH-WEST MOUNTED POLICE.

Mr. BLAKE asked, Has the Commissioner of the North-
West Mounted Police made his report, as customary, for
the year 1884? At what date was it made ? At what date
did it reach the Minister ? Why bas it not been presented
to Parliament ? Is it intended to present it to Parliament
this Session ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The report bas been
received, but the volume bas not yet been sent to me. There
has been an evident dely in the matter, which I think bas
been overlooked in the Department. The report is now in
galley, and will be laid before the House very soon.

PROTECTION OF THE FISHERIES.

Mr. VA1L asked, Have any steps been taken by the Gov-
ernment to provide the requisite protection of the fisheries
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after the lst of July next? HRas any arrangement been
made with the Imperial Government whereby the assistance
and co-operation of Her Majesty's ships of war on the North
American station can be relied on ?

Mr. McLELAN. This matter is receiving the attention
of the Govern ment, and I hope in a few days to be able to
submit the fullest information upon the subject.

THE FRANCHISE BILL.

House again resolved itself into Committee on Bill
(No. 103) respecting the Electoral Franchise,

(In the Committee.)

On section 46,
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. In this clause I think it

would be well to provide with more particularity as to the
time at which the appeal shall be made. If the committee
will look at the resolution in amendment it reads thus:

In any case where the revising officer is not also a judge of any
court any person or persons who under the foregoing sections shall have
made any complaint, objection or application in respect of the list of
voters in any polling district whether such list be the first or any
subsequent voters' list, prepared under this Act for such polling district,
or any person or persons with reference to whom such complaint,
objection or application shalh have been made, who shall be dissatisfied
with the decision of the revising officer in respect thereof, may give to
the said revising officer or his clerk, within seven days after the day of
such decision, notice in writing of his intention to appeal from such
decision, stating sbhortly in such notice the decision complained of, and
his reason for appealing against it, and shall cause a copy of sncb
notice to be served upon the party in whose favor such decision was
given, either personally or by leaving it at his residence or place
ofe b*siness; and upon producing to tbe revising officer satisfactory
evidence of the service of sncb notice, hie shall forthwith transmit suc
notice, together with a copy of his own decision, to the judge to be
appealed to as hereinafter provided, and shall sign the same as revising
officer, and shall deliver to such appellant or hie counsel or agent and
to the respondent or his counsel or agent if required, a certified copy of
such decision.

The words "within the same delay" shall be inserted-seven
days.

Section 47. The judge appealed to shall thereupon appoint a con-
venient time and place for the heariag of the appeal, which place shall
be within the municipality, parish or other local territorial division
within which the pollhng district in which the appeal arises is situate,
of which time and place due notice shall be given to the revising officer
and to the parties interested in such manner as the judge shall oraer.
And if, at the time and place so appointed, the appellant does not
appear, or appearing withdraws his appeal the appeal shall be dis-
missed ; but if the appellant appears, and neither the revising offlcer nor
any other party doos so, or appearing does not oppose the appeal, the
judge shall maintain the appeal. But if the appeal be opposed by the
revising officer or other party (if any) then appearing, the judge shall
either immediately, or at such time as he shall then fix for the purpose,
and at the same place, proceed to hear and decide upon the said appeal,
summarily hearing the parties and receiving such legal evidence as
shall be adduced before him, respecting the facts in dispute, but with-
out being bound by any technical rules of procedure; and such decision
shall be subject to no further appeal, and if any judgment be rendered
in appeal which shall require an alteration in the certified list such
judgment shall be forthwith notified, in such manner as the judge shall
order to the revising officer. And f or the purposes of any such appeal and
in.respect thereof, t he judge shallhave all the powers conferred upon the
revising officer by section 39 of this Act, with regard to summoning
witnesses, obtaining evidence, and purishing the persons summoned
before him. And the judge may award costs to or agamust any party in
the case.

I beg to move the adoption of these clauses.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). I observe that the appellant
is bound in his notice of appeal to give the grounds upon
which he proposes to appeal. It strikes me that appeals
from the judgments of the revising officer ought to be made
as simple as possible. The object is that persons aggrieved
by any adjudication of a revising officer may appeal to a
judge, where the revising officer is not a judge, without the
necessity of employing a lawyer. If the notice compels
the appellant to declare that he appeals from a particular
decision of the revising officer, without compelling him to
assign all the resons therefor, the demanda of fair play and

Mr. TAi

justice will be fully met. The hon, gentleman will see that
if the appellant is bound to assign roasons for the appeal, he
is bound to assign every reason on which he proposes to
sustain his appeal before the judge. No object can be gained
by compelling a layman, who is perhaps a long distance
from the nearest point where he can obtain professional
assistance, to set out in his notice the grounds of the appeal.
The object of the notice is to show the respondent and the
revising officer that an appeal is proposed to be made from
the adjudication of the revising officer. Unless the
appellant were to secure the services of a solicitor or
attorney it would be practically impossible to prepare a
notice of an appeal that would hold water. Ihope, therefbre,
the hon. gentleman will omit the words, "and the roasons
of appealing against it." In the following line I observe
the hon. gentleman only provides two modes for the service
of the appeal; either personally, or by leaving it at the
residence or business place of the party. Many cases may
arise where it would be impossible to serve the notice by
either of these methods. Suppose a person lived in the
United States for the time being, personal service could not
be made. I suggest another mode; that the notice of
service be sent by registered letter to the last known post
office address of the party. I propose to move in that sense
as follows: "Or with his solicitor or agent, or by mailing
the same in a registered letter addressed to his last known
post office address." In other *cases it is provided that
notices may be served. Sometimes, as thehon. gentleman is
aware, you cannot effect personal service of a writ, and you
are obliged to make application to dispense with service. If
the hon. gentleman insiste upon this mode of ervice, appeals
will sometimes be cut off altogether. In the next lino it is
provided that proof of the service of the notice muet be
given to the revising officer, and he must be satisfied
that notice has been served on the respendent. I am
not sure that such is a correct methed. It places it
in the power of the revising officer to say whether
there shall be an appeal or not. Would it not be botter
that the appellant should satisfy the judge that ho
has fully complied with the terms of the law ? In other
cases of appeal the court decides whether it is fully charged
with the case. As to the first and second points, I am very
strongly of the opinion that some amendment should be
made, and that an appellant should not be bound to state
the grounds on which ho proposes to appeal, that it would
be quite sufficient and would meet every emergency if the
appellant stated that ho proposed to appeal from the
decision of the revising officer upon his case. It is quite
clear that the hon. gentleman should provide for other
modes of effecting service than by serving personally or
leaving the paper at the place of residence or place of
business.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. With respect to the
reasons for appealing, I think that there should be some
reason given in the notice, as otherwise you would oLcour-
age appeals without reason. It is at any rate a reasonable
conclusion that where an appeal against a man's right to
vote is made, the party appealing should give some reason
for it. In Ontario they state the rosons for appeal, whether
the assesment is too high or too low, or that the wrong
person is assessed, and so on, and I think we must adhore to
that. Of course it would not prevent the judge from taking
a patent objection to the vote, of his own more motion.

Mr. MULOCK. I think the notice of appeal puts every
thing in issue; that is the rale under the Ontario Act to-
day, and the people have got into that form.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD, That is not the caso
under the assessment law, I think.

Mr. MULOCK. Quite true, but different reasons apply
there, pertaining to the value of property, and so on.
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Mr. MILLS. So far as the appeal from the revising
barrister to the county judge is concerned, the hon. gentle-
man proposes that in all theso cases the judge shall have
power to take the evidence anew, and therefore it is not
necessary to settle the point the same as it would be in an
ordinary appeal. It is simply a re-hearing; the judge deals
with the case as though the revising officer had not enquired
into the matter at all, and under such circnumstances, I
should think a general notice should be sufficient.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I think it is important
that-speaking on behalf of us all-some protection should
be given so that notice of appeal might not be given in a
more fit of temper or disappointment at a ruling. I think
there ought to be some reason set out, though I have no
objection that there should be a provision added to the
clause that it is open to the judge on appeaL to hear and
decide on other reasons besides those given in the notice.

Mr. DAVIES. I take it that a man might appeal on one
ground and yet succeed on another.

Sir JOHN A. MAÇDONALD, Yes.
Mr. DAVIES. As the notice of appeal is the basis of the

right to appeal unless it is complote, the notice of appeal
will be lost, and therefore it would be necessary for a man
to get a lawyer to put in the reason, as it is an essential
part of the notice. My recollection is that under the old
Summary Convictions Act we used to have to set out the
grounds of appeal, but experience showed that it was inju-
dicious, and I think that clause was repealed.

Mr. SPROULE. I think it is very important that some
reason should be specified in the notice, because parties may
come without knowing what they are expected to prove.

Mr. DAVIES. It will not bind him.
Mr. SPROULE. But it gives him some idea of the

nature of the appeal.
Mr. MULOCK. How does the present Act work ?
Mr. SP.ROULE. It very often happons that people are

appealed against and come a long distance to the court to
find that there is no evidence against them, and that the
appeal was a more matter of form.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). Formerly, in the case of
appeals, the reasons for appeal had to be set out, but that
practice has been abolished in all appeals in our courts.
And so in an appeal from the Court of Appeal to the
Supreme Court, alf you require to do under our law is to give
notice that you propose appealing; your grounds for the
appeal are not set out. If that is so in cases in which many
diMcult and complicated questions arise, it appears to me
that there is a great deal stronger reason here, especially
as the hon. gentleman desires to make this Bill as
economical as possible. As my hon. friend from Prince
Edward Island (Mr. Davies) stated, if the hon. gentleman
persists in retaining this clause, it will necessarily involve
the employment of a lawyer in every case. Would a
workingman or a farmer's son be prepared to appeal and
assign reasons therefor ? He would not know what was
meant by reasons. Tho revising officer raises the issue by
his decision; the appellant says, I appeal from your decision.
That surely sets out the whole matter before the court. A
strong round is urged by the hon. member for Bothwell
(Mr. Mills), that here it is really not an appeal at all, but a
re-hearing; the 'dge is to have full power to go into the
case de novo a& ifhe were revising officer, and the assigning
of reasons for the appeal could serve no purpose except to
imake the proces expensive and complicated for the unfor-
tunate man who finds it necessary to appeal.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I do not see that that
consequence will occur at all. The revising officer gives
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Sir JOIIN A. MACDONALD.
al. That is not my intention.

No; i did not say that at

Mr. DAVIES. I suppose the hon. gentleman means by
this that there must be a substantial reason for appealing
stated in the notice. Suppose, while a m;an is out of court
for a moment, the revising officer strikes his name off. Tho
man wants to appeal; ho may give as a reason for boing
on the list, I own a piece of property; but what reason
would he give for appealing against the decision? He must
state that the decgion is wrong for some reason.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No man would appoal
without having some reason.

Mr. BOWELL. Suppose the reason ho gives is: I am
qualified. Suppose the revising officer says, you are not of
age; ho says, I am.

Mr. DAVIES. Even a Minister of the Crown can bo
astray on this matter. No county court judge would recoivo
the appeal.

Mr. BOWELL. I do not suppose it requires anything
more than common sense to understand the practice. In my
own Province, I have been in the courts repeatedly to
look after the voters' list, and I have never employed a law-
yer. If a man's namewas struck off the list, all 1 had to do
was to appeal to the judge on the ground that ho was entitled
to vote, giving, as a reason, that ho was of age, or owned a
piece of property, or some other good reason ; and the hon.
First Minister proposes that the judge, acting equitably, shall
not be confined to one reason. I have never found any diffi-
culty.

Mr. DAVIES. Thera i8 a distinction which, perhaps, the
hon, gentleman did not see. The reason for appealing must
be part of the notice, and without your reason or appealing
your whole notice fails.

Mr. SPROULE. If the revising officer struck a man's
name off, I take it he would have to give his reason for
doing so. If I were looking after a voters' list, and a name
was struck off, I would ask: Why are you striking off this
name? lie would say: He is not the party who owns the
property, or he is not of age. I do net suppose the revising
officer would be likely to strike a name off without giving
his reasons.

Mr. MILLS. Tho reasons amsigned for an appeal, both
by the Minister of Customs and by the hon. gentleman who
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his decision, the party is dissatisfied and ho appeals. He
knows why ho is dissatisfied; ho knows the reason why
ho wishes to appeal; and all ho has to do is to state that
reason.

Mr. CAMERON. Suppose ho cannot read or write ?
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. He gots some one to do

it for him; ho gets any friend. I am quite satisfied that
most hon. gentlemen must come to the conclusion that this
provision is necessary. As I said before, I have no objec-
tion that it should be provided that the judge shall adjudi-
cate upon the appeal for any roasons that may not be
assigned in the original notice.

Mr. CAMERON. Ail the hon. gentleman would require
to do in that case would be to say that the party should give
one or more of his reasons.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. At least one reason-we
can put it in that way.

Mr. MILLS. If I undorstand the First Minister rightly,
ho proposes to leave it discretionary with the judgo to say
that if the party proposes to proceed upon any other reason
than that expressly assignod, he need not investigate the
matter, and may throw the whole thing out.
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has just spoken are not what are known in law as legal
reasons. Take the case of an illiterate man who comes
before the revising officer and claims the right to vote on
some ground or other which he sets out, but he does not
produce sufficiont evidence, and the revising officer leaves

is name off, giving as a reason that the party has not
shown that he is qualified. Upon what ground is he to
appeal ? If he stated the reason truly, it is simply that he
did not produce adequate evidence. There may be a lawyer
present who tells him that he as good ground to succeed,
but he must produce other evidence than that which ho pro-
duced before the revising officer; is he to be at liberty to
produce that evidence before the judge ? Clearly,
if we are to give the judge the right to hear the
case anew, he ought to be at liberty to do so.
He is an illiterate man, unacquainted with the law; lie does
not know what is sufficient legal evidence, and he las
failed to produce sufficient legal evidence. The decision of
the revising officer may be all right in itself, and yet the
party would not have the right to appeal if he is required
to assign a reason. Suppose he assigns the reason that the
evidence he produced was not held sufficient, the judge may
say: But you had no right to succeed on that ovidence, and
an appeal would not be allowed, although the party miglit
have a good vote and might have been advised to give
sufficient evidence to show he had a vote. The First Minister
in asking for a reason, is going to place difficulties in the
way of the right to appeal.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD.. The clause provides that
the party decided against may, within seven days after that
decision, give notice of appeal. Some hon. gentlemen say :
Suppose lie cannot read or write? Well, he must find some
friend who can. That friend will ask him: Why do you
appeal ? He replies: The revising officer thinks I have not
proved my qualification, and he will have to give some rea-
son to support his statement. He as sevn days to think
over it. A man might be inclined to appeal on the spot,
but, on calm second thoughts, if ho finds he cannot give a
reason, he would be apt to drop it. Then he is in no way,
because ho las given one reason, to be procluded from assign-
ing other reasons when the case comes before the judge.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron) moved that the following
words be added after "business," in the 12th line:-

Or with his solicitor or agent, or by mailing the same in registered
letteraddressed to his known post office address.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. People generally have
solicitors when they go to have their names put upon the
voters' lists, and the solicitor may be rotained only to press
the claim. It does not follow that bis powers are continu-
ous. I will accept that portion of the amendment which
states by rogistered letter, leaving out solicitor or agent.

Mr. DAVIES. The First Minister would do well to
accept the wholo amendment. The universal practice is to
allow service upon the solicitor ad hoc to be service upon
the party for whom he is serving.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The solicitor can say I
have nothing more to do with it.

Mr. DA VIES. The law would say, if you appear for a
man, service upon you is sufficient. It is the universal
practie in our courts to make service upon solicitors service
upon all parties.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). No doubt there is some-
thing in what the right honorable gentleman has said.
In a transaction like this, a solicitor may be retained simply
for the isolated transaction. That is rather a matter for
the person who employa the solicitor to docide, but he can-
not complain if the opposite party serves the agent he bas
seen fit to employ. There is perhaps more safety in ser-
vice on a solicitor than in a registered letter. It comes to his

Mr. MILLS.

attention at once, and he indicates it to his client, whereas
in sending it direct through the post office delay may
occur. In country places there are not always daily mails,
and people do not go to the post office daily, so that a letter
might lie a week in the post office and the time expire
before the letter was received. The hon. gentleman knows
that if you serve a document upon the solicitor and ho does
not repudiate the service, he is bound by it. If he repudiates
the service, the appellant can send the notice through the
post office.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The result will be, a poor
man who happons to employ a lawyer to establit3h his claim
before the revising officer, will be obliged to keep that
lawyer when he goes to the court of appeal.

Amendment as amended, agreed to.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I propose to strike out

certain words, which will make it read thus: "-And the
revising officer shall forthwith transmit such notice, togother
with the copy of his own decision, to the judge in appeal,"
and so on to the end of the clause.

Mr. DAVIES. I think that the revising officer should
send something more than his decision, which would be: I
strike off John Smith, or, I put on Thomas Brown. He
should send his reasons.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It las been contended all
along that it should be tried de novo, and that the judge in
appeal should have an original as well as an appellate juris-
diction; and in that case there is no ground for him to give
his reason.

Mr. MILLS. Hear, bear.
Mr. DAVIES. Any one who has been engaged in the

trial of causes knows how great an assistance it is to a judge
in appeal to know the rea-on for the action of the judge of
first inst'ince.

Mr. GEOFFRION. That does not apply here,

Mr. WILSON. While it is perfectly right that there
should be every provision for an appeal from the revising
officer when he is a barrister of five years' standing, 1 feel
that we are virtually placed in the absolute power of a
revising officer who is a judge. Many of the revising
officers will be quite as competent and quite as impartial as
a judge of a county. Every voter ought to have the
opportunity, if he feels aggrieved, to appeal te a higher
court. It was originally intended that we should be per-
mitted to appeal in a matter of law, and I think that was
quite correct. If we had that right, the dread of an appeal
would have a wholesome effect upon the county judge who
was trying the question of appeal. If you do not vllow
this appeal you will find a judge in one county ruling in
one direction, and a judge in another county ruling in an
opposite direction. Now, why the First Minister should
wish to make that county judge the final resort, I cannot
understand. The county judge, when is revising barrister,
first makes up the votera' list, then he presides at the
primary revision, and still again at the final revision.
Now, if you take an appeal from the primary revisiou
to the final revision you appeal to the same person; and do
you suppose that the revising barrister is going to change
his mind from the time ho made his list until the fuial
revision ? You virtually do away with this revision alto-
gether, so far as the county judge is concerned, if you do
not allow any appeal from him. If the First Minister
desires to make his Act perfect, he will grant an appeal
from the county judge when hoeis revising barrister I
think the First Minister ought to grant an appeal on mat.
ters of law, if nothing more, if he still persists in refusing
an appeal on matters of fact, so that there may be a pre-
codent to govern revising barristers when they are oounty
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judges. I say this Bill will not satisfy the general public On section 47,
unless you allow an appeal from the county judge. It may Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I incorporate in this clausebe thought that I am speaking from a prejudiced point of the suggestion of the hon. member for Huron (Mr. Cameron)view, in view of the county judge in my own locality. Be with respect to notice of service.
that as it may, I think I have shown sufficient reasons why
we ought not to confine the final appeal to the county judge Mr. CAMERON (H'iron). I understand that, as a matter
when he is revising barrister. I would just as soon have any of course, the county judge will hold bis court in each
lawyer of five years' standing to be the revising barrister, locality, and that it will not be necessary for an appellant
as to have a county judge. I believe they would act with to travel to the county town, perhaps a distance of 50 miles,
equal impartiality, Does the First Minister pretend to tell to satisfy the judge with respect to matters connected with
me that a man who has always acted with his party, as soon the appeal.
as ha happens to be appointed county judge, is going to Iay Mr. ABBOTT. Suppose there was only one appeal, the
aside all his party feelings ? It is unreasonable, it is unna- judge went to the locality and witnesses appeared, and
tural; you need not expect it. The judges are but human, it then turned eut that there never had been any notice of
and they will still be inclined to give preference to their appeal given, the judge would have gone to ail the trouble
own political party. We have heard of unjust judges, and and expense without achieving any result. I think the
as soon as this Bill becomes law we will have an opportunity original plan is preferable, that proof of service be made
of witnessing unjust decisions, and I appeal to the First with the revising offieer. Thon the revising officer will
Minister to know whether it is reasonable and fair to the return the notice to the judge, alter satisfying himself that
general public to prevent them appealing from the unjust there was a notice given-and that is ail he has to satisfy
decisions that are very likely to be given. himself about-and the judge not only fixes a day for the

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I thought this matter trial but sends notice to both parties, and consoquontly both
had been fully threshed out on Saturday. However, parties would be there with their witnesses.
I can leave the hon. gentleman in the hands of our mutual Mr. CAME RON (Huron). The hon.gentleman evidently
friend from North York (Mr. Mulock) on this point. The does not understand our practice in Ontario or ho would not
hon. gentleman says the judges are human. Well, that is have submitted his objection. Procisely the same difficulty
just what I want them to be. I think that my hon. friend which bas been suggested by the hon, gentleman might be
is afraid that the judge in his county will be inhuman. But urged in regard to every court hold in outlying districts.
we will make a compromise. If the hon. gentleman will The judge has to attend there at a certain timue. There may
get the consent of bis party, we will appoint another revis- be only one case, and there may bo some flaw in respect to
ing officer for his county, and not Judge Hughes. Will that the procedure, and so it cannot be hord. That doos not,
suit the hon. gentleman ? however, prevent the judge from attending. There is no

Mr. WILSON. The hon,.gentleman must understand hardship with respect to witnesses. The judge will have
Mr WLON hehn.gntemnmutunestn power to allow the parties the costs so incurred.

that it does not only affect the county of Elgin; I speak
for ail the counties throughout the Province. I say that Mr. ABBOTT. Only on deciding the appeal.
every man bas an inherent right, if he is dissatisfied with Mr. CAMKRON. The balance of convenience is alto-
the first revision, if he is dissatisfied with the opinion of one gether against the proposition of the First Minister. Every
judge, to appeal to some other judge. The hon. gentleman appellant would be compelled to travel to the county town,
knows that as well as I do. I will not refer to my hon. where the judge lives, for the purpose of satisfying himthat
friend from North York (Mr. Mulock); he has a right to the appeal had been properly served, and every stop taken
speak for himself. I am speaking for myself, and I say it to make the appeal offectivo. Lot thejudge fix his circuit,
is only right and fair, whether the First Minister may as he does now, and dispose of the cases in the locality. In
appoint some other man in my county or not as revising Ontario there will be no difficulty, because in nine cases out
barrister, that ho should allow an appeal from bis decision. of ton the division court work does not occupy more than a
The hon. gentleman may appoint the county judge in my quarter of a day, and thejudge can fix that day or the fol-
county, if ho likes. He can do his worst. He can visit me lowing day for hearing complaints under this statute. To
there again if he likes, as well as ho did in the last élection ; compel mon to travel for no purpose, even to the county
ho can gerrymander the constituency once more. town where the judge lives, for the purpose of proving that

notice has been given, and to make a second journey, is to
Mr. CHA RLTON. The radical defects of this Bill, of cause two sets of costs unnecessarily.

cuurze, can only be remedied by dropping it; but if we are Mr. ABBOTT. Those are excellent arguments for theto have a Bill at all, and, as the First Minister bas shown a adoption of the amendment as it stood. Under it thereconsiderable disposition the last day or two to make it as would b no occasion to go to the conty town, for thefair as we can reasonably expect, it seems to me ho will roof of the notice would be ettled b the revising o er.be required to go a step farther in that direction. It strikes n Quebe if the trial were before a baperior Court judge,me the appeal made by the hon. member for East Elgin very great difficulty would arise. In many cases ho would(Mr. Wilson) is a reasonable appeal. In case the revising have to go to hear one appeal, for in Quebec there is wftenbarrister who is appointed is not a judge, there is an appeal not more than one appeal on the votoes' liste in a dozen
from is decision-an appeal from the prereu h ary revision municipalities, and yet ho might find that the notice givenOf the roll ; and I think the request in fth otre should be an was insufficient. It would be very much more simple if
apea from the decision of the county judge, is the revising officer were to receive proof of notice, and if he
aso a reaonable one. There are many other cases found there was reasonable proof ho would transmit the
where the pubhe iterest would not be served, and it notice to the judge, who would name a day and place for
will appear a little mvidios to say that inone case the hearing. In the interests of the public, this plan isthr shall be an appeal from the revising officer's deecision desirable instead of that suggested by bon. gentlemen oppo-and qu another case thaee shall not be an appeal. Before site.
this question is finally decided, the hon, First Minister had
botter take all the facts bearing on this matter into consid- Mr. MULOCK, I do net agree with the lon. member
eration. I believe the Bill will look botter and will be a for Argenteuil (Mr. Abbott). To satisfy the .revising officer
botter Bill if there is an appeal from the revising officer, would give just as much trouble as to satisfy the county
even when ho happons to be a county judge. judge. I suggest that the amendment proposed by the
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Pirst Minister be introduced at the commencement of line
28. It would be unnecessary to take up the time of the
court in showing that there was a service. Another.part
deals with the appellant making default, and my experience
under the Votera' List Act in Ontario is to this effect: that
where these notices of appeal had been given the appeals
have been pressed. I am quite satisfied that there bas been
no abuse of the system in that respect, and I think it would
be premature to assume that there would be abuses bore.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I will accept your amend-
ment.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). I am not quite sure if the
clause covers the whole ground yet, or whether it applies
simply to the class of cases mentioned after the word "but "
which begins the sentence. Of course it was intended to
apply to the service of all notices, but I doubt if this covers
it.

Mr. MILLS. I would like to call the attention of the
First Minister to the words: "The judge shall maintain the
appeal." Suppose the revising officer does not oppose the
appeal, and no other person appears to oppose it, there ought
to be primd facie evidence of the right of the appellant to
succeed. Yet, according to this provision, by the more fact
of appealirg, ho would be entitled to have his name put on
the votera' list without giving evidence that ho was a voter,
the judge bas no discretion in the matter, and would have
to allow his appeal. That is surely not the intention.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. If the party does not
appear, I think ho is quite satisfied the primdfacie evidence
cannot be sustained.

Mr. MILLS. The party has his appeal sustained not on
any evidence ho produces, but as a matter of course, simply
because nobody appears to oppose him. He ought even in
appeal to produce sufficient evidence to show prima facie
that he ha a right to go on the votera' list.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I do not think so.
Mr. MILLS. Then it amounts to thisa: that if a revising

oMeer chooses ho may say to 20 mon: I will not put your
names on this list, but you may appeal; and because he
fails to appear against them before the county judge, all of
their names go on the votera' list. This facilitates fraud,
and ls wholly contrary to the whole toenor of the Bill. Yon
say by this B1ill that the whole case before the judge is to
be heard anew, yet you leave the judge no discretion, such
as the revising officer has, to enquire into the right of the
parties to go on the list; but because the revising officer
does not appear against thor-and they may be his poli-
tical friends-they go on as a matter of course. It appears
to me that the proposition is monstrous.

Mr. LISTER. Evidence should be given of a person's
right to go on the list; yet there is nothing in the Bill te
compel the revising officer to oppose the appeals from his
decision. Upon simply appealing, a party has a right to go
before the judge, and without any evidence establishing a
prime fade case, ho is entitled to ask the judge to put his
name on the list, and the judge cannot refuse. Unless the
First Minister makes it the duty of the revising oefficer to
oppose the appeal, either by notice or in some other way,
which will require the person appealing to give some evi-
dence of his right to be placed on the list, surely it is no
hardship to say that the person himself shall be sworn, in
order to show that he bas at least a colorable right. Either
do that, or make it compulsory on the revising officer to
appear and oppose the appeal. If the First Minister con.
siders the matter for a moment, ho will so that a person
without being entitled to a vote might get on the roll in a
very simple way. If after appealing ho appears before the
jadge and asks to be placed on the Eist, the judge must place
him there. I think that is not the intention of the Act.

gr. MULOCK,

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Of course there is no
obligation on the revising officer to appear, and perhapa ho
may not be expected to appear; but the clause sys, «iif
neither the revising officer nor any other party appears."

Mr. LISTER. Any other party may not receive the
notice. If you say any other elector, that might get over
the diffloulty.

Mr. MILLS. I do not think any person should go on
the list unless ho has primd facie evidence to show his
right to go on. If ho appeals, ho ought to be required to
produce evidence to satisfy the judge, no matter whether
any party appears against him or not. Otherwise, there
might be connivance between the revising officer and cer-
tain persons not entitled to go on the list.

Mr. LISTER. In the division court, unless the law
expressly provides that where the defendant does not
appear a judgment shall be entered by default, the court
requires the plaintiff to sustain his claim by some primd
facie evidence of his right to recover. This is more than a
matter between individuals, it is one in which every person
in the electorate riding is interested, and it is reasonable
that in such a case evidence should be given. All a person
would have to do would be to say to the judge: I ask to be
sworn, I own such a lot. It is very simple and will prevent
frauds being committed. As it is now, it is quite possible
frauds may be committed.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. To meet the views of
hon. members, I propose the following amendrment:-

If the appellant appears and neither the revising officer nor any other
party has doue so, or, on appearing, has not disposed of the appeal, the
judge shall maintain the appeal, except in the case of an appeal by a
person struck off the list or whose name the revising officer refuses to
place thereon, in which cases the judge shall require satisfactory
evidence as the right of the appellant to be placed on the votera' list.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). The First Ministerhasadopted
my suggestion of the other day so far as to provide lhat,
in this case, the judge shall be bound by the rules of
evidence and shall accept only strict legal evidence. I
think, in order to make the Bill consistent, ho should go
back and make the same provisions in regard to the revising
officer. Otherwise, the revising officer may decide cor-
rectly upon the evidence before him, and the judge may
reverse his decision with equal justice upon the evidence
before him.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The 40th clause has
been adopted in committee. We will not go back to it
now.

Mr. CAMERON. There is no provision that the revising
officer shall make the necessary amendment in the roll
after the decision of the judge in appeal.

Mr. ABBOTT. The 43rd clause covers that.
Mr. CAMERON. Perhaps it does, but it is not very

clear.
Mr. ABBOTT. The substitution of the word "any " for

the word "the " would make it clear.
Mr. CAMERON. Yes, probably it would.

Amendment to section 43 agreed to.

Mr. CAMERON. It is not clear in this present clause,
what costs are teobe awarded ? If the judge is to have the
power to award costs, the scale ought to be fixed.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It as been already
decided that the only costs shall be the witnesses' fees.

Mr. MULOCK. There ought to be some provision to
prevent a case being decided by default, in the absence of
the parties concerned, and I would move the fo11owing
amendment:-
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Any elector may appear at any sitting of the revising offloer or of the

judge in appeal in support of or in opposition to an claim, objection,
application or question arising before auch revising officer or judge.
It prevents ex parte applications being disposed of. A1

number of persons might apply to be put on, and the
application would be simply between them and the county
court judge; there woulh be no one contesting their claim,
and the application would wholly be ex parte. In this case
each of t he great political parties will appoint a represen-
tative, and ho will prevent any fraude being perpetrated.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. You had better put it at
the end of the clause: "1provided always," etc.

Mr. LANGELIER. I would suggest that the hon. mem-
ber for North York (Mr. Mulock) should add "any person "
instead of "any elector." This is the system which has
been adopted in the Province of Quebec. Formerly, in the
election law of 1875, we had the same enactment as the
amendment proposes. This was altered, and the right of
appeal was given to any person. We found in many cases
there was a good deal Qf difficulty in inducing an elector to
come forward. Ho was afraid of being saddled with the
costs, or of having some trouble in contesting the lists. A
party who took the trouble to have the corrections made in
the election lists, found great difficulty in obtaining the
name of an elector to contest the list. The result was that
the Legislature of Quebec amended the law, and I think the
hon. member for Montmagny (Mr. Landry) originated the
amendment. I do not know how it is in other Provinces,
but in the Province of Quebec farmers are generally very
much afraid of lawyers and of having to go to court.

Mr. MILLS. I think if the hon. gentleman looks at his
Bill he will see that there is no provision for costs in the
appeal before the county judge.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The witnesses' fees.

Mr. MILLS. Parties who are subpoenaed as witnesses,
of course, must be paid before they are called upon to obey
the summons, and the costs may be awarded against the
other party, but there is no provision made for meeting it.

Sir JOHN A. MAC DONALD. I would move the follow-
ing amendment:-

The judge in appeal may award costs to or against any party in the
case, whiCh cost shall ony be witnesses' fees and the expense of sum-
monin such witnesses, and such costs may be levied on the order of a
jnauge di'sree, asunder a warrant of conviction, under statute 32
anc3 Victoria, chap. 31.

Mr. DAVIES. I wish to call the attention of the First
Minister to the phrase in the amended clause, "and such
decision shall be subject to no further appeal." That seems
to me totally unnecessary, and it may give rise te trouble.
An appeal is a pure creature of a statute; if you do not
give an appeal, it does not exist; so that this language is
surplusage. If the intention is to take away the common
law juriediction of the Superior Courts, it must be expressed
in other language.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I think that may perhaps
be necessary, in consequence of some independent jurisdic-
tion of the Superior Court by certiorari or mandamus. It has
to be provided that there shahlbe no further appeal.

Mr. DAVIES. It does not take away the right of the
courts above to interfere by prohibition or mandamus. If
you wish to take away that right, you must say: "and such
decision shallibe final."

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). There may be something in
what my hon. friend says; but I hope the bon. First Minister
is not going to deprive the courts of the right to correct any
wrongs that may be committed, by issuiug a writ eofcertio-
rari or mandamua, or a prohibition, as the case may require.
I propose moving a proviso to this section, providing for an

appeal on questions of law. I do not think that subject bas
been threshed out yet; and L think it is a most important
point. The hon. gentleman, in bis original Bill, proposed
that there should be an appeal from tho revising offloer on
questions of law, and on questions of law only. Subsequently
he assented to the propositior, which was made on this side
of the iLouse, that thora should be an appeal from the revis-
ing officer, where he was not a county court judge, on ques-
tions of fact also; and ho stated, as I understood him, that ho
contemplated'o further appoal. I think that is hardly fuir.
I believe that on naked questions of law thora ought to be an
appeal to the highest court in the Province in which that
appeal arises. The hon. gentleman must remember that this
is the first time we have had such a Bill as this, and inter-
pretations upon some of the termis used in the Bill will arise
for the first time. For instaneo, according to his dofinition,
the word " freeholder " means ti owner of aun estate in free-
hold, in froc and common socage, while, as was argued very
fulty, there are estates in Canada hold under a different
tenure. Questions of the first consequenco will arise in the
Provinces in connoction with the meaning of the word
" landholder," as defined in the intorpretation clause of this
Bill, and it is of great importance that wo should have
uniformity of decision on these p oi nts. We cannot be certain
of uniformity of decision throughout the Dominion unless
there is an appeal to the Supreme Court; and for my part
I prefer doing without the uniformity to incurring the
enormous expense of an appeal to the Supremo Court.
But as the hon. gentleman proposes to pass the Bill, thora
will boeno uniformity in any Province; each of the 30 or 40
judges in the Province eof Ontario may take a differont view
of the law. We ought to have uniformity in the Provinces
at least. The appeal froin the revising ofilcer to the
county court judge will, in my judgment, dispose of 999
cases out of 1,000-at ail overts, a vory large per-
centage; both the appellant and the respondent will be
perfectly satisfied with tho adjudication of the countyjudge
on questions of both law and fact. But, on the other hand,
legal questions may arise in some of the Provinces affect-
ing a large class ot the electorate, and it mnay become the
interest of cither politicaf party to obtain a decision of the
very highest court in the Provinco thoroupon. In Eng-
land, where tho revising officer is appomrted by the judges
with large powers•vested in him, the Logislature evidently
did not think it wise orjudicious in the public interest that
there should bo rio appeal from his adjudication, and they
therefore allowed an appeal from bim upon naked ques-
tions of law; and that appeal is looked upon thora as of the
first possible consequence. Bretherton, in bis work on
Voters, says:

" The right to appeal on points of law from th" decision of the revis-
ing barrister to the court of common pleas is coiferred by 6 Victoria,
chap. 18, sec. 42. It is one of great importance to the claimant, the
objector, or the party whoae name has been expunged from the list,
en&bling anyo fthem,should they feel aggrieved or dassatisfied with the
decision cf the harrister on an>' point of law, to have that decision
reconsidered by the highest legal authority'."

There the revising officers are lawyers, perbaps not of the
first rank, but of some professional standing. They get aun
allowance of 200 gunieas a year for the discharge of these
duties, and even with lawyers of tho class appointed by
judges thora, the Legislature thought it proper that an
elector should not be bound by their decisions, but that
thora should, on questions of law, be an appeal from the
adjudication of the reviking barrister to a higher court.
Bretherton further sAys:

" The question reserved on appeal muet be one of the law,material to
the result of the case on which the appeal is reqneqted; and section 65
especially enacts, that no appeal or notice ofappeal ehall be received or
antowed against any dec:sion of any revising barriater upon any question
of fazt only, or u pon the admissibiiîty or eleet of any evidence or
admission adduced or made in any cse to esta>lish any matter or fact
onaly."

1885. 2865
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The appeal is only upon the naked legal proposition that
may arise before the revising barrister, from hie judgment
to that of a higher court. The whole tendency of modern
legislation upon the subject of appeal is that the adjudica-
tion of lower courts should not be conclusive and final. There
was a time, not very long ago, when the adjudication in
our division courts was conclusive and final, but the
Legislature saw fit in certain cases to provide that a liti-
gant in a division court should not ho absolutely bound by
its decision. So in the adjudication by a Magistrate of
cases of summary adjudication, the Legislature always
thought there should be an appeal from his decision to the
court of quarter sessions. So from the judge sitting at nisi
prius, there is an appeal to the Court of Appeal, an thence
to the Court of Appeal- the Supreme Court and the
Privy Council. The whole tendency of modern logis-
lation is that a litigant shall not bo bound by the
adjudication of a judge of an inferior court or even of a
judge of a higher court, but that ho shall have bis resort to
the Supreme Court of the realm. Rights of the first possible
consequenuce are to eho investigated by the county judge,
and I say that those rights should not be pronounced
upon absolutely by oitber the revising officer or the county
court judge, but that there should be an appeal. If men
see fit to have their rights investigated, they should have
an opportunity of having them investigated before the
bigher courts in the Province. While I have every faith in
the honesty and integrity and ability of our judges to
administer the law correctly, I say there is a great safe-
guard for the public, when a judge of the court below
knows, as a matter of fact, that his judgment is a subject
for revision. We know that judges are still men subjeet te
all the frailties our common humanity is subject to.
I do not say that our judges, when upon the bench,
are influenced by political leanings. I trust that we can
have this assurance at all events, that when our judges,
those who are even taken from the ranks of the protes1on
who bave been actively engaged in political stinggles, are
placed upon the bench, they cease to be politicians. This
is the general and perhaps the universal rule. That is the
case, in so far as our common bumanity will enable them
se to act, but if they are human and subject te all tho
frailties of common humanity, they may be somewhat
careless, somewhat indifferent, and they are more apt to b
so wben they know their decisions are not subject to appeal
to a higher court. If you allow the appeal to the very
highest court of the realm, from the adjudication of an
inferior court, you may rely that the judgments of the latter
will be more carefully, more deliberately prepared than if
the judge were aware there was no appeal. When ho has
nothing to check him, nothing te restrain him, there is
nothing to protect the publie either against careless or in-
different judgments. Apart altogether from more political
proclivities or leanings, if judges are supposed to
have any, It is of the first possible consequence
to the people that there should be an appeal
from the decision of the judges of the lower courts. We
know that the judge of a county court is a judge of an infer-
ior court; we know that the revising officer will be the
judge of a still more inferior court, because there is to be an
appeal from him to the county court judge. Therefore, we
ought to have an appeal from the revising officer to the
court of common pleas, as we bave in England. The power
of appeal is a check and restraint, and I trust the Govern-
ment will insist upon its being given. While I go that far,
I stili believe there will ho very few appealsfrom the decis
ion of the couinty court judge, but the fact that he knows
this is an appeal, the faot that the revising officer knows
that there is an appeal, will operate as a wholesome res-
traint upon each in the careful preparation of bis decisions.
With these views,'I jwould beg to move the following

Mr. CAWMRON (Huron).

amendment, almost in the identical words of the hon. gen.
tleman's original proposition:

That any person or persons who, under the foregoing sections, shall
have made complaint, acoording to the practice therein provided for, in
respect of the list of voters in any polling district, with respect to
the final revision thereof, whether such Uist be the first or any
subsequent votera' list for the polling district prepared under this
Act, or any person or persons with reference to whom such com-
plaint was made, who shall be dissatisfied with the decision on any
point of law of the revising officer or the jrdge in appeal in respect of
s"ch.complaint, may give to the revising officer or the j4dge in appeal,
within seven days after such decision, notice in writing of his desire to
appeal to a superior court from such decision, stating shortly in such
notice the decision complained of and his reasons for amppealing against
it; and if the revising officer, as soon as he conveniently eau do so, state,
in the form of a special case, the facts established according to his opin-
ion by the evidence, and necessary to be laid before the court abave in
order to determine the said point of law, also his own decision on the
same, as nearly as may be according to the form and practice provided
for the stating and hearing of a special case in the court intended to be
appealed to, and he shall th en aigu the same as revising officer. and shall
require the appellant, or his counsel or agent, after reading the saine to
him, to sign a declaration at the end of such special case in the word,
11I appeal from the above decision," after which the revising officer shall
endorse the said case with the names of the parties appellant or respon-
dent, if there be a respondent or party desiring to maintain the decision
appealed from, and the number of the polling district, and the name of
the electoral district thereby affected, and shall deliver to such appel-
lant, or his counsel or agent, a certified copy of such case, and, also, if
rcquired, to the respondent or his counsel or agent.

Mr. SPROJLE. I think it would be a great pity to spoil
the Bill by allowing such an amendment to pass. The result
would be to throw litigation into the hands of those best
able to afford it, while the poor man would be unable to
carry it on from court to court. There is no force in the
hon. gentleman's statement that there would be very few
appeals. The whole history of litigation is an argument to
the contrary iff et. There is scarcely a lawsuit that is not
carried from court to court as long as the lawyers can find
a man able t- furnish the money, and many people forego
their rights in equity because there is such an opportuity to
carry hie lawsuit on. One of the great evils of litigation is
the number of openings for appeals. This is throwing it
more and more into the hands of the rich, and defrauding
the poor man of his rights. In this case it is not money
which is involved, but only a vote, and every man wants
the saine opportunity of putting it on. There should be no
opportunity given, where political feeling ran high, for the
wealtby to carry on litigation and deprive of their rights
those who are as much entitled to them as they are, but
have not as much money to expend in defending them. If
there is no appeal, the matter will be kept in the hands of
the people and out of the hands of the lawyers, and I think
the country will be far from endorsing the proposal to have
another court of appeal in this matter.

Mr. MILLS. It is very extraordinary that the hon. gen-
tleman did not express such opinions at an earlier period,
because he is taking exception to a provision in the Bill as
it originallywas introduced, and as it was paesed at the
second rea ng.

Mr. SPROULE. We did not reach that clause of the
Bill. I have expressed my opinion privately in reference
to it, and, if it had not been taken out of the Bill, I would
have expressed my opinion as I have now.

Mr. MILLS. On the second reading, we were discussing
the whole Bill, we were discussing the principles of the
Bill, and, if the hon. gentleman will look in Ransard, ho
will not find any qualification expressed of the support
which he gave to the measure. He looks upon the lawyers
as a very slippery and unscrupulous lot. It a strange he
should have given such earnest support to the hon. gentle-
man who leads the Government. It is strange that ho
should have so littie confidence in theb onesty and fairness
of the lawyers whom ho has so long supported--
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Mr. SPROULE. I did not say anything about thoir

being unscrupulous. I spoke as to their disposition to liti.
gate.

Mr. MILLS. He said it would give an opportunity to
the lawyers to pick the electors and that, as Iong as an
elector had any money left, the lawyers would lead Lia on
to these courts. I think this is a necessary provision. I
was under the impression until Satarday that the hon.
gentleman was going to provide, as a matter of course, for
an appeal of this sort to the Superior Court, I did not sup-
pose, when ho provided for an appeal from the revising
barrieter to the county judge, that he intended that to be
the only appeal. In fact, mùy impression was that it ought
not to be regarded as an appeal at all, but that it was simply
giving to any elector in any constituency where a revising
barrister was not a county judge the opportunity of saying :
I will not abide by your decision, but I prefer
to have my right investigated by the county
judge rather than by the revising barrister. It seems to me
that it was not the intention of the First Minister to treat
it as a matter of appeal but rather as a part of the original
proceedings, as an alternative offered to the voter to go
bore the county judge to establish his right, instead of
leaving it to be disposed of by the revising officer. In
addition to that, I understood it was intended on all
questions of law to give to the parties who were not
satisfied with the interpretation of the county judge the
right to appeal to a higher tribunal. I do not suppose that
there would be many appeals, but I believe it would be of
immense advantage to the electors to feel that, if the
county judge gives a deoision which they think contrary to
law, they will have the opportunity of taking the case
before a higher court, where judges of greater ability and
more eminence administer justice. There is also this
important consideration that, as long as a oounty judge
knows that it is possible to make an appeal from his
decision to another tribunal by which that deoision may be
reversed, he is likely to exeroise far more care
and give to the question at issue more attention
before ho expresses an opinion. Then supposing
one judge interprets the law in one way and
another interprets it in another way, there ought to be
an appeal to some tribunal which will give the same con-
struction to the law all over the Province at least, and I
think there should be a provision, where the higher courts
construe the law differently, for taking it at public expense
before the Supreme Court, in order to make a uniform ilaw
for the whole Dominion. I have looked over the 30th sec-
tion, for instance, and I cannot say how a judge will con-
strue it, and when I ask the hon. gentleman how ho under-
stood it, it seemed to me that he did not hold a uniform
opinion during the time ho was speaking. One revising
officer may honestly construe the law in one way and
another in another way. In such a question I think the
law ought to be unif. wily interpreted, and the only way to
do this is to give an appeal to a superior court. I am sure
that théir construction of the law and the care and deliber-
ation which they would give to the case will be very differ-
ont when such power exists than if no such power exista

Mr. WILSON. I think my hon. friend from Fast Grey
(Kr. Bproule) was not very consistent in his course on the
question of appeals. Ho ought to have considered that the
Bill, as we find it this afterneon, allows an appeal from the
revising barrister.

Mr. SPROULE. It is to muet the views of hon. gentle-
men opposite, not ours.

Mr. WILSON. If it were to meet the views of hon. gen-
tienmen opposite, it was his duty, if he was opposed to the
principle of appeals, to have said so and to have opposed it.
He sat very quitely the whole afternoon and allowed a pro-
vision for appeal to be pamed, yet when we ask that thereo

may be an appeal from the judge, when ho e revising bar-
rister, to a higher court, my hon. friend says: Oh, no, it will
involve heavy costa upon the poor man. If he be poor and
if he be unfortunate I say he ought to have jUst as much
opportunity to preserve his righta, as the rich man.

Amendment negatived.

Mr. MULOCK. I think it will b necessary to turn baek
to section 41. In the proviso that was to be added to section
46, allowing an elentor to appear before the court, we struck
out of it that part where he was allowed to appear before
the court of revision, the First Minister showing that it was
not germane to that particular section. I move that the
following be added to section 41 :

Any elector may, in person or by agent, appear at any sitting of the
reviaing officer in the electorate district in which he in such elector, in
support of, or aopposition to, any claim, objection or appetion
arising before the revising barriscer."

Amendment agreed to.

On section 51)
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I propose that mection 50

shall stand over for the present, and we uhall take up seotion
51.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I desire at this stage to move
an amendmnent to section 12, that the following words be
inserted at the 36th line:

That in the case of an Indian living on a reservation bis aame shall
be entered enly on hie applying in sn to the revising officer, and
there shahl be given such a descrition of the separate holing a
determine its exact location, and the value of the hrprovements on
which he qualifies sbail be determined by evidence given under eath
and the pont office address of suchI indian shallbe given on the publiash
1119t.
With respect to the first provision, it might be considered
somewbat exceptional in its nature. It might be said:
Why not allow the Indian's name to find its way upon the
roll in the same way as does the name of any other person ?
There is this difficulty : Section 12 provides that the asses-
ment roll and the list of votera prepared by the municipality
shall be taken as forming a basis for the action of the
revising officer, and as primd facie evidenco of the
right of the person to be on the votera' list. With
respect to the Indians on reaetwations, we know there
are not assessment rolls and votera' lists. There
is no enumeration of them that I know Of, except
a roll upon which the Indian agent pays them their
money, and, therofore, we find the circumistances are excep-
tional from that standpoint. The returning offler being
thus debarred from having access to assessment rolls and
voters' lista, from the fact that no such list exista on any
reservation, how shall he got his information ? What would
suggest itself to some persons would be that the Indian
agent having a list of the Indians upon that reservation for
the purpose of paying theie interest money or gratuities
might be able to furnish the information. But I hold it is
something that will not commend itself to the good sense of
the committee. I will not at this stage, and only at a
future stage if I should find it neoessary, say anything as
to the peculiar position occupied by the Indians towards
the Crown. Upon that point I have very strong views,
and I could urge even stron:er reasons than I have already
presented with respect to the Indians. I will assume ut
fresent that it has been settled by the committee that an
ndian living on a reaervation, with property improved by

hie own hands to the extent of $150, shail have a vote. t
would hardly be a proper or decent thing to contemplate
as regards an Indian, a ward of the Crown, superintended
by an officer of the Crown, nominated by the Crown, for
such official to hand in as an official a list of those
who are to become entitled to the rights of citizenship and
to the right to vote. It would be something 9o repugnant
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that we could not contemplate it. Then what shall be done ?
We have no assessment roll or voters lists with respect to
Indians for the guidance of the revising officer, and, if my
idea is adopted, it will not be considered a proper thing
that the Indian agent should bave anything to do with
placing the names of the Indians upon the voters'
list. It is because they occupy that particular position
that the amendment i submit appears to be necessary,
Another point I desire to press on the Minister's considera-
tion is this : Some of the more adanced tribes of Indians,
who were not original proprîtors of the soil of Canada, who
came here under treaty with Great Britain and had certain
lands given to them, many members if not the whole of the
nation desire to maintain their tribal relations, their semi-
independence and their position, as they view it, as allies
rather than as snbjects of the Crown. The First Minister
has himself given us to understand that one of the main
reasons why the enfranchising clauses of the Indian Act
are not more availed of, the strong feeling among the
Indians in favor of maintaining their tribal relations-their
distinct nationality. I have declared more than once during
this discussion that nothing would be more unwise on the
part of the Government than to attempt anything in the
direction of force. The Indians should be led, and in my
view they should assume the responsibilities as well
as the privileges of citizenship. They have their
rights under treaty, rights which have been secured
to them by the Crown, and they are jealous of
those rights. The fact that they have not availed them-
selves of the principle of enfranchisement shows that they
value those rights, and I think they would resent anything
which would look like this Parliament putting upon them
unasked, and by the more force of will of this Parliament,
something they have not asked for or desired. It may be
said, if they are placed on the voters' list without their own
request, they need not exorcise the privilege of voting if
they think it will entail any difficulties upon them. But
you have passed that stage, which you have not a right to
pass without the consent of the Indians, and therefore, in
the proposition which you have before you, I have laid down
no provision on that point. I have accepted the decision of
the committee, that the Indian living on a reservation, with
the property qualification by way of improvements, bas the
right to go on the roll. My motion will not accomplish the
exclusion of the Indian from the roll, but will make him a
party to the transaction, instead of forcing it upon him as
we have donc. lere we are ut the initial step, not having
consulted with the Indian, not having asked the Indian if
he desires it, not having the slightest intimation that
we are aware of, from the Indian, that there is any desire
on his part to be brought within this law, and this motion
will enable him to go on the voters' list by his own
personal application, in which case he will express his
desire to participate in the benefits-if he considers they are
benefits-flowing from the Act. Therefore, I think the
proposition is a reasonable one, one which will secure
accuracy, and one which is of more significance with
referenoe to s me of the older bands of the country.

Mr. SPROULE. The hon. gentleman says the Indians
have never intimated a desire on this subject, but he must
be making a mistake. lie must have overlooked the
letter of Dr. Jones which appeared in the Mail some weeks
ago, and a letter from another doctor saying that the
Indians wished it, and that they were entitled to it.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I stated that they expressed
no desire to this louse. Dr. Joues nor Dr. Oronhyatekha
never petitioned this louse that I know of, and I question
very much that if we knew the views of those who might
be considered the most fitted by their advancement than
others, to partake of some kind of representation in this
House, if we would not find that the idea in their minds

Mr. Pana.ol (Brant).

would not be in the direction they meditated at all, but an
P mendment of the constitution, providing that the Indians
might have representatives selected by themselves, repre.
senting themselves on the floor of this -House.

Mr. SPROULE. What more advanced Indians could
there be than those I have mentioned ?

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). That I think is their desire
on the subject, if any desire prevails. The hon. member
mentions these gentlemen having written letters, and I am
cognisant of the fact that they did, and the letters are written
with considerable ability. The two gentlemen who wrote
them are men of culture, education and advancement; no
doubt they are conversant with the political history of the
country, and they would be able, I think, to ive intelligent
votes. But they themselves, by the course tey have pur.
sued, have shown that they want to maintain their indepen.
dence, their separate existence and relations, even while
asking that they should have the right to vote. Has Dr.
Jones or Dr. Oronhyatekha proposed that their bands
shall come under municipal government and contribute to
municipal taxation; do they desire to allow the white
people to have a voice in their councils, which they main-
tain are practically supreme within their own limit? Do
they propose an amalgamation in that way ? No; they
are as anxious to maintain the separate existence of the
Indian in the community as are the others. They simply
ask that the Indian shall have the right to vote, but
they do not ask that the Indian shall have entailed on
him the same responsibilities as other citizens, and
in that respect I do not think their position is very logical.
Having pointed out the difficulties with reference to these
Indians, let me consider the application of the first part of
my resolution to those Indians who are not advanced, to the
uncultured, unlettered, ignorant Indians, to those who have
not adopted the ways of civilisation, so to speak, for there
are many of them in Ontario and Quebec who have been
enfranchised, even leaving the newer Provinces and Territ-
ories out-there are Indians in the older Provinces occupy-
ing positions which you could hardly call the position of
being civilised. Would it be right for the Indian agent
who will be over such Indians as these, who will have a
more absolute control over them than he can exercise over
the more intelligent Indians-would it be right for the
Indian agent to hand in a list of these Indians to the revis-
ing officer and have them put on the roll-Indians, many of
whom may have no names by which they can be identified.
There must be provision for meeting such cases.

The Committee rose, and it being six o'olock, the Speaker
left the Chair.

After Recess.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). When we reached the d inner
hour, I had dealt with the more advanced bands of In lians
who are occupying their lands under somewhat difforent
conditions from some of the other Indians in the country,
and I was pointing out how I thought the amendment I
had to propose would have a beneficial effect on those
Indians. I was about to proceed to show that there was an
absolute necessity for the amendment with reference to
bands of Indians living on reservations who are in a les
advanced condition and therefore more likely to be con-
trolled, guided and directed, if not commanded, by the
agents ofthe Government ; and I was about to show, from
a description that was given to us by one of the strongest
supporters of the First Minister in this House, the condition
of some of the Indians who are given the right to vote by
this Bill. I will juast read the remarks ho made, so as to
impress on the minds of the committee the necessity there
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is that there should be an entire absence, as far as it can bo
secured, of control by the officers of the Government over
these Indians in exercising the vote. The hon. member for
East Grey (Mr. Sproule), at an earlier stage of the debate,
while the question of giving the vote to the Indians was
under discussion, in replying to the hon. member for
Lambton, said :

"If the hon. gentleman had been as fair as he professed to be, he
would have admitted that the Province of Ontariab has given the Indians
the right to vote already, and that they have voted time and again.
Yet he gays the law which allows them te vote is fair in every partieu-
lar, but it is not fair for this luse topas. a law to give thema right
to vote. I know something about how the Indians were dealt with. l
the election before last, in the Muskoka district, the timber inspector
there, who supported Mr. Mowat's candidate,.went out among the
Indians, and it was currently reported, and I believe correctly, Lhat he
bought up all the Indians in the district, collected them all in one place,
and took them to the polls and got them to vote. After that he took
the Indians away, took their dresses from them and put them on the
squaws, and took them in, and got them to poll their votes. That was
done under the law of Ontario and by the friends o the Ontario Govern-
ment. But it was rumnored that Mr Mowat's timber inspectors did not
retain that control over the Indians that thcy ought to have, and be
inserted in his Bill that nice little clause, that any enfranchised Indian
receiving any money from the Dominion Government should have no
right to vote; but as he could get the votes of the Indians, he was per-
fectly willing to give them the right to vote."

Apart from what may have been possible for the Indians
under Mr. Mowat's Act, which is not a subject of discussion
here, we have bore a description of what the hon. membor
heard and believed with reference to the influence exercised
over the Indians. If that description be correct, it is seen
how absolutely the Indians of that class are under the con-
trol of those in authority; and it scems to me a thing that
cannot be contemplated by the committee at all. That
those who will have the right of voting, perhaps the turn-
ing of the election in many constituencies, should ho in the
position of having their names-it may be unknown and
unsought for by them-entered on the voters' list, and on
the day of election being marsballed by some official to the
poils to cast their votes. No harm could be done to these
Indians in requiring that they shal take the trouble of
personally requesting the revising officer to put their
names on the voters' list. Mind, I am recognising
the fact that the committee have decided that they have a
right to be there. We are dealing with the question how
they shall get there. The revising officer, from the assgs-
ment rolls he is instructed to get, will have no knowledlge
of these Indians, as there is no assessment roll among
them; therefore, it is not asking very much to the detri-
ment of the Indian or putting him to very much trouble, if
we ask that he should personally request his name to be
entered on the voters' list. It is a trouble that will have
to be taken by a good many voters who will bo enfranchised
under this Bill for the first time. True, it may be said that
some friend will ask for them, and that I am seeking to
prevent the Indian having the same privilege; but I hold
that the Indian occupies a different position in this respect.
Though not being privileged to vote heretofore ho has been
dwelling in tbe midst of a froc people and knows the pro-
cess of voting; ho knows the machinery by which it is
necessary to avait himself of that privilege and I have no
doubt ho will look after himself in that respect. If the
Indian is intelligent enough to have the vote, ho ought
to know that much; ho ought to know that the privilege
is one that h. must make application for. Therefore, look-
ing at the matter, wbother from the standpoint of the intel-
ligent Indian who may viow this as a measure forced upon
him that ho has not asked for, and that may compromise
him in his relations with the Crown, or from the standpoint
of the less intelligent Indian, there is a necessity, in the
interest of the country, in the interest of the electorate, in
the interest of what is right and proper in thoso entitled to
the great privilege of casting a vote for those who make
the law under which they live, that they should be intelli-
gent enough to know what is conferred upon them, and to
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express the desire for it thomselves. Passing to the next
point of my proposal, it is that there shall be given such a
description of his separate holding as shall determine its
exact location. That ought to commend itself to any one
who looks at it as being obviously desirable. The clause to
which I propose to append this-though I leave that to the
discretion of the First Ministe-providos that a farmer's
property shall be described by the lot, the concession, and
so on-a description which is oasily made and understood.
You have the peculiarity again that these Indians dwell on
reserves, that many of these reserves will probably not be in
concessions, in numbered lots, that the Indians dwell upon
the reserves promiscuously, and thera is no way of
determining their location; so that if an Indian's name bc
put upon the list, and it will b in the Indian tongue, the
revising officer will have to give the best description he
can, and that description will bo totally inadoquate for any
one to investigate the right of any Indian to be put upon
the list, to determine whether ho has a holding or not. It
seems to me it is desirable, and the Bill itself contemplates
it, that there sbould be such a description of the separate
holdings of tbe Indiaus who claim to be put on the voters'
list, as wilil enable any one to detormine their exact
location. In order that this nay be accomplished, the
First Minister will probably have to get surveys and plans
made of the reserves, and some method will have to bc
devised by which a description such as is contemplated
here will be given. It will be no answer to that to say
that it will cause exponse, for above all things it is
necessary, if we are to have a list, that we should have a
pure list, and that any safeguard applied to prevent
improper naines being placed upon the voters' lists among
the whites should apply with equal, I will not say greater
force, to those who hitherto have not exercised that
right at all, who are living separately, in circumstances
and conditions peculiar to themselves. If there is absolute
necessity for a safeguard in the one case, there is absolute
necesbity for it in tbe other. I thon propose that the value
of the location upon which an Indian qualifies shall bc de-
termined by evidence under oath. I do not know that it is
requisite to make this special provision, because, if 1 under-
stood the First Minister rightly, evidence with respect to
other persons' propertics shall also be given under oath ;
but I have placed this in, so that there might not bu any
mistako. If the values of grants are to be detormined from
the testimony perhaps of the agent of the band, thon, I
think it is nothing but right and proper that the agent, in
giving his testimony, should give it under oath. I have
also added that the post office address shall bu given in the
public list. That is provided for with reference to other
classes, but as it is repeated in the case of farmers' sons,
although used in the earlier part of the clause, I thought it
well to place it in this connection. Ilaving made myself
understood, I will place this resolution in your hands, not
having filled in that it be inserted after a certain word in a
certain clause, though i am prepared to do that if left to
myself; but I am desirous of giving the First Minister the
opportunity h. wishes to have, of saying in which part of
the Bill it should find place, provided it should meet with
the acceptance of the committee.

Mr. DAWSON. The hon. gentleman advances as the
reason why the Indians should be compelled tu make appli-
cation before being allowed to vote is, that there are no asseess-
ment rolls in their reserves. Iri many parts of Ontario there
cre no assessment rolls? in many parts of the Province
the white people are in precisely the same position in this
regard as the Indians. There are districts where thore are
no municipalities, where there are no townships laid out, but
where there are, nevertheless, settlers entitled to vote and
who have hitherto enjoyed the franchise. Why make a
rule for Indians which would not apply to white people
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placed in very much the same circumstances ? The rule
should apply equally, if made to apply at all. The hon.
gentleman has advanced statements in reference to circum-
stances reported to have taken place in Muskoka to the
prejudice of the Indians, such as that women dressed them-
selves up like men and voted after the men had voted. In
regard to very many elections, stories are brought up. Some
singular circumstance may have arisen to give a little
color to them, but I treat them all as a general rule as being
absolutely absurd, and I think this story, from what I know
of the Indians, is exceedingly absurd. I do not believe
any number of Indians could be got to do such a thing.
The poor people have enough against them without bring-
ing up little ridiculous stories of elections and things of
that sort. I have been looking over the census of
Indians in Ontario and making a sort of calculation about
the number of wild Indians and the number that are settled
on reserves. According to the statement in the blue books,
according to the census taken by the Indian Department,
there are between 15,000 and 16,000 Indians in Ontario alto-
gether. It is not an overestimate to say, that at least 5,000
or 6,000, perhaps 7,000 of these Indians are still wild
Indians in the forest, not living on reserves, not having
houses, but living the wild life of hunters, so that they
would not come under the Act at all. All that would
come under the Act would be 7,000 or 8,000, or I
shall say 10,000. Let us take 10,000. How many
voters. would there be in that 10,000 ? I do not suppose
that if all the people who could be called upon to
vote in that 10,000 were brought ont, there would be one in
seven; but supposing there were 1,300 or 1,500, is that
going to corrupt the whole electorate in Ontario ? It has
beon estimated here, since the discussion began, that there
will ho over 350,000 to 400,000 voters in Ontario. Are
they all to be corrupted and led astray by giving the fran-
chise to some 1,000 or 1,500 Indians. What a wonderfal
effect is this going to produce ? But it is to the principle I
look. Here are Indians that are to a certain extent civilized.
They build bouses, they live like other people, and surely
it is desirable to encourage them, but if this motion
carries, difficulty will be thrown in the way. There
will be much complication, surveys will have to bc made, the
Indians will have to take so many oaths, they must apply
for the right to vote and all that sort of thing. I do not
see that such difference should be made in their regard.
A great deal has been said about this being the only ins-
tance of Indian enfranchisement, that in the United States
nothing of the sort ever occurred. Well a fow days ago
I was reading up some returns of the United States, and I
feund that the Indians were enfranchised in some cases.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Living on reserves ?
Mr. DAWSON. Yes, living on reserves. I find that

Mississippi, in a statute of 1829, extended all the imma-
nities and franchises of white persons to Indians
and declared them competent witnesses where white
men would be so. So that we do not exactly take the
initiative in this. It bas been tried before and I have never
heard that any great evil resulted from it. I would be
very glad, as far as I am concerned, to agree with my bon.
friend in anything that is at all reasonable, because ho for
one bas always Eeemed to me to take a warm interest in
the advancement of the Indians, but this proposition of his
would be se complicated a matter that i cannot give it my
support.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Of course Iunderstood that
the hon. member for Brant was going to oppose, and would
oppose, the Indian franchise at a subsequent stage of this
Bi. When ho mentioned, however, that ho was going to
move an amendment in committee, I said that of course ho
would have every opportunity of doing so. It is a matter
of but little in portance what clause this may be attached to,Mr. DAWsON,

so that it does not interfere with the symmetry of the Bill,
if it should be adopted. I hope, however, that it will not
be adopted. I think the hon. gentleman will see that, if
an Indian on a roserve is to have the franchise under the
conditions which have already been agreed to in this Act,
ho should have it unshackled by anything which would
draw an invidions distinction between him and bis brother
of the white race. The moment it is admitted that the red
man should be allowed to vote, there should be as little dis-
tinction as possible drawn. It would only be a cause of
irritation and a mark of inferiority planted upon their
brows by an assembly like this, composed altogether of
white mon. I think that the provision in the Bill which
was already adopted after very long discussion, quite suf-
ficiently meets the view of the hou. gentleman without stamp-
ing inferiority on the Indian. Under the qualifying clause,
tho Indian, as a person having the necessary property or
other qualification, has the right to vote. Under the dis.
qualifying clauses, it is provided that Indians in Manitoba,
British Columbia, Keewatin and the North-West Territories,
and any Indian on any reserve elsewhere in Canada who is
not in possession and occupation of a separate and distinct
tract of land in such reserve shall not be allowed to vote.
The hon. gentleman wants the reserve to be survoyed, laid
out in lots, and numbered, I take it, and that the parties
living on the reserve should be altogether disqualified until
that expensive process is gone through. If the Indian has
a distinct and separate tract of land marked off, with his
louse and improvements upon it, I think that is all that
can be required. The Indian is obliged to prove his quali-
fications, and to prove that he comes within the Act, the
same as a white man. Ho is obliged to go before the revis-
ing officer, and, in case the revising officer is not a judge,
there will be an appeal from his decision. There is already
a difference in the clause as against the Indian compared
with the white man. If the white man bas a separate and
distinct tract of land of which he is the occupant, and that
is of a certain value, ho has the right to vote. But the
Indian in such a case has not the right to vote.
The value of the distinct tract of land is not
taken into account at all in regard to the Indian.
I have regretted in one aspect being induced to put that in
tl*Bill, because it is a mark of distinction between the
white man and the Indian. If the white man has a vacant
lot and he is the occupant or the owner of that lot, although
there are no improvements whatever on it, if it is of the
value of $150, ho bas a vote; but, in consequence of the
strong arguments, the strong expression of opinion of many
gentlemen on the other side of the House, that, in conse-
quence of the tribal relations, and in consequence of the
reserve belonging to the whole tribe and not to any indivi-
dual Indian, and because no portion of it was alleged to
belong to the individual Indian, the distinction was drawn
against the Indian when compared with the franchise of the
white man; because it is provided that no Indian is qualified
who is not in possession and occupation of a separate and
distinct tract of land in such reserve, and whose improve-
monts on such separate tract are not of the value of $150.
The land on which he as his bouse, on which ho has bis
improvements, bis cattle, fences and stables, is not to be
taken into account at all, and ho must have not only a dis-
tinct holding but improvements belonging to himself of
the value of $150. I think it woild be exceedingly unwise,
if we are going to give the franchise to the Indians
at all, that we should draw any further invidious distinction
between the white man and the Indian. It would decidedly
be a grievance in the mind of the Indian; he would feel it
as such; and I would say to my hon. friend that I am quite
sure that this provision will be folt in his own riding teobe
rather an affront offered by the hon. gentleman to the
Indians. I do not believe that the hon. gentleman has any
such feeling. I bolieve, however, that ho ha an exaggerated
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opinion in his own mind about the danger of the Indian
vote without these checks ; but I can assure the hon.
gentleman, and I think the majority of the House on both
aides will agree with me, that there is a sumffoient protec-
tion now, and that it would be felt as an annoyance, an
insult perhaps, and a grievance to the Indians to have a
further distinction drawn against them. I took occasion
some time ago to speak on this subject to Mr. Plummer,
whom I bave no doubt the hon. gentleman knows, a very
old officer of the Indian Department, who is highly
respected by everyone who knows him, and whom I should
be very sorry to see the Department lose, though perhaps
we shall have to, for he is an elderly man now. He has
been inspector for very many years, and ho knows nearly
all the resorves in the Province of Ontario. I asked him
about this matter, and ho wrote me as follows:

i SIR,-As regards the question of the title under which the Indians
hold the lands they occupy. The reserve occupiel by the Mohawks of
the Bay Cf Quinté has been sub-divided into lots and concessions, and
each Indian of proper age has been located or allotted by the band in
council for at least one lot, averaging from 50 to 150 acres, on which ha
resides with his family. These several claims have been entered into a
book which are recognised and confirmed by the Department. Some of
these Indians have been in possession of their lands and homestead,
from father to son, for nearly 100 years, and as they have complied with
the regulations of the Department, and the provisions of the soveral
Indian Acte, no power can legally dispossess them. The Six Nation
Indians hold their lands in the samee manner as that of the Mohawks of
the Bay of Quinté, and the sane may be said of all the other Indians in
the Provinces of Ontario and Quebec, as well as those of the Lower Pro-
vinces. Most of the Indians in the Upper Provinces bold their lands not
only by right of allotment by the several bands in council, as provided
under the 17th section of the Indian Act, but they also hold location
titles as provided by the 18th section. Al of the Indians here referred
to have not only the undisputed right to hold their lands while they
live, but the right to devise the same by will, provided it be to a relative
not further removed than a second cousin. To aIl intente and purposes
the Indian is the absolute owner of his land (although he cannot sell it),
and no power onearth eau awfully dieposses thimh"

That is really the situation of these Indians. By a uniform
practice amounting to law, from father to son, they do hold
their land by a much more than the occupancy that whites
are allowed to vote upon. I have received a very interesting
letter from Dr. Jones, who is one of the chiefs of the Six
Nation Indians, and who is a very intelligent man. le
writes me thus:

"HAGEBOVLLE, 30th May, 1885

tM n DA fr akRiN,-I should have written to yousome tim e isgBi
thank you for making the Indian a 1 peion ' in the Franchise Bill.
Other affairs, bowever, have prevented me from performing my duty,

"&I now thank you, on the part of the ' Grand Conncil o Ontario,' of
which body I am secrelary, and at the meeting in 'eptenmber lait the
vice-president, Chief Solomon Jones, introduced the subject, having
previously given me notice by the encloEel letter, which kindly return
to me. The matter was fully, and, I must say, ably, diacussed, and the
unanimous decision of the council was that the time had arrived when
we should insist upon arepresentation or voice in the Dominion Parlia-
ment. I was instructed to take action in the matter, and air. Plummer is
able to show the nature of my il-as and work. This council was com-
poeed of delegates from nearly every reserve in Ontario.

" I now, as head chief, thank you ou the part cf my own band, the
Mlssissaguas of the Credit, who, in council, have heartily and witb
cheere approved of the step the Government are taking.

" I now thank you on the part of the memory Of my father and on the
part of myself, as for many years we advocated and urged this step as
the one most likely to elevate the aborigines to a position more ap-
proaching the independence of the whitee.

" There is not an Indian in this neighborhood, there is not a Conser-
vative, but what approve of the noble stand you have taken in this
affair, in spite of the bitter opposition you are meeting with in the
House, and I have spoken te several Reformera who also approve of the
measure, so that the 'seething excitement ' has not reached this part
of the Province where the Indians are so well known.

" There is one feature of the debate of a personal character in respect
to myself and my band, and a reply to which [ think is due by me
through yeu to the House.

« I refer to the remake made by Mr. Mille on Thursday lait, that the
payment of a claim urged laist year by my band, wa made ta influence
our vote@santicipating this Franchise Bill.

" Allow me to say, dear air. that my band are fully aware of every
cent we have invested with this Government, that we know the exact
amount of interest it bears, and that w3 are not receiving sny bounty
or support from the Government more than what we have earned by the
sale and surrender of our lands, and far more than this interest do we
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expend yearly l aour local municipal tax and in the purohase of dutiable
goods, the revenue upon which goes back to you to support tbe
Dominion Qoverument.

Iy baud aiseknow perfectly well that even if the vote were not by
ballot and nine-tenths of tbem should vote the Reform ticket, It eould
by no possibility affect our financial standing with the Government. But
as nine-tenthe eau and do read the newspapers, there le everyprobabi.
lity that they will come to the conclusion to cast their votes agZot the
party which is not holding meetings fro one end of the Province to the
other with the exeress purpose of degrading the character of the Indian
lu the eyes of the people and to raise a political excitement to deprive
us of our just dues. This is rather a long letter, Sir John, but you
have been seo accustomed to lengthy harangues in the Bouse upon this
subject that I hope the Ove minutes' views of an Indian will be eccept-
able and not make you 'tired.

I am, my dear Sir John,
"Your obedient servant,

"Sir Jolix A. MoDoNAiLD, Q .
"K.C.B., &c., &c., &c.,

"Ottawa.

M. LISTER. It is not very diffcult to see that the
gentleman who wrote this letter is a strong supporter of
the Conservative party. The letter which the First Min.
ister bas read from Mr. Plummer, of the Indian Depart.
ment, professes to givo a legal opinion, but as that gentle.
man is not a lawyer and probably knows very little about
law regulating the holding of real property, we can easit
understand how much value that opinion is entitled to. f
the Indian tribes are the highly intelligent body that the
First Minister would have us believe, I ask him, as i have
asked him before in this House, why is it that ho does not
sever all connection between the Government and the
Indian? Why is it that in the face of his own announce.
ment, in the face of the statements made by his followers
in this House, that the Indians of this country are the
intelligent class ho represents them to be-why is it that
ho does not entrust them with the entire control and man.
agement of their own affairs ? Why is it that ho continues
to hold the Indians of this country in a soit of bondage?
Why is it that ho doos net give to these peop'e who are so
intelligent, so fit te exorcise the franchise, ard to exorcise it
croditably-why is it that ho bas not given those Indians
the lands which hoesays belongs to them, ai d over which
this Governmont has no control ? IHow is it, Sir, that the
Governient of the day continuo tr> be the custodians of the
monoy bolonging to the Indian tribes of this country ? If
this money belongs to them, why does this Government con.
tinue to keep control of it, and from year to year dole out to
them the miserable pittance that the ludians receive. Ouly
five short years ago the First Minister, who has read that
letter to-day with such unction, in his report statod that
the Indians were not fit to attempt the simplest duties of
municipal government, and yet to-day ho stands up and
tells us that in five short years the Indians, who were thon
not fit to exorcise or enjoy the simplest forme of municipal
government, are now so far advanced that they are capable
of exercising intelligently the highest priviloge of free men.
I say that people who look at his statements made thon,
and the statements he makes to-day, will draw thoir own
conclusions as to the motive of the hon. gentleman in intro-
ducing this Bill. He knows very well that the Indian
tribes of this country are under his thumb to-day through
his agents from one end of the country to the other. My
hon. friend from Algoma (Mr. Dawson) hi a made himsielf,
since this diecussion commenced, the particular champion
in this country of the Indians, and do we believe the hon.
gentleman is animated by purely disinterested motives, or
does ho hold letters similar to the eone which the irst
Minister has read to-day, aesuring him that if the Bill
passes the votes of the enfranchised Indians will be cast for
him ? Sir, it has been pointed out in this House that it
is improper to give the Indians a vote in the
condition of semi-slavery in which they are living.
It was pointed out that the Indians are wards of the Gov-
ernment, that they have not taken upon themIelves the
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rights and liabilities of free men, that they cannot enter they shah apply te the revising officer to be placed upon the
into contracts which are binding upon them, that they have list, i person. If necessary, let the revising officer himself
no right to dispose of their lands or of the timber or miner- go to the reserve, se as to give the Indians as littie trouble
als upon them, that they cannot make leases without the as possible; but if wo are going te give the Indians a great
consent of the Government, that they have no control of privilege, it la but fair te ask that they shoLld apply for it.
the money in the hands of the Government, that, in a word, If an Indian agent desires to act dishonestly he has every
they are directly under the influence, control and power of epportunity to do se. The is no chance for people out.
the Government. The proposition te enfranchise Indians side of the reserve to satîsfy themselves as to whether the
under these circumstances is a monstrous one, and one Indians are entitled te be placed on the roll or not. That is an
which I believe would never have emanated from any man unfair position te take, that the Indian agent,the Government
in Canada except the First Minister. The Indians have of the day, from whor the Indians expect every advantage.
never asked for the franchise. The letter we have just The Government, if we are to judge by the reports we read,
heard read, purporting te be from an Indian chief, is the has extended to différent tribes of Indians throughout the
first intimation the louse has had that the Indians desire country favors-because I can cali them by ne other word
the franchise. The letter itself proves that the man who -in the shape of seed grain, and Pe on. These are the men
wrote it is a partisan, and is an assurance to the First the Government propose to enfranchise, and without giving
Minister that whatever Indian votes may be cast, they wiil the white mn cf the community the opportunity ef seeing
be cast upon his side, and will have the effect of destroying whether they are entitled to votes or net. We are giving
the votes of the free tax-paying citizens of Canada, which ia those Indians a privilege. They are different from white
la itself a wrong and injustice on the people. It will have men, and they cannot be expected te be deait with the
the effect of destroying, te a certain extent, public opinion. same as white men. If they were there would bc ne diffi.
If, however, the Indians are sufficiently intelligent cuity about it; we weuld knew on what lande they live.
te exercise that high right, if they are in a The Firat Miniater decided, howcver, that the Indian should
position te be placed on an equality with white be equal te the white man, se far as the vote is cencerned,
people, then it was the duty of the Government te have but less than the white man in everything else which con-
severed the bonds which bind them te the Government, and stitutes manhoed in this country. 1 believe siucerely that
in word and deed make them a free people, and place them the enfranchisement cf the Indians will work most disad-
in a position te exercise the franchise freely, withont coer. vantageeusly te ther. firetofore they have been the
cion or influence on the part of the Government or its wards cf the Geverament, ne matter what Government was
ofmlcers. But te say that the Indians shall have the fran- in power, but the moment yu extend the franchise
chise, when they are existing in a condition such as I have te them yen render them hable te ail the allure-
attempted te describe, is a proposition se bad that I do net ments and degrading influences which can be brought
believe any other public man in the whole of Canada except into elections. The moment they vote in a body.
the First Minister, would have proposed it te a Parliament that moment yen make them the enemies cf one portion cf
such as this. I repent that the Indians have net asked for the cemmunity cf this country, if it la proved that the
the franchise. We are proposing te entrust a high privilege Indians cf Canada throw their influence in favor cfoe
on a body of people which they have not sought. You are party, it must create a feeling cf hostility townrda them, se
about te give them something they will not appreciate, far as a large portion cf the people are concerned. Ifyou
which will be little availed of, and which if exercised, will give them the right te vote it must nimately resuit in
be exercised under the influence of the Government's their being put on the ame footing as other citizena cf the
minions. The Government have displaced Liberal Indian country. The system which we have had lu force for yeara
agents and bave appointed Conservatives in their places, must be abdished, and if the Indians exercise the right cf
and we know now the object with which that was done franchise they must assume the rights of citizenship,
The Indian, though he be enfranchised, is no more a freeinstead cf being taken care cf under the parental system
man than were the slaves in the Southern States, and it which 15 11w iforce. Lt will ba the destruction cf the
would have been just as proper te have given votes te the system which has been in existence in the puat; it wil
African slaves of the South as te give it te Indians, have the eflcct of wiping out entirely the Indian population
in their present condition of bondage. If, however, cf the country, for if we are te believe the Firat Miuister's
you are bound te give the vote te the Indians, then every own reports for years paat, the effect cf doing that and
proper precaution should be taken that they will properly giving them their preperty wouid be thaL it would be
exercise that privilege. The Indian pays no taxes and squandered, Lnd we would have a large number cf paupers
does net contribute in any way te the Government; he dépendent ou the Geverument. I think the anendment of
pays no taxes te municipalities; he las no responsibilities; the heu. member for Brant is a reasenabieoeeluevery
the white people have little knowledge as te the Indians particular, seeing that we have determined te give the
locations and know little about them. It is but fair, there- Indian the riglt te vote.
fore, that the Bill should provide that they shall exercise
the franchise in a proper manner. The Indians live on Mr. MULOCK. Lt la with some feeling cf regret that I
reserves, and little is known about their lands. Is it net a flud that the Indian question has broken eut again, with
fair proposition to say te the Indiansthat if you want this tho prebability, ifit should get jute full swing, that it wilI
right yo must apply for it, state on what land you live, hava a good swing; and if it is possible in any way te flnd
and state what improvements you possesq, before being a solution cf this question, and te avoid any longer dia-
placed on the voters' list? The First Minister says nocussien cf a quetieu whi -h has been fuliy discusaedalready,
such application shall be necessary. In fact, the Indian but upon which, I dare say, a graat deai stili romains te be
agent, living on the reserve, controlling the Indians, said, I think h wih be tecgeneral advnntage cf the cor-
shall be the man te go to the returning officer and mittco and thc Lieuse. Bin. members on thia side have
say te him that such and such Indians are entitled topeintd eut to %ic comnittce ou severat occasions the
vote. No one knows anything about the matter except peculiar relations which the tribal Indian occupies towards
the Indian agent, and unless at very great trouble, it will the Governmet, and atrong peints have been made te the
be impossible te verify the statements of Indians asking teeffect that the Inian wihl net be free, whenhi given the
be placed upon the voters' list. Is it net a fair proposition franchise, te exercise it as hoewouid wish, that he will be
te say, when you are giving the Indians what you call aunéer govermental control tlrougl the Indian agents. In
great privilege, that if they desireto avail themselves of it order te meet that objection 1 drafted an ameudment, which

thyshlrapy othLevsngofie t e lce po h
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I will take the liberty of submitting for the consideration of
the committee:

Than any person being an agent within the meaning of "the India-i
Act of 1880, '1and who, either directly or indirectly, eeks to induce or
compel anyperson being an Indian orof part Indian blood, and qualifiad
to vote only in respect of personal property forming part of a reserve,
as dtfiaed by said Act, to vote or refrain from voting at any election of
a member of the council, shall be guilty of a misdemeanor, and if found
guilty thereof, shall be punished by a fine not exceeding $200, and Ly
,mprisonmenlt for any term .ot exceeding six months, with or without
ha-d labor, and shall not be entitled to hold any office or place of
emolumenit in theappointment of the Governor or of the Superinten-
dent General of Indian Aflairs, for a period of two years from the date
of his conviction.
1 think it is due to any Governmont that they should give
it clearly to be understood by the agent that ho has no
authority from the Government to interfere, and tho best
way to secure neutrality on the part of the agent, or one of
the best ways, is to make him punishable, personally, for any
breach of duty and to endanger the office which gives him
his authority. Some hon. members may think that the pre-
sent law sufficiently meets the case, that his interference
would be construed by the courts as undue influence, and
that the election in which ho so interfered would be voided.
But such is not theblaw. It is necessary toestablish agency
in order to have undue influence as an element in voiding
an election. But theIndian agents, and all agents appointed
by this Government, will, of course, be intelligent mon;
they will be shrewd enough to connect themselves with the
candidate, and thus the general eloction law would not meet
their case. By the provision of this amendment it will
not nccessitate any petition in order to reach the agent, but
it provides a summairy way, by which any charge against him
may be invostigated. I think, also, that a provision of this
kind icorporated in the Bill will bo approciated by the
Indians themEelves. It will, I think, help to secure the purity
of an election in which they are a factor, and will, to a cer-
tain extent, be an answer to that portion of the argument
which says that the Indians will be under the agent's con trol.

Mr. McCALLUM. Is itanamendment to the amendment?
Mr. MULOCK. Since My hon. friend from Monck (Mr.

McCallum) has asked me whether it is an amendment to
the amendment or not, I may say that I intended to move
it as a substantive motion, and when I rose it had not
occurred to me that an amendment was put in. So, under
the circumstances, I suppose I shall have to leave it to some
othcr hon. member to move at a later stage.

Sir JOHN A. M&CDONALD. The hon. gentleman
was good enough to show me the amendment ho intended
to move, and to state that ho was going away, and there.
fore ho asked me to look over it. I fancy, if the agent
exercised undue influence, under the election law, as it
stands now, that infnuence would be held to be undue, most
likely. Sti, there is, perhaps, a good deal 'n what the
hon, gentleman states, that there might be a difficulty in
tracing that the influence used by the agent was ini any
way used by him as agent of the candidate in whose favor
the Indians were solicited to vote. I quite agree that an
Indian agent ought not to exorcise any of' the influ-
ence his office gives. My experience of the Depai t-
ment has been, however, that the Indian agent, as a
general rule, has no influence; the Indians set themselves
against him; they like to show their independence of him.
I think the hon. member for Bothwell, who held the office I
hold, must know that one of the chief nuisances of the office
is that the Indians always kick against the agents, and
aiways appeal against them. There is naturally a supposi-
tion among those who are not so much behind the scenes as
myself that the Indian agent exorcises influence over the
Indians. He ought not to exorcise political influence, I
admit; I go with the hon. gentleman thus far; and if the
hon. gentleman leaves his motion, as hoesays ho will, in the
hands of the Chairman, I will see that it shall be fully dis.

cussed. Speaking on the flrst impression, I an in favor of
the clause. It ought, however, to ba in the eloction law,
and not in this Franchise Act. il>wever, thoro may be no
objections to calm the apprehensions of the bon. gentlemgn
by putting it into this Act; and at the subsequent consoli.
dation of the statutes it can bo put in its right place,
Without stating that I support the rosolution, I must can.
didly state that my impression just now is In favor of some
such clause as that.

Mr. McCALLUM. I do not wish to detain the come
mittee any lengtb of time on this question. I listened to the
speech of the Ion. gentleman, in which ho used just the
same arguments that I hoard him use sovon weeks ago. I
do not intend to discuss this Indian claueo, only I ara sur.
prised that theb on. momber for South Brant (Mr. Paterson)
should have moved the amondment ho did. Knowing
that ho is a fair-minded man, and that ho has always taken
an intorest in the Indians of this country, I do not see why
ho should take this occasion to discriminate against the red
man as against his white brother. The revising omcer is
sworn to do bis duty botweon man and man, and are we to
suppose that ho is going to perju himself. If the bon.
gentleman's amendmont carried, the revising offoer, if It
came to his knowledge that an Indian had any amount
of property, could not put him on the list, unless the
Indian went to him and requested hirm to do it. That is
not the case with the whitu man, and I do not see why
the hon. gentleman should want to discriminate against
the red man. Probably ho dîd not see the bearing of hise
amondmont. Fuarther, ithas been said by the hon. momber
for West Lambton (Mr. Lister) that the Indians do not
pay taxes. The Indians do pay taxes on all the dutiable
goode they consume, just as much as the white man.
Therefore, thoro is no reason for discriminating against
him on that ground. In the county of Haldimand, which
adjoins my constituency, there is quite au Indian settle.
ment, and I am satisfied that the revising officer will have
no more trouble in placing those Indians on the lst than
any other portion of the clectors. Of course, I cannot speak
for the county of Brant; but I hope this amendment will
not pass, because it would b an unjust discrimination
against these mon. If a man has the proporty qualifica.
tion ho should have a vote. I do not know why thie
amendment is brought up now, if it is not for obstruction;
I do not wish to accuse the hon. member for South Brant of
obstruction, but it looks very much like it. The hon. gentle.
man says you are forcing on the Indian a thing ho doos not
want. I do not see that it does the Indian any harm to put
his name on the list; you only treat him in the same wa y
as you do is white brother; but by the hon. gentleman's
amendment, il it passes, you will force the Indian to go to
the rovising offIcer and demand personally that his name
ho put upon the list, or otherwise ho will be disqualifled.
That would be the effect of the hon. gentleman's amend-
ment. I do not think the hon. gentleman himseolf saw the
injustice it would do to bis red brother by his amondment.

Mr. MILLS. The hon, gentleman is very much afraid
of wounding the Indian's feelings, of exciting his hostility,
of awakening in his mind feelings of resontment towards a
certain class of the white population for discriminating
against him. What bas been the character of ail the logis-
lation in this louse on the subjeet of the Indians ? Take
the case of selling liquor to an Indian. The bon. gentle-
man may stop up to the bar and take his glass of whiskey,
but if an Indian chief were to do the same thing the party
who sells or gives the liquor to the Indian would be taken
up and fined $50. The hon. gentleman bas supported that
kind of legislation. Does ho propose to abolish it? Doos
ho propose to put the Indian on the same fo ting as ho holds
himselfin that respect ? How is it that the bon.gentleman
bas been himself voting for discriminating, if ho is in favor of
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putting the Indian on the same footing as the white man
in this respect ?

Mr. McCALLUM. I am in favor of giving the Indian
all the rights we have already conceded to him under this
Bill, and yon are not, at this stage, going to take them
away. We have decided to enfranchise the Indians, and by
a side wind you want to take his name off the list.

Mr. MILLS. The hon. gentleman is perfectly willing to
give the Indian a vote, to treat him in this particular as a
white man, so long as he will vote the Tory ticket; other-
wise, he is not so disposed to treat him as a white man, and
he is not afraid of offending the Indian by discriminating
against him. If you propose to deal with the Indian as an
ordinary citizen, to do away with the discrimination that
exist between him and the white man, to impose upon him
the full responsibilities of citizenship, the hon. gentleman is
opposed to that. He wishes to retain him as a ward of the
Government, butat the sametimeheinsists upon giving him
the electoral franchise. There are several things worthy
of consideration besides what the hon. gentleman bas said
about discrimination. If I remember rightly, the hon.
gentleman las, during this discussion, discriminated against
the Indians of British Columbia and Manitoba. It le true
many of the Indians of British Columbia are, perhaps, more
energetic and enterprising than those on this side of the
Rocky Mountains, but ho bas not besitated a moment to
declare that all the Indians of British Columbia shall be
disfranchised. They might not, be so useful to the Govern.
ment as the Indians near the capital, and tberefore it is not
necessary to confer on them the franchise; but as regards
the Indians of Ontario, Quebec, Nova bcotia and New
Brunswick, who are immediately under the influence
of the Government, it is of great consequence they
should have the right to vote, as otherwise the
existence of the Government might be put in
jeopardy. Now, I observe that the First Minister,
speaking on this subject, said he did not wish any
invidious distinction to be made, and that this amendment
would make an invidious distinction between the Indian and
the white man. But the hon. gentleman began by making
the distinction. He las provided in this very Bill, and in
the amendment ho proposed himelf, that the Indian shall
not vote merely for the value of his reservation; that bis
vote shall depend upon the valuation of the improvements
ho bas put upon the reservation. On that very matter the
hon. gentleman has made a distinction between the white
man and the Indian. Why ? Because he knows the Indian
has no such interest in the reservation as the white man bas
in the property he occupies. He knows, notwithstanding
what he read from Mr. Plummer, that the title to the Indian
reservation is in the Crown and not in the Indian; and
it is on the value of the Indian improvements he proposes
to give the Indian the franchise. But most of the improve-
mente upon which the Indians will qualify are improvements
made by the Government. Take almost any 1lndian band
in the west : their lande have been divided amongst them;
location tickets have been issued by the Superintendent Gen-
eral; bouses have been built, not by the Indians but by the
Government, out of the Indian funds which bave been pro-
vided by the sale of these Crown lands reserves for the In-
dians, and there would practically be no difference between
giving the Indian a vote on the value of the land he occu-
pies, and giving him a vote on the value of the improve-
ments which have been made, not by him, but for him, by
the Superintendent General.

Mr. McCALLUM. Was it not done out of his own
money?

Mr. MILLS. If it be their own money, why are not the
Indians allowed to manage their own affaire? If he is to
obtain a veo, why is he not allowed to use his own money

Mr. MMLL.

in his own way ? If a white man comes into the possession
of property which he bas not purchased by his own labor
and his own industry, and is not competent to look after it,
he loses it, and with it loses his vote. The hon. gentleman
knows that if the Indian were allowed to control his own
property he would not hold it, and would not have a vote.
Therofore, he will not allow him to eontrol it, but gives him
only nominal possession of it, and allows him to vote on
property held by the Crown for him and over which he as
no control. The hon. gentleman says it is not fair to put
the Indian in a different position from the white
man. Why, suppose an Indian rents part of is
holding to another Indian, or to a white man, with
the consent of the Superintendent General, what does
the law provide ? That law which the hon. gentle-
man himself put upon the Statute Book provides that
unless the Indian farms what he retains in a satis-
factory manner, the rents which are derived from the portion
of land he as transferred to a tenant for the time
being shall not go to him, but to the band to which he belongs.
So that, although the hon. gentleman professes to be o
anxious not to wound the feelings of the Indian, and so
anxious to protect the interests of the Indian, yet he treats
the Indian, so far, as a more serf to the Government, that
ho will not allow him to receive the rents of lands ho has
placed in the bands of a tenant, unless he cultivates well
the part he retains for bis own use. I observe the hon.
member for Algoma (Mr. Dawson) went on to state that
the Irdians in the United States were treated as white men.

Mr. DAWSON. I instanced one State.
Mr. MILLS. The Indian in the United States, before he

can exorcise the right of citizenship, must break with his
tribal relations, must ask to have conferred upon him the
responsibilities of an ordinary citizen, and when ho bas
done so be is in alt respects dealt with precisely as any
other member of the community. That is precisely what
we have provided in our Indian Act. We say that upon cer-
tain conditions he may be emancipated, that he may apply
to the Superintondent General, and when ho is enancipated
and receives his own portion of the reserve or allotment
belonging to his band, ho thon las his own property
under hie own control, ho is liable to taxation, hoeis capa-
ble of entering into a contract, ho may sue and be sued-he
has, in fact, all the responsibilities of an ordinary citizen;
and if ho las not the capacity of looking after his own pro.
perty he must lose it, as any other person would. Such an
Indian is entitled to the elective franchise now. There is
no objection to his then exercising it; if he shows he has the
capacity of managing bis own affairs, we say let him be
enfranchised, but so long as he is the ward of the Govern-
ment, under the control of the Government, we say that the
franchise should not be conferred upon him. The com-
mittee have agreed that it shall. We have the next stop in
the proposition of my hon. friend. He proposes that before
yon confer the elective franchise on the Indian, or put his
name on the votera' list, he shall apply in person. If he is
interested in becoming a voter ie will do so; if he is not,
the public will derive no advantage, nor will it be a gain to
himself to have his name on the list. How is it with the
white population? Their names are on the asasesment
roll; the revising officer takes the name of a white
man from the assessment roll. The Indian is not
assessed, he pays no taxes, hie i not under municipal
control, you do not know what his property is worth, and
you have not the ordinary means of information in his case.
I hold, therefore, he should be obliged, personally, to apply
to the revising officer to have his name an the roll, and to
give such a description of his praperty as will enable any
one to identify it so as to ascertain its value. That is only a
necessary security against fraud, against the votera' rol
being stuffed with names of parties that should not be there
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at all, even under the law as you propose to make it. The
Firet Minister referred to the letter of Mr. Plummer, and it
seemed to me a very extraordinary thing that an hon,
gentleman who is at the head of the Govern ment, who was
for many years Minister of Justice, and who claims, and has
asserted again and again, that ho is a great constitutional
lawyer, should quote the opinion of a man who is not a
lawyer at all on the subject of the Indian's title to his pro-

y. That is what the hon. gentleman did. He read a
etter from Mr. Plummer, assuring the House that the

Indians who reside upon certain lands own those lands, that
those lands are as much the proporty of the Indian as
the land of a white man is his property. That is not the
theory of our law, or the principle upon which we have
proceeded. On the contrary, if the Indiana abandon their
claim to any property it je tho Crown that makes the title
to any party who purchases. There is no title, or recogni-
tion of valid title, so far as the Indians are concerned. But
this is a matter of no special consequence in this case. If
the Indian has a title to his property let it be acknowledged,
the same as in the case of a white man. If an Indian is
competent to vote hle is cômpetent to take care of his
own affairs. Give him hie property, mark it out for him,
acknowledge his right to his property, and let him do with
it as ho pleases. If he is competent to take care of it he
will exercise the franchise, the same as any other member of
the community. But you do not deal with him in that way.
You say: You shall not be responsible for your debts, you
shall not be liable for any contract you may make, you shall
not be subject to taxation, you shall fnot be subject to military
service, or to serve on any jury; upon you shall devolve
none of the duties of citizenship; and yet this man,
who pays no taxes and bears no share of the public
burdon, is to be called upon to take his share in
the government of the nation; the man who is ot compe-
tent to direct his own affaire, you say, is to be called upon to
take part in directing the affairs of the country. I do not
wish, nor do the white population of the country, generally,
wish to interfere with the Indian bands, or to disturb thoir
domestic concerne. We allow them to manage their own
local affairs in their own way, and so long as we do that,
and do not do away with the distinction between the Indian
and the rest of the population, we have no right to say that
distinction shall disappear in this Parliament, but shall
be continued in every other relation in life. The hon.
gentleman read a letter from an Indian chief, who
professed himself a very devoted supporter of the hon. gen tle-
man, and who declared that the Indiana of the Mississagua
band had a valid claim to the sum of momey the Govern-
ment had awarded them. The accuracy of this declaration is
extremely questionable. I think, in. the first place, that the
hon, gentleman acted in a highly improper manner in regard
to the claim of what is called the Mississagua band. What are
the factse? They claimed payment for property said to have
been surrendered to the Crown more than sixty years ago,
and that the Crown had never accounted for that property.
This question was before a Government of which the hon.
gentleman was a member, as early as 1858. Why did ho
not deal with it thon ? Why was it not disposed of at that
time ? Why was not the Indian claim acknowledged at
that time? But there was nothing of that sort don, and
now, eighteen or twenty years after the Union, he las
recognized the claim of that band to the amount of upwards
of 68,000. By what authority did he do that ? I say
ho had no authority for recognising any such claim. If
that claim was a valid claim it was a claim against the old
Provinces of Ontario and Quebec; it was the business of
those two Provinces to acknowledge it, before the hon.
gentleman did anything in the matter. He ought to have
eubmitted it to the Governments of those two Provinces, and
ought to have had their sanction, before he ocommunicated to
the Indians that they would be paid this $68,000. e bas

agreed to pay the Indians that sum. Does he suppose the
Governments of Ontario and Quebec will recognise his
right to make a charge against those two Provinces for a
claim of this sort ? I cannot suppose for a moment that ho
will do so, and I hold in my hand a speech made by the
Troasurer of Ontario, last winter, in which ho refers to this
subject, and in which h bsays:

" In fact, for upwards of sixty years this claim has remained in abey-
ance, and now we are presented with a claim of $L8,838 in prinoiple and
$51,834 in interest, payable to these Indiana. Well, I think itl is rather
extraordinary that we have not heard of this claim before, and then I
may say that it was only presented to us a few days before the meeting
at Ottawa in 0 tober laet. It seems to be a new discovery, and it wasi
recognised by the Goernment at Ottawa without any communication
with the Governments of the Provinces."
What are we to believe with regard to this ? The hon.
gentleman says it is a good claim. So far as I can gather,
the Govern ments of the two Provinces say it is not. Why
did the hon. gentleman recognise it at this moment? in my
opinion, the introduction of this Franchise Bill shows why
he proposed to confer upon the Indians the elective fran-
chise, and before thie elective franchise is conlerred upon
them it is very important to secure thoir good will, by
recognising a claim, upwards of sixty years old, for the sum
of nearly $70,000. The hon. gentleman read in that
letter that this was a meritorious claim. I am not
going into that question. It may or it may not be a
meritorious claim, but it is a very old one, and thero
has been great negligence on the part of the old Gov-
ernmont of Canada, which existed before the Union,
if this monoy bolonging to the Indians remainel in their
hands for so long a period unaccourntod for. But as to tho
effect of tho recognition of this claim threa can bu no
doubt whatever. The letter the hon. gentlemen road from
the Indian chief, and the letter I read to the iouse a few
days ago from another Indian chief, show how the Indians
regard the action of the hon, gentleman. The hon. gentle-
man would have us believe that these Indians are a highly
intelligent, a well-informed lus of the population, that
they are men of public enterprise and public spirit, and
that they are, therefore, qualified to exorcise bth elective
franchise, that it will tend te elevate thom, and to mako
theni a more selfreliant and more useful class of the popu.
lation than they have been hithorto. This is a very extra-
ordinary position for the hon. gentleman to take. IIe hsu
submitted to us a Bill which disfranchises upwards of
130,000 of the white population of this country, of the mon
who now possess the elective franchise, and at the same
time that hE is declaring by his Bill that a large portion of
the white population, who now possess the franchise, are
not compotent to exorcise it, ho proposes to confer the elec-
tive franchise upon an Indian population, that have not shown
themselves capable of managing the most ordinary concerns
of life. The hon. gentleman has dealt with the Indian popu-
lation in a vory extraordinary way. He at first proposed to
embrace the entire Indian population, from Vancouver
Island to Halifax, but hoefound that ho could not confer the
franchise upon them in the face of public opinion. There
was groat danger of losing a larger number of white sup-
porters than ho would get from the ranks of the red mon,
and therefore he made bis Bill somewhat less extensive;
ho confined the franchise to those Indians residing within
the older Provinces of the Dominion. Sir, are these Indians
self-relient men ? Do they manage their own affairs? Do
they exhibitany of those habits of life which show they are
likely to become intelligent and industrious citizes? Not
at all. A great majority of them receive, every spring,
seed grain and gardon soeds, in order that they may pro-
duce, in part, the means of subsistence. If theso Indian
refuse to vote for the amendment they may get lees. They
are dependent upon the Government, who may distribute
as little or as much as they please. If they fail to give to
the Government the support that is expected, the Superin
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tendent General bas it in bis power to withhold from the
Indians the usual annual contribution, and ho therefore
bas the means of coercing them into voting for the Govern-
ment.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). The First Minister was
bound to have proposed, if lie does not approve of my
amendment, some plan whereby the difficulty that I pro-
Sosed to obviate might ho got over in some other way.

he only reply ho las made is that ho does not approve of
the amendment, because it draws invidious distinctions
between the Indian and the white man. If there are
any invidious distinctions existing between them they have
been put upon the Statute Book of Canada by the First
Minister himself. To say that a proposition that the Indians
to whom it is proposed to give.the franchise shall be placed
upon the voters' list by making a personal application to
have it done, to say that it is placing him at a disadvantage,
as compared with other classes of the community that are
newly enfranchised, such as the wage-earners and others, is
absurd. Why, last Session the right hon. gentleman pro-
posed, and placed it on the statute book, that the Indian
might make a will, and if the will suited the pleasure of the
First Minister, when the Indian died bis property would go
to the person he willed it to; but if it did not suit the
pleasure of the First Minister, then the Indian should be
deemed to have died intestate. Is there not an invidious
distinction bore botween the Indians and other classes
of the community? HÎe put on the Statute Book that
the Indian may not have liquor sold to him or given
to him. You may call it invidious, or otherwise,
but there is a clear distinction drawn between him
and the white man, for the hon. gentleman has not yet
ventured to make it a penal offence for any one to sell or
give a glass of liquor to a white man. Why, Sir, the Statute
Book is full of distinctions crystallised into law by the hon.
gentleman himself. In the indian Act the hon. gentleman
says that the very land upon which the Indian shall qualify
he cannot dispose of without the consent of the Superinten-
dent General I do not care if ho is an educated Indian, the
most intelligent Indian on the reserves, ho is not at liberty
to lease the land that is given to bim. If ho be a minister,
a lawyer or a doctor, ho cannot lease bis land, but the
Superintendent General may lease it for bis benefit. I say
that when it is proposed, as ibis Bill proposes, to give to mon
so entirely deperdent upon the Government a vote, under
the control of agents appointed by the Government-I say
it is an indecent thing to propose that there should be' no
remedy, that there shall be nothing to prevent the Indian
agent, of hie own motion, handing in to the revising officer
a list of tly Indians placed on the reserves, and to have their
names entered on the voters' list. There is nothing te pro-
vent the agent going to the revising officer, and from bis pay-
roll giving the names of those Indians, with a description of
the holdings that will enable them to vote. You cannot
tell who the person is upon the roll; you cannot tell what
the Indian's property is upon which ho qualifies. Hon. gentle-
mon opposite say: Oh, it will necessitate the running of sur-
veys, that could not be got through in time for this election.
That was one of the great objections which the First Min-
ister saw. If thore bad to be a survey and a description
given of the iseparate holdings it might necessitate such
steps being taken in the way of surveys which would not
be completed in time for the Indian to vote in 1887. And
that is what the Government want the Indian vote for-
it is, above all things, to vote in 1887, for in that particular
year the Government think that, if ever they will need the
Indian vote to save themo from an outraged people, it will
b thon. I do not, however, ask that the Government shall
not avail themselves of the Indian vote at the next election.
My motion does not go so far, but it simply provides that
there shall be a description gives of the Indian holdings.

Mr, MALLE,

It has been pointed out by the FirEt Minister, by a letter
from one of the Government's agents, that the Indians have
a system of land transfer among themsolves; that the trans.
fers are recorded in a book; but that book is controlled by
the Indian agent and is not open to public access. If elec-
tors went to the agent and asked to have access to that
book they would be denied. I want that book to be made
open, so that a description can be given of the different loca-
tions, as is done in the case of white men; bocause if this
is not done, I hold that the Indian vote is in the bands of
the Government and will be controlled by them. Am I to be
met and told that my proposition shall be voted down
because it draws an invidious distinction ? Am I to be told
that by the First Minister,who bas placed Acts on the Statute
Book by which the Indian is not allowed to lease his land,
make a will, who, if absent from his reserve, in the United
States, for five years, forfeits all rights in the land, who has
put such Acts on the Statute Book; and yet, forsooth, we
have to be told that my proposition is to b voted down,
because I have ventured to ask that the Indian shall be
allowed free agency in this matter of having his name
placed on the voters' list. I ask that the Indian shall not
be placed in a position in which the Governmont can place
his name on the roll without his consent, and I am not
afraid of what the First Minister suggested, that in my own
county the Indians would regard this proposal as an affront,
and consider I was drawing invidious distinctions. I have
very great doubt whether, in my own county, the Indians
will avail themselves of the privilege of voting. I have in
my hand a letter written by a gentleman of standing in
Haldimand, in which he states distinctly that the Indians
spoken to in regard to this matter of giving them the vote
said they did not want the vote and would not have it. I
believe that will be the case largely, and I have
reason to know that they will resent it. But if the
Indian agent eau go and place their names on the
list, without their consent, they will b compromised.
And then there might arise an agitation among the white
people, setting forth that the Indians, having claimed to be
placed on the list of voters, must bear their share of muni-
cipal taxation, must contribute to the county rates, and to
the cost of the administration of justice ; and thus there
will bo questions raised that should not be raised, and
feelings excited that have not been excited before ; and
that resuit is not in the interest of the Indians. My motion
asks that the Indians shall be consenting parties to having
their names placed on the voters' list, and that they them-
selves shall make a request to the revising officer to be so
entered. I do not propose that the Indians shall travel
miles in order to enter their names; but the revising
officer might, after proper notice, visit the reserves, for the
purpose of making up the 'voters' list. The First Minister
says we must not pass this amendment, because it will draw
invidions distinctions. That argument is nct worthy'the
attention of the committe. That the Indian property
should be described, as the property of white people is des-
cribed, is surely a fair proposition, and that evidence should
be given under oath as to the value of the improvements
is surely a fair proposition, and the same remark applies
to the suggestion that the post office àddress should be put
in the published list. ion. gentlemen opposite, when th3y
assume the responsibility of so dealing with the Indians,
cannot blame me for not having pointed out the danger
involved in proceeding to force on them a measure they do
not want. Why do 1 think they do not want it? Last
Session the First Minister introduced an Indian advance-
ment Ac, one which had been much enquired about since
1880. It was stated that the reorts of the Indian agents
went to show that the bands were not sufficiently advanced
to have a simple forma of municipal government among
themselves. Last year the First Minister placed on the
Statute Book an Act by whioh the more advanced Indians
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might avail themselves, with the consent of the Superin-
tendent General, of a simple form of municipal government.
The Six Nation Indians, in March last, met and considered
whether they should avail themselves of that privilege; and
they decided they would not do so at the present time. I
would be a recreant to their interest if I did not offer a pro-
posal that would save them from questions arising between
the whites and the Indians, by which the relations existing
might be disturbed. Is it not possible that the Indians will
never ask to be placed on the voters' list. If it be true,
that is the strongest reason why their names should not be
placed on the voters' list, contrary to their desire, why, in
fact, they sbould be left to exercise their own judgment.
And if Dr. Joues, the Credit Indians, or any other Indians,
desire to avail themselves of that privilege, and assume all
that it involves, voluntarily, all right. I do not oppose that,
but I ask that the Indians themselves should be consenting
parties.

Mr. MoCALLUM. They will be consenting parties
before they go to vote.

Mr. PATERSON. No; I tell the hon. gentleman
that I believe, with reference to many of these Indians,
unless their views bave changed, as I knew them, such are
their ideas of the peculiar relations which exist between
them and the Government of this country that they will
not vote, even if their names are put on the list, unless
pressure is brought to bear on them. But they are com-
promised by their names being put there, and I ask that
they should not be compromised. If it is simply an act of
justice to the Indian, why go a step further, and allow the
paid agent of the Government to put the Indian's name on
the roll. I object to it; I think the Indians will object to
it; I think the good sense of the committee will object to it,
and 1 think my motion should be allowed to prevail.

Mr. CHARLTON. I do not intend to delay the commit-
tee, but 1 wish to say a few words upon this question of
granting the franchise to the Indian while he retains his
tribal relation-not only granting the franchise to him but
thrusting it upon him. I hold that the course taken by the
Government in connection with the Indian clauses of this
Bill is utterly indefensible. The hon. member for Monck
says that the objection taken, that the Indian is not a tax-
payer, is not a valid objection, because the Indian is a tax-
payer by consuming goods subject to duty. I say that in the
same sense every white man in the Dominion of Canada, of
the full age of 21 years,'is entitled to a vote, because he con-
tributes to the revenue in the same way, and by this Bill
you are discriminating against the white man and in favor
of the Indian. The First Minister says it will not do to
make distinctions and differences between Indians and the
white men, in connection with the franchise, and that the
Indians will consider this an affront. Well, as the bon, mem-
ber for Brant bas pointed out, we do make distinctions and
differences in almost every paragraph of the legislation on
the Statute Book of this country, relating to Indian affaire.
We exempt the Indian from jury service, and from military
service; and yet the Indian, living in the tribal relation,
not liable to jury duty or military duty, the men of a tribe,
of a distinct organisation, a quasi nationality within the
bounds of this Dominion, is to have the franchise
lirust upon them. Now, what are the antece-
dents of the Indian, if we treat the question ethno-
logically. How long is it since the ancostors of the
Indians were barbarian. How far removed is he from
the condition in which the red men of Amorica were when
this country was discovered by the Europeans? How far
have they attained the position which mon should attain
before being entitled to the franchise. Sir, I wish to read
one page from Francis Parkman's work on the Jesuits in
North America, referring to the treatment of certain Jesuit
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missionaries by a certain tribe, whose descondants it is prou
posed to enfranchise.

Mr. MACMASTER. What year?

Mr. CHARLTON. The year 1642.
Mr. MACMASTER. That's a long time ago.
Mr. CHARLTON. Some time ago, I admit, but at that

time our anceostors wore civilised ; they wore worthy of being
entrusted with the franchise, and not only so, but our ances-
tors wero worthy of that privilege a thousand years ago.

Mr. IVES. How long is it since they burnt witches in
Massachusetts ?

Mr. CHARLTON. They may have done so, but they did
not commit the enormities which were committed by the
least barbarous and least cruel of the Indian tribes on this
continent not one hundred years ago. This extract refera
to the capture of certain Jesuit missionaries by the Mohawk
tribe at Three Rivers. (The hon. gentleman here quoted
from the work in question.) I do not claim that the
Mohawks of to-day would practice the barbarities which
wero practised, in 1642 on the Jesuit fathors ; but I do
claim that it may be doubted whether people descended
from the Mohawks, who wore one of the most advanced of
the Indian tribes, have attained that dogree of advance-
ment in civilisation which would fit them for the exorcise
of the franchise, and make them the peer of the Anglo.Saxons,
and especially to warrant us in entranchising them against
their will. Many of these people are pagans to-day; they have
their sun dances, their dog feasts, and their medicine feasts,
and they indulge in various pagan rites, even in Ontario.
The uniform usage in the United States with regard to the
Indians is one that we may very well profit by. I believe
that seo long as the Indian retains his tribal relations ho has no
right to ask for enfranchisement, and the supposition may
reasonably be, that ho has no desire for it. Although the
hou. member for Algoma (Mr. Dawson) has referred to the
fact that the State of Mississippi admits theo evidence of
Indians, so far as I know, both by the law of the Unito States
themselves and the law of every State; in that country, where
there is universal suffrage, where the nogro is enfranchised,
the uniform custom is that the Indian, in order to become a
citizen of the United States and to have the franchise, must
cease te be a member of an Indian tribe, must assume all
the duties of citizenship, must hold property in his own
name, and must be liable to be sued. I believe that is a
proper distinction to make, and 1 believe, if we enfranchise
the Indians in Canada in advance of this surreuder of their
tribal relations, we shal ho going too fast. The fitness of
the Indian, or of any descendant of a barbarous tribe of
people, for the franchise, should not, in my opinion, be too
roadily accepted or supposed. The Indian, at least, should
be required to ask for the boon which it is proposed to give
him. Contrary to the principles of sound policy, it has been
decided that the tribal Indians, under certain circumstances,
shall be invested with the franchise. What is the neit stop
in this discussion? The next stop is the proposition of
my hon. friend from Brant (Xr. Paterson), who has had as
great experience in Indian affairs as any member in this
Hlouse, who has lived from his boyhood in a riding whore a
great number of Indians are congregated. It is the motion
of that gentleman, urged with an eloquent speech, that if
we are to enfranchise the tribal Indians we ought to require
themr at loast, te ask for that priviloge before wo invest
them with it. I hold that that is a reasonable proposition,
and that it is a safeguard both of the rights of the people
and of the Indians themselvcs. It is absurd to decide that
the tribal Indians shall be invested with the franchise, and
thon deny the motion of my hon. friend, that as a prelimi-
nary they shall be required to aak that it shall be couferred
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upon thom. I hold that the hon. First Minister can do
nothing less, in fairness, than to accept that proposal. To
insist on thrusting the franchise upon the tribal Indian,
without his asking for it, is an absurdity that should not be
perpetrated, and that wilt not be in the interest of either
the Indian or the white man.

Mr. DAVIES. I did not intend to take any part in this
debate, but when my hon. friend who las just sat down
read from the book of the historian, Parkman, a statement
of the condition of the Indians in 1642, I thought he had
taken the trouble to go very much further back than wais
necessary. I thought the contemporary records of our own
country would enable us to ascertain the exact condition of
barbarism in which the Indians live. I take the Free Press
of the date of 8th June, 1885-

An hon. MEMKBER. That is no authority.
Mr. DAVIES. Nothing is authority for the bon. gentle-

man; but I am sorry to say it is a very sad authority for
the unfortunate people, the account of whose murder I
shall read. But the same despatch is in the Mail news-
paper of this morning, and I suppose they will swear by
that as gospel. In a despatch, dated Winnipeg, 8th June, I
find the following:-

" A correspondent writing from Frog Lake gives a description of the
scene upon arrival there of the Winnipeg Light Infantry on Queen's
Birthday. The settlement consisted of the Roman Catholic Mission, a
mill, and some eight or nine settlers' houses. The church, parsonage,
mill, and every settler's house, were burned and levelled to the ground,
and their conteDts strewn around. In the cellar of the parsonage, and
guided there by the terrible smell, one of the most awful sights ever
seen was witnessed. Four dead bodies were found huddled together in
a corner. Two of the bodies were those of Father Fafard and Father
Lafiac, and another was that of a lay brother, and a fourth some one
unknown. The corpses were horribly mangied. All four heads were
charred with fire beyond recognition ; the four hearts torn ont; wide
incisions had been made in the lower part of the stomachs (those who
know the Indian method of torture will know far what purpose) and the
feet and hande of some were missing. Every body was rotten with cor-
ruption, and when taken out of the cellar and laid upon the grass the
.ight wau simply horrible. Strong men of the regiment cried like
women.''

This is a description, not of what took place in the year
1642, but what took place at the hands of a band of Indians,
of the same class as those whom the hon. gentleman pro.
poses by this Bill to enfranchise and to put upon a par with
the white mon of this country. So far as the proposition to
enfranchise the Indians is concerned, it is not at present
before the Honse; butI desire, before I sit down, to emphasise
the fact that the Opposition were not and are not opposed to
the Indian exercising the franchise simply because ho is an
Indian. The Opposition have formulated the position they
take in clear language, that is, that every capable and free
citizen in this country, who has arrived at maturity and is a
British subject, should, if not disqualified by law, have the
right to exorcise the franchise. What we opposed and
oppose now is the enfranchisement of incapable citizens.
What we asserted and assert now isL that the right hon. First
Minister himself, who now enfranchises these indiaus, is the
man who las disfranchisel them. The hon. gentleman smiles,
but since my advent in this louse I have heard him declare
that the Indians were not sufficiently advanced to be
entrusted with the smallest share of municipal governmont.
I have seen him carry into law an Act which describes these
Indians as more children, as wards of the State, incapable
of holding any land of their own, incapable of making valid
contracta, incapable and unfit to serve on juries, or to
bear arms as volunteers, incapable and unfit to do any of those
duties which every free citizen should be able and liable to
discharge; and ho ought to be able to discharge them before
ho eau claim the right to be placed on the list of voters by
thi Parliament. If Parliament has deliberately declared the
Indian to be a child, a ward of the State, and if it bas, with
gross inconsistency, it may be, now * declared that ho
shall have a vote, the question before the committee is

Mr., CÂAuToiç,
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the simple one: What prudent restraints should be cast
upon that Indian when he is exercising the vote ? Now,
the amendment submitted by my hon. friend (Kr. Pater-
son) involves three distinct propositions. The question for
the committee to consider is: Are ail those propositions fair
and just ? or are any of them unfair and unjust ? What are the
propositions? The committee is asked to assent, first, to the
proposition that the Indian, if ho is to bave a vote, shall
come forward and apply for it himself. What is there
unfair or unjuat in that ? The hon. gentleman will remem-
ber that when you come to confer a right upon white
citizens you go to the assesment rolls of the parish or
municipality, and if there are no parishes or municipalities,
as there are not in Prince Edward Island, you go to the poil
books of the last election. You have some groundwork,
some data to go on. But with the Indians there are no
assessment rolls, no poll.book, no voters' lista, no tax-pay.
ers' lists. Therefore, we say, instead of going on these
reserves and taking these Indians' names, which are not
even known to white men, from the Indian agent, let those
Indiana who claim the right to vote come forward in their
own person and demand it. If the Indians are what they are
in my part of the country, a low, degraded race, incapable
and unfit to exorcise the franchise, hon. gentlemen opposite
would be afraid to oppose this proposition ; but if they
are not, if there are any of them intelligent and
capable of exercising the franchise, let thom come
forward and apply to be put on the list. I know
what the Indians in the Maritime Provinces are like.
I have heard hon. gentlemen here express their opinions
about themr; I know a dozen of hon. gentlemen who sup-
port this measure, but who are ashamed to express their
opinions, because they know that the Indians there are a
low, degraded race, unfit to exercise the franchise. We are
toid that in other parts of the Dominion they are as intelli.
gent as the whites, and just as capable of exercising the
franchise. Well, if they are, why object to this proposition.
The hon. member for Monck (Mr. McCallum) says there is
no harm in putting on the assesment rolls 800 or 900
names, whether they exorcise the franchise or not.

Mr. McCALLUM. I never said anything of the kind.

Mr. DAVIES. The hon. gentleman declared that their
names should be put on, and that they might exercise the
franchise -

Mr. MoCALLUM. 1 never mentioned the words "I assess-
ment roll " at ail.

Mr. DAVIES. That was a mere slip of the tongue on my
part; I meant the voters' list. If the hon, gentleman will
permit me, I say he declared that all they wanted was to
get the names of the Indian on the votera' list.

Mr. McCALLUM. If the hon. gentleman will allow
me-

Mr. DAVIES. I will not allow the hon. gentleman's
interruptions. Hle has deliberately chosen to take a meaning
from my words which I did not intend to put on them.

Mr. McCALLUM. I do not know whatyou intended to
put; I know what you said.

Mr. DAVIES. I said that the bon. gentleman argued
hore for some time that there could not be any possible
harm in adding a large number of names to the votera' list
who never beretofore exercised-

Mr. McCALLUM. I argued nothing of the kind.

Mr. DAVIES. The sound of the hon. gentleman's voice
is ringing in my ears yet. It is not an hour ago since ho
said there could be no possible harm in putting a large
number of nanes on the votera' list, and he not only stated
the fact, but gave the reason, because, he said, they would
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not vote afterwards, if they did not want to. How can he jus.
tify placing upon the lists hundreds of these men who never
voted before, unles he has some sinister motive, some party
motive, some motive not ofgood to the country, but possibly
of gain to the party he follows and worships. That is the
only reason. I believe in my heart the reason he wants to
get the names on the voters' list is that he believes, and
those associated with him believe, and 1 think the First
Minister believes, that the Indian agent will have sufficient
influence of a corrupt and sinster kind over the Indian
bande, and will be able to compel them to vote in the way
the Indian agent wishes, that is, in favor of the Govern ment.
I think the tact should be emphaeised that the proposition,
and the only one made by the hon. member for South
Brant, is that, as you have given the Indian the right
to vote, you should confine it to those who have the
manliness and courage te come forward and ask it. Do
not force the right to vote on men who do not want it; do
not put hundreds of names on the voters' list of men who
do not seek to be put there. It is all nonsense to talk about
drawing a distinction between the white and the red man.
That argument has been so fully presented that I will not go
over it again. Every part of your legislation which has
reference to Indians draws a broad distinction between the
Indian and the white man. It treats the former as a child,
as one not capable of controlling his own affairs. You have
declared, time and again, that he is unfit to manage his own
affairs, and you now seek to give him a share in the manage.
ment of ours. The proposition is untenable; but the com-
mittee have accepted it, and we now seek to surround it with
the safeguard, that the man who ias never exercised the
franchise and is wholly under the control of the Govern.
ment agent,, should, if he wants the franchise, come forward
and ask for it himself. What is the second proposition
involved in the amendment ? It is, that if he im going to
vote on property ie will give such a description as will
enable yon to identify it. There are Indians half civilised,
living on reserves granted by the Crown, and if
they are going to vote on distinct parts of the
reserve, which tbey claim to ocupy, let tbem define the
boundaries, so that a third party can verify the descriptions
and find out whether they have the rigbt to vote or not. la
there anything unjust in any one of those propositions ?
But your proposition simply involves this one broad fact,
that an Indian agent, having 200 or 300 or 400 men on a
reserve, may come forward himself and put all their unpro-
nounceable names, which are no indication to white men
that they occupy locations on the reserve, on the list, with-
ont giving any description of their location, so that no white
man can identify thie lts of those Indians, to find out whether
there has been fraud or misrepresentation or not, and those
Indians put on the list by the agent himself, controlled by
the agent, under the Superintendent General, rnay and will
be induced to vote in favor of the political party that they
think will confer extra privileges upon them. The very
statement of facto made by the hon. mnember for Bothwell
should open the eyes of hon. gentlemen. The First Min-
ister was not making his proposition in a hurry. He was
laying his grounds carefully, for months and months back,
before he made it, to curry favor with the Indians, taking
steps, which Isay are indetensible, with reference to moneys
claimed as due them by the Indians, allowing the Indians to
receive moneys which certainly e ought not to have
allowed them to receive, except with the consent of those
parties against whom the moneys are to be charged. And
he had not a word to say in reply to the hon. member for
Bothwell, when ie read from the speech of the Finance
Minister of Ontario. I shall read the elosing part of that
speech, which that hon. gentleman did not read.

Mr. McCALLUM. You may s well give us the whole
of it.
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Mr. DAVIES. It would be very much botter If some

hon, gentlemen who interrupt would endeavor to trame
some kind of reply to the charge contained in the state.
ment which has been read from the Treasurer of Ontario.
That gentleman, after the statement whioh has been road,
went on to say :

"But a few days before that took plae, on the 21st October, we dad
an Order i Counoit had been pamed by the Dominion Government, on
the Tth of that month, on the recommendation of Sir John A. Macdonald,
directing that this sum sbould be charged aginst the Province as a
liability and eedited to the Indian fun d; and more, he direeted that
the Indiana should be notined that the amount had been plaoed to
their credit."
Careful man, prudent man, far-seeing man; he was not
simply going to credit the money to the Indians, but
he took care to notify the Indians that ho had done
it. I have done it; I, in my own proper person have
appropriated the money, without asking Quebeo or
Ontario for thoir assent or consent, and whIt you get, you
owe to me, the great chieftain of the Dominion Govern.
ment, whom I ask you to vote for in the future, or for those
whom I wili name to you, the great chieftain whom yon
have christened "Old To-morrow." The Treasurer of
Ontario goes on:

" And they have actually been allowed to draw a portion of th.
money."

I say this action is most astonishing, particularly when
we consider that an arrangement wus entered into botween
the Dominion and the Provinces, some years ago, that no
charge should be made by the Dominion or allowed against
the Provinces without the concurrence of the Provincial
Treasurers. Yot, in defiance of that, we find this charge
made against the Province, and to complicate matters, to
enhance the difficulties of a settlement, we find the Indians
have been notified that the money hu been placed to their
credit, and that they have drawn some 86,000. Here is a
large amount of public money, which, on the authority of
the Finance Minister of Ontario, we learn has been drawn
in direct defianco cf an arrangement between the Provinces
of Quebec and Ontario and the Daminion of Canada, placed
to the credit of the Indians, appropriated by the Indians,
under the authority and ut the request of Sir John A. Mac.
donald, some months ugo. It looks as if it was donc to pave
the way for this Bill which ho has introduced, and to give
him an argument to use when ho goes before the Indians
and asks them to record for him the votes which ho,
as the great chieftain, bv this Bill hopes to con.
fer upon themn-nay, not hopes to confer upon them
- the votes he is seeking by this Bill to force
upon themi, against their wiil. lie will not accept the
amendmont of my hon. friond from Brant, that they shall
have the votes only when they wish therm. He will not
accept the amendment, of my hon. friend from Brant, that
they shall have the franchise only when they can show
that they occupy a distinct part of the reserve. He will
not accept the amendment, that they shall only have the
franchise when they can show, on oath, that they are
entitled to the vote. But he forces the vote upon them,
after paving the way to thoir good graces and favour, so that,
after forcing the vote on them, he may induce them to use it
for his own purposes. This is a reasonable, fair and just
amendment. There has not been an argument used against
its acceptance, and it will present itself, to every thoughtful
.man in the country who reads it, as based on justice, fair in
itself, and one which, if the committee desires only to grant
the v3te to those Indians who k-bould have them, the com-
mittee would accept without reserve. If the committee
votes it down in silence, on the other side of the louse, it
will show that those hon. gentlemen do not desire to confer
the vote on the intelligent Indian, on] the Indian who has
got the status of a free citizen, but to force the vote upon
a class of Indians who are not fit to exercise the franchise,
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and who, they hope, will be made to vote in favor of the
party supporting the present Government.

Mr. MACMASTER. We are engaged in discussing a
plain business question, as to whother the Indians of the
Dominion of Canada, or rather of the old Provinces of the
Dominion, have arrived at a stage of advancement whioh
would warrant this Parliament in conferring upon them the
right to exercise the franchise, which is exercised by every
other man possessing the necessary qualifications through.
out the country. I think, if anything could illustrate the
eztreme poverty of the pretensions of hon. gentlemen oppo-
site, it is the fact that the hon. gentleman who last addressed
the committee .cited instances of alleged cruelties com-
mitted by Indians in the North-West, the truth of which
has not yet been established-enormities which it is repre-
sented they quite recently committed, and which, it may
turn out-as I trust, in good time, it will turn out-were
never committed at all. But yesterday we were informed
that Mrs. Delaney and Mrs. Gowanlock, the two unfortunate
ladies who were seized by the Indians in the North-West,
had been murdered or subjected to the grossest barbarities.
The latest report from the North-West is that these
two ladies have been treated kindly by the Indians.
We have also heard from the other prisoners, who
were supposed to have been murdered, that they
have been treated kindly by the Indians in whose
custody they were; and that, under circumstances of very
great temptation, when the Indians were practically starv-
ing, when they were fired upon by our soldiers, in nearly
every instance we find the whites were treated with the
greatest care. But that argument, even if the atrocities
existed, would only avail the hon. gentleman in the event
of its being intended to extend the suffrage to the Indians
of the North-West Territory to the savage tribes. It is not
so intended. It is only to the Indians of the older Provinces.

Mr. CHARLTON. How was it when the Bill was intro-
duced ?

Mr. MACMASTER. Does not the hon. gentleman know
perfectly well that there is no Bill introduced into this
House that goes through in its entirety ? Does he suppose
that the House of Commons is to abdicate its functions as
an advisory body? Does he suppose that every Bill goes
through exactly as it is introduced ? Nay, does he not
know perfectly well that the Bills introduced before this
House are submitted to the good sense of the House, and
that the Bill which eventuates in an Act is the result of the
deliberate wisdom of the House-not merely of one side of
the flouse, not merely of the majority of the House,
but of the best opinion of both sides of the House ?
Does he not know that, during this discussion,
he and other hon. gentlemen opposite were invited
by the First Minister to make their suggestions? Were
they not told that if their suggestions wcre in keeping with
the spirit of the Act, and contributed towards perfecting
the measure, they would be adopted? I appeal to the com-
mittee whether, whenever those hon. gentlemen made sug.
gestions which would contribute to the perfection of this
Bill, they were not adopted by the leader of the Government.
The argument of the hon. gentleman could only avail if we
were going to extend the franchise to the savage Indians of
the North-West. Nothing of the kind is contemplated. The
First Minister, one evening, jocularly stated that the fran-
chise would be extended to Strike-him-on the-back and Lucky--
man, and several of the other Indians in the North-West,who
are opposed to the Government like hon. gentlemen opposite;
and hon. gentlemen took it seriously, and not only so, but
their principal organ, the Globe newspaper, took it seriously,
and for weeks, after the First Minister said it was not the
intention to extend the franchise to the savage tribes of the
North-West, the hon. gentlemen, through their public organs
-though they did not dare to do it in this louse, where

Mr. DAVIUS.

they might have been confronted with the contradiction of
the statement-their organs, and notably their leading organ,
the Toronto Globe, sent through the length and breadth of
the land the statement that it was the prcposition of
hon. gentlemen on this side to enfranchise the Indians of the
North.West, when, in fact, nothing of the kind was the case.
But if the hon, gentlemen wished to make an argument
against the proposition to enfranchise the Indians existing
in a particular state of affairs, they must have something
better than the imaginary argument of the hon. member
from Queen's, P.E.I. (Mr. Davies), and much more muet
tbey have a better and a more recent argument than the
statement of the hon. member from North Norfolk (Mr.
Charlton), who, in attempting to support the amendment of
the bon. member for Brant (Mr. Paterson), and to oppose
the propositiôn of the Government, cites from Parkman,
with reference to the condition of the Indians in 1642.
Well, if there was anything necessary to prove that the
hon. gentleman had no case it would be to cite the condi.
tion of the Indian in 1642.

Mr. DAVIES. They are the same brothers still.
Mr. MACMASTER. They may be the same brothers still;

but will my hon. friend tell this House that the Indian has
shown no capacity for development ? Does the hon. gentle.
man forget that Tecumseh, an Indian, was practically a
brigadier in the British army, and fought for British rights,
the same rights which bon. gentlemen opposite are pre.
tending to support in this House ? Will the hon. member
for Brant tell me that the Indian whose name his constitu-
ency bears was not a noble specimen of the tribes
which we now seek to enfranchise? Will hedeny that many
Indians residing in bis own constituency to-day are the
lineal descendants of Joseph Brant, one of the noblest Indians
that ever was produced on this continent-a man who, not
only in himself, but in his descendants, was well worthy of
" the grand old name of gentleman ?" The Indians of this
country, and some in the United States, although they may
not advance so quickly as the white men, although they
may not have all the aptitudes for modern civilisation that
white men have, though they may have some disadvan-
tages incident to their peculiar constitution, are capable of
advancement, and are advancing; and I say, Sir, that as
white men and as Europeans, as soon as we find them capable
of exercising the franchise, we would not be true to our-
selves, and we would be unjust to the red men, if we did not
extend to them the opportunity of having a voice in the
Government of the country of which they are citizens, and
which they have always been ready with their blood and
valor to defend.

Mr. LANDERKIN.
Columbia Indians?

Why not give it to the British

Mr.IMACMASTE R. It was contemplated to give it to the
Indians of the old Provinces, and I have no doubt that in
good time, whon the British Columbia Indians show a
greater stage of development, they will also receive the
franchise; and as I believe that development, education and
culture, together with the possession of property, are the
truest test of qualification for the franchise, I have no doubt
that in proper time the Indians, and all other classes who are
entitled intelligently to have their say in the publie affairs
of this country, will bave the franchise. But why should
hon. gentlemen go back to 1642 to cite the condition of the
Indian ? Is that any parallel to his condition at the pre-
sent time ? Will the hon. gentleman tell me that the
Indians in his own county are cutting off thumbs to-day,
are lacerating the breasts of women and committing those
frightful atrocities, that Indians committed in 1642?
If they are not so acting, then it is a false parallel drawn
between these men and the Indians of 1642. Has my hon.
friend not read the lessons of history? Does he not know
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it wae more than one hundred years later than that before
the trial system against which hon. gentlemen are now
inveighing was broken down in oe of the most civilised
countries of the carth, the north of Scotland-not until
1745, when Cumberland's troops marched through the
north of Scotland and broko down the clan system-that
not until then did my noble countrymen, having succumbed
to the fortunes of war, acquire all the advantages of
civilisation, with regard to such matters as are now
under discussion. Lord Chatham, with that great fore-
sight that always characterised him, saw in those men
susceptibilities for great mental as well as physical
development, and at once sought to enlist them in the
British army, and to afford them opportunities of empire;
and I think time and experience have demonstrated that
those mon, in many instances, proved themselves to be
the strongest members of the Britisli army in more than
one country on the face of the earth, and qualified for the
most honorable positions. Why, Mr. Chairman, it is not
one hundred years since women were burned as witches
in Scotland and elsewhere. It is not one hundred years
since a Roman Catholie did not dare to own a horse
in Ireland. It is not much over fifty years since
a Roman Cathohic, even in civilised England, was not
entitled to the ordinary rights, the ordinary civil rights,
that are now so freely bestowed throughout the whole
United Kingdom. My hon. friend, in citing from the con-
dition of Indian affairs in 1642, should sec at once that the
historical allusion bas no bearing on this case. Those poor
people may have been savages in that year, but he should
not forget the development that has since taken place.
He should not have forgotten that on many a hard-fought
battlefield they were the allies of the British on this
continent, they were the supporters of that very power
we are now maintaining, and whenever the question
of allegiance to the British sovereign was at stake,
the Indian was found to be the faithful ally of Great
Britain, whenever ho was treated fairly, I think it is one
of the greatest tributes to the wisdom of our treatment of
the Indians that, while our Indians in the North-West, in
their day of trouble, have acted with so much leniency and
consideration towards their prisoners, we sec, in the neigh-
boring country, that where prisoners are taken by the
savage tribes, their lives are not safe for a moment. I
would say to my hon. friend from North Norfolk (1r.
Charlton), with regard to the progressive development of
the Indian, what the poet said with regard to human pro-
gress, and I hope my hon. friend wtll take note of it:

"This fine old world of ours is but a child,
Yet in the go-cart;
Patience 1 give it time to learn its limbs;
There is a hand that guides."

And so there is a hand to guide the affairs of the Indian-
but, Mr. Chairman, it is not the hands of hon. gentlemen
opposite. if hon. gentlemen opposite could keep the Indian
in primeval degradation and savagery, in the condition of
1642, they would do it. If hon. gentlemen could possibly
extend the franchise to the other Indians in the North-West
opposed to the Government, it might possibly suit their
purposes botter. The object of hon. gentlemen on this side
of the House, and of the hand that guides, and I trust will
long guide, is that when the Indians have shown, by pro-
gress, by development, by thrift, by culture, that they have
acquired-

Soma lon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.

Mr. MACMASTER. Hon.gentlemen sneer at the Indians;
of course they do.

Soma hon. MEMBERS. We do not.
Mr. MACMIASTER. Hon. gentlemen sneer at the

Indians, I repeat. They are net ready to recognise that
B

there has been any building up of the Indians from the
place which they occupied in 1642 to the place which they
occupy in the constituencies of North Norfolk and Bothwell,
and some other constituencies. That i@ a delicate tribute
paid by bon, gentlemen opposite to the condition of the
Indians in their own particular constituencies. They have a
right to their judgment, and the Indians will have a right to
their jiidgment also. But I was proceeding to say that the
hand that guides on this side of the fouse, the hand that
guides in this House and in this country, and the band that
has guided in this country for thirty years, with the excep.
tion of some five years, during which period the affairs of this
country wcre misguided, provides: That when the Indians
have shown, by progressive devolopment, by the acquisition
of habits of industry and thrift, that they have become
peaceful citizons and have respectively acquired property in
a separate location to the extent of $150, that Indian shall
have a vote. You cannot change, in some respects, the
conditions of his origin. He is an Indian, though an
improved Indian. My own ancestors in the Highlands of
Scotland had not escaped from the bonds of savagery 150
years ago.

Mr. BLAKE. They stolo cattlo.*
Mr. MACMASTER. I have no doubt my noble ances-

tors stole cattle and proved their powers in war by going
down to the southern country ; and no doubt they crossed
the channe! to where my hon. friend's ancestors were.
They proved their prowess by the peculiar methods adopted
at the time. But what are we proposing to do here? We
say this: The Indians, as a tribo, possess certain property.
It is theirs; it is not the property of the Government; it is
the property of the Indians themselves.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Why, then, do you not lot
them sell it and handle it?

Mr. MACMASTE R. We have had experience in past years
on this subject. This is not a new question, and it has been
determined that the Indians' property shall be taken care
of in a peculiar, particular way, for their special benefit.
Do hon. gentlemen say those methods are wrong? No.
Those hon. gentlemen cannot make that statement. But
what is proposed on this @ide of the House is this: That
when an Indian has shown that he has, within the tribal
property, a fixed location, not a vicarious ocupation, and
whon ho has placed on that picce of property improve-
ments to the value of $150, and thereby given proof of
his thrift and industry, he shall have a vote. For my
own part, I am not afraid to go to my county and defend
that proposition before my Highland constituents; and no
hon. gentleman on this side will have the slightest fear in
going before his constituents and defending what is but
simple justice to the Indian. The whole question is,
whether an Indian, who has given such proof of thrift and
industry, in putting improvements on his property to the
extent of $150, shall not be entitled to the tranchise? I do
not wish to make comparisons; but do we not give to the
fishermen of the Lower Provinces the right to vote upon
possession of property in nets and certain other property,
amounting altogether te $150 ?

Some hon. MEMBERS. No.
Mr. MACMASTER. It may be there is some real estate

with it; but the whole is put together, and if the nets, boats
and other property are, together, worth $150, the fisherman
is entitled to vote.

Mr. KIRK. He must own real estate in foc simple.
Mr. MACMASTER. If an Indian has $150 worth of

improvements on a fixed location ho should be entitled to
vote. Hon. gentlemen opposite want the Indian submitted
to indignity, by asking that ho shall be cmpelled to corne

-'See Mr. BLu's explanations, p. 2451; also Mr. EACXASTEU's, p. 2619.
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up to the revising officer and ask to be put on tho roll;
tbey want to go even further, and compel the Indian to give
proof of his qualification. We must treat fairly the Indian,
politically, and if ho is entitled to vote, as is a white man,
we must give him the vote; and if, having come from the
degraded condition which ho occupied in 1642, referred to
by the hon. member for North Norfolk, the Indian lives
peaceably and quietly on his reservo, in a fixed location,
which is practically the Indian's, and of which ho bas a
much better tenure than that of a tenant, and has made
improvements to the value of $150, ho is justly entitled
to vote, and I believe the country will sustain his obtain.
ing it.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I have been accused'
most unjustly and unreasonably, on various occasions, of
casting reflections on the Highlanders of this country. I
nieed not say that nothing would be further from my desire
than to cast any aspersions on a gallant race, among whom,
I am happy toe say, I numbered thon, and I have numbered
since, a great many personal friends and excellent supporters.
-Nothing that I have said, I must observe, bas at all equalled
the reflections thrown on those gallant men by the hon.
gentleman, who claims descent from them, and who has
told us that 150 years ago the Highlanders were savages,
that 150 years ago the grandfather of the hon. gentleman
ho spoke of so much was a savage. If I had said so the whole
vials of wrath of hon. gentlemen opposite would have
been poured out, and deputations would have come up from
Glengarry. It would have been safer for me to have fallen
into the hands of Pie-a-pot or Big Bear than into the hands of
the constituents of the hon. gentleman. The bon. gentleman
was good enoughto tell us that among other claims the
Indians, whom we proposed to enfranchise, had upon us,
was this, that they had, in times gone by, been allies of
Great Biitain on many a field and in many a conflict in this
country. He was good enough to tell us that one of Lord
Chatham's proudest boasts was that ho had converted the
so called savage propensities of lis Highland ancestors to
good use and turned them into ome of the most gallant
soldiers that Great Britain ever possessed. But he might
have told us also that in all Lord Chatham's flights
of eloquence there is not one more famous or more
deservedly famous than those words in which ho rebukes
the folly and wickedness of the thon British Governmeti
in launching their Indian allies upon mon who formerly
had been British subjects. I recommend the hon. gentleman
to study once again the all but dying speech of Lord
Chatham, in which ho declared that if ho had been an
American instead of being an Englishman he would never
have laid down bis arms as long as the savages and
foreigners were allied with British subjects in the endeavor
to subdue the Americans.

Mr. MACMASTER. The hon, gentleman is doing an
injustice to Lord Chatham. He did not quote his words
oorrectly.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. His language is on
record, and no condemnation could be stronger or more
just than that which Lord Chatham launched against Lord
North and bis colleagues for their gross violation of all
propriety, of all sense of Christian honor, when they loosed
the savages of the border settlements upon those who had
been British subjects, acts condemed equally strongly, as
I well know, by many of the U. E. Loyalists, whom those
same men had driven to take refuge in this country. I speak
of what I know, because I have seen, in the old records
which still remain, very strong condemnation of the British
Government in making use of Indian modes of warfare and
Indian allies to subdue that revolt.

Mr. MACMASTER. We are not justifying those atroci-
ties in order to prove the right of the Indian to vote.

Mr. MAcxAuTl.a

Sir RICKARD CARTWRIG HT. No; the hon. gentleman
is not justifying the atrocities which were then committed
on the revolted colonists of North America. He is occupy.
ing himself in justifying an attempt to commit other
atrocities in this country, under the goise and color of law,which, in the ideas of all rigbt-minded persons, are even
worse, are even likely to produce greater ultimate injuries
to this community, than the atrocities condemned by Lord
Chatham. But 1 am glad there are some points in which
we can agree with the hon. gentleman. He tells us there ls
no doubt there is a hand that guides these Indians, and that
is the hand of the Superintendent General of Indian Affairs.
We do not doubt that in the least. We know perfectly well--
my hon. friend behind me (Mr. Paterson) will know to lis
cost, I am afraid, whose is the hand-from whose band the
weapon comes which is destined to strike him out of the place
which ho las so long and honorably filled in this House. Still,
I am inclined to think that, as my hon. friend has already
baffled the efforts of the Superintendont General of Indian
Affaira in another way, ho may still prove himself more
than a match for all attempts made by Act of Parliament
to turn my hon. friend out of the Parliament of Canada.
Now, what does my hon. friend propose by the amend ment?
And let me say here, again, that tbere is no member of
the Reform party in Canada who objects to Indians, as
Indians, exercising the franchise. They are perfectly willing
to sustain and support the hon. gentleman in any measure
which ho chooses to introduco for the purpose of giving
votes to Indians who are governed by the same lawa, who
are subject to the same conditions as their white country-
men. Let every Indian who is willing to submit himself to
white laws as unreservedly as the white man have the fran-
chise, if he possesses the proper qualification which is
required from the white man in order to give him the fran.
chise. But we object that while, for all other purposes, for
all ordinary purposes of life, you treat the Indian as a
child, for the purpose of giving votes to the Superintendent
General ho is to be treated as a fully grown man and as a
rational creature. You will not allow an Indian to make a
will, to sell a piece of property, to treat of lis own affairs,
in the way thatyou permit an ordinary white man; you treat
bim as a minor, as a ward; you subject him to all manner
of restrictions, except only when you want to get bis voto
in particular localities, for the purpose of discomfiting
certain particular members of Parliament or strengthening
the seats of other members of Parliament. Those are the
conditions on which the Indian becomes a fully grown and
rational man, while for all other purposes he romains a child,
undor the tutelago and protection of the Superintendent
General. By-the-bye, I may call the attention of the lon.
gentleman from Glengarry to this fact, that in all lis speech,
from beginning to end, I did not observe that ho said one
word on the amend ment now before the House. Now, what
islthat amendment? It simply asks that the Indian should,
of lis own free will and motion, come forward and ask for
a vote. la that too hard a condition? Ia it too much to ask
that before the Indian shall vote ho shall ask for the right
to vote?

Mr. MACHASTER. He will do that at the polls.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What petitions have

we had from Indians asking for the franchise? Thore may
be a letter or two from particular friends of the Superin-
tendent General, but outside of that we certainly have had
no evidence. We have no evidence in the varions volumi-
nous reports submitted to us by the Superintendent General,
or in the voluminous reports made by his agents at various
times, which, so far as they make any allusion to the question
at all, go to prove that, in the opinion of the Superintendent
General and his officers, the Indians, so far from desiring to
have the franchise, are not fit and do not want to be trusted
with even the control of their own municipal affaire. What
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does the amendment propose ? It simply saks for two
things. First of all, it asks that the Indians who are to be
enfranchised should themselves signify their desire to be
enfranchised. Well, Sir, is that unreasonable or unfair ?
Is it not right and proper that those who have
never exercised the franchise before, if they are
really desirous, as appears to be assumed by the hon. gentle-
man opposite, of obtaining this privilege, should ask for
it. And my hon. friend's amendment also proposes that
the particular pieces of property on which they are to
obtain a vote should be set off in such a fashion that they
may be identified. Now, 1 speak under correction, but I
think that, as a matter of fact, in most of these reserves no
division, no survey, has ever been made of the interior por-
tion of the reserves. We have simply set off large tracts of
many thousands of acres, and the Indians have, to a great
extent, occupied these in common, and although, in process
of time, certain small sections may be set off for this man
or that, nobody but the Indian agent, or some men of the
tribe themselves, can, by any possibility, know what the
particular portion of the property is as to which any one of
them would qualify. There is great force in another
remark which was made here, that knowing as little as we
do of these Indians it would be a matter of the extremest
difficulty to identify them, in the case, at any rate, of
those Indians who are still in a more or less pagan condition,
and to decide whether this or that particular man who pre-
sented himself was or was not the particular Indian who
had been qualified, under the Bill, to receive bis franchise.
If there is no design on the part of the Government to abuse
this provision they would b quite ready to accept the per-
fectly reasonable proposal of my hon. friend; and if they
refuse a proposal so reasonable, if they insist, on their own
free will and proper motion, on conferring votes on certain
Indians, whether they like it or not, we can only, after all
we have seen, draw the conclusion that the Governmont, in
this matter, are not in the slightest degree actuated by any
desire to give votes to the Indians, as Indians, but simply
are desirous of obtaining control of a certain number of
voters who, in a disputed election between whites, may
be able to turn the balance. I took occasion, at an
earlier stage of this debate,to point out that if it was thought
desirable for any reason that the Indians, as Indians, should
be represented in this Parliament, and their numbers were
sufficient to entitle them to representation, they might
obtain it, by simply associating together their various bands
and giving them a vote. I did net pretend to say there
was anything in their position or in the position of this
country which rendered it necessary that that should
be doue; but I did point out that if the object was to give
Indians representation in this louse that was the way to
give it, and not by giving them a vote, which will be of very
little use to them, and will only be used to decide between
the votes of white mon. Now, it has been denied, again and
again, that the First Minister, when this measure was intro-
duced, designed te take power to enfranchise a vastly larger
number of Indians than those residing in the older Pro-
vinces. Let us see what actually did pass on the subject.
In the very earliest part of this debate, as reported in
ilansard:

"Mr. MILLS. What we are anxious to know is, whether the hon.
gentleman proposes to give other than enfranchised indians votes?

"Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes.
"Mr. MILLS. Indians residing on a reservation?
" ir JOHN A. MAODONALD. Yes; if they have the necessary pro-

perty qualification.
"Mr. MILLS. An Indian who cannot make a contract for himself,

who can neither buy nor sel anything without the consent of the
Superintendent General-an Indian who is not enfranchised ?

"Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Whether he is enfranchised or not.
Mr. MILLS. This will include the Indians in lManitob uand British

olumbiaD

Well, he may have altered his mind since thon, as ho has
in a great many of the details of this Bill ; but it is not open
for him or his followers to maintain, without contradiction,
that whon this Bill was orgin ally brought before us the
Premier did not intend to include a larger number of Indiana
than those residing in the older Provinces. It was only
when he found that public opinion would not consent to hie
giving the vote to those other classes of Indians that he
withdrew it. It was not, in any respect, because the Bill
was so loosely drawn as to include thom, but becauso he
found it necessary in this, as in a great many other cases, to
recede from the position ho originally intended to take. As
my hon. friend remarks, the prowess displayed by Pound-
maker, and Pie-a-pot, and Big Bear had probably more to
do with inducing him to limit the rights to be granted to
the Indiana than any argument, I am afraid, that was
employed on this aide. I repeat, for the lat time, that we
do not object in the loast, if the Firet Minister sees hie way
to remove the disabilities under which the Indiana now
labar, and to put them on the same footing as their white
follow.citizens, that all such Indiana should recoive votes;
all we do object to is, that you should treat the Indiana for
all other purposes as the more wards of the Suporintendent
General, but for the purpose of exercising the highest right
which white men possess, and for that purpose only, you
should treat them as persons who have fully come to their
majority, and are capable to understand and form a fair and
honest opinion upon questions of the greatest importance,
not only to the Indians but to the whole population of
Canada.

Mr. McCALLUM. I would not say a word, but tho hon.
member for Qaeen's (Mr. Davies) misrepresented what I
said. As usual, he startod by misrepresenting what I did
say, by building a man of straw, and thon knocked it down.
The hon. gentleman who has just taken his seat did not
expla:n this amendment as far as it goes. It requires the
Indian to give the whole valuation of his property before
ho can be put on the votere' list, and yet we do not ask that
of the white man. That is what I object to. Hon. gontle-
ment are not satisfied with all they said on the second
reading of the Bill, and with all they have said for tho last
seven weeks; they discussed this Indian question for three
weeks; and now, after the House has adopted the principle
of enfranchising the Indians, they are trying by aaide wind,
to prevent the Indians boing placed on the voter' iat.

Mr. CASE-Y. The hon. gentleman who has just sat down
has followed bis leader in his method of treating this ques.
tion. He says we try to make an invidious distinction
betweon the Indiatn and the white man. Who has made
the invidious distinction between the Indian and white
man ? Is it we ? la it not the great "guiding band," the
great Manitou, thegreat To-morrow ? Is there a man on this
aide who bas said that ho does not want the Indian treated in
the same way as the white man? We have said, and have
shown by our votes, that we are willing and anxious to
enable the intelligent [ndians of Canada to become
citizens of the country. But the hon. gentleman, the
great "guiding band," would not allow them to become
citizens of Canada. He bas refused, time and again, to
allow them to become citizons; but, ho says, although
I will not let them b citizens, i will make them
votera; i will allow them to out vote people who are
citizens. I will make use uf these wards of the G2vernment,
who are in the position of children in a go-cart, as the hon.
member for Glengarry so neatly expressed it, when polling
time comes. The men who, ho says, are not t to be the
equals of Canadians in any other respect of citizenship, ho is
going to make our equals at the polfs. That isan insult to
us, and it is an insuit oqually te the Indiana3. The hon.
member fors Glnarry (Ur.Macmaster) ba told 1â of the
past proweou of the Indians, and said a groat mauy tras and
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deserved things of the Indian character ; but what is the
answer to ail that? The answer is, that his leader does not
believe the Indian fit to be a citizen. He would not give to
him the privileges he gives to the negro, privileges which
have always been given to the negro, even when he came
bere as a fugitive from slavery, bearing all the degradation
of slavery. Who are making inviduous distinctions against
the Indian? Is it we, who wish to make him a citizen ? Or
they, who treat him worse than the negro escaped froi
slavery? It is unfair, unjust, unparliamentary, in view
of the facts, to try to stir up prejudice against
hon. gentlemen on this side amongst those people
whom the right lon. gentleman wishes to have the vote.
It is not we who want to keep them lin degradation. The
hon. member for Glengarry (Mr. McMaster) charged us with
the desire to keep the Indians in "perpetual degradation
and savagery." Have not Liberal Governments shown
themselves as willing to allow Indians to become citizons as
any Conservative Government ? Have not the Liberal party
agreed to the proposition that Indians might become citi-
zens? But what we object to is, not the admission of the
Indian to citizenship, but the admission of the Indian, while
he is not a citizen, to rights which are the property of citizens
and of itizens only. There is another argument. The hon.
member for Glengarry says the Indians' property is theirs.
It is not the property of any of those individul Indians who
are going to vote upon it. Why cannot they sell it, if it is
their property ? was asked of the hon. gentleman, and he
replied : Because the best wisdom of this House bas decided
that the Indians' property shall be taken care of in a parti-
cular way, that it should be in the guardianship of the Gov-
ernment, and managed for him, as the property of other
minors is managed. Here is the answer to his own state-
ment. The property is not the Indian's, in the ordinary
sense of the word. The tribal Indian is a mere user of the
property while he is allowed to use it by the Indian agent.
He cannot even hold his location without the consent of the
Indian agent, and it comes to this,that the Indian cannot have
that location which is to qualify him for a vote, except by
consent of the agent of the Superintendent General. The
wisdom of the House is acknowledged by the hon. member for
Glengarry, which las decided that the Indians are not
fit to own property. Now, he tells us that the property
lis th irs. He knows they cannot sell it; ho knows they
cannot sell the produce of their farm in the way an ordi-
nary person can, but he seems to think the Indian should
have something of value to sel], and now be proposes to
give him something to sell, and his leader proposes to give
him something to sell, and that something is the franchise.
There la progressive development for you ! The Indian has
g ot along in the world; but it is certainly a new way to begin
by giving him, in the first place, that valuable commodity
which is generally suppoeed to be the last reward of thrift
and industry, the highest crown of citizenship, the greatest
right of freedom-the franchise. I am surprised to hear such
an argument from a gentleman who is generally so clear in
bis views as the hon. member for Glengarry; but my sur-
prise at his urging that argument is lessened when I find
one other extraordinary statement he as made. When I
find him telling this House that the Highlanders of Scot-
land, 150 years ago, the heroes of whom Scott bas written
in prose and poetry, whose names are household names over
the civilised world, the synonyms of heroism, of everything
glorious, of valor and remarkable intelligence, were savages,
1 am .astonished at nothing he can say. I have known
a great many Scotchmen. I represent a constituency
composed almost as largely of Seotchmen as the consti-
tuency of Glengarry, and I cannot believe, even on his
word, the word of a Highlander, the representative of a
peculiarly highland constituency, that his ancestors, 150
years ago, were savages. I know what is in them; I know
what they would be, even without the education and privi.

Mr, (4uz,

leges they have at the present day, and I know that they
would not be savages in the sense the Indian is a savage. It
is an insult to any one having any Scotch blood in his veins
to say that the people of that country, 150 years ago, were
savages. Did they scalp women and children ? Did they
murder priests, and cut them into small pieces ? Is that the
kind of people who inhabited the Highlands 150 years ago?
I think not; but that is the kind of savages we are discussing
now; and when the hon. gentleman said the Highlanders
were savages, we know he was comparing them with the
Indians of 1640, with the Indians of old times in Canada,
with the Indian of to-day, on the far western plains.
The object of the hon. gentleman in making this assertion is
not far to seek. He, no doubt, intended to show what the
Indian was capable of in the way of development. He
said the Indian has not got very far yet, to be sure, but there
is no knowing what he may come to. Why, my ancestors.
150 years ago, were savages, says he, yet here am I to-day !
One hundred and fifty years from to day the Indian may be.
come a Q.C., a member of Parliament, a representative of a
Highland constituency ! The argument does seem to have
force when put in that way, but the deduction he drew from
it did not amount to a great deal. lIe said the Highlanders
were never civilised until their tribal system was broken
up by British arms. Does he propose forcibly to break up
the tribal system of the Indians ? Is he going to send
soldiery into the Indian reserves and forcibly break up the
Indian tribal system, in order that they may become civi-
lised ? I do not think that is his propisal. If not, the
argument goes for nothing. At any rate, although the
tribal system was not broken up at the time lie speaks of,
among the Highlanders, the Highlander of that day. who
was as independent a man as walked on the face of the
earth, possessed the very essence of independence and
self-government and was far from being in the sane
position as the Indien on the reserve. Where was the
" guiding hand " that ruled the Highlander of 150 years
ago ? Where was the guiding hand that Rob Roy submitt-
ed to? Was there a General Superintendent of Indian
Affairs over the Highlander of 150 years ago ? I think, if
there had been, the "guiding hand" would have become
paralysed before it had guided my hon. friend's ancestors
very long. There is no parallel between the cases. The
Highlander of that day had everything to qualify him for
the franchise, except the education and the training which
bis descendants now possess. He had the personal indep3n-
dence, the fealty to his chieftain, the intense patriotism, the
love of country which fitted him for self-government. Can
it be pretended that the tribal Indian has the same qualifica-
tions now, even after generations of training? Even my
hon. friend from Glengarry (Mr. Macmaster), with the
opinion he holdsof his ancestors, willnot maintain that. But
to come down from these high and lofty topics to consider
more closely the position of the Indian, leaving the high-
flown comparisons that have been indulged in, in what posi-
tion does the Indian stand to-day? The leader of the House
said early in this debate that he is an ally; he does not
know whether hie s fully a British subject, and therefore
liable to military service. Are we going to give votes to all
our allies? When England and France were allies the French
did not exercise the franchise in England nor the English
in France. If he treats them as allies he cannot give them
the franchise; if they are not allies, but subjects, they should
be citizens.

Mr. SPROU LE. If the French allies had been citizens
they would have bad votes.

Mr. CASEY. Yes; and if our Indian allies became citi-
zens they would have votes. We have asked to have
them made citizens, but without success. My hon. friend
from Glengarry (Mr. Macmaster) has urged, in defence
of the Premier, what that gentleman has not urged
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in his own favor. He bas asserted that when the
Premier solemnly told au lon. member that Pie-a-pot
and Poundmaker and Big Bear and Strike-him-on-the-
back would have votes, and allowed the statement tc be
put in Jansard, he was making a joke. The hon. gentle-
man bas made many a joke on serions subjects. He has
treated many of the best interests of the country as a huge
joke, but we cannot lot him off on a joke on this subject, for
did ho not propose an amendment to excludo these people,
to exclude Poundmaker and Big Bear and Stab-him-under-
the-ribs? If the wording of the Bill did not include
them, why did ho move an amendment to exclude
them ? Ie has shown, not only by his statement
which is now said to have been a joke, but by the amend-
ment which hoecertainly moved in earnest, that
he intended to inelude these men, and if they had put
off their rebellion until next year we would have had a
rebellion of the lon. gentleman's constituents instead of
a rebellion of homeless, wandering savages. I notice that
hon. gentlemen are groaning. It must bo described as a
groan to make it parliamentary. No doubt they groanu at
this exposition of the hon. gentleman's policy. I am sure
many of them who are making that peculiar noise are
as much disgusted with that policy as I am mysolf; so, as
they are not permitted to express their disgust by word of
mouth, they express it by their heels. I am glad to find
that it cannot be repressed, and that, if their condemnation
cannot find issue by one extremity of the body, it finds
expression at the other. The hon. member for Glengarry
has said further, that it was the greatest tributo to the good
management of the Indians, under present auspices, that
they had treated their prisoners leniently. It certainly. is
a point to be scored in favor of those Indians, but it is only
under present management that Canadian Indians under
British rule have ever taken prisoners at all, or been in
a position to treat citizens of Canada otherwise that
leniently. After all the talk about the development of the
Indian, even in Old Canada, I do not find that those best
qualified to speak about his condition think him qualifiod
ior the franchise. I have said that the Indians on the
Muncey reserve are among the most intelligent in Canada;
that individuals among them were as intelligent and well
educated as any white men; but I have also said frankly
that I did net think them, as a body, in a fit condition to
exercise the franchise. I find that the head of a great
missionary institution among those Indians, which is subsi-
dised by this Government, endorsed the view I have
expressed. At a public meeting of the Methodist Conference
in Chatham, I find the following took place, as reported in
the Globe:-

" The grestest sensation yet nroduced during the present Conference
was that occasioned by the Rev. Abel Edwards, of Muncey, in his
address on the report of Principal Shepherd, of the Mount Elgin Indus-
trial Inutitute. in the course cf bis rernarks the reverend gentleman
denouced, in strong language, the Franchise Bil, as one for which the
Indians are neither qualified nor prepared. (Applause.) If enforced,
he said, it would work great damage and produce no good results.
(Cheer.) If the Government had, 20 ears ago, extended the benefits of
the common school system to the indian, and enforced attendance
thereat, the Indians might be in a better position to become enfranchised;
but now they are not, and the prospects are they will not be for many
ears t come. He was greeted with prolonged applause throughout

his address."1

This was at a meeting of the Methodist Conference at Chat-
ham, Ontario, on Saturday last. The report of Mr. Shep-
hord is not given bore, but I judge, -from this, that the
reverend gentleman's addrese is in harmony with the tenor
of that report. Now, Sir, if the Indians on that, which is
one of the moet advanced and progressive reserves in the
country, who are so far developed as to have an Orange
hall, are in this condition, what must be the case amongst
other Indians, net so far advanced as they are in
politics or education ? The ealm decision of public
opinion, no doubt, will be that the Indian who is under
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"a guiding hand," who is not a citizen, who is a child
t in a go-cait, who has no possibility of giving independent
- expression. of his views, who cannot even have the franchise,

unless the right hon. gentleman gives him a location ticket
-an Indian, under theseciroumstances, is not a proper per-
son to be entrusted with the franchise. This is altogother
apart from his intelligence. I say if he was as wise as the
Premier, as cloquent as the member for Glengarry (Mr.
Macmaster), and as scientific as the momber for King's,N.B.
(Mr. Foster), ho would not b fit to have the franchise
while ho is situated as ho is at present. My hon. friend
from Brant (Mr. Paterson) asks that more than ordinary
efforts should bo made to ascertain whother tho Indian
who is to be put upon the list is really qualifled under
the terms of this Act. The white man is not in a
position to have his vote put on the list by an agent who has
control of him; white men cannot be put on in shoals by
Indian agents, but the Indians can bo. The revising bar-
rister's oath, we are told, is a safeguard. What is his oath ?
To make up the voters' list according to the information in
his possession. Will not the instructions of the Indian agent
be information? Will not the information sent down to him,
perhaps from Ottawa, bo that which ho will regard as the
best kind of information ? I say there is every reason for
asking for more safeguards in the case of an Indian voter than
in the case of a white voter, and for theso reasons I am in
favor of the amendment of my bon. friend from Brant

Mr. CAMPBELL (Renfrew). I was very sorry to
hear my hon. friend from Glengarry (Mr. Macmaster)
speak so disparagingly of our countrymon, and compare
thom to savage Indians of 150 years ago. HIe was mistaken.
I am sure the Highlanders, for 400 or 500 years past, were
not at all what ho represented them to be. They were
intelligent mon, and the bon. gentleman ought teobe ashamed
to speak of thom as ho did. What excuse can he make to
his constituents in Glengarry, whon ho returns to them, for
what he has said about them to-day ?

Mr. LANDERK[N. I think the amendment of the hon.
member for South Brant (Mr. Paterson) ought to receive
the assent of this House. It doos not exhibit any party
bias or leaning; it does not display the guiding hand of the
Superintendont General of Indian Affairs, and consequently
we will probably have the opposition of those who follow
the Superintendont General in this flouse. Now, Sir, the
Liberal party in this country always endeavor, and have
always endeavored, to elevate men, to lift them up, to make
thom better mon, and to do what is best for the country.
That has been their policy in the past. That bas been
the guiding policy of the Liberal party, to elevate the
standard of morality, and to do what is best in the interest
of the country. Now, Sir, the amendment that is proposed
is of sncb a character that it commande the assent of every
patriotic Canadian. It is quite plain that the purport of
this Bill is that every tribal Indian located on a reserve
is to have the franchise, is to be guided by the Superintendent
General, to vote us ho desires. I consider this an assumption
of a power which no party should attempt to arrogate, in this
age of the world. I consider that it is an immoral practice to
resort to for the purpose of obtaining power and of securing
a perpetuationof power. It matters net to me which party
attempted to do a thing like that, I would condemu it; but I
do net believe that the Opposition in this House would ever
endeavor to keep themseolves in power by any such means.
The proposition of the bon. member for South Brant gives to
the Indians who are possessed of the property qualification,
the right to vote when they desire to vote, and imposes upon
them the duties of citizens, and it is something that I hope
will be upheld by this House. It is more preferable than
giving all the Indians living on reserves a right to vote. I
say such is a vicions proposition, and ought net to be
sustained by this louse. Why, Sir, the idea that
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a Government is going to croate votes, is going to
Sive the franchise to mon whom it will force to vote
for thomsolves, in order to keep themselves in power,
appears to me to be a most cowardly thing.
Although this measure has been long discussed, the full
extent of its villany has not yet been disclosed. We are
beginning to see the hidden hand, and great good is going
tobe done by the able discussion that has taken place, as
it will serve to show the country the position which the
Government have chosen to take in order to create votes
to keep themselves in power. The idea of giving
votes to men who are otherwise disqualified, who are not
citizers, who cannot make a will without the assent of
the Superintendent General, who do not pay taxes, is a
preposterous one; and yet hon. gentlemen propose to give
these men votes which will offset those of our citizens, an
action which is an outrage and which the people will not
stand. The observations -made by the hon. member for
Glengarry (Mr. Macmaster) I am here to oppose and resent.
I have a noble band of Highland mon dwelling in my
riding, and they will not be satisfied if I do not resent the
idea that their ancestors were savage3, like Indians, a few
short years ago. I deny it. The Highlanders showed
intelligence and culture long anterior to that period; and I
cannot understand how the First Minister, whois of Highland
blood, should have allowed a prominent supporter to nake
that remark, without himself rising and correcting the mis-
statement. On behalf of the noble Highlanders I represent,
I hurl back that accusation as one unworthy of any hon.
member of this Ilouse, and I will not permit it to be made
without resenting it as being an insult to the whole High-
]and race in Canada. I remember, a few years ago, the hon.
member for South Huron (Sir Richard Cartwright) made
some statement, mild in comparison with that which the
hon. member for Glengarry has made; and what was the
result? That statement was published in my own consti.
tuency, in the Gaelic language-and it received the assent
and support of the First Minister, and I believe of his Minis-
ter of the Interior (Sir David Macpherson) also. I do not
know but that he is Minister yet-he is not here now; but I am
sure after the determined resistance he made to the supposed
slight cast by the hon. member for South Huron, he would
not have consented to allow such a slander as that pro-
nounced by the hon. member for Glengarry, to have passed
without resenting it; and I repeat that I am surprised that
the First Minister should have allowed a prominent sup-
porter to have made such a charge against any class of the
people of this country without resenting it.

Mr. MoMULLEN. I think the proposition of the hon.
member for Brant is a reasonable one. I agree with the
First Minister that I am opposed to invidious distinctions.
It has been said that the Indians should not be called upon

go ont in defence of the country, be debarred the privilege
of the franchise, while tribal Indians on reserves, who pay
no taxes, are allowed the right to vote ? It is an outrage
on the country. Hon. gentlemen opposite say there la no
evil intent in enfranchising the Indians. There must be
some special reasons, and the main reason is that hon.
gentlemen opposite expect to obtain a political advantage.
The hon. member for Glengarry has let the cat out of the
bag. The Indians of the plains are not to be enfranchised,
because they are opposed to the Government, while the
Indians of the older Provinces, who are given the right to
vote, are supposed to be in favor of the Government. If it
were thought that they would vote against the Government,
no doubt the Bill would yet be amended, and they would be
struck out. This Indian clause is also an attempt to strike
down some members of this House who have discharged
nobly their duty as representative3 of the people, who are
respected by both sides, whose names will be handed down to
future generations, as men who nobly did their duty on the
floor of this House. Ther ais no other object in adopting
the Indian clause, because the Indians have not asked for it.
They are going to be forced into harness; they are to be
told, first, that they bave votes, and if they do not record
their votes they will be lookcd upon as opponents, and the
result will be that they will be drawn up, as a band, and
compelled to exorcise the franchise in the interest of the
Government. I say that the revising barrister provision of
this Bill is bad enough; the Indian vote is worse, and the
two together are sufficient to condemn the Government that
introduced them, in the minds of every independent man
in this country. I hope the day is not far distant whon the
people will open their eyes, when, in place of supporting
legislation of this hind and allowing it to go unpunished,
legislation which fetters their rights and liberties, they
will rise up and condemn it. It is high time that the
people woke up to the fact that their rights are being
fettered and trampled upon. I say that every man
on this side has a right to express his opinion candidly
and forcibly on this question, and while we have a
single son of a European race twenty-one years of
ago, who is not permitted to exorcise the franchise,
it is a gross insult that you should allow the Indian
on the reserve the right to vote, while you deprive
the sons of tenant farmers and the sons of tenant manu-
facturers from exercising their franchise. This shows, on
the face of it, that there is an object in view. If the
tenant farmers' sons could be gathered together on a
reserve, in a group where they could be influenced to vote
in favor of Goverument candida'es, they would be enfran-
chised ; but because they cannot be controlled like the
Indians, they do not get votes. Mr. Chairman, I couli not
permit this thing to go through its last stage without
entering my solemn protest against it.

to apply to the revising officer te be placed on the list. It
must be remembered that the wage-earner ias to make this
application, and why should there be an invidious distinc- tain bou, gentlemen opposite te misrepresent my meaning,
tion between the Indian and the wage-earner in this res- in the remarks which I made te the liuse te-niglt. I do
pect ? Why should the Indian be placed in a better posi-net attach very great weight te those statements, because I
tion than the wage-earner ? For while the Superintendent think I cau defénd mysoîf before amy Highland audience la
General will make application to have the Indians on a cer- which I my chance te appear. Whlle I descrlbed the state
tain reservation placed on the voters' list, the wage-earners et savagery which oxisted lu byegone years lu Scotland, a
will have individually to spend their time in order to geL fact whlch, historically speaking, cannot le doubted, I aise
their names put on the list. The hon. member for Glen- pointed out the progressive developint et the people of
garry stated that suggestions were invited by the Firsi that country te eue of the foremost nations in Europe, and
Minister from hon. members on this side of the House with hon. gentlemen cannot deny h. The hou. member for South
a view to improve the Bill. The question of enfranchising Huron (Sir Richard Cartwright), far frei recognising sncb
tenant farmers' sons was urged from this side of the louse, developmenil the remark ho made, far freinrecegnisiug
and was discussed. But the Bill is now almost through thatlie Highland race te which I beleng, and of which I ar
committee, and those persons will not be allowed to as prend as auy hon, gentlemen in tbis fouse or ouasde of
vote. The sons of manufacturer@, who are tenants, are also t-far freinrecegnising the great progres they made, and
excluded. Why should such men, who earn their daily ilat tbey are now eue of the mosi cultivated nations on the
wages, perform the duties of citizens, and volunteer te carl, produoing most eznnt men in every walk of hfe, stig-

rr.. A E eDahb.
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matised them as still possessing the "predatory instincts,"
practically characterising them by that remark, as possess-
ing the old instincts w*hich they possessed when they wore
a savage race, and as carrying those instincts down te a later
time. I repudiate here, as it has been repudiated else-
where, the insinuation se made against the Highlanders ;
and I take it as a displacement of this debate for the hon.
member for South Grey (Mr. Landerkin) to stand up here
and profess to vindicate the Highland character-to say, on
behalf of the Highlanders in his constituency, that ho dis.
sented from the remark of the momber for Glengarry
against the Highland race. I made no such charge against
the Highlanders. I spoke of the facts of history ; I recog-
nised the progress of that race, and I equally enter my
dissent against the statement that their acts or conduct are
characterised by the predatory instincts which may have
characterised them in their early days.

Mr. CHARLTON. What the hon. gentleman did was te
compare the Highlanders of 150 years ago with the
Mohawks of 1642.

Some hon. MEMBERS. That is false.
Mr. CE[ARLTOT. He compared thom with the savage

Mohawks of the seventeenth century.
Mr, MACMASTER. I made no such statement.
Mr. MILLS. What the hon. gentleman did was to refer

te a statement of the hon. member for North Norfolk (Mr.
Charlton). The hon. member for North Norfolk had
referrod to the acts of the Mohawk Indians in 1642, and
what the hon. gentleman did was to argue that the Mohawks
of to-day were not to be judged by thoso of 1642. He said:
Look at me; my ancestors were savage Highlanders 150
years ago. He described the lighlanders of 150 years ago,
and ho said if these savages produced such a splendid
specimen of a man as the member for Glengarry, what may
we expect will bo the Mohawks of to-day. Tho Indians
have been progressing for ninety years more than the
Highlanders, and if 1, in 150 years, have become such a
splendid spocimen of a man from the Highland race, what
may we not expect from the voters of Brantford, whose
ancestors committed the depredations in 1642. That was
the argument of the hon. gentleman, and if it was more, ho
was simply arguing that the Highland race were a progres-
sive race; that 150 years ago they were a nation of savagos,
and to-day they were able te produce such a splendid
speimon-

Mr. MACMASTER. I ask the hon. gentleman, acrops
this House, if I made any reference to mysclf or produced1
myself as a specimen ?

Mr. DAWSON. I think it is unjust te press upon the
hon. member for Glengarry remarks which he says were
contrary to what ho uttered, or tu try te fasten upon himt
the assertion that he said anythihig derogatory of the High-
lander. Ie is a Highlander himself, as I am, and speaking
of the Highlanders, he spoke in a relative manner. The
Mohawks have been run down as savages, but let me read
te you what an American writer has said of their nation:

"The Confederacy of the Iroquois, or Five Nations (and which was
known as the Confederacy of the Six Nations, after the Tuscaroras were
admitted into the Union), might afford the subject of a historical sketch,
in the hands of a master, replete with the deepest interest and curi-
osity. It was distinguished, from the time of the first discovery of the
Hudsn down te, the war et 1756, for its power, policy, and martial
spirit. At the close of the seventeenth century that Couiederamy was
computed to contain 10,000 fighting men. • a The Fivet
Nations, during the time of their ascendency and glory, extended theirt
dominion on every aide, and levied tribute on distant tribes. They
blockaded Quebec for several monthe, about the year 1660, with 700
warriora. The Mohawks were the terror and scourge of aIl the Newt
England Indians, and those dwelling west of Connecticut river paid1
them tribute. They extended their conquest down tbe Hudeon to Man-
hattan Island, and subdued the Carnase Indians on the west end of
Long Island. The Iroquois pushed the conquest to Lake Huron, and

fought desparate actions with the Hurons and the Chippewas on the
borders of Lake -uperior."

They are described, still further, as oxtending their con-
quosts up through Illinois and the plains of the West on the
one side, and to the Atlantio coast and the Carolinas on the
other. A. race that could do such things cannot be con-
sidered a despicable one.

FMr. PATERSON (Brant). I quite agree with the extract
that has been read. Anybody who has read the history of
America knows that the Mohawks were the kingly tribo of
this continent, and leaving ihat behind, I admit that they
are now the most advanced Indians we have; but advanced as
they are now, and warlike and brave as they have been
before, the Superintendont General has his hand as firmly
upon them as upon any other Indian in the land. Hi8
Indian law hoids them under the same tutelage as any
others; so that thoy cannot lease thoir own lande, even
if they bo oducated men, sign contracts, or even make a
will, but tho Suporintendent Goneral can annul it, if ho sees
fit. The ground taken on this side of the House cannot be
misunderstood. We say, give the Indians all the rights and
liberties, and all the responsibilities of citizenship; but we
say : Do not force them upon him-it is not wise. If the
Niowak Indians prefors to maintain his connection with the
tribes, it is bis own choice; ho fools happier there; and
as long as he romains in that position do not try to
force him ont of it ; and this proposition to force
a vote upon him while ho is in that position is a proposi-
tion which, I bolieve, he will repudiate; and in his interest,
as well as for other reasons of another kind, referring to
loss advanced Indians, I have moved the rosolution. It is
evident, from the First Minister not having suggested any
different way of obviating the difficulty, that ho does not
som inelmed to accept my proposition, and this committee
is sufficient to vote it down. But Icall his attention to this,
that the other night, when I pointed out to him the diffi-
culty of gotting the lndians on tho lists, and suggested that
it would have to be done in a diflerent manner from that
adopted for white voters, owing to their having no assoss-
ment rolls, and whon I pointed out that the only way to get
the information would bo through the paid agents of the
Government, and that that would bo a wrong and indooont
thing to do, and askod the First Minister what plan
ho would propose, ho said that ho had not given
the question considoration, but that ho would do so, and
asked me if I would put my opinions on paper, that they
might be considered. That I have done; but I have been so
unfortunate in the expression of my opinions thore as not to
have met the views of the First Minister. I therefore hold
that if ho allows this proposition to be votod down he is
bound to find some solution of the difficulty that I desire my
amendment to obviate, that is, that it would be an improper
thing for the revising officer to take bis list of voters on an
Indian reservation from the Indian agent, under whom the
Indians are, and who is under the control of the Superinten-
dont General himself ; and the only method I can se is for
the revising officer to go down on the reservation and let
every Indian who wants to be put on the list come to him
and say so, the samo as the wage-earner has to do. Some
hon. gentlemen ask why I want the information to be givon
under oath. I want it to be given under oath, not so much
because I want the Indian to be put under oath, but because,
when the revising officer seeks testimony from others, it is
under oath; and if the Indian agent's tostimony is to be
taken, I hold, from the peculiar position he occupies in rela-
tion to the Indians, that it should be taken under oath. But
if there le auy great objection to that, strike it out and leave
the other part. The hon. First Minister must know that all
Indians are not equally advanced. While it may be a proper
thing to give many of them votes if thoy are full citizens, in
oven the most advanced baDds there are many Who are not
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qualified to exercise the franchise, and if you leave it to the
option of the Indian you may secure the most intelligent
and advanced of them, and you would not have the evil in our
midst that the ignorant, uneducated, semi-civilised Indian,
who is possessed of $8150- worth of property, shall all at once
be elevated to the right of exercising the franchise. There-
fore, i think the process of selection should bé in the bands
of the Indians themselves. I do think it is a reasonable

proposition, and one that ought to be accepted by the First
Mn1ister. He bas given me no reason for refusing to accept
it, except the one that it is drawing an invidious distinction;
but ho will remember that it is not my resolution but the
Indian Act that makes the invidious distinction; and il ho
asks his supporters to vote my amendment down he Ehould
devise some plan to obviate the difficulty, else I shall .not
promise not to try to draft some other proposition to obviate
it. But the question ought to be dealt with in some way,
for it seems to me that it is not proper to leave with the
Indian agent the power to have what Indians he likes put
on the list of voters.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Under the Bill, as it
now stands, the Indian and the wage-earner are exactly on
the same footing. There is no clause in the Bill stating
that the wage-earner must go personally to the revising
officer and ask that his vote be put on.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). He is not under control.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon. gentleman said

they should be put on the same footing ; I say they are on
the same footing now, and in making a change they will be
on a different footing. I take it that under the reading of
the Bill the revising officer will put on all those ho finda
on the assessment roll as having a primd facie right to vote.
Those who are not on the roll muast come forward and have
their names put on, whether they be wage.earners or
Indians. That is not especially provided in the
Act, but it is nocessarily intended, and it would .be
drawing quite a distinction between the wage-oarner
who happened to be a wbite man and the wage-
earner who happened to be an Indian to say that the
latter must come forward personally, when we do not say
that in respect to the former. Both stand on exactly the same
footing; and as for the agent coming forward and putting
on all the names, that is absurd; the agent will not do any-
thing of the kind. And in case anything of that kind should
be attem p ted, I have no objection to its being prevented.
I bave already said that on first impression I agreed to
the motion in amendment, which was suggested by the bon.
member for North York (Mr. Mulock), that the agent who,
directly or indirectly, interfered with the Indian voters,
would be committing a misdemeanor, punishable by loss of
office and fine or imprisonment. I have no objections to pre-
venting the agent, directly or indirectly, interfering with
the request of an Indian to put his name on the voters' list,
but what I object to is that the Indian must personally
come forward and swear to his right to vote when the
wage-earner is not put on the same footing.

Mr. MILLS. The hon. gentleman will see that there is
a difference between the two.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). You do not recognise the
difference in position.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I do not think there is
a substantial difference.

Mr. MILLS. The white man who owns property bas to
give a description of the property upon which he qualifies.
There is the concession, the number of the lot, and other
descriptions. What do yon propose to do with the Indian
property, in order to describe it with such exactness that it
may be identified ? You know his name, but the Indian
name is unfamiliar; you cannot tell one from another by

Mr. PAT»RuoN (Brant).

name, unless yon know the Indian tongue. How will you
know whether the Indian on the voters' list owns any pro.
perty or not? The Indian, in that respect, does not stand
in the same position as the Indian who is assessed on
income. My impression is, that there will not ho any
such, perhaps not a dozen, in the entire Dominion. The
Indian, the ward of the Government, dependent on it for a
large portion of bis means of subsistence, is not in the same
position as the ordinary wage.carner. If the hon, gentle-
man will meet the case I have mentioned, and give such a
description of the property as to enable us to identify it, ho
will do much more than ho is doing now.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I am not going to enter
into that discussion again; we have had it ad nauseam. With
regard to the hon. gentleman's statement, which is errone-
ous, that the wage-earner is obliged to go and put in is
vote, and that the Indian's name shall be put on the list,
whether ho likes it or not, there is no such proposition in
the Act. They stand in the same position. As to the argu-
ment how the land is to be identified, the provision is that
the Indian must be in possession and occupation of a separ.
ate and distinct tract of land. If the hon. gentleman will
look at the original clause giving the franchise ho will find
that the property must be described in the voters' list by
lot, concession, and so forth, or other available description.
It must be so doscribed that it can be identified. Those
words were put in advisedly, because in large portions of
the Dominion there are no lots and concessions, but an avail.
able description can always be got, and the revising officera
will have to see that such description is given.

Amendment negatived. Yeas, 41; nays, 36.

On section 52,

Mr. LANGELIER. I would suggest that in the Province
of Quebec the bailiffs of the Superior Court should bo
entrusted with these duties.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I think the revising offi-
cer, who is responsible for all this work, should have the
selection of his own officers, as returning officers have now.

Mr. LANGELIER. Where will the list of the notices of
objections be kept ? The revising officer might come from
a city 60 or 80 miles distant from bis district, and it would
be exceedingly inconvenient if those interested had to go to
his place of residence to see the objections. The notices of
objections, or a copy of them, might be kept in the same
place in which the list is deposited.

Mr. MILLS. Is it intended that the revising officer shall,
until the list is finally revised, have an office within the
electoral district? If not, the list ought tobe kept at the
office of the county judge in the nearest county town.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I propose to go back to
clause 51, and amend it in this way :

The revising officer shall appoint as his clerk a person reuiding in the
electoral district.

Mr. SPROUL. How would it be if it was a judge, and
ho was attending to two or three electoral districts ? In
my county there are three electoral districts, and I have
no doubt one judge will attend to the three.

Mr. MILLS. Then ho would have three clerks.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I think he should have
a clerk in each electoral district.

Amendment agreed to.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Now we can amend
sectionl 54. I move the following:-
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The revising officer shall keep at his office in the electoral district a

list of the notices of objections, etc.
I think that will meet the views of hon. gentlemen opposite.

Amendment agreed to.

On section 55,
Mr. CAMERON (Huron). This is a very objectionable

clause, and I trust the First Minister will strike it out
altogether.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It is the system in
England.

Mr. CAMERON. Not to the same extent as this, I
think.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONAND. I think so.
Mr. CAMERON. Whether it is or not, we ought not

to have it bore. It is an extraordinary clause, and gives
the revising officer extraordinary powers. It enables him,
without any complaint or notice to the parties to be affected
by his proceeding, to strike names off the list, and to change
names where the saie are incorrectly entered on the list,
and generally to correct such list, so far as any information
in his possession will enable him to do so, in order to carry
out the intention of the Act. It is an extraordinary power
to give any individual, that ho should, by his own more
motion, without notice of any kind, and without evidence
of any kind, so far as this clause is concerned, be enabled to
change the whole votera' list. Somothing might be said,
possibly, in favor of leaving him the power to strike off the
list the names of dead men.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. If they are dead they
cannot vote.

Mr. CAMERON. I do not think ho oven should go that
far without some evidence. We have lattorly had instances
of men and women who were supposod to have been dead,
but who, fortunately, turned out not to be dead, and
if a revising officer, under the operation of this Act,
should have struck their names off, it would have beon
improporly dono. It may be said they might bo "person-
ated," but they may be personated alive just as well as
dead. I believe the chances of fraud by leaving a dead
man's name on the list are much less than tho chances of
fraud by permitting the revising officer to strike a namo off
without any proof whatever. The .revising officer may act
in perfect good faith in striking off the name.

Mr. SPROULE. Supposing he attended the dead man's
funeral ?

Mr. CAMERON. Even thon ho could not be sure that
the man whose funeral ho attended was the mari whose
mame was on the list. But you not only enable him to
strike off the name of a dead man, but the name of a porson
who becomes disqualified. Now, how is the revising officer
to get information that a person has become disqualified ?
Even if ho had some information, it would be outrageous to
strike that man's name off without notice to the man him-
self. There can be no hardship, no wrong done, because,
if the person bas become disqualified, it is the
business of the political parties to make an application to
strike his name off. Upon what evidence could the
revising officer act, in order to justify him in striking the
name off? The man's name may appear on the assessment
roll, and ho may have the qualification to vote under the
statute, or ho may have no right whatever to vote under
the statute. So 1 say that the material which the hon.
gentleman authorises the revising officer to act upon will not
justify him in striking the name of any person off, for either
death or disqualification, without giving notice to the person
supposed to be disqualified that ho was teobe struck off. But
the hon. gentleman goes further, and enabls this revising
O4oer to correct the list in any way, upon such information

as he may have in bis possession. He may have informa,
tion communicated to him by somo person, a verbal intima-
tion that a person bas become disqualified, or that ho bas
come under some legal disability. There is not one of the
three cases in which the hon. gentleman onables the revis-
ing officer to act under this clause that I think ought to be
hore atall. The whole clause ought to bo removed from the
statute. No harm eau b done by striking this clause out
and leaving the law just as it stands without the clause. I
am strongly opposed to giving the revising officer power to
interfere with a man's rights behind his back, and without
giving that man an opportunity of showing bis claim to
have his name romain on the voters' list. i therefore beg
to move that section 55 be struck out.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. This clause was not
thought an unnecessary power in England. The revising
officer judicially knows the person, and is satisfied, when
parties die or are disqualified by loss of thoir proporty, that
ho should correct the list. It comes within his own cogni-
sance. Thore is, however, at presont, unfortunately, in My
opinion, a most unwholesome droad and suspicion of the
revising officer that does not exist in England; by-and-bye,
when members of Parliamont become botter acquainted
with tho working of the Act, they will have more confidence
in the revising officer, and they will see the advantage of
this clause. But I shall not insist upon it; I shall withdraw
it. I think it is a good clause, and ought to be bore, but
perhaps it is just as well, at ail ovents, in the inception of
the system, that it should be struck off.

Mr. DAVIES. I am sorry myself, personally, that the
First Minister has withdrawn the clause. I have my own
opinion about it, and I do not agreo with ail the hon. momber
for West Huron said in bis romarks upon this clause. I
think, so far as giving him power, of his own notion, to
strike off disqualified persons, that ho should not have it,
but ho must have power to strike off men who are dead. lu
the English Act the revising officer shall correct a mistako
which has been proved to him to have been made on any
list, and shal expunge tie name of any person whoso
qualification shall bo insufliciont, and also the name of any
person who shall be proved to him to be dead. I think it
is highly improper to allow thIe iHt to be encumberod with
the names o dead mon, voters who may be personated.

Mr. SPROULE. It will be very much botter to leave
the clause as it is, bocause if the ob ect of having a revising
officer is to obtain a correct voters list, some discrotionary
power must bo left with such officer, as certain facts res.
pecting a voter's qualification and non-qualification corne
within his own knowlodge.

Mr. MILLS. The whole question is as to what evidence
shall b deemed sufficient on which the revising officor can
act. The samo question involved in this clause is involved
in clause 30, and the First Minister should examine into
both clauses, in order to determine what the powers and
functions of the revising officer are to be.

Section withdrawn.
On section 56,
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I propose to mako the

date 1st August, 1886.
Mr. CAMERON (Huron). I am afraid the assesment

roll will be no use, except the assosment roll of the pro-
vious year.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Immediatoly after the
lst of January the revising officer will send for the assess-
ment roll, which is made up to 31st December, as regards
cities, and to September or October as regards counties.
That is in Ontario. In August the voters' list for the
elections must be comploted.
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Mr. LANGE LIER. In Quebec, according to the muni-

cipal code, the valuation roils must be made in June and
July. Thirty days are allowed for the revision by the
municipal council. If the date were placed at lst Septem-
ber it would be all right.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The revising barrister will
make up, in the spring of 1886, his preliminary list, taking
the list of the previous year. It always must be the list of
the year before.

Mr. MILLS. The assessments are generally made in
February, in the rural districts, at all events, and they are
revised in May and the voters' list made up. It may be
that the revising offloer, in preparing his preliminary liEt,
will be obliged to use the old assessment roi], but when the
list comes to be revised the new roll will be available.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Under the words "lsuch
other information," he can send for the last roll.

Mr. MILLS. Ithink he ought to have that power, because
the chances will be very great.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. IIe has that power. I
think the 1st of August will be sufficient.

The words "lit day of August, 1886," were substituted
for the words " 15th day of April, 1887," and the clause, as
amended, agreed to.

On section 61,
Mr. CAMERON (Ruron). I desire to move an addition

to this section. It is quite clear that under the provisions
of this statute a large number of officials are to be appointed.
It is of the first possible consequenco that those officials
should discharge their duties properly, and if they do not
they ought to be punished. Ait thc clerks, constables,
bailiffs, and other officials, ought to be liable to some severe
penalty in case of a wilful violation of the law. I find that
the Eng4ish Act provides that for any wilfal violation of
the law committed by any official under it the porson
aggrieved can exact a penalty not exceeding £100 sterling,
and full cost of the suit. I propose to move that
every person appointed to any office or position under this
Act, or required by this Act to do any matter or thing,
shall, for every wilful violation of the Act, or wilful act of
commission or omission, forfeit to any person aggrieved
the sum of $500, or any leoss sum which the jury or judge
before whom the suit may be tried shall consider just.
It is not for every violation of the law that I propose making
the official responsible; it is only when he does the thing
wilfully, with the full knowledge that he doos wrong.
You can easily understand how an official appointed under
this Act may commit a very serious wrong on an elector
or a candidate, who may have no redress unless we provide
for it in this law. It is no compensation to the person
aggrieved to say that the official is liable under the Election
Act. We know that in that Act the punishment is a small
fine, which is merely nominal; and these officials, who are
given those extraordinary powers by this statute, ought to
be made responsible, if they wilfully violate the law, to
any person aggrieved thereby.

Mr. SPROULE. Suppose a returning officer refuses to
make a list, under what section would he obe fined-under
this section, or section 61?

Mr. CAMERON. I do not propose a fine. This is com-
pensation to the person who is injured by what these
officials do wilfully, not by mere oversight or mistake.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. This 61st clause pro-
vides for the specific offence of not furnishing the reviring
officer with copies of the assessment roll. If the custodian
of the assessment roll will net give it, le will be liable to
the penalty,

Sir Jon A. MAODONALD.

Mr. CAMERON. Why make it a fine? Imposing a fine,
on many men, is practically no punishment. It is no
punishment to a man who has nothing, to pay a fine of a
81,000. I would make it a misdemeanor, penalty of three
months' imprisonmont.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I think it ought to be a
misdemeanor, and I will make it so.

Mr. CAMERON. The party aggrieved should have a
chance of.gotting something if he las been wronged by any
act of omission or commission of any officer.

Mr. CHARLTON. That is the English law. There the
party aggrieved gets a £100, with full costs of the suit, for
any wilful act of commission or omission on the part of
any of those officials, and in adopting the amendment ef
the hon. member for West Huron we would follow exactly
in the English line.

Mr. LANGELIER. If there was no other punishment
than a misdemeanor, it would amount, practically, to vory
little. In the prosecution of a misdemeanor the public
prosecutor bas te take the case in hand, and unless le was
strongly pushed to it by parties interested he would not be
disposed to take up a case of that kind.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. For the offence of omit-
ting to give the copy of the assossment roll, to make it a
misdemeanor is quite sufficient.

Section, as amended, agreed to.

On section 62,
Mr. MILLS. I do not think that sections 62 and 63 are

adequate to meet the purposes of the Act. It may be all
very well for the party who commits an offence against any
of the officers ; but, supposing the officer himself fails to
fulfil bis duty, the party ought to have the same remedy that
ho would have against the returning officer or sheriff at an
election. In the Ashby case the parties had the right to
vote, but the sheriff was of opinion that they had not, and
thouglh their candidate was elected, yet Chief Justice Holt
still declared they had a remedy against the sheriff.
Thore ought to be some remedy against a revising officer who
wilfully fails te do bis duty. lie las certain duties and
certain ministerial functions, and the revising officer who ii
not a judge ought to be treated as a ministerial and not as a
judicial officer. The greater part of his duties are ministerial,
and he ought to be held responsible, as a returning officer is
held responsible. I think the English statute relating to
revising officers makes a similar provision.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I doubt whether the
revising officers in England are held liable.

Mr. MILLS. I think so, for allduties they discharge as
ministerial officers.

On section 62,
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The 57th clause provides

that all Acts of Parliament respecting elections of members
shall apply to this Act, and this clause provides that all
offences against this Act shall be punishable in like manner
as similar offences against the said Acts.

Mr. DAVIES. Does the hon. gentleman think a prosecu-
tion could lie under such a general provision ? I should
like to se him prepare an indictment under it.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I think my hon. friend
could prepare one which would hold water. Rlowever, we
will strike out that section.

Section 62 struck out,
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Now will come the

amendment of the member for North York (Mr. Mulook);
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Mr. TROW. I would prefer to move it on the third

reading.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I told the hon. momber

for North York, when he showed it to me, that I thought I
would accept it, and he said he would leave it to be moved
to-night.

Mr. TROW (for Mr. MuLo) moved the amendment.
Mr. MILLS. It is not germane to the Bill, but should

come in an election Act.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That is what I said, but

the hon. gentleman was very anxious to have it in the Bill.
When the statutes are consolidated next Session-I cannot
ask that they shall b. consolidated this Session-this clause
can be put into the Election Act.

Mr. CASEY. If this clause is acceptod, any other
employé of the Government should be inserted as well as
the Indian agent.

Mr. MILLS. It ought also to refer to persuading an
Indian to go on the voters' list.

Mr. DAVIES. This section, as drawn now, only applies
to an agent who unsuccessfully seeks to induce, but if he had
succeeded in inducing, it would not affect him at all.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I think, if the hon.gentleman
wants to make the thing effectual, he should make it apply
te any officer or any official of the Government. I think I
have heard of a gentleman whose nane was mentioned to-
night-but I will not say it, because I am not positive-
who, in an Ontario election, used his influence against the
Mowat candidate.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Distinct objection was
taken against the action of the Indian agent from bis sup-
posed influence, and this was a distinct clause, prepared by
the hon. member for North York, to make agents, whose
influence was supposed to be paramount over the Indians,
punishable. That was the object of the clause, because
they are, under the present law, liable to be indicted for
acting improperly or using undue influence.

Mr. MILLS. I believe in most cases the agents are not
very popular with the Indians, although at the same time
they have great influence with them. I must say that I do
not think this clause is of much value, without the adoption
of the amendment suggested by the member for North
Brant. If that had been adopted this would have been an
important supplementary proposition, but standing alone, it
is a most delusive proposition.

Sir JOHN A. MAODONALD. Thon I shall not make
any delusive proposition, and I shall withdraw it.

Section 63 agreed to.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. There are several
clauses that have been held over, but as it is two o'clock we
will not go into them now. In consequence of several
amondments that have been made in the Bill, some of the
forms in the schedules will have to be altered, and that is
being done.

Mr. MILLS. What about the 53rd section. There was
no definite statement as to the amount to be paid.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I do not want to make
any arrangement. 1 think I will b. able to ascertain
absolutely what it will cost ; I think it will cost very little
indeed. It would b. improper that the officer should
receive an uncertain amount. I tiherefore propose that the
revising officers shal not commence their duties till lst of
January, and I propose that the frst thing to be doue will

1 be to have an enactment as to what the allowance of those
officers shall be. The Government will, next Session, intro-
duce a Bill to settle specifically the allowances to revising
officers, clerks and bailiffa.

Mr. MILLS. Is the sum to be paid to the revising
officers to be uniform in ail cases ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I do not say that. Seve.
ral county judges have written me that they will b. able
to perform these duties in addition to their own duties. I
th ink an offioer taking a small constituency, and one hav-
ing two or three ridings, should not be paid the same allow,
ance. The county court judges, I believe, could be cem-
pelled to do this work as part of their judicial functions, in
the same way as it has been decided that provincial courts
can be obliged to sit in controverted election cases. As
regards county judges, 1 believe a good many of them are
quite willing to perform these duties with a very small
addition to their salaries, and these duties can be performed
quite easily in connection with their own duties.

Mr. MILLS. If the hon. gentleman had adopted the
rule of making the judicial districts the districts by which
the revising officers were to operate, each munieipality
being in itself a complete unit, then we need not have
changed the boundaries of the constituencies, but have
adhered to the judicial boundarios, in Ontario, at least. But
under this Bill, as it stands, a judge, where a county in
divided, can take a whole district. Hie cannot tako part of
a constituency.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It has been provided in
the Bill that a revising officer can be appointed for more
than one electoral district, and for fractional parts.

Mr. MILLS. I am satisfied that difficulty will arise.
Mr. TROW. I desire to ask the First Minister the posi-

tion in which the amendment of the hon. membor for North
York (Mr. Mulock) stands.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon. member for
Bothwell said the clause was altogether illusory and the
hon. member for Queen's said it was of no value, and soma
other mombers made like statements. I said I did not want
to introduce an illusory clause.

Committee rose and roported progress.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved the adjournment of

the House.
Motion agreed to; and the House adjourned at 2:10 a.m.,

Tuesday.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

TuSDA, 9Jth .une, 1885.

The SPzAnKgi took the Chair at half-past One o'clock.

Pannzas.

LOANS FOR THE PUBLIC SERVICE.
Mr. BOWELL inoved that the House, to-morrow,

resolve itseif into Commitcee of the Whole to consider the
following resolution :-

Resolve, That in addition to the sumo now remalning unborrowed
and negotiable of the loans authorised by Parliament by any Act here-
tofore passed, the Governor in Council be authorised to raise, by way
of loan, such sum or sumo of money, not to exoeed in the whole the Oum
of thirty million dollars, as may be required for the purpose of paying
the floating indebtedness of the Dominion, and for the carrying on of
the publie works authorized by the Parliament of Canada ; the rate of
interest on the sumo so to be raised by loan not to exceed four per cent.
per annum.

Motion agreed to.
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FRANCHISE BILL PETITIONS.

Mr. SPROULE. Before the Orders of the Day are called
I would like to say a few words in reference to the lette
that was presented to this fouse last week, in answer t(
some remarks made by the hon. member for King's N.S
(Mr. Woodworth). It was in reforence to some criticism h
had made about a petition sent from Meaford against th(
passing of the Franchise Bill. One of the parties whose at
tention was attracted to that item in the Hansard, drew u-
a declaration sotting forth that the signatures were made by
the arties as represented in the petition, and a letter waE
rea in the fouse by the hon. member for North Grey (Mr
Allen), purporting to be from one of those parties, bu
whieh in reality was from McMillan, who is one of thos
who carried round the petition for signature. I marked
the copy of the Ilansard containing that letter, and sent i
to Mr. Oliver, who was referred to in it, and asked if the
expressions made use of by him as stated, or if he
had anything to say about it. In reply, I have received a
letter from him dated June 5th, and addressed " T. S
Sproule, Ottawa."

"IDAr SiR,-In reply to your question, as written on the margin of
the House of Commons Debates, now before me, I beg to say that, in
conversation with Mr. McMillan, I said in a jocular way that my vote or
signature was as good as Sir John A. Macdonald's, but deny most
emphatically having used the language attributed to me in reference to
Mr. Woodworth. Had no idea McMiilan was going tomake an improper
use of any .remarks made by me. I am not in the habit of applying
such offensive expressions towards any perso:a."

That is from the gentleman who is said to have used those
expressions; it is from the gentleman that this letter pur-
ported to be from, though it was not written by him at all.
I have another letter from another gentleman, to whom I
sent a copy of the Hansard, and asked for his opinion of it.
ne says :

"Your favor of the 25th ult. to hand, also copy of Hansard with
reference to the petition from Meaford against the Franchise Bill. The
most daring lying was practised by James McMillan and James Drum-
mond in circulating this petition. What few Conservatives they got
was through misrepresentation. They assured the people that all the
wild Indians in Manitoba, the North-West Territory, British Columbia,
and Keewatin would have the franchise."

H1e goes on to say that the two names mentioned on it as
Conservatives are not Conservatives and never were, and
that two or three Conservatives who are on the petition
acknowledged this:

"The only persons I have found out that signed the petition were
George Tomlinson Sewell and James Sparling, and I have spoken to
then about it. They say it was the misrepresentation about the Indian
vote in the North-West, and at the time every person was mad about
outrages committed by the Indians at Frog Lake."

This is an explanation, I think, of many of the signatures
that have been attached to this petition. As to this
MeMillan, the man who carried round that petition, ho is a
man who has always been in the habit of doing that sort of
work,and is always ready to do it when ho can get a fair day's
wages, so long as ho can make it tell against the Conser.
vative party. He is a person who is entirely unscrupulous
as to his representations, and I can well understand that
he was fitted for that very important duty in the interests
of his party.

Mr. SPEAKER. I am sorry that this letter, which was
unfortunately read the other day, which I said was out of
order, as it reflected upon a member of the House, should
have gone into Ilansard. i think that was the mistake
that was made, and I tbink it lowers the position of this
Hlouse to have letters of that kind read. 1 think it would
be wise and well if hon. members would discontinue the
practice of reading private letters.

INQUIRIES FOR RETURNS.

Mr. BLAKE. I would ask when we may expect the
returns te some addresses in connection with the Canadian

Mr. Bowmi..

Pacifie Railway which I have callei attention to on divers
occasions. Most of them refer to information which is not

, in possession of the Government directly, but which they
r promised to obtain, and which the hon. gentleman no doubt
o has been pressing the Canadian Pacifie iRailway to give.

Some of them, however, have been passed so long ago that
e I dare say ho has forgotten all about them. For example,
e on the 5th February, there was an Order of the House for a
- statement as to the emigrants and immigrants by rail, a
P monthly statement which the hon. gentleman was in the
Y habit of giving us before the Session was over, and we know
s that the Session is properly over a long while ago. Then, on

the 9th February, an Address was passed for the gross
t and net earnings of the Canadian Pacifie Railway for the

years 1883-84, divided into three divisions.
Mr. POPE. The answer they gave the Government was

that they did not keep their accounts in that way, and it
was impossible to furnish the information in that way.

1Mr. BLAKE. That is hardly a satisfactory answer to
. the louse. If the Canadian Pacifie Railway has placed the

Government in a position to give that answer to the House
f by the shape of the document which we can ask for, thon I

should b prepared to take action on that document at the
earliest convenient moment after it was received. But at
the present moment we are in this position: an Address has

r been passed for that on the 9Lh February, as it has been
passed in former years. Thon thore was an Address for the
transactions between the Canadian Pacifie Railway and the
Government, in regard to town sites, on the 12th February;
and on the same day there was an Order for various state-
ments, three or four different sets of statements, by the
Canadian Pacific Railway Company; and on the same day
thore was an Order for a statement with reference to land
grant bonds, of which the hon. gentleman, some time ago,
brought down that part relating to what the Government
had done about land grant bonds; but the Address of the
House called for information which was in the possession
of the company about land grant bonds, and that was not
answerod. On the 17th of the same month there was an
Order for various statements, and another Order for
various statements on the 24th. There was an Address
for the cost of construction of 1,650 miles west of Winni-
peg, and on the 27th April an Address for the stockholders
of the Ontario and Quebec Railway, which is said to be
distantly connected with the Canadian Pacifie Railway.
Those are all that I have to direct the hon. gentleman's
particular attention to, so far as the Canadian Pacifie Rail-
way is concerned. I have done so more than once hereto-
fore, and I do so now because we may, I presume, as the
Session is getting on a little, perhaps have a resolution
about the Canadian Pacifie Railway brought down to
us in the course of a month or so, and this information
would ho important in that discussion. Thon there are
some other returns which I may suggest as important.
There was an Address for papers connected with disallow.
ances for the year. There was an Address, on the 6th
February, for the High Commissioner's report. There was
an Order of the House on the same day for the details of an
estimate made by the Deputy Minister of Interior of
$58,000,000 as the procoeds of our estate la the North-West.
On the 12th there was an Order for petitions and correspon-
dence with the colonisation companies; and on the same
day an Order of a like character for petitions and correspon-
dence with the railway companies in the North-West, not
including the Canadian Pacifie.

Mr. POPE. What is that for ?
Mr. BLAKE. The hon. gentleman knows that thore are

a number of persons formed into railway eorporations in
the East, who sometimes ask him for money, and then for
more money, and it is that class of correspondenoe I mean,
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with reference to the West. Then, on the 12th March there
was an Order for papers in reference to a speech of the
Minister of Publie Works on the subject of immigration,
and on the same day for papers with reference to the
License Act. On the 27th April there was an Order for
papers with reference to the Edmonton and Saskatchewan
Land Cmpany.

Mr. POPE. I would like the hon. gentleman to send me
a liât; and perhaps he had botter get some one else to write
it out for me. With respect to the report of the High Com-
missioner, I believe it has been brought down. With res.
pect to the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company, they have
been told what we wanted, and they have informed us that
the information was in course of preparation,

Mr. BLAKE. If my hon. friend will only press the
Canadian Pacifie Railway Company as bard as they press
him, it will be all done.

Mr. MITCHELL. My hon. friend who has just sat down
has had a pretty good share of returns this Session, while
the sole return I have asked for this Session has not yet
been brought down, and I would like to ask the First Minis-
ter when we are likely to get it.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The only answer that I
can give to my hon. friend is that I don't know.

Mr. MITCHELL. It appears that it is your duty to find
ont.

Mr. MILLS. I would like to remind the First Minister
that we were promised the correspondence on the subject of
the northern boundary of Ontario early in the Session; it
has not come down yet. Also, the correspondence with the
Ontario Government, with reference to the claims made by
the Dominion Government for land on account of the pur-
chase of the Indian title, and also concerning the expenses
connected with the subject of the disputed boundaries.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I would remind the
Minister of Customs that time has been up a good while for
the savings banks returns, to which 1 called his attention
two or throe times.

THE FRANCHISE BILL.

House again resolved itself into Committee on Bill
(No. 103) respecting the Electoral Franchise.

(In the Committee,)

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I tbink we may tako up
those clauses which wore postponed. The first item was
the paragraph in section 2, defining the word "farim."

'''Farm' means land actually occupied by the owner thereof, and
not less in quantity than 20 acres ; and a 'fariner' means the owner
thereof."

Some objection was taken to this definition, upon thoground
that in the vicinity of large towns there were market
gardons of less than 20 acres equally valuable with a plot
of 20 acres. I think we bad better retain the clause, as I
see there is a similar provision in the existing Ontario Act
and in the new Bill. Of course, I am willing to hear any
argument on the point. Five acres of land, while culti-
vated as a market gardon, may be very valuable, but the
moment it becomes used for other purposes the value may
sink into insignificance. Under all the circumstances, I
think it desirable to maintain the wordsI "20 acres."

Mr. MILLS. I do not see there is anything to disenss in
reference to the matter. The son of a proprietor of, say 19
acres, will vote, because of the proprietary interest in the
property, if the property has %Lficient value. This Bill
gives every owner of property of a certain value, no mat-
ter whether it is a farm or not, a vote. It also gives the

300
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son of the proprietor, no matter whether ho is a farmer or
a proprietor of real estate, a vote.

Mr. EDGAR. I had an amendment which I was pro.
pared to move, but on considering the arguments put for,
ward by the hon. member for Bothwell, and looking at the
subsequent section of the Bill, I do not think it necessary
to move it. The son of an owner of real property, not
otherwise qualified to vote, is given a vote; and that would
apply to a market garden of 10 acres within the city limite.
As to counties, sub-section 8 of section 4 gives the son of
an owner of real property, other than a farm, a right to
vote. So it is of no consequence whethor we place the
extent of land at 20 acres or 10 acres.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I desire to insert the fol-
lowing, with respect to the qualification as to farmers' sons:
"Grandson, stepson, or son-in-law ; " also, the following:
"Father shall include grandfather, stepfather, and father-
in-law. Mother shall include grandmother, stepmother,
and mother-in-law."

Mr. LANGELIER. I call attention to the fact that
cases frequently occur in our -Province of sons.by adoption
and fathers by adoption.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD, As I understand, the
father by adoption can afterwards repudiate that adoption,
and not be bound by it.

Mr. MoMULLEN. Supposing the caso of a farmer having
20 acres, and it is assessed suffleiently to allow hiraselt
and one more to vote. Supposing he as a son and a stop,
son, or a son-in-law, or a grandson, which would bo entitled
to vote ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I suppose the son would
bave it over the others.

Mr. McMULLEN. The son-in-law might be the eldest,
and the owner of the property would not have the power to
say who should have the vote,

Mr. EDGAR. I think the interpretation of farmers' sons
would cover that. If the word "sons " includes stepsons
or sonsin-law, the elder would have the vote.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That would bo the con.
struction, I suppose, but I do not know if that would be fair,
because the daugbter might marry a rich old man and eut
the others out.

Mr. McMULLEN. I think it would be unfair that the
son-in-law should vote while the heir ol the house would w>t
bave a vote.

Mr. MILLS. I suppose the proprietor would practically
determine which name would go on the lit with his own.

Section, as amended, agreed to.
Mr. EDGAR. If it is true that the section giving the

qualification to farmers' sons is still unsettled, a few words
might be introduced there which would cover the case mon.
tioned by the hon. member for Wellington (Mr. McMullen).

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That section does not
stand over, but we have been going back from time to time,
withont adhering to any technical rules, and it might be
amended.

Mr. MIL LS. IL should apply, not only to farmers' sons
but to sons of all owners.

Sir JOHN. A. MACDONALD. There was another
point with respect to tenancy. A discussion arose when
we were considering the franchise in counties, and I said
I would bave no objection to a proviso being added to the
clause, by which it would be provided that where there was
no rental stated on the assesEment roll, if the property
were assessed at 8150, that should be held as primd facie
evidence of the right of the tenant to vote. That I am pro.
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pared to move. I would ask the consideration of the com-
mittee as to whether there should be some provision made
under the head of tenancy in cities and towns. There the
rental is nearly always a money rental; a rental of any other
kind is so rare that the number of such cases would fot be
appreciable. The reason I bring it up is that what I said
before was with reference to counties altogether. Meanwhile,
however, we might turn to the franchise for counties.

Mr. MILLS. I am ot going to re-open the question fur-
ther than to say that it would simplify the preparation of
the voters' list very much if the hon. gentleman, at all
events in coanties, if not elsewhere, should adopt the rule of
taking the assessed value not simply as the primd facie right
to vote, but as the actual right to vote, thereby putting ten-
ants, in that respect, on the same footing as owners and
occupants.

On section 4, paragraph 4,
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved the insertion of the

following words:-
Provided further, that where, in any revised or final assessment

roll, the amount of a tenant's rent is not stated, the fact that the real pro-
perty in respect vf which he is entered on such roll as tenant thereof is
assessed at $150, or over that sum, shall be held to be prima facie evi-
dence of hie right to be registered as a voter.

Mr. EDGAR. As to making that applicable to towns
and cities, surely, if the eame proportionate value has been
arrived at in this Bill, to fix the qualification as to owner,
ship or occupancy, it would be simple enough to make the
sanie limit primd facie evidence of the tenant's right to vote.
If $150 in the country is about equivalent to $300 in towns,
it would be quite sale to take the assessed value in the cities
and towns as well as in the country. I do not see why this
principle cannot be made applicable to cities and towns as
well as to the country. It would simplify the trouble of
proving the right of tenants to vote.

Sir JOHN A. MAODONALD. I must say I do Pot agree
with the hon, gentleman. I think in the cities and towns
the rental is likely to exceed the simple interest on the
assemsed value of the property. I would like to hear from
other gentlemen acquainted with cities who can speak on
that point.

Amendment agreed to.

On section 5,
Mr. MILLS. I am satisfied that to take the assessed

value of the property would be a better precaution against
fraud, and would facilitate the placing of names on the
assessment roll. Of course, I except the Province Quebec,
because there, I believe, the amount of the rentai is marked
on the assessment roll; but that is not done anywhere else,
and I have never been able to understand why the lon.
gentleman desires to take the rent as the basis instead of
the actual value in the case of tenants. Without that, how
is the revising officer to obtain prima facie evidence for
putting the names of tenants on the voters' list ? Is lie to
make personal enquiry in every case ? For instance, take
the case of an owner of property having about the neces-
sary value: if he found that the tenant was politically
opposed to him he might have no objection, on condition
that it did not give a vote, to accepting a rent just below
the amount necessary to qualify the tenant. That could
not ha rniif the assessed or the actual value of the property
were enK .

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I do not suppose that at
this stage we should re-open that question. IL may b.
re-opened at a subsequent stage. The reason I asked that
the 5th clause should stand over I mentioned at the time.
The Act provides that the property qualification shall be, in
cities $300, and in towns $200. It has been pressed upon
me that there are two towns in the Province of Quebec, Huil

Sir JORN A. MACDONALD.

and St. Hyacinthe, which got themselves declared cities, in
which a large number of voters, who are now qualified, will
be disqualified, if the qualification is raised from $200 to
$300. I do not desit e that these voters shall be disqualified,
because these towns, by a rather misjudged ambition, got
themselves declared cities, when 1 do not think either their
wealth or their population entitled them to that position.
I believe that everywhere else, in all the Provinces, the
cities are sufficiently important to justify the distinction in
value the Bill provides for. There are two ways of meet-
ing the case of these two places-either by excepting thenm,
and stating that in those two cities the qualification shall
be 8200, or by providing that all cities of a population
under 9,00) shall be considered as if they were towns.

Mr. LANGELIER. I think there is a better way, which
is the system adopted in the election law of the Province of
Quebec. There, there are different qualifications; one 8300
and the other $200. The higher qualification applies only
to cities which return one member or more, and the other
applies to every other municipality, whether parish, tovn-
ship or town, or even city. If you apply this rule it will be
general, and there will be no difficulty whatever.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. In the case of cities like
Hull and St. Hyacinthe, which are cities by Act of Parlia-
ment, but still, from their population and position, the value
of property there is not greater than if they were towns.
The effect of making a distinction between cities and towns
in the value of propeity would disfranchise a great many
men in those places. 1 think the botter plan would be to
make it a matter of population. I find thal these cities are
both of them under 9,000, in which case they would be con-
sidered for valuation purposes as towns, still we cannot
prevent their being cities as they are so by Act 'of Parlia-
ment.

Mr. BLAKE. I have no doubt the hon. gentleman bas
maturely considered this, and will propose such an amend-
ment as will be in the publie interest.

Mr. CASEY. The suggestion of the Ion. member for
Quebec (Mr. Langelier) is by far the most logical way of
getting at what he desires. A limit of population is not as
logical a distinction as the distinction between cities that
return members and those that do not. There are several
cities in Ontario which are over the limit of 9,000 popula-
tion, and yet in which property is no more valuable than
when they only had 9,000 or than it is in other places of
9,000 population. Take St. Thomas, which is a very pros-
perous city, the value of property there is not at ail to be
compared with the value of property in London, Toronto or
other cities. The best plan would b. to adopt the sugges-
tion of the hon. member for Quebec.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I will let this proposition
stand, and consider it, and in the meantime the section can
be adopted as it is.

Mr. MILLS. In clause 9 we carried a provision disquali-
fying, amongst others, police magistrates, stipendiary magis-
trates and recorders. Some of these are not salaried officers,
but are only municipal officers.

Mr. VAIL. I pointed oat to the First Minister that
seven or eight officials wore appointed in Digby county last
year, and that, though they were called stipendiary magis-
trates, they recuived no stipends. Under the Bill they will
b. deprived of a vote, but 1 am sure that is not the inten-
tion.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. One cannot very well
sec how a man can be a stipendiary magistrate without a
stipend. I have no objection that the clause should be re-
opened, with unanimous consent. We might say "police
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magistrates and stipendiary magistrates, receiving no sti.
pend." It is lucus a non lucendo business, though.

Mr. CAMERON (Middlesex). In Ontario, police magis-
trates are sometimes appointed without salary at the in-
stance of a municipality, as it is a convenience, wherc the
population is less than 5,000, to have one magistrate to
attend to the business, instead of allowing the justices of the
peace to carry it out. When this clause was up, the com-
mittee was rather in a hurry; but there can be no doubt
that it is not desired to disfranchise those officers who
receive no salary.

Mr. CAMERON (Inverness). In some counties of Nova
Scotia, stipendiary magistrates are appointed to carry out
the Scott Act. If they are to be disfranchised, I am afraid
they will refuse to act. There are five in my county.

Mr. VAIL. At the last sitting of the municipal council,
county of Digby, certain men of the first position in the
-county were appointed stipendiary magistrates without
salary. As has been pointed out by my hon. friend from
Inverness, they are to act under the Scott Act.

Mr. BLAKE. I suppose the difficulty arises out of our
legislation hore. We give certain powers to certain
individuals whom we call stipendiary magistrates, and, in
order to give these powers, they have to be appointed under
thatname, even though they are patriotic enough to act with-
out remuneration. I confess I do not see very well the
principle upon which even a stipendiary magistrate who bas
a stipend is- disfranchised, as long as the stipend comes from
the locality and not from the Government.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. This was in the old law,
but I quite agree with the hon. gentleman. After consul-
tation with my friends, I was just about to propose, as I do
now, that the words " police magistrates, stipendiary
magistrates and recorders " be struck out of the disqualifi.
cation clause.

Amendment agreed to.

On section 50,
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I propose that this clause

shall run as follows:-
The appeal shall b3 :
(1). In the Province of Ontario to the county judge in whose county

the polling district where the appeal arises is situated;
(2). l the Province.of Quebec, to the judge of the Superior Court

resident in or having judicial charge of the judicial district within
which is the polling district where the appeal arises ;

(3) l Nova Scotia, New Brunswick, Manitoba, and Prince Edward
Island, to the county judge ;

(4). In British Oolumbia to the county judge, but, in any electoral
district which is not included within the jurisdiction of any county
judge, then to the Supreme Court, which court shail assign the duty of
tryiug any appeal to any judge of the said court.

There is rather an anomalous state of affairs in British
Columbia. That Province some years ago passed an Act
appointing county judges, and subsequently they passed
an Act adding two judges to their Supremo Court.
It was held here, after communication between the Minister
of Justice and the Government there, that with the two
additional judges of the Sapreme Court, there was no neccs-
sity for so many county judges. So that thore are now two
additional judges added to the Supreme Court, but a vote
has been passed here which gives a salary to only one
county judge. There is one county judge on the mamnland
at Cariboo or Lillooot, and the judges ot the Supreme Court
do all the rest of the work. They are situated somewhat like
the district judges of the Superior Court in the Province of
Quebec. There is a certain number of Supreme Court
judges at headquarters in Victoria, and some judges are on
the mainland, doing, in fact, circuit or district work. That,
I fancy, would be only temporary, because, with the increase
of population in the province, the salaries will be provided

. by the central Parliament hore for all the county judges.
Therefore, I think that at present the appeal in British
Columbia should be to the "county judge in any electoral
district which is not included in the jurisdiction of any
county judge, thon to the Supreme Court, which court shall
assign the duty of trying any appeal to any judge in the
said court." I think that is the best way of meeting the
temporary difficulty.

Mr. BLAKE. May I ask why tho hon. gentleman
makes a distinction in the language between Ontario and
the other cases in which county judges are now employod ?
Will it not be better in ail cases to provide that it shall be
to the county judge having juritiiiction over the polling
districts ont of which the appeal comes? And if that defi-
nition which the hon. gentleman lias prescribed for Ontario
is to remain, it may be necessary to provide that the
revising officer shall not make his pol ing district to be
composed of more than one county, or pieces of more than
one county; because the hon. gentleman knows that he
has changed the townships of Ontario in such a way that
some divisions are composed of parts of three counties, and
the duty of the revising officer in making polling districts
is to make them composed of not more than 200 electors, so
that it might be made of parts of two counties, and in that
case you would not find any single county judge having
jurisdiction over such polling division. Then, as to British
Columbia, I think it would be botter if the appeal could be
arranged to be so that a judge of the Supeme Court who is
rosident and discharging his duty in tho place most conti-
guous to the electoral district, to appeal on the facts as
well as on law; but to appeal zway to Victoria from the
interior, and thon to have the court at Victoria to decide to
what judge that appeau should be assigned, and then to have
it go back to him, seems to me like a cumbrous method of
performing the worx. The appeals that corne from the
Island of Vancouver might, no doubt, be as well disposed of
in that way. If ail the judges who are resident on the
island are in Victoria, there is no difflculty infproviding
that the appeal shall bo to the Supreme Court. I I remem-
ber rightly, at the time we discussed the British Columbia
judiciary, one judge was to be at New Westminster, one at
some point in the intorior, and one at Kamloops. Why
should you not provido having those stations assigned to
them, that it should be that judge of the Supreme Court whose
official place was nearest to the eloctoral district from which
the appeal came ? Thon it would go direct to him instead
of going all the way to Victoria and calling upon the
Supreme Court judge to assign, and coming back to the
mainland again.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. In British Columbia there
will be no practical difficulty under the present system.
The revising officer will just send the appeal to Victoria
whore the Supreme Court judge will select a local judge.
But it so happons, at this moment, that one of the local
judges is u niIl.health, and ho would be unwilling to under.
take the work. I do not think there would be any difficulty
about it. The appeal goes at once to Victoria, and the court
will at once assign the judge. Thon, with respect to the
remark of the hou. gentleman as to the difference between
the electoral districts and the counties for judicial purposes
in Ontario, I do not think there will be any difficulty as the
sub-divisions of the polling districts are by the Act, if I
rmember aright, confined to the division of the municipality
into electoral districts, while each municipality mustbelong
to one judicial county or the other.

Mr. CAMERON (Middlesex) moved the insertion of the
following clause -

That any person appointed to any office or positiou under this Act
or required by this Act to do any matter or thing, shail for every wilful
malfeasance, or wilful act of omission or commission, forfeit to the

peruon aggrieved the penal sum of $500, or such lesa sum &a the jury or
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judge before whom the case may be tried, or any action brought for the
recovery of the above mentioned sum shall consider just to be paid to
such party, the amount to be recovered from such party with full costs
of suit by action for debt in any court of competent jurisdiction: pro-
vided nothing herein stated shall prevent the application of any other
remedy, civil or criminal, against any such party.

Amendment agreed to.

Mr. MILLS. The clause which I think stands in the
way of the hon. gentleman's plan is clause 15. It says that
the revising officer shall hold sittings for the primary revis-
ion of the list in such place in the electoral district as
shall be deemed most convenient for the purpose. That
will stand in the way of a judge who is acting as a revising
officer in one part ot a riding and another judge acting as
revising officer for another part of the riding. The hon.
gentleman will see that it treats the electoral district as a
unit, and some amendment of the clause would make it
possible for the hon, gentleman to carry out his plan, which
1 think would be much more convenient than this provision.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I have a memorandum
of the verbal errors in consequence of the numerous amend-
ments, but I cannot bring them before the committee now,
and I think that meanwhile, the clause will be so amended
as to meet the hon. gentleman's views. We cannot go on
with the schedules now because the forms are being altered
to meet the various amendments which have been made,
and besides there is the money clause which will have to
go through committee.

Committee rose and reported progress.

DUNDAS AND WATERLOO ROAD-ORDE R DIS-
CHARGED.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Since the Bill (No. 120) to
give effect to an agreement made by the Department of Public
Works for the sale and transfer of the Dundas and Waterloo
road, was introduced, we have had a communication from the
Government of Ontario. They claim that this property
foris part of their assets and that therefore we should not
dispose of it. The Ontario Government do not affirm the
claim, but they submit the question, believing that this
property will be found to belong to Ontario and not to the
Federal Government. Under these circumstances, and until
the matter can be investigated with a view of ascertaining
whether the claim of the Ontario Government is well
founded, 1 would move the discharge of the Order.

Mr. MACKENZIE. Are there any papers to be sub.
mitted from the Local Government ?

Sir HECFOR LANGEVIN. No; there is a letter from
the Premier of Ontario, and of course that has been
acknowledged. It was impossible for me to look into the
matter now, but it will be investigated as soon as the
flouse rises.

Order discharged and Bill withdrawn.

BANK OF BRITISH COLUMBIA.

fouse resolved itself into Committee on Bill (No. 105)
raspecting the Bank of British Columbia.-(Mr. Bowell.)

(In the Committee.)
Mr. BOWELL. I explained the object of this Bill to the

flouse when I moved the second reading. This bank was
chartered in England and the charter having expired it was
under the authority of the Treasury Board the charter was
renewed, retaining its former powers, but bringing it within
the meaning and scope of the Banking Act of Canada.

Mr. BLAKE. Perhaps the hon. gentleman would
explain generally what provisions of the General Banking
Act are not applied to the bank.

Mr. CAzxRoN (Middlesex),

Mr. BOWELL. According to the note furnished to me
by the Deputy Minister, the exceptions apply only to the
management and internal economy of the bank-the open-
ing of the books of subscriptions, the transfer and trans-
mission of shares and the payment thereof; the voting of
shareholders; the power oft shareholders to regulate the
management and administration of the bank, with regard to
the remuneration of the president, the qualification of
directors, the election of directors, etc.; the calling of gen.
eral meetings of the board of directors, and their quorum;
the general powers so far as the management of the bank is
concerned, as the making and enforcing of calls, the state-
ment to be laid before the general meeting of shareholders,
the inspection of the books, and the declaring of dividends,
except that they cannot declare any dividend exceeding
eight per cent. unless the rest equals 20 per cent. of the
paid-up capital. These are provided for in the original
charter of the bank. Otherwise it comes within the provi-
sions of the Canada Banking Act.

Mr. BLAKE. If I rightly recollect, we had to deal excep.
tionally in the case of the Bank of British North America
when dealing with the banks generally, and are these excep.
tions on the same general line as those we made when we
bad to deal with any other exceptional case ?

Mr. BOWELL. I cannot say, as I have not looked into
that question.

Bill reported, read the third time, and passed.

COMMERCIAL BANK OF WINDSOR.

House resolved itaelf into Committec on Bill (No. 117)
respecting the Commercial Bank of Windsor.-(Mr. Bowell.)

(In the Committee.)
On section 2,
Mr. BLAKE. It seems to me this is a pretty strong

clause. I do not wish to be understood as assenting to it.
Mr, BOWELL. Let it pass on division.
Bill reported, read the third time, and passed.

CIVIL SERVICE ACTS AMENDMENT.

Mr. CHAPLEAU moved that the amendments made by
the Senate to Bill (No. 31) to amend and consolidate the
Civil Service Acts of 1882,1833, and 1884, be read the second
time.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Would the hon. gentle-
man just state generally what these are ?

Mr. CHAPLEAU. The first amendment is only a formal
one. At page 9, in clause 4, the words "increase of salary
of any clerk or employé" are altered to "increase of salary
of any clerk, officer or employé."

Mr. BLAKE. What is the difference ?
Mr. CHAPLEAU. There is no difference. The main

amendment is this: That any candidate who has presented
himself for examination and had failed to pass should be
entitled to reccive back copies of his papers, if desired, on
payment of a fee. I understood from the hon. member for
North York (Mr. Mulock) that it was objectionable such
papers should be communicated, that it would be likely to
render the duties of the examiners unpleasant; I said I
thought that in examinations before the bar, candidates
were entitled to such copies. I was mistaken as regards
the present system. At present such papers are not returned
at the demand of candidates. I consulted with the members
of the Civil Service Board, and it was found that in a certain
manner it would be objectionable to adopt a system not fol-
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lowed by universities or other bodies. I propose therefore
to ask that the House do not concur in this amendment. I
move:

That the House do not concur in the third amendment of the Senate,
for the reason that, inaamuch as the practice to allowing candidates to
rt copies of their examination papers, after sch exainination, would
s unusual and contrary to the rules, adopted in universities and other

bodies, where similar examinations are required.

Mr. BLAKE. I recollect when my hon. friend from
North York (Mr. Mulock) was severely lectured by the
Secretary of State when he ventured to make the sugges.
tion that the proposed amendment of the Sonate was
objectionable. The hon. member for North York bas his
revenge.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. The hon. momber for North York
said that never at the bar examinations was such a thing
allowed. I said I knew it was allowed, and I ascortained it
was allowed, but it is not allowed now. I had no special
objection or dislike to the amendment, and I said I did not
see any danger in allowing candidates to get back their
papers, but to prevent objection and be in accord with the
practice of other institutions, I am willing to move that
the Senate amendment be not concurred in. There is no
revenge to be had, and there is no satisfaction in that
revenge,

Mr. BLAKE. There is no more revenge to bo had.

Motion agreed to, and amendments concurred in.

ANIMAL CONTAGIOUS DISEASE BILL.

Mr. POPE moved the second reading of amondments
made by the Sonate to Bill (No. 44) respecting infections
or contagions diseases affecting animalis.

Mr. BLAKE. Explain.
Mr. POPE. They made an amendment in the other

House which I do not think was very necessary, adding
after the word "horses" the words "where specially
mentioned." I do not think it can do much harm, and it
practically makes no difference in the Bill.

Mr. BLAKE. My hon. friend bas ascertained that this
practically leaves the measure, so far as horses are con-
cerned, in the same position as it left this House. I had
some apprehension that the added words must have some
occult meaning, but as the hon. gentleman assures us that
there is none, and the Sonate asks us to state simply that,
where we specially say "horses" we mean horses, we may
leave it like the other chips in the porridge,

Mr. SUTHERLAND (Oxford). I am sorry that the
Minister accepts the amendment, which I think is very
objectionable in view of the almost unanimous vote of this
House to strike out the provision in regard to horses.

Mr. POPE. I think it would be botter if that were
carried out by the Local Governments, some of which have
already made arrangements in regard to it, and I have no
doubt the others will follow. We must take the responsi-
bility of quarantine and of prohibiting if there is danger.

Mr. BLAKE. My hon. friend from Oxford seems to
think that this makes an alteration in the Bill as it was
adopted here, but I understood the Minister to say that it
did not.

Mr. POPE. Not the slightest alteration in the world.

Amendments concurred in.

PROOF 0F OFFICIAL DOCUMENTS.

Mr. CRAPLEAU moved second roading of Bill (No. 113)
respecting proof of entries in books of account kept by
ofoero of the Crown, e said: The Bill is to provide

that copies, on the oath of an officer of any Department, in
reference to any entries produced in a court, will be on-
sidered as primd facie evidenoe in either civil or oriminal
cases. It is to prevent the carrying outside of the Depart-
monts before the courts the original registers or books.

Mr. CAMIERON (Huron). Doos the hon. gentleman
intend to provide that the contents of books can be proved
by either one or the other of the offlcers narned in the Bill,
or is an officer bound to make the atiliavit in each case ?

Mr. CIAPLEAU. It must be by two persons, one to
the effect that the entry was made in the ordinary course
in such a book, and that the book is in the custody or the
control of the officer, and another witness to show that ho
has examined the copy with the original and that it is a
true copy from such book.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). Thon, in order to establish
this piece of evidence from one of the ublic books,
you require to have the evidence of two in ividuals, the
one makes an oath or affidavit that such a book was
at the time of the making of the entry one of the ordinary
books kept by the officer, that ho made the entry, and that
the book is still in his custody or control, and the other
must be the man who compared the copy with thr.original.
The first must not only have made the entry and have had
the book under his control then, but at the time of
making the affidavit ho must still have the book
under his control. But that is not suffleient, for some-
body else has to make another affidavit that ho
has compared the copy with the original entry. Now is
that what the bon. gentleman means? D.sosho mean that
in order to establish this piece of evidence ho requiros two
witnesses? Because it is perfectly absurd if ho does so.
Why should there be any necessity for that ? We ought
to be able to prove a document, or the entry of a publie
document, by the certificate of the head of the Department,
or the deputy head, that it is a true and correct extraot
from the book. But under the clause before you, you will
never ho able to prove the entry in a book by this mode.
Suppose, for instance, that the officer is changed from one
Department and goes to another. Suppose a clerk in the
Department of Finance is transferred to the office of the
Secretary of State; he cannot make an affidavit according
to sub-section a, because, under that section, the man who.
makes the affidavit requires to be the same person who
originally had control of the book, and he requires stilI to
have control of the book. But when the clork's position is
changed in the Department, ho dos fnot control the book,
therefore he cannot make this affidavit, because, by the
absurd way in which this Bill has been drafted, this official
must, before ho eau make the affidavit, have been in control
of the books, they must have been in his bands
originally when ho made the entry, and the book in which
ho made the entry must boestill under his control at the
time he makes the affidavit. If the hon. gentleman will
adopt the law of Ontario, where extracts from books in the
Crown Lands Department and public officers can be estab-
lished by a cortified copy, certified to be a true copy under
the hand of the head of the Department or the Deputy hoad,
he will have a feasible mode of attaining his object. But no
person will avail himself of such a mode as this in order to
prove an entry in one of the public books. It would be far
cheaper and botter for him to subpæna the clerk of the De-
partment to produce the original document, than to procure
the affidavits reoquired by this section. I believe this Bill
originated in the Sonate; I do not know who had charge of
it, but the Sonate must have bad littile to do when they pre.
pared a Bill of this kind. It is the most absurd Bill I ever
saw in my life. In Ontario you can have, not only entries
in books, but you can prove documents that are filed in
the Department, and you can prove the existence of cer-
tain other documenta by producing extraits of them
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certified to be true extracts by the head of the Department.
Now, if the hon. gentleman desires to facilitate the mode of
proving documents that have been filed in the publie
Departments, a copy of the entry, or a copy of the document
certified to be a copy of the entry or a copy of the document
by the head of the Department, ought to be prima facie
evidence in any court. The hon. gentleman knows that,
especially in the Department of the Interior, some cheaper
mode of proving entries in the public books there, and the
existence of documents there than now prevails, ought to be
adopted. For instance, we require some particular fact
to be proved with reference to lands in the North-West
Territories, and instead of being able to prove the entries in
the public books, as we can in Ontario, by an extract certifi-
ed under the hand of the head of the Department or his
deputy, we require to send witnesses all the way fron Ottawa
to produce the original documents and to prove the original
entry. Now, this Bill evidently contemplates that entries
in books kept by the officers of the Crown shall be proved
by two affidavits, one to be made by the officer who made
the entry originally and who had charge of the book origi-
nally and who has charge of the books still, and one by
another officer who proves that the copy is a true copy.
The hom gentleman will see that that legislation is utterly
useless. I dare say the man who had charge of that book ten
years ago, in nine cases out of ten, has not charge of it to-day.

Mr. CIAPLEAU. That makes no difference.
Mr. CAMEIRON. Yes, it does,under this clause, because

sub section a says:
" By the oath or affidavit of an officer of the Crown that such book was

at the time of the making of the entry one of the ordinary books kept
by snch officer and that the entry was mnade in the usual and ordinary
course of business, and that such book is in the custody or control of
such officer; and "--

It must be the same officer, the book must still be in his
custody and control. But if the book passed out of
his control, if the officer has gone into another Department,
he cannot under this clause make an affidavit as it is
required to be made. The hon. gentleman cannot point to
any precedent for this.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I understand it is copied from the
English law.

Mr. CAMERON. I doubt it. I would like to know
what law in England it is copied from.

Mr. CIAPLEAJ. I have the document in my Depart-
ment, and I know this law has been copied from an English
law upon the same subject.

Mr. CAMERON. I have been unable to find any English
law to serve as a precedent for this legislation, and I have
examined the work of Taylor upon Evidence and several
other works, and I have been unable to discover where the
hon. gentleman found a precedent for this clause of the Bill.
I say that the proper plan is to do as they do in Ontario,
and permit extracts from public documents, certified by the
head or deputy head, to be primá facie evidence of those
extracts. I am satisfied that, if the hon. gentleman desires
to reach the object he has in view, he will not reach it by
this Bill.

Mr. BLAKE. I would like some explanation as to the1
class of cases and circumstances under which it is expected
by this Bill to provide for the admissibility of evidence in
civil cases. Of course, the Parliament of Canada, having
exclusive authority to legislate on the subject of criminal
law, with the exception of the constitution of courts of
criminal jurisdiction, everything connected with criminal
law belongs exclusively to Canada, and therefore the law of
evidence in criminal matters belongs to Car.ada, and there-
fore, in so far as by this Bill it is proposed to provide for a
primd facie admissibility of certain proofs of çertain doon.

gr. CAaoM (Euron).

ments in criminal proceedings, I see no objection to it myself
But I fail at the moment to observe what the limits are
under whch the hon. gentleman proposes effectually to
provide for the admissibility of evidence in civil proceed-
ings under this Legislature. In so far as under the laws of
Canada affecting civil rights, and it is civil proceedings
which are mentioned here I presume, although we may be
able to constitute a court under our powers for the better
administration of our laws, yet I apprehend that every-
thing else must be governed by provincial authority, and
we are not competent to provide for anything affecting the
organisation of provincial courts, to alter the laws of evi-
dence as they apply to civil cases. I find great
difficulty. in consenting to the proposition that we
here should alter the laws as to evidence,
especially in civil cases. I should like to know,
before the hon. gentleman persists in his motion for the
second reading, what will be the cases and in what courts
it is proposed to apply this measure, because though it
appears to be an innocent measure, and it is innocent if
it is amended to some extent, I agree with the hon. mem.
ber for Huron (Mr. Cameron) that it seems to be unneces-
sarily precise and limited in its provisions; but if we ara
able to provide for the primá facie admissibility of one kind
of evidence, we must be able to provide for the primd facie
or other admissibility of all other kinds of evidence even
in matters of civil proceeding over which we may have
legislative concern. As to the latter I do not know what
the range of those may be according to the hon. gentle-
man's view; but it may be that this Parliament may have
power to originate a court for the better execution of its
own laws without having authority to alter the laws of
evidence so far as they apply to questions of civil rights.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I think there is something lu the
objection taken by the hon. gentleman. The Court of Claims,
proposed to be established during the present Session of
Parliament, would have been a court to try civil actions,
and in the prosecution of those cases the evidence to be
brought, being evidence concerning accounts kept in the
different Departments, might have been brought as provided
in this Bill. To what extent, having established courts,
which we have undoubtedly power to do to adjudicate upon
cases of a civil nature, can we at the same time legislate about
the procedure for the taking of evidence or makelaws affect-
ing evidence in those courts, that is a question to be consi.
dered, and there may be something in the objection taken
although I do not see if at this moment. I have enquired
from my colleague who conducted the measure in the Senate,
whether the affidavit of the officer keeping the books at the
time the copy of the entry is wanted, and who would have
succeeded the officer who had made the entry, was the only
affidavit needed. It stands to reason that the officer succeed-
ing the officer who had made the entry should be allowed to
make the affidavit that such a book was kept in the Depart-
ment and kept by such officer. The Bill provides that be-
sides the evidence of the officer keeping the book, another
affidavit shall be required from another person stating that
he bas examined the copy of the entry in the book, and that
it is a faithful copy. I presume that the same party may
make an affidavit containing both allegations. I ask
leave of the House to withdraw my motion, because I
should not like to volunteer any opinion immediately on
the point as to whether we could regulate the laws o
evidence in cases of a civil nature, even if we had the right
to provide for a tribunal to adjudicate upon civil matters.

Motion for second reading withdrawn.

COLONIAL AND INDIAN RXRIBITION.

Mr. POPE moved the second reading of Bill (No. 126) t>
provide for the fitting representation of Canada at the
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Colonial and Indian Exhibition to be held in London in the
year 1886.

Bill read the second time, and the House resolved itself
into committee.

(In the Committee.)

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Has the hon. Minister any
further information to furnish in respect of the prepara-
tions made?

Mr. POPE. Space has been obtained, and the exhibits
at Antwerp will soon be brought over. We find that peo.
p le are much more willing to send their exhibits to the
London exhibition than they were to Antwerp, and many
who declined to send to the latter have signified their
intention of sending goods to London. The space acquired
is 51,000 square feet in a very prominent position. Ag I
stated before, the work done for the Antwerp exhibition
was also done for the London exhibition, so far as sending
exhibits is concerned. That is all that has been done up to
this time with respect to the London exhibition. As I
explained to the hon. gentleman, that exhibition is going
on very well, as I am informed by those attending it, and
the number of exhibits far exceeded what we thought we
would be able to get in the short space of time at our dis.
posal, considering also that some exhibitors seemed indis-
posed to exhibit at that place.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). It is gratifying to know that
the Antwerp exhibition is likely to prove a greater succeas
than was hoped for, especially as the work was undertaken
on short notice, and there were grave fears for its success. I
think it is important that these exhibitions should be made
a great success, and as there is ample time to supplement the
Antwerp exhibition, and as I am sure Parliament will be
glad to vote the money, I trust the Minister will see that
every effort is made to make the other exhibition a success.
I would not like to say that I have any doubt that the
Minister will exercise his full powers in that direction, and
I think a little extra effort to bring our country as pro-
minently before the country as possible, is well worth being
made.

Mr. POPE. I quite agree with the hon. gentlema , and
I think it is important that we should have a first rate ex-
hibition in London and I think we shall have one. I think
perhaps we can be a little more economical than we some-
times have been, and still have a good exhibition. Experi.
once ought to teach us something, and without complaining
at what was done at former exhibitions, I hope that these
two exhibitions will not perhaps cost us more than the one
at Paris.

Bill reported, and read the third time, and passed.

NAVIGATION OF CANADIAN WATERS.

Mr. McLELAN moved that the Order for the second
reading of Bill (No. 182) to amend the Act 43 Vic., chap.
29, respecting the navigation of Canadian waters and
to enable the Governor in Council to suspend from time to
time certain provisions of the said Act, be discharged. le
said : I find that a previous Act gives the powers necessary,
without passing this Act.

Mr. BLAKE. When the hon. gentleman did not know
what authority he had with reference to his own Depart-
ment before now, how in the world is he going te know bis
authority when he assumes the duties of Acting Minister of
the Interior ?

Mr. McLELAN. I have acquired that knowledge before
becoming Acting Minister. I might say that after examin-

ing into the matter with my deputy and the Law Qlerk it
was ascertained that an Act passed by the ate Sir Albert
Smith was sufficient for all we required.

Order discharged and Bill withdrawn.

STEAMBOAT INSPECTION.
Mr. McLELAN moved the second reading of Bill (No.

133) further to amend the Steamboat Inspection Act, 1882.
He said: This Act is simply to provide for another class of
engineers, called fourth-claes engineers, to those alroady
provided for. We find tbat there are a number of men
needed who have not the qualification of the third-clas, and
that it is important that they should be included. I may
say that prior to the Act of 1882, a fourth-elass was pro-
vided for, but in the latter Act they were omitted.

Mr. BLAKE. Then this simply restores the law to its
former condition ?

Mr. McLELAN. Yes.
Mr. BLAKE. The amendment was in the wrong direc.

tion ?
Mr. McLELAN. Yes, the steamboat inspectors onsijd-

ered that only three classes were necessary, but it has since
been found that the fourth class are required.

Bill road the second timo, ad the Iouso resolved itself
into committee.

(In the Committeo.)
On section 1,
Mr. BLAKE. Is the provision now inserted substantially

the same as the law prior to 1882 ?

3Mr. MOLELAN. Yes. I wish to add some words to the
first clause in the fifth sub-section of the prosent Act. After
the word "steamboat," in the 14th line, the words, "requir.
ing under such Act a cortificated engineer." Under the
Inspection Act, freight vessels of less than 150 tons, not
carrying passengers, are not compelled to have a certificated
engineer, and this might shut the fourth-class out.

Mr. BLAK E. I do not suppose it could be construed that
a fourth-class engineer should be prevented from acting
on a steamboat on which any other person might act as
engineer. There can be no harm done, I suppose.

Mr. EDGAR. Would that exclude a fourth-class engineer
from acting on the smallest description of vessels.

Mr. McLELAN. I want to provide that it shall be so
construed as not to provent them from acting on such vos.
sels.

Mr. EDGAR. On what classes of vessels will they act ?

Mr. McLELA.N. Tug-boats, pleasure yachts, and boats
carrying freight under 150 tons are not compelled to have
certificated engineers.

Mr. EDGAR. Then the only difference between a fourth.
class engineer and one who is not an engineer at ail is that
he is permitted to act as second engineer on these large
vessels.

Amendment agreed to.

On section 2,
Mr. McLELAN. I wish to amend this by striking the

word "marine " out of the 20th line. That is, to make the
service in any steam engine shop sufifcient. There are not
many marine engine shops in this country, and it is consid.
ered sufficient if the engineer serves the required length of
time in any steam engine shop.

Amendment agreed to.
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On section 4,
Mr. BLAKE. Why is section 86 repealed?

Mr. McLELAN. The copy on which I have been work.
ing does not contain this secotion, and I move that it be
struck out.

Bill reported,

LIQUOR LICENSE ACT.'

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved the second reading
of Bill (No. 134) respecting the Liquor License Act, 1883.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). I regret the hon. gentleman
has not specified clearly the portions of the Liquor License
Act of 1883 which the court declared to be ultra vires. I
could not do so in the motion I submitted; I simply took
the general phraseology the hon. gentleman has adopted.
A good deal of difficulty and doubt will necessarily arise
under the operation of the Bill. For instance, it has been
held by some courts in the Dominion, that a portion of the
Act of 183 supersedes the Act of 1878, especially that por-
tion relating to prosecutions for violations of the law. That
question ought to be settled beyond reasonable doubt.
Either the clause in the Act of 1883 should be continued or
that in the Act of 1878 should be repealed. There are other
questions of great gravity which necessarily come up for
discussion here. I propose to draw the hon. gentleman's
attention to one or two. The hon. gentleman bas
authorised a Board of License Commissioners to enforce
the law this year. In Huron, which is a Scott
Aot county, having adopted the Act by a majority
of 1,600, the board undertook to enforce the Act. The hon.
gentleman in the Act of 1878 provided that in counties
where it was adopted liquor could be sold for certain pur-
poses only, medicinal, art and manufacturing, and only on
the certificate of the proper authority. The sale of liquor
cannot be effected without a license obtained from the
board, and if my memory serves me right the board have
the power to hicense oither a druggist or some other vendor.
In the Act of 1883, there is a provision, I think section 84,
enabling a druggist to seli without hicense or certificate up
to a certain quantity, six ouncos, and to sell any quantity
gLove that with the necessary certificato. * The intention
was that in S(cott Act counties there should be no liquor
sold for modicinal, art or manufacturing purposes except by
the druggist where one could be obtained. In tho town of
Goderich there are four druggists, three of whom applied
for a license to sell liquor, under the Temperance Act, but
the commissioners refused to give a hicense to any of them,
and lioensed instead two tavern keepers, not the best in the
county. In the village of Dungannon with a population of
200, licenses were given to two old tavern keepers. In Clin.
ton hicenses were given to two tavern keepers ; in Seaforth
licenses were given to a wholesale whiskey dealer and a
tavern keeper. In Exeter, to a wholesale whiskey dealer.
Throughout the county of Huron, which las three, four or
five druggists in each town and a drugist in every village,
the Board of License Commissioners refused to license a
single druggist. But on the other hand, they licensed in
each case the old tavern keeopers. That is simply an
outrage in a Scott Act county. If the board have the right
to act thus under the law, the hon. gentleman ought to
amend the law and confine the sale of intoxicating liquors,
in Scott Act counties, to the druggists, where there are
druggists in the municipality ; if there are none, of course
there would be no option but to license somebody else. It
is clear, however, that no one contemplated that the people
who would be licensed to sell hiquor would be tavern keepers.
We have a tavern keeper in the town of Goderich, who
keeps his tavern away from the business part of the town,
so that an individual who went to a druggist to get a pre-
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scription on a doctor's certificate could not, if intoxicants
wore prescribed, get his prescription completed at a drug.
gists, but would have to travel to the docks, a mile distant,
to this tavern keeper's place who sells liquor. I trust the
hon, gentleman wil make some amendment by which out-
rages of the kind could no longer be porpetrated. I do
not suppose that he knew anything about these matters, but
the facts are as I have stated. If my memory serves me
aright, only two liconsed druggists are allowed in towns, two
for every 4,000 inhabitants in cities, and one in each other
municipality; yet in the village of Dungannon, with only 200
p®oplo,®there are two mon solling liquor. Liquor cannot
be ootained except on a modical certificate, but these are
obtained by wholesale sometimes. One medical man in
my county gave certificates so freoly that the hon.
gentleman's own Board of License Commissioners had to
notify tavern keepers to whom they had given a license that
they were not to accept the certificates of this doctor, be.
cause liquor instead of being vended by retail under his cor-
tificate was being vended by wholesale. I knew of the case
of a person who went to this doctor to obtain a pint for
medicinal purposes, and ho gave him a certificate for a
gallon, and it was only when the man went to the liquor
vendor that ho found ont ho had the certificate for the
larger quantity. This shows the necessity to confine
the sale of liquor to the druggists in the locality.
There is not so much danger of the law being violated
where the vending of liquor is confined to the drug.
gists. They are generally men of respectability, and
they have an interest in keeping up that respectability;
but, if you allow the ordinary tavern keepers te sel liquor,
as they are permitted to do in my own county, it is botter
to repeal the Scott Act at once and have no liquor license
law at all.

Mr. SPROULE. I am glad to see that the hon. mem.
ber for West Huron (Mr. Cameron) is getting some light on
this subject, even though at a late date. When the Bill to
amend the Canada Temperance Act was before the House,
the hon. member for Dundas (MIr. Hickey) and myself
endeavored to get a clause introduced to allow draggists to
dispense liquor for medicinal purposes only. I drew attention
to the fact that, though there might be one or more drug-
gistQ in the place, a license might be granted to a tavern
keeper or some other person, and the druggist might not be
allowed to dispense liquor at all, and I said I thought it
botter to confine the dispensing to druggists or medical
men, and to so amend the law that others should fnot have
the opportunity of selling it. I think the member for West
Huron voted against that amendment, giving that power to
druggists.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). They have it now.

Mr. SPROULE. No, I do not understand that they have
it or will have it. A number of the hon. gentleman's poli-
tical friends contended that it was impossible for any viola-
tion of the law to occur under the Bill thon proposed to the
House. I contended that it was possible and very probable.
Now, the same thing is coming to light that was predicted
would come to light, and the same evils have arisen that it
was predicted would arise. I think it is very important
that such a change should ho made. It must be evident
that, if the right to sell for medicinal purposes is given to a
hotel keeper, he is very likely to violate the law, because
ho has the opportunity of keeping liquor about the premises;
but if it were confined to druggists to dispense in small
quantities on the prescription of a physician, it is not se
likely that the law will be violated or that any great amount
of liquor will be sold other than is required for medicinal
purposes.

Sir RICHARD CARTWR[GHT. I wish to call the atten-
tion of the First Minister to the facts which my hon. friend
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has brought under his notice as to the administration of the
law in the county of Huron. If these facts are correctly
stated, as I have no doubt they are, it appears to me that
the First Minister should take action in the matter, and
should cause the cormmissioners to be replaced by persons
who will attend to their duties botter. Similar complaints,
have been made to me, and, although I do not possess the
personal knowledge which my hon. friend doos, still I have
no doubt, from the character of my correspondents, that
very grave abuses indeed have taken place; and, as in this
large county the Act was passed by a majority vote, I think,
of 2,000 Etrong, it is a very gross outrage that the Act
should be so abused as my hon. friend has stated. I quito
understand that the attention of the Government cannot
hitherto have been called to this, but it is now called to it,
and I think the hon. gentleman ought to make a note of it,
and ought to overhaut or cause to be overhauled the doings
of these commissioners.

Mr. FISHER. There are two points in this Bill which I
think will have to be discussed before the Bill goes further.
One is the enforcement of the Canada Temperance Act by
the Boards of License Commissioners appointed under this
License Act. In my county, which is a strong temperance
county, the License Commissioners are not nearly so much
inclined to temperance as is the county. I know they
have given licenses for the sale of hiquor for medicinal
purposes in three out of the five municipalities in the
county to hotel keepers, and I am informed that the result
is that it will be almost impossible to prevent the sale of
liquors in quantities not contemplated by the medical cor-
tificate. It is easy to see that, if a hotel keeper is allowed
to keep liquor for medicinal purposes, it will be practically
impossible to prevent hie selling it to his guests. In that
way we are practically deprived of the power under the
Scott Act to search the bouse, and to throw the onus of
proof on the owner of the liquor, that ho bas not been
selling it for drinking purposes. I think the hon. gentle-
man from Grey has misunderstood the drift of the remarks
of my hon. friend from Huron. The discussion is not as to
whether druggists should soli liquor in consequence of thoir
being druggists, but whether these special licenses which are
given to one individual in each country municipality for sell-
ing liquor for medicinal purposes should be given to people
who are inclined to enforce the Scott Act and to act in sym-
pathy with its spirit, or to persons who are likoly to try to
prevent the Aet being carried out. I regret to say that in
many instances the commissioners appointed under ibis
Dominion License Act are not in sympathy with the spirit
of the Scott Act, and in Scott Act counties, instead of try-
ing to carry out the Scott Act as it was intended to be car-
ried out, they are trying in every way in thoir power to
deleat it. in my own county it happons that the warden,
the only member of the Board of Commissioners who is
under the control of th3 people, is a good temperance man,
and 1 know ho las done his utmost to have the Act carried
out, but unfoitunately the other members of the board are
not what I can cal good temperance men, and the result is
what I have described. There is another matter of greater
importance still in connection with ibis Bill. My hon.
friend from Huron bas alluded to the judgment of the
Supreme Court in connection with the Liquor License Act,
and I find in that judgment the following:-

"Except also in so far as the clauses of the said Act respectively
relate to the carrying into effect of the provisioas of the Canada Tem-
perance Act of 1878."
These clauses of the Dominion License Act, which are not
ultra vires according to the decision of the Supreme Caurt,
are not specified, and it is a little difficult, I think even for'
a lawyer and certainly for a layman, to find out which
clauses are intra vires and which are ultra vires. I am par-
ticularly interested in clause 145 of the Dominion License
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Act. The right hoa. gentleman will remember that this
clause bas alroady occasioned some littie discussion in this
House. This took place when the amendments to the
Scott Act were before the IIouse and the repeal of this
clause was proposed. That Act provided that this 145th
clauso, which the temperance people feared would croate a
good deal of confusion in carrying ont the Scott Act,
shonld be ropealed. In consequence of the fate of that
Bill so far, I am not sure whothor it will become law.
1 understand that the other day, whon the Bill to which I
refer came back from the Sonate with somo amendments,
my hon. friend from Lanark (Mr. Jamieson) asked the
Governmeut to name a day when the amendment could bo
cousidered, and the Government took no notice, as I am
informed, of that request. At the present stage of the Ses-
sion I suppose it would be rather diffioult for this Bill,
being in the hands of a private momber, to be roached and
carried through the Hlouse unless the Government will pro.
mise to facilitate its progress in the sarne way as it was facili.
tated in its earlier stages. If that Bill bocomes law, a I said
before-which 1 am afraid will not be the case-this 145th
section will bo repealed. But, Sir, I bolievo that in this Bill
of the hon, gentleman we have a very easy meth.od of accom-
plishing that object, irrespective of the Scott Act Amend-
ment Bill, and if the hon. gentleman will just add a clause
to this Bill stating that the 145th clause of the Liquor
License Act of 1883 shall bo repealed, he will acoomplish
that objct specifically.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That question has already
been dealt with during this Session.

Mr. FISIIER. IL may be that it cannot be donc. I have
not had sufficient parliamentary experience to know what
steps-are open for us to take; but if that can bo done by
addition to this Bill, I would be glad indeed if the right
hon. gentleman would take it upon himself to move that
addition. I know tho other Bill passed through this House
repeals the clause to which I refer, although in consequence
of other amendments it may not become law. Still, ilere
bas been a very docided expression of opinion in this fouse
upon that point, and if thera is any way, according to the
procedure of this flouse, by which this clause eau be repealod
by the present Bill, I think we would be obtaining the result
aimed ut by the people and approved by a large majority of
this House.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. This Bill bas only the
one object of suspending the operation of the Liquor License
Act until the docision of the Judicial Committee of the
Privy Council is obtained. That committeo has ontertained
the appeal and it will bo disposod of, 1 presume, in the
course of this seasoii. This Bill, which is in effect the reso.
lution introduced by the hon. momber for West Huron (gr.
Cameron) carrics with it the suspension of the Act until it
is known what niay be the ultinate fate of the measure
known as the McCarthy Act. Tho hon, gentleman suggests
that this clause should bu more specific in stating what por-
tions of the Liquor License Act shall be suspended. Well,
I think it is better to leave it as it is. Tbe nnswer
of the Supreme Court hore will speak for itseolf, but
it is botter that it should bu in general terras in
this clause, rather than that we should seleAt from
that very short answer and state our idea of what portions
that have been suspended. The remarks of the hez. mem-
ber for Huron about the abuses under this Act, have reach-
ed me and have reached my colleagues, for the first time.
Any such abuse as ho states muet bo dealt with, but I do
not suppose it can bc dealt with in this Bill. I never heard
before that there could be such a total disregard of the
spirit of the Act. The hon. gentleman says that a doctor,
not a tavern keeper, gave a certificate for a gallon when a

pint would do for medicinal purposes. That man must be
an allopath, and he is resolved not to give homeopathic
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doses,- With respect to the suggestion made by the hon.'
member for Brome (Mr. Fisher) that a clame should be
introduced repealing a clause in a Bill that has already
paEsed this House, 1 fear that is impossible. The House
have not dealt, and we cannot deal, with that specifically.
However, that question will more properly arise when the
hon. gentleman carries out his intention of moving an addi-
tional clause in committee ; and I have no doubt the House
will consider the point and will listen to the ruling of the
Speaker upon the point, whether it is within our power to
repeat in another Act what has been stated in an Act of the
same Parliament. I am not at all sure about the point, but'
certainly we could not act adversly to this clause, and per-
haps we may have power in a subsequent Act to repeal an
enactment which we have previously adopted. In the
meantime I hope the House will read the Bill a second time.

Mr. BLAKE. I think that the clause which my hon.
friend very properly introduced, as it je to bea resolution on
which a Bill might be based, would be very much improved

by some further parliamentary specification of what por-
tions of the Act are to be suspended. But even if it is to
remain in its present brief form I think we ought to insert
a declaration more pointedly of what the Supreme Court
has declared by their short answer-perhaps by a schedule
to the Act. It ought not to be a subject of doubt, or of
explanation, or of enquiry in any of the numerous courts in
which this question may arise. And when you say: We
now leave to the judges who are the interpreters of the
law-as we have given them what the declaration of the
Supreme Court is we have given them a suspensory clause
-and it is for them to interpret what that means,
and instead of saying "it shall be suspended " it
le better to state "lis hereby suspended." I want
to call the hon. gentleman's attention to the fact
that very early in this Session I moved for correspondence
with respect to the different License Comnissioners and the
instructions given them. That return has not been brought
down ; and yet we are now called upon to consider a
suspensory clause. I hope that before we proceed with the
measure much further the hon. gentleman will bring down
the information so that hon. members can see what is going
on as to the administration of the Act and the instructions
that have been given. A circular was issued by some of
the commissioners, making certain declarations, apparently
on the part of the Government, that the Act would be
enforced after a certain time; in fact giving a sort of
notice to those who wanted licenses to apply and obtain
them or certain penalties would be imposed. The hon.
First Minister gave notice some time ago of certain
amendments which ho would move in committee-oither
the hon. gentleman or the Minister of Inland Revenue gave
notice of a long string of amendments.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I did not.

Mr. BLAKE. We have been otherwise engaged so that
these matters have somewhat passed out of our recollection.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I find I did give notice
of amendments, I had quite forgotten the fact.

Mr. BLAKE. We might have some explanation as to
those amendments.

Sir JOHN A. MAODONALD. Hon. gentlemen opposite
have so absorbed my attention with their able amendments
on the Franchise Bill that other matters have been some.
what lost sigLt of. -I quite agree with the hon. gentleman
that it would be well to have the question of the judgment
of the Supreme Court by way of recital to the Bill before it
le passed through committee. Unfortunately, and I think
it re unfortunate, the decision was given shoitlIy and with-
out reasons. Although it was in one sense a constitutional

Sir JoRN A. MAcDoXAz.

reference to the Supreme Court in another sense it was a
statutory reference, and it was said the decision would be
final, unless it was afterwards submitted and adjudicated
upon by the Privy Council. The whole question is more
in the way of a judgment than of answers to a question.
The statute evidently contemplated that it was to be a
quasi-judgment, and there was to be an appeal from it.
There cannot well be an appeal from a question asked by
the Crown for the information of the Crown. We are in
some degree in fault in being absolutely ignorant of the
reasons which actuated the judges in answering the ques-
tion as they did. That somewhut hampers us in pointing
out in what respect the judgment of the Supreme Court
affects the McCarthy Act. lowever, when we go into
Committee of the Whole I will consider this point, and aiso
reconsider the resolution of which I have given notice.

Bill read the second time.

CENTRAL PRISON OF ONTkRIO.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved the second reading

of Bill (No. 129) to amend the Act respecting the Central
Prison for the Province of Ontario. He said: This i8 a Bill
introduced by the Minister of Justice in another place after
communicating with the Government of Ontario, and it
speaks for itself. It gives power to the provincial authori-
tics to act in the manner signified.

Bill read the second time, considered in committee report-
ed and read the third time and passed.

REVISED STATUTES OF CANADA.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved that Bill (No. 130)

respecting the Revised Statutes of Canada be withdrawn
and the Order discharged.

Bill withdrawn and Order discharged.

LIBRARY OF PARLIAMENT.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved the second reading

of Bill (No. 139) to amend the Act in relation to the
Library of Parliament. Ie said: This measure was very
fully discussed on the resolutions on which the Bill is
founded, and I shall therefore content myself with moving
the second reading.

Mr. BLAKE. If the hon. gentleman will not take the
committeo stage I shall not object, but I am anxious to have
some discussion in committee.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Certainly.
Bill read the second time.

NORTH-WEST MOUNTED POLICE FORCE.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved that the House

resolve itself into Committee to consider the following reso-
lution :

" Thatit is expedient that the Governor in Council should be empow-
ered from time to time to authorize the Commissioner of the North-West
Mounted Police to increase the present number of constables to one
thousand men, and to appoint from among them non-commissioned
officers of different grades, and to appoint supernumerary constables not
to exceed in the whole twenty men, and to employ, net to exceed in the
whole, fifty men as scouts; and that such constables and souts should
be paid the same rates of pay as now authorized by Law for the present
force.

Mr. BLAKE. The hon. gentleman has at no time given
any explanation of this measure. It would seem to me
that before going into committee something ought to be
said upon it.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. This resolution is in effect
to double the force. It will be remembered that this measure
was not introduced in consequence of the late outbreak in
the North-West-I may say the present outbreak, though I
hope that we will soon be able to speak of it in the past
tense. It was mentioned in the Speech from the Throne, PA
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it was found that the increased work thrown on the Mounted
Police was such that the duties could not be performed.
The men were broken up in small detachments scattered
over many thousands of miles. They were watching the
frontier, and with the perpetual increase of population there
came perpetually more harassing duties which itwas found to
be too much for them to perform. When this force was first
formed the country was comparatively unsettled, and the
duties of the policemen were principally confined to watch.
ing the movements of the Indian tribes, and keeping the
peace in the vicinity of the reserves. They performed
that duty very efflciently, but still the dnty was
an easy one in comparison with what is iequired
of them now, as there is a large mixed popu-
lation and a long frontier for them to guard.
Along the line of the Canadian Pacific Ralway,
and between' that line and the boundary, there is now a
large and rapidly increasing population, with flocks and
berds; there are mon with considerable berds of cattle and
horses as well Along that frontier to the south of the
line I am sorry to say that there is a regularly organised
system by which people cross the lino and steal horses
especially, and everything which can walk except the
bipeds thomselves-the owners of the stock. Everything
else is fair game to these raiders. I believe there is a very
gratifying contrast between the law-abiding condition of
our people north of the lino and the lawlessness which
prevails on the southern frontier, but still our own people
are not altogether blameless. 'l here are occasional com.
plaints coming from the American iovernment of raids or
forays across our own lino to the United States, and the
carrying off of cattle. In consequence, however, of the
different system prevailing in Canada from that in the
United States, the injury done to the inhabitants south of
the border is not at all equal to what we suffer. From the
fact that the force employed along the line in the United
States is a military force they are altogether helpless, and
can do no service unless called out specially in aid of the
civil authorities. If cattle or horses are stolen and
taken across the line into the United States, they
must be followed by the owners, who must go
to a magistrate-a western magistrate at that-some
of whom have peculiar notions of meum et taun,
and who require to get their fees, and very considerable
fees, and are obliged to have a regular trial, with an exam-
ination and info mation on oath, beforo a magistrate. The
cattle in the meantime may disappear, may not bo held;
an.d the American military force, although exceedingly
anxious to do their duty and to put down this state of
things, may see this whole thing go on before thoir eyes,
without being able to do anything unless tbey are called
on by the magistracy to come in aid of the civil law. The
consequence is that when theie is a raid into Canada, get.
ting back the property is a very difficult and expensive
matter, and in a great many cases the pursuit has to be
given up, because there is not a ready and effioient means
such as we have in the Mounted Police. Our police having
military organisation and beiug armed men, and every
police offcer being a magistrate, the moment there is any
reasonable belief that a bord of cattle, or an animal or
animals, come across the line, that have been taken away
from their owners, they do not hesitate at once to act,
and to act most efficiently; and they restore the stolen
property to the owners without any litigation except
by the officer in command of the dotachment. The
Americans have again and again acknowledged the
superiority of our system. The force bas been very efficient
in that regard; but with the increase of population surging
up to the line to the south of us, and with the increas cof
our bords of stock, both of cattle and horses, the duties of
the police come to be very harassing, beasides the normal
duty of acting as policemen in keeping the peace in our por-

tions of the North-West. In oonsequenoe of the inoreasing
demand for their services, some years ago the force was in-
creased from 300 to 500 ; but it is found that it is now quite
insufflcient, and the police are to a considerable degree de.
moralised by being scattered in small parties. They are,
therefore, not being able to keep up to that habit of drill
and discipline which, if they were kept together in large
numbers, they would have the advantage of. Besides, it
bas been found that the duties are so excessively severe
that after a very short period of service the mon wish to
leave the force, that is, the strain on them, physically and
otherwise, is so great that they desire to leave the forco
whenever they can do so legally. The applications for dis.
charge, even though they have to pay a considerable sum of
money in making them, are numerous. Their duties are very
fatiguing and harassing; they have a great deal of night
work in pursuing trails, and following horse thieves and such
like, and the men become weary of the force. So much has
this been the case that twice the Govern ment have raised the
purcbase money of the discharge in order to prevent the
force becoming altogether depleted by the men leavingjust
as soon as they become efficient-because they must acquire
some experiece before they are efficient. Of course, during
the late events the purchase of discharge has been inoper-
ative. That this additional force will be required I am
satisfied, and we came to that conclusion without referring
at all to the necessities which have arisen in our unhappy
experience during the last two months. I move tbat you
do now leave the Chair.

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

After Recess.

Mr. BLAKE. It is a very gratifying indication of the
growing greatness of the Dominion that the proposition now
broughthbefore our consideration should be treated as a
minor matter. It is a propositim involving a permanent
charge, it capitalised at the rate ut which the hon. gentle
man proposes by the other resolutions on the paper to raise
money, equivalont to about 820,000,000. That we should
deal with that as one of the unconsidorod trifles that should
bo disposed of among a number of others tb-day is a very
pleasing proof of our growing greatness and prosperity.
Our mounted police at present consists of 500 men. It is pro.
posed to increase the forco by 570 mon, inclading 20 super,
numeraries and 50 recruits, being an incroase of 111 per
cent. The expenditure on the Mounted Police for this year
is I think about $127,000; the exponditure for the previous
year was considerably larger ; and I think we may fairly
assume abut 84à0,000 to be tho normal cost ut present
prces of 50 moen, according to our experience up to to.day.
TIhe addition to our expenditure on that scale for
the 570 men would amount to $513.000, making
a total proposed exponditure on the Mounted Police of very
close on 81,000,000 a year, the increase of $513,000 at 4 per
cent. being equivalent to about $13,000,000 of capital. The
hon. gentleman in the few renarks which he thought were
all that were requisite in order to induce the favorable con-
sideration of the flouse te this proposal, stated that it was
not in any sense due to the outbreak in the North-West,
and in proof of that statement ho referred to the Speech
from the Throne, which ho said indicated that the proposal
was then intended. Well, I think there is a reference to the
Mounted Police in tho Speech from the Throne, but I do
not think it is extremely precise; I think it would be very
difficuit indeed to apprehe ,d from that reference that it was
proposed to more than double the strength of the force.
The reference in the Speech iii this:

" Several other measures of importance will be submitted to ou
among them will be Bills to amend the insurance Act of 1877, the pivil
Service Act, and the law relating to contagious diseases among cattle,
as well as measures for taking, at an early period, a cenouso f the
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population of the North-West Territories, and one relating to the
North-West Mounted Police."

Whether it had to do with drill or discipline or pay, or with
the rules of the force, or whether it had to do with more
than doubling the strength of tho force, were things that
were left entirely undefined by this diplomatic reference in
the Speech from the Throne. I have no doubt the hon.
gentleman has accurately stated the fact that it was proposed
to increase the North-West Mounted Police before the Ses-
sion commenced, and that irrespective altogether of circum-
stances attending the outbreak. That statement makes the
proposal all the more alarming, because, if it were thought
necessary, for the peace and security of the North-West
before the outbreak, to more than double the Mounted
Police, we are face to face with the question, what are the
proposais, upon the whole, which will be necessary for the
country after the outbreak ? They may not, I presume they
will not, involve any further increase for the Mounted
Police, but it is impossible to dissociate from each other the
various proposais which are required for securing peace,
order and good government in that Territory, in the way,
whether of a semi-military, semi-civil force as the Mounted
Police, or of our militia, which is a mainly a force also
used for the purpose of repression of minor disturbances,
aid in that sense acts, to a certain extent, in a con-
stabulary or almost civil form. It is impossible to
dissociate the consideration of these two questions; they
are, in fact, one question; and therefore, if this proposai
in its entirety, as it is now presented to us,. was a
proposal which was to be brought forward entirely
irrespective of the outbreak, I repeat the question : What
is to be the scheme of the Government on the whole with
reference to the North-West, having regard to that not
unimportant fact the outbreak ? I admit the hon. gentle.
man has long, tbo long deferred the consideration of this
proposal, but I think, under the circumstances, he might
have deferred it a little longer. I think, when it was pro-
posed to more than double the strength of the force, it was
the duty of the First Minister, who happons to be the Min-
ister specially charged with bthe force, to have brought down
the annual report, to have given the House and the country
the valuable information we will assume, from former
reports, this repoit will contain, of the general operations
of the force for the year. And I think that the more,
because I well recollect that in 1882, when the hon. gentle.
man proposed an increase of this force,he depended largely op,
these reports, and he referred to copious extracts from these
very reports as his just vindication for that course. AI though
we are now past the usual term of Session, although we are
at the 9th of June, the report for the Mounted Police is not
yet brought down ; and a detailed enquiry being made to
the hon. gentleman as to when the report was dated,
when it reached him, and so forth, ho is conveniently
ignorant of what these dates are, and he says there bas
been an versight in the Department. I wonder how many
oveisights there have been in the Departments in connection
with the North-West ? I wonder what oversight there bas
been which prevented us, in this critical period, when the
repor t of the Mounted Police would have been very interest-
ing reading, if we had it, from having the benefit of the
information to be derived from the perusal of the report. He
indeed, consoled us, by telling it was in galley, and being in
galley we might expect it shortly. The report is in galley,
and some of the hon. gentlemen's officers ought to be in the
galleys for its being there. 'Ih e proposai of the Government
was no doubt very well considered; the previous proposal
was no doubt well considered; it was a thoroughly matured
proposal, a propo -al which had been deliberated on for a long
time, and with respect to which the Government have
reached conclusions based upon a careful consideration of
the exigencies of the situation. How do I prove that ?
low am 1 able to give the hon, gentleman that meed of
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praise ? Why it is by the Votes and Proceedings, from
which I find that on the 7th April the hon. gentleman put a
notice on the paper to increase this force to800 men with
20 supernumeraries and 20 scouts. That was the matured
proposal of the Government which on the 7th April
tbey proposed to submit to Parliament for its adoption.
Within a week alter that the hon. gentleman brought
down another proposal to inerease the strength of the force
to 1,000 men and 20 supernumeraries and 50 scouts; or
an addition of 30, 2j times as many scouts, and of 200
Men, two-thirds as many mon in addition to that which ho
had proposed a few days before. I think a little explana-
tion was due the House of these two notices; I think, when
the hon. gentleman told us on the 7th April that his views
on the exigencies of the situation in the North-West, after
careful and mature deliberation, were that we required in
all 840 men, and when ho now asks us to arratge for 1,070
instead, we ought to have had a little explanation upon
what the hon. gentleman's earlier and his later, his very
little later, estimates were based. What was the ground ho
took when ho decided upon 840 men, and what circum-
stances occurred to modify his opinion between the 7th
April and a few days later, when he brought down the
proposal for 1,070 mon? We ought to know now upon
what ground these figures are 'based. We must assume,
when ho made the statement in the Speech from the
Throne, which ho now tells us had reference to an increase
of the Mourted Police, that it had reference to this measure
to increase it to 840 men in al], and as that measure continued
unchanged from the ?9thJanuary, when we met, until the 7th
April, when ho put the notice onthe paper, we wantto know
what, botween that and the 10th or 11th of April, brought
about a change in his opinions and led him, in bis judg-
ment, to propose an addition of 230 more mon, in round
numbers, very nearly twice as many as ho had proposed in
the first instance. When I look at the varying figures and
different proposals, when I consider the very short differ-
ence of time in which the hon. gentleman's mind was
changed, there is, to speak seriously, ovidence of haste or
evidence of some new and strong and powerful considera-
tion affecting the hon. gentleman's mind, which led him to
believe that his proposal of the 7th April was so wholly
inadequate that he was obliged to diop it from the notice
paper without further consideration and modify that propos-
al by nearly doubling it. I think another observation isfit to
be made in this same connection. I enquired of the bon.
gentleman, having seen in the newspapers that recruiting
was going on, a little while ago, whether the number
recruited was in excess of the num ber authorised by law, and
if so how many. I think ho answered me it was about 230
men in excess of the number authorised by law. Now, I am
not oneofthosewho are atall disposed, when a great orner-
gency exists, to criticise the conduct of a Government which
acts, but acts properly and accurately within the maxim salus
populi suprema lex; but at the time the hon. gentleman
was making these arrangements, Parliament was in Session,
those who had power to give him authority to do this law-
fully were here. He had made his proposals, ho had laid
them on the Table, ho had the conduct and control of the
business of the House and the Parliament. It was for him
to decide what measures it was urgent to bring first before
the consideration of Parliament, what legal authorities it
was requisite for him to obtain in the interests of the coun-
try. He asked us to take no stops in this measure, ho did
not give us even the opportunity to vote, ho did not ask the
vote of the House upon it; in fact ho made possible no de-
bate or consideration upon it, but having put the notice on
the paper, ho proceeds coolly to violate the law by enlisting
two hundred and thirty men in excess of his lawful autho-
rity to send to the North-West and hoecaused them to go.
And I think it is a very serions question what the position
of those men was-men eulisted without the authority of
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law and in excess of the powers that the law gave. I say
that the hon. gentleman's duty to Parliament and the respect
that ho ought to owe to Parliament indicated an entirely
different course, and that his duty was not to violate th
law, not to set in excess of the law unless necessity
quired. There was no necessity, because we were here,
prepared to listen to the hon. gentleman's proposals. We
proceeded with other Bills eertainly of minor consequence.
We passed a Bill, and His Excellency came down and gave
the Royal Assent to it, to appoint a gentleman to fill your
chair in cases of emergency. That was done, but the en-
listment without the authority of law of 230 men was not
thought of sufficient consequence to propose to us for legisla-
tion, and to invite the three branches of the legislature so
to act that the law might not be violated. I say, therefore,
tbat in this respect the hon. gentleman bas too long de-
ferred bringing before the House the consideration of this
question. When the hon. gentleman does bring it before
us, ho brings it with explanations extremely inadequate.
As far as I could gather, it is a question of flocks and herds,
it is a question which the hon. gentleman has put before us
of proper protection to the ranches and those who have
placed stock upon the ranches in the southern por-
tion of those territories; and a few words upon that
subject and upon the difficulties that we have with
reference to the people on the border, and the
horse thieves and cattle thieves who take the cattle
across, and the greater difficulty that our people have in
obtaining restoration of their cattle, are deemei sufficient
to warrant a proposal for the increase of the annual expen-
diture of the country by a sum exceeding half a million of
dollars. This is the hon. gentleman's explanation; this is
the stress of his statement. Surely some further statement
was required. Surely, when the hon. gentleman's own
proposalis a few weeks ago were so much less than those
now submitted, some further statement, some further
detail, some further explanation, some furtber calculation
and elaboration on this subject wore required before the
House should be asked to take even this step on this occa-
sion. Turn back to 1882. At that time the force was only
f00 mon; it is now to be increased to very nearly 1,100; it
is now to be very nearly quadrupled, and that in a very
few years. What were the statements which, in the year
1882, were made when we were asked to make this increase ?
On what grounds did the hon. gentleman then propose it ?
On what grounds did ho advocate it ? What difficulties
were suggested to him, what proposalis were made to him,
and what were the expectations ho held out to the House
and to the country as to a further increase or an approach-
ing diminution of this force ? The hon. gentleman brought
up the subject on the 24th March, 1882, now just three
years ago, and ho said:

'' It is found, however, that its strength is overtaxed. Again and
again the commissioner in charge of the force has represented that they
are insufficient for the duties demanded of them, especially on the
frontier, where, on more than one occasion, there has been great hazard
of a collision with large forces of hungry and, therefore, discontented
Indians. By a nixture of courage and discretion, these occasions have
passed by without collision; yet I need not remind the committee of
the conutnous danger which exista of collision, and the necessity of
endeavoring to avoid it by all means in our power. There seerms to be
a general consensus of opinion that the strong pressure brought to bear
on the Government and on Parliament by the officers in command should
result in an increase in the force. So long as the Indians were alone
with a few Government officials and persons of a superior class, they
were kept under control ; but that control is passing away, as it has
passed away la the United States, with the influx into the country of
persons of all ranks and ail degrees of intelligence and morals ; and, as
in the Western States, there is great danger-happily we have avoided
it hitherto,-of collision between the Indians and the white settler
going in there and thinking that he can treat these wild sons of the
prairie as he would a fellow white man. The commissioner bas reported
again and again on that point."

Z'hen ho proceeds to read, not the report of the commis-
sioner but some other references as to the dangers of
collisions with the Indian tribes.

Itle well known, says the hon. gentleman, resuming bis own argu.
t ment, that, while there bas been no actual outbeak, while through

combined courage and discretion an outbreek bas been prevented, yet,
I regret to say, on two or three occasions the forces of Indians wore so
overwhelming and their conduct so threatening ta the handful of
Police that, ex necseeitaie, they were obliged to yield to the demande,
sometimes insolently and arrogantly, with theo consciousness of power
pressed upon them by the starving Indians surrounding them, of
course, the less these facts are known the botter, but I take the respon-

. sibility of stating, on the part of the Government, that they believe it la
absolutely necessary to increa'e this force."

r Thon my bon. friend the member for Huron (Sir Richard
- Cartwright) alluded to the very topic which the bon. gen-

teman bas brought up to-day as the ground for doubling up
the force. My hon. friend from Huron said :

SIn connection with thie, I mlght say it is quite clear that very great
, care will have to be taken in granting pasturage lande to the numerous

candidates now applying for them. It is a very serions element in con-
sideration of the pohcy of granting those lands, if a force of troops
should be required for the purpose of protecting cattle on tbhe ranches ;
and I think, for that reason and others, that very considerable care
will have to be exercised in granting the numerous applications which
are being made for those pasturage lands. I do not in the least degree
object to asncb portions of the country sutited to the purpose being applied
for, although it is provided that the Government retains the right of
retaining portions of the land if found fit for agricultural purposes ; but
I think it would be an extraordinary course if we should place ranches
in the midst of more or less turbulent tribes. who will be more tempted
to commit depredations on cattle placed before their eyes thau on any
other formi of property."

The First Minister did not thon think the cattle ranch ques.
tion had much to do with the matter, for ho said, in reply
to my hon. friend:

"I feel very glad to have an opportunity of speaking on those pointe,
althoinh tho subje t cof catlo eranches la not unmedlately germane to
tho motion bofore the committee."

But you have heard how germane it was ; yon bear how
germane it is ; because it is the cattie ranches ho has
brought forward as the principal reason for inereasing the
force, which was thon 300, to about 1,100 mon. Ho went
on to discuss the question, and ho pointed ont his notable
scheme for exchanging the Indian's Winchesters for
fowhing pieces ; and, after a while, I took leave to make
some suggestions which I think are of very considerable
consequence, which wore thon so regarded, and upon which
I think it is absolutely necessary we should now touch, in
order that we may understand what is the poicy and what
is to be the policy of the country with reference to the
means that are to be taken for the preservation of peace,
order and good government in the North-West. I said:

" Taking all these circumstances into consideration, the advantages
thus secured are entirely overbalanced by the otber changes ln ciroums-
tances, so that the force requires to be nearly doubled, and here the
situation becomes serious. The hon. gentleman says we must nearly
double the force. I do not know what that may mean, but it seems to
me impossible to set the limita of it. On a former occasion the hon.
gentleman has said that we must feed the hIdians in order to keep thema
quiet, and it now turns out that we muet keep up the mounted police in
order to keep the white men quiet. I do n->t know how far the propos-
ed operation of the hon. gentleman with these guileless children of the
prairies may be succes-ful. He osys he thinki he will induce thom,
with his well known powers of persuasion, and there is no doubt ho has
been able to exert great influence over persons mach more astute th n
the children of the prairies, and some of whom I have the pl-asure of
looking upon at this moment-I say 1 do not know how far this great
power of persuasion may be successful with them. He sas ho may have
convinced them that fowling pieces are necessary, but the observations
be has just made indicates that.he expects occasions to arise when the
Indians may be supposed to pursue the larger portion of mounted police-
men, and when that cornes I have no doubt the Winchester rifles would
be an arr much more Fatisfa-tory than that which the hon. gentlemen
proposes to present them with. I therefore, do not expect to hear neit
year of any extensive exchange made of Winchester rifles for
fwling pieces, unless the hon. gentlemen should pay for
the Winchester rifles about double what they are worth. It does seem
te me tbat the proposed changes, which of course, do not involve so
large an expense as tbey otherwise might, because the rate of pay bas
been vury properly reduced-involve a consideration of policy which la
to be adopted to have a headquarters, if it is thought nicesary-and I
do not say it may not be right to place so large a prono ti )n of the force
in different and isolated parts, as 350 or 400 men, sad w leave only 150
at headquarters for the purpose of mobilisation-then I think we are
engaged in dealing with the Indians in a policy which may lead us a
long way in point of expeuse. It seems to me we have got to wari, ai
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the strongest way, the white settiers who are going into that country,
that they muet take care of themselves to a great extent, and to take
care of thenselves the exertion of that prudence, restraint, and self-
command ought to be enjoined upon them, and by pursuing a course
entirely different from that pursued by the adventurous person who bas
settled smong the Indians, and whose conduct or cruelty has provoked
some of the Indian difficulties. While we muet give some reasonable
protection, and I do not say that the mounted police ought te be dis-
banded, we bave to avoid giving people who are settling.in the North-
West the idea that a very large and continually increaeing, expensive
force la to be maintained there at the expense of the Dominion. At the
earliest moment we ought to adopt some arrangement for the utilisation
of local forces, for the organisation of the mihitia, and for the organisa-
tion under, perhaps, a special Fystem of officering, whtch shouli1give
some special advantages, incurring, perbaps, a great expense, but giving
a more efficient force, not merely in soldiery purposes, but also in those
higher elements to which I have referred, self restraint and moderation
le the use of power. But to control the North-West by a large and
extensive force of this kind would be an undertaking which I, for one,
would shrink for contemplating.

Sir John A. Macdonald then replied to me:
" I quite agree with my hon. friend in much he has said. Of course

a force of 500 men can act as peace officers, serve processes. take
prisoners and guard the courts, and do the whole of the work that
has been done by the reace officers that are now scattered over
tue Provinces of Ontario and Qnebec. 500 men is not too large a
force for this purpose. 'he hon. gentleman is quite rigbt in say.
Ing that eventually that country should be organised under a special
system, like a militia force, so as to perform the duty of keeping tte
peace and, when called upon, to aid the civil powfr, just as they are in
the rest of the Dominion, but at this moment I am afraid that as
between the white men ani the Indian, the Indian will get the woret of
it, perhaps one danger as great as any in connection with the militia is
that of the too active interference of the ordinary magi tracy of the
country. I migbt mention one instance of that kind which occurred
There was a rumor arrived at Prince Albert that an outbreak of Indiana
had taken place to the south, and one magistrate gave a requisition
calling out a newly formed militia company, and they started fully armed
to supprese the infant rebellion. They went down, and if they had un.
fortunately come in contact with the Indians we might have had an
Indian war. Luckily, howover, they were met by an officer of the police
force, who remonstrated with them, sent them back, and quieted what
was only after all an Indian riot •l* * * and we muet trust very
much to the reports of the officers on that subject; and I bave every
confidence that with this additional force of police, that the country
may be reasonably expected to be as quiet for the next ten years as it
bas been for the lat ten years."1

Now, you will observe that only three years after that, and
before the outbreak, tho hon. gentleman decided that the
country that h expected would be adequately served for
the next ten years by these-and, as I shall show presontly,
by a lesser force-will require, irrespective of the outbreak,
more than double the amount of 500 mon which ho thought
adequate three years ago. I said I would show that the
hon. gentleman's contemplation was not a continuance even
of a force of 500 men. In answer to my hon. friend from
East York (Mr. Mackenzie), then representing the County
of Lambton, the hon. gentleman said:

"I am quite satisfied that the addition to the force will add to the
safety and security of the country, and will give greater assurance io
thome who go to maka it their home, and when the settlement of the
country, which now promises to be very rapid, takes place. necessities
for keeping up the force may be removed or at least diminished. Of
course, it can very readily be diminished at any time, it being neces.
sary."
So there you see that the hon. gentleman thought he had
reached the maximum, and that as the country settled up
ho would be able to diminish the force and even to disband
it altogether. Instead of that, the hon. gentleman's expec
tations having been realised as to the settling up of the
country, hie oxpectations as to the police force before the
recent outbreak were so far falsified that ho requires more
than double the force. Then, once again, my hon. friend
said, at a subsequent stage of the debate of the 11ith April:

" There will be, of courae, at Calgary, at Edmonton and at Prince
Albert, a certain number of men, but as much as possible they will be
concentrated.

" Mr. M IKENZIE. What are they te be sent to Prince Albert for ?
Surely there is population enongh there to maintain order without the
police being sent for ?

Sir JOHN A. MAODONALD. If my hon. friend could only see the
complainte of settlers when there is eveni a suggestion of moving any of
the police force, he could quite understand the difficulty and the sense of
helplessness and defencelessuess that comes oyer settiers when they go
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to any place where there is no police force. It gives them great confl.
dence to have those men stationed near them, but when the country is
settled to a greater extent than at present, that necessity wll be doune
away with, and concentration will be carried out."

Here the hon. gentleman contemplating a diminution and
not an increase of the force; its concentration as the loa.
lity settled up, believing that the local service in each locaý
lity would supply the want in the outlying parts at that
time requiring a detachment of police. My hon. friend
from East York said :

The hon. gentleman must not pay toc much attention to represent%-
tions from well peopled localities. I can recollect very well the diffi-
culty I bad in withdrawing the volunteers from Winnipeg. We were
threatened with ail sorts of calamities if we did so. We did it never-
theless, and no harm came of it. I obeerved some time ago that at
Prince Albert they bad men enough to fortn a volunteer company. I do
not know whether there are or not, but a campany was formed, and I
cannot think that a community or that size requires the rest of the
Dominion to maintain a police force for their protection. I hope the hon.
gentleman will reconsider that, for if the force is to be enlarged foi the
purpose of placing guards at places such as that it is absurd, and ai
entirely wi ong policy. The police force, as I understand it, bas t,
maintain order in outstanding districts where there is not a large resi-
dent population, but should have no occupation in populous places like
Prince Albert.

Then the right hon. gentleman said:
" It is quite true that where there le a large population as at Prince

Albert or any other place they onght to be able to raise and organise
a corps ot citizen soldiers for the protection of the place, but at present
I do not think it would be safe to risk volunteer corps coming inti
possible collision with the Indians. I think militia forces should be
carefully handled."

Thon the hon. gentleman repeats the statement which he
made in a former debate and which I read as to a formi.
dable rising. Now, Sir, I read this in order that the House
may see what the purposes were, so short a time ago as
1882, which were expected to be answered by the Mounted
Police force in the North-West, and for what purpose it was
expected that force would be adequate; and you find it was
not the question of protecting the proprietorà of ranches
from their cattle being stolen, it was the questien of
protection of the outlying settlements, particularly of
dealing with the Indians. You find the statement of the
hon. gentleman that 50) would be adequate for the purp'su,
and that-as the population went où, the more the pe>ple,
the fewer the special force of police that would be requirad.
Youi find the hon. gentleman to-day, three years later, coming
down to us, having thon acknowledged the force of the
observations as to the course he ought to take with respect
to the settlers in the North West and the organisation of
the militia-coming down to us, I say, and telling us that
he desires to more than double the force. You do not
find that his statement is as to Indians or is as to outlying
settlements; it is cattle and not men who require pi otec-
tion now. I adhere to the view which I stated in 1882, and
to which the hon. gentleman then gave his assent, that in
considering this very large question of our management of
the North West Territories we must take into account the
absolute necessity of encouraging and stimulating the

people of that country to engage la the formation of those
ocal corps to discharge a large part of the business. I am
not at all saying, any more than I said in 1882, that the
Mounted Police should ba disbanded. I am not at all say-
ing that their number should be reduced. I am not even
arguing, at this moment, that if you were to take the out.
break into account the hon. gentleman's proposition may
not be reasonable one. But he deolines te do su, and says: I
do not take the outbreak into account; I do not submit it
with respect to the outbreak, or with respect to the altered
state of circumstances; you have to deal with it irrespective
of those facts. I am, therefore, handling it for the moment
on his own lines and on his own ground. I am not nega-
tiving his proposal; I am merely pointing out to what it
leads. I am showing that in 1882 the plan led to an indefi.
nite increase of numbers, and that we ought to direct
attention to the formation of local corps. The hon. entle-
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man denied that it led to an increase of numbers; he said
it led to a diminution of numbers, but he agroed that we
ought to take up the formation of local corps. I want to
point ont that the policy of the formation of local corps,
which was assented to formally by the hon. gentleman in
1882, had really been adopted by the Government in 1879,
and that it had progressed a certain distance at that time;
and I want to point out that, instead of dealing with the
North-West in the spirit of the preceding occurrences and
in the spirit which he indicated in that debate, ho dealt
with this subject in an altogether different spirit;
and this subject, intimately connected as the two parts
of it are-the defence and security of the North-
West by local corps and the Mounted Police-does require
serious consideration at the hands of the louse. I havo
said that so long ago as 1879 the present Government recog-
nised the necessity of arranging for the formation of local
corps in the North-West, with reference to the defence of
the settliements largely against the Indians. We have not
got a very full account in the official reports of the proceed-
ings that took place when Colonel Osborne Smith, thon
Deputy Adjutant General of the Militia, on the instructions
of the Government, went forward to crrry out their views
and organise the corps. But I have secured from the con-
temporary litorature of the day, from the local newspaper,
statements which show the spirit in which the people at
that time received those propcsals of the Government and
the ease with which it was possible, had proper steps been
taken, to render them efficient. In the Saskatchewan Berald
of the 6th October, 1879, there is a report of a meeting held
in the school house at Battleford, to hear from Colonel
Osborne Smith bis exDlanation Of the scheme for the pro-
posed organisation of frontier companies.-

" A meeting was held in the school house on Monday evening to hear
from Col. Smith an explanation of the scheme on which the proposed
organisation of frontier corps was based. The meeting was opened by
the appointment of Col. Richardson as chairman, lie then introduced
Col. Smith, and requested him to address the meeting.

" Col. smith said that as commandant of the volunteer forces in
Manitoba and the North-West he had been instructed by the Govern-
ment to proceed as far as Battieford, to organise companies of volun-
teers on the plan which had been found so effective in the older Pro-
vinces for a good many yeara put; and where the population was too
scattered to permit of ful corps beingorganised, toestablish the neucleus
of companies which could afterwards be filled. The exceptional cir-
cumstances of the country might lead to a modification of some of the
regulations which prevailed in the East. The general provisions of the
Act may b asummarised as follows : Volunteers will be required to
take the oaxb of allegiance."

" They will be required to drill not less than 6 nor more than 12 days
in the year; but the time may be so divided as to be of the least incon-
venience, three hours constitutinga day's drill. For this they will receive
50 cents a day, with an additional allowance of 75 cents a day in the case
of cavalry companies. The arms to be su pplied are of the very best
kind, and have ail been carefully examine dand packed, o as to ensure
their being served out in good condition. There will also be an abun-
dant supply of ammunition. Both armesand ammunition have been
ahipped to a central point and can be forwarded to any given place
without loss of time. No uniform will be used during the firat year."

I call your attention to that statement, because its import-
ance will be found when we consider and read the subse-
quent reports with respect to the North-West corps.
There was a promise of uniform after the first year :

"If called out on active duty they will be paid at a rate to be deci-
ded by the Governor General in Council. He would, therefore, leave
the matter, for the present, lu the hands ofrMr. Scott, who would enroll
the men and forward the names to him. He would go to St. Laurent,
Duck Lake and Prince Albert, where he expected to be able to raise the
number of companies now required, namely, two companies of infantry
and three of mounted men. He thanked the meeting for assembling to
hear him and offered to give auy other information that might be
required."

" The chairman said the present meeting remiuded him of a similar
one that was held at the conntry town in which he lived at the time Oft
the Trent affair, 20 years ago, when he, amongst others, enrolled his
name as a private. He continued with his battalion until 5 years ago,
when he was allowed to retire, retaining his rank, having risen from the
loweet to the highest position in the battalion to which he belonged ;
and he was quit. willing to begin again by enroliing his name as a pri.
vate in the company now about to be formed.

" The followig resolution was then passed;

"Moved by Mr. Forgot, seconded by Mr. Laurie That it la expedi-
ent to form an infantry campany at this place, and this meeting pledges
itself to aid in the perfecting of such an organisation.

"&A vote of thanks was given to Col. Smith and the chairmsn, ani
the meeting broke up."

In the same paper, on 17th November, 1879, I find the fol-
lowing:-

" The arms and ammunition for the Battleford volunteer company
arrived on the 3rd, and were at once taken charge of by Captain Scott.
We are pleas'ed to learn that he bas been succesful iin organising the
company. The feeling of the members is in favor of iti being amounted
corps, in which case a considerable accession could be had to ts ranka,
besides which it would be much more effective in the event of its service
being required James McFarlane, our pioneer settler and an ex-volun-
teer, has been made firat lieutenant, and Hugh McKay, chief offioer of the
Hudson Bay Company at this post, second lieutenant.,

In the same paper, 22nd September, 1879, was the fol-
lowing :-

I The visit of Col. W. Osborne Sm*th, referred to in our telegraphie
columna, will probably result in the formation of a company of cavalry
or mounted rifles at Prince Albert. Captain Moore offered, some time
ago, to organise such a force, in which the men woutd, at their own
expense, uniform themselves in a dress suitable for the plaiau, if the
Government would furnisà the arms and pay a nominal sum-say $2 a
day-for a mran and horse when on duty. Prince Albert has ail the
material for an excellent corps of this character. The young men are
bora horsemen, and accustomod to lire upon the plaina, while there are
also several gentlemen of military training and experience fitted to take
command, and a fair sprinkling of others who have served in voluniteer
forces in the Provinces."

In the same paper, on 20th October, 1879, was the follow-
ing:-

"Col. Smith at Prince Albert.-Enrolment of one infantry and two
cavalry companiea.-A company formed at Duck Lake.-On the evening
of Monday the 6th, a meeting was held at the restaurant, Prinoe Albert,
to meet Lieut.-Col. Smith, and to hear his explanations in reference to
the duty with whieh ho h been entrusted by tie Government, the for-
mation of volunteer militia corps in the Territories. Nothwitbatanding
the short notice giron, but one day, and the disadvantage of a very
dark night, a large number assembled, many beiug present from the
most iernote parts of the settlement.

" The Lordt Bishop of Saskatchewan being voted to the chair, suoke
earnestly and forcibly on the necessity of assisting the Government in
the measures they were taking to raise a force sufficient to back the
civil powers in keeping peace, and paid a warm tribute to Col. Smith'a
military services, and to the good judgment shown by the Government
in choosing him to perform the important work of organisation oa which
ho is now en gaged.

beCol. Smith ,having been introduced by the Bishop. fully explained
the object of bis mission and the provisions of the mi lti% Jaw, announec-
ing that ho had decided to establish two mounted rifle corps In the
setlement, under the respective commands of Captains Moore and
Young, who would s.ibmit for approval the names of their subaltern
officers and make the necessary appoumtments of non-commissioned
officers.

IlAnumber of questions put by intending volunteers were answered
by Col. Smith, and a desire being shown for the establishment of an
infantry carps, in addition to the two mounted companies, he oconsented
to remain over another day, in order to enable its enrolment to be dei,
Mr. Thomas McKay being nominated as captain.

"After votes of thanks to the Bishop for presiding, and to Colonel
Smith for bis address, the meeting closed with cheers for the Queen, the
Bishop, Col. Smith, and the officers chosen to command the com-
panies.

"A large number of volunteers handed ir, their names for enrolment,
and there is no doubt Prince Albert will ha-,e three crack corps.

" Mr. Owen E. Hughes is succeeding very well in the enrolment of the
Duck Lake and St. Laurent company.

"The arma, accoutrements and ammunition arrived on the 8th at
Carlton, from which point they will be distributed.

" Col. Smith left Duck Lake on the morning of the 8th tb proceed
direct to Winnipeg."

And I find, Sir, in the same paper, on the 15Lh December,
1879, a report from Prince Albert, on the 8th Dëecember,
1879) stating:

" The volunteers mean business, and are drilling mout of the time. Capt.
&oore's and Capt. Thos. McKay's companies have put in their anUal
drill during the eveninga. The following are the names of the officers of
the several volunteer companies:

"I roop A, Mounted Rifle.-Uapt., Chas. F. Young; lit Lieut , Juatin
D. Wileon ; 2ud Lieut., Thos. J. Agnew.

" Troop B, Mounted Rifles.-Capt., H. S. Moore ; lst Lient., Edward
Stanley; 2nd Lient-, Thos. N. Campbell.

"Irfatry Compa*y.-Capt.,Thos. McKa; lot Lieut.> J. J. Campbell;
2n4 Lieut., George Tait."
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I find, on the 23rd February 1880, a report in the same
paper from Edmonton, dated the 26th January 1880, of a
meeting, there of which the report says :

" Then the formation of a volunteer rifle company came under consi-
deration. The proposition was made by Col. Jarvis, and was coincided
in by the meeting as a necessary measure of protection against expected
Blackfeet and Sioux hostilities next summer. .Over 30 names were put
down at once."

Now, Sir, there are the statements I have been able to col-
lect from outside sources, of the mode in which the proposal
made by the Government to enroll a force in these local-
ities was received by the people themselves, and the excel-
lent spirit which they displayed as to the call which was
made upon them. Turning, now, to official sources,. I will
take the report of the officer commanding the militia for
the year 1879, and I find that he makes this statement :

"Lieut.-Colonel Osborne Smith, C.M.G., Military District No. 10, Ma-
nitoba, points out the necessity of increased forces, in consideration of
the influx of foreign labor, in view of the large works of railway con-
struction now in progress. This is a very reasonable suggestion, as ex-
perience has shown that this may, at any time, be a very disturbing
elenent. His progress in organising mounted and infantry companies
in the North-West Territories bas been already fully dwelt upon in the
report, He states that the action of the Government in extending the
militia law to those Territories and Keewatin bas been thoroughly ap-
preciated and availed of by the settlers, as far as their yet comparati-
vely sparse numbers would admit. He looks upon the North-West
militia spreading with the newly formed settle'uents as calculated to
form an important ageht in civilising that vast Territory, and to be-
come a powerful link in the chain of Dominion defences between the
two great oceans."

At another part of his report, the officer commanding says:

"In the course of the past summer, accounts were received tending
to show that Indians of the North-West Territories were beginning to
suffer hunger frorn the disappearance of the buffalo. It was supposed
that necessity might drive them to plunder or steal for their support.
Although the Government had taken precaution to provide a stock of
supplies it was presumed that as the long and severe winter of the
prairie district proceeded, marauding parties might cause alarm and
trouble among the settlers. It was therefore determined to organise

ome militia companies round tho most populous settlements, to give
confidence, and accordingly Lieut.-Colonel Osborne Smith, the Deputy
Adjutant-General for Manitoba, was entrusted with that duty, and dis-
patched to make the necessary arrangements.

" That officer carried out his instructions, and acted with the judgment
which distinguishes him, in selecting the most important points for the
establishment of armed corps, and the general dispositions with regard
thereto. His report will be found in full in Appendix No. 1, and I need
only draw attention to it, as I think it will be read with interest by aIl
who look towards the importance of that great region in its not distant
future. Lieut.-Colonel Usborne Smith has succeeded in forming the
nucleus of one company of infantry at Battleford, the seat of Govern-
ment, under Mr. Scott, the registrar for the North-West Territories,
altbough the population capable of bearing arme hardly admits of a
full company beng formed until the winter season, when freighters and
hunters will have returned.

" At Duck Lake, between the branches of theS askatchewan, and a
few miles south of Carleton House, a troop of mounted rifiemen has been
formed, under Mr. Owen Hughes, who is in charge of that important
trading post. He feels sure that with the men about his post, the set-
tiers in the neighborhood, and the half-breeds at St. Laurent, ho will be
able te maintain a thoroughly efficient mounted troop. The Rev. Father
André, of the St. Laurent mission station, who exercises an almost
unbounded influence over the Fren ch-speaking half-breeds in the settle-
ment, corroborates bis views. The headquarters of this troop will there-
fore be at 'Stobart,' Duck Lake.

" On the r.orth branch of the Saskatchewan, near the Forks, the main
settlement of Prince Albert lies, and here there are more houses and
stores now than some six or seven years ago there were in Winnipeg.
The enterprise which is apparent bids fair te make this district one ot,
if not the Ïbost important, in the whole of the North-West Territories.
The population are most anxious for military protection, in reference to
the graduai influx of armed Sioux Indians in search of subsistence.
Prince Albert will therefore furnish two troops of mounted riflemen an i
one company et infantry-the troope under command of Captain Young,
late of lier Majesty's 5oth Foot, and C Lptain Moore, late of the Antrim
rifle militia-; tue infantry company under Mr. Thomas McKay, an influ-
ential native of the country and agent of the Huison Bay Company.

" The action of the Government in extending the militia organisation
to the North-West Territories is appreciated, and I would recommend
its still further extension to other localities, such as among the settlers
of the Little Saskatchewan, and others on the western portion of Mani-
toba. Arme, ammunition and saddlery bave been accordingly issued
for the equipment of these corps before the setting in of winter,; but
owing to the deficiency of clothing in store from causes i have toretold
is previous reports, they oaunot be supplied with uuifQrms at present,"

Mr. BLA.Mb

There, again, you find allusion to the question of uniforms, to
which I have already directed your attention, and which
will become more marked as I procoed :

" When orders were issued for the organisation of militia in the North-
West, I noticed that th Act did not apply to those Territories ; accor-
dingly, an Order in Council was passed, in November, directing procla-
mation teobe made that the entire Militia Act should apply to the North-
West Territories and Keewatin. An enormous additional country has
thus been added to the militia responsibility, which now extends over
the entire Dominion of Canada."

Then the officer commanding proceeds to discuss the question
of the Mounted Police and of the existing condition of the
country in the light of defence, and ho points out :

" If it is desirable to occupy the posts noted besides Fort Ellice,
Saskatchewan, Battleford, McLeod, Walsh, Wood Mountain and Souris,
each should, if possible, be individually strong enough, at least for self-
defence. There are but 350 officers and men of Mounted Police, but
there are about 15,000 Indians, of whom 3,000 may be fighting men. They
are welt armed with repeating rifles, and for the most part mounted.

" Should starvation ensue and the Indians be in despair to provide
food for their people, they may become troublesorne and aggressive.
Therefore, it may become imprudent to have so many emall police posts,
150 miles or more apart, without mutual support. A military axiom
forbids a force being divided, beyond individual power of self-defence
and mutual support. Qu'Appelle should be strong and entrenched ;
Fort Ellice also. Saskatchewan need only be a small garrison, but also
entrenched. Prince Albert will have two mounted and one infantry
corps of militia ; they should have a place d'armes in entrenched lines.
Battleford, the seat of Government, will probably be frequented by
Indians clamoring for food, and should, besides its company of infantry
militia, as yet not very reliable, have a boiy of police, with works of
defence. Duck Lake and St, Laurent will have their mounted militia
troop."

So that, in the views of the officer commanding, you will
observe how inextricably interlaced ara the questions of the
organisation of a militia force for the North-West and the
question of the Mountel Police. I find it stated, in the
former discussions of 1882, and you find that the officer
entrusted with the duty of advising the Government as to
what is necessary for the defence of the Territories, when
ho is discussing the Monnted Police, their numbors, their
efficiency, their distribution, points out the necessity oF
the co-operation of those other ingredients of strength, and
referrs to those points to which I have alluded, and to the
local militia as ingredients of strength to ho taken in con-
nection with the Mounted Police, which it might be
advisable to have at one or other of these points.
I do not propose, on this occasion, to go outside the linos of
the North-West Territories, although I believe I might very
fairly deal with the question of the defences of Manitoba
and the North-West Territories as one. Colonel Osborne
Smith, in his report, says:

"l In August I received from you instructions to be prepared to pro-
ceed without delay, when telegraphed to, to certain indicated localities,
for the purpose of organising, as a precautionary measure, corps of
volunteer militia.

" As I have so lately reported fully to you on the steps taken by me
in carrying out this duty, there is not, I presume, any necessity that I
should embody a synopsis of it in this report."

We have not beon favored with this special report, which
would be an extremely interesting document. We have
not even a synopsis of it here, but simply a reference to it,
aud so I was obliged to have recourse to the only soure3s
available:

'It las been satisfactory to find that the action of the Goveranment
in extending the militia law to the North-West Territories bas been
thorough!y appreciated and availed of by the settlers, so far as their
comparatively sparse numbers would admit.

" There cau, however, be no doubt that in the process of developing
these splendid regions of the Dominion that it will be f,r.nd requisite
to establish, as a mean for defence against possible aggression, and for
the maintenance of law, a proper military force, which, disciplined and
bound together by the strict and well recognised rules which govern
such a body, would be looked u'pon with confidence and respect by the
volunteer militia, who would supplement its strength should emergency
arise.

'' If fostered and encouraged in its infancy, the North-West militia,
spreading with the newly forming settlement, will form an important
agent in civilsing that vast territory, and become an important link in
the hain of Dominion defenoes between the two ooeans."
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Then, in the following year, on the 15th of November,
1880, Colonel Osborne Smith reports:

" On the 6th January last the territorial limits Of this district were
vastly enlarged by the incorporation of the North-West Territories and
the district of Keewatin with the then previously existing area (which
consisted soleIy of the Province of Manitoba), thus extending district
No. 10 northerly to the confines of Canada, and easterly and westerly
from the boundary between Ontario and Keewatin to the dividing line
in the Rocky Mountains, between British Columbia and the North-West
Territories. The corps at present existing in the district are as follows
(omitting Manitoba):-Two companys mounted rifles, Prince Albert;
one company mounted rifles, Duck Lake; one Battleford infantry com-
pany; one Prince Albert infantry companyI"

Thon, dealing with the corps in the North-VWest Territories,
the report is as foHows:-

" These corps, in consequence of the season, have also received per-
mission to postpone their anunal drill until the ensuing spring."
The officer states that the season had been such that
the Manitoba corps had received permission to postpone
their drill, and the same permission had been given to the
corps of the North-West Territories :

" They have been somewhat discouraged in consequence of non-
receipt of uniforms. But I ascertain from reports, thatý they;are main-
taining their organisation, and in some cases performing voluntary
drill. The officer commanding the Battleford company, which the
paucity of the population there rendered difficult of formation, reports
very encouragingly of his iacreasing strength and the desire of the
company te become proficient. I trust that it will be fonnd practicable,
in the early spring, to forward uniforme for these important corps."

Now, you see, so early as the year 1880, the statement
made by the Adjutant Gerneral that discouragenent had
already begun in the corps in consequence of there boing
no uniforms, and a strong expression of the wish that in
the ensuing spring of 1880 they might be supplied with
uniforms. He goes on:

" Applications for permission to raise corps from 12 different locali.
ties have been received and duly forwarded by me te headquarters, and
with any prospect of the applications being successful, a number of
others could readily be obtained; thus showing that the willingness te
bear arme existe in these more recently settled portions of the Dominion
as generally as in the older Provinces."

So you see the officer had received and forwarded to head-
quarters, during 1880, applications from no less than 12
other points in the North-West Territories, that corps
should be established at those points, and those applications,
so far as we can loarn, remained without response. Thon,
Sir, if you turn to the following years, the report of the
Deputy Adjutant-General for 1881 states:

" Corps in the Norh-West Territories.-The above corps not having
been able to perform their drills last year, in consequence of
the season, received permission to postpone their annual drill until
the spring of the present year; but, se far, only one officer namely,
Captain Scott, et the Battieford company, has reported having
acted upon this authority, and forwarded an acquittance roli,
wherefrom it appears that 26 of aIl ranks had so drilled ilast spring.
All the corps in the North-West Territories have been selected for
drill this year; but not having received any official communication
from them on that subject, I am unable te state what progress they are
making. I learu, however, from private resources, that Bome, if not all
of them, have been performing more or less drill this season. I may
here again draw attention te the circumstance of these corps not hav-
ing been as yet provided with uniforme, which is anything but encourag-
ing to young soldiers or their corps."

The whole force in Manitoba and the North-West Territories,
with arms, was, at that time, only 536 rank and file, with
39 officers, and the authority to drill the whole force had
been given in this early year. Then, in the following
year, the officer commanding the militia reports:

" There are two districts also, viz., Manitoba and British Columbia,
where, in consequence of the expense of living, the staff officers should
receive increased pay, as also should aIl ranks of the militia in those
districts when called out te duty."

Col. Osborne Smith had ceased to be Adjutant-General, and
Col. Houghton, the Deputy Adjutant-General, states that
while the Manitoba troops had been authorised to drill none
of the North.West corps had been authorised to drill-Prince
Albert mounted rifles, two companies; Duck Lake mounted
rifles, one company; Prince Albert infantry, one company;
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and Battleford infantry, one company ; a total of 225 officers
and men. So that you will observe, that having been author-
ised to drill in one year, having substantially performed their
drill, it having been stated, in two successive years, that
there was increasing discouragement in consequence of the
non-receipt of uniforme, in the third year there was no
authorisation to drill at all. The detailed report of the
officer goes on as follows:-

"The North-West corps, consisting of three mounted infantry and
two infantry companies, have neyer been inspected since their firat
organisation in October, 1879. in consequence of not having received
any uniforms, they were relieved from drill this year, by an order of
the Adjutant-General, dated 10th Augnst."

We now find from the Deputy Adjutant-General why those
three corps, which it was so important to establish, which
special efforts had been made to establish, which wore
established with such enthusiasm, wore refused permission
to drill. It was because they were not supplied with
uniforms, and for that roason wore rolieved from drill by the
order of the Adjutant-(onoral, dated 10th August.

" A copy of this letter, including reference to the inspection of arme,
was forwarded to each officer comrmanding a company in the North-West
on the lst September; but, up to the present day, replies have only been
received from Captain Scott, commanding the Éattleford infantry corn-
pany, and Captain Hughes, commoanding the Duck Lake mounted rifle
company, both of whom reported the arme, etc., in their charge as com-
plete and in good order.

"In reference to these corps, I may state it i hardly to be expected
they will give up much of their valuable time, and supply their own
horses for drilling purposes, or even regard themselves in the light of a
properly organised body of muilitia, until after they have been furnised
with uniforme of sorne pattern or denomination."

Thon ho makos some general remarks, in which ho points
out the aspect of the North-West :

" Manitoba bas so altered since the first organisation of a militia here,
that I strongly recommend the reconstruction of the whole force, the
necessity for which force cannot but be apparent to all when the
immense increase of population of the last three years is taken into
consideration."

Thon the Major-General commanding makes those observa-
tions on that:

'' It would seem that of a total established strength of 580-and of
450 authorised to drill-only the strength of the Winnipeg Field Battery,
76, actually drilled. It appears clear to me that this district is in an
unsatisfactory condition-but without seeing it for myself, and convers-
ing with the officers and others connected with the militia of the dis-
trict, I do not feel justified in making recommendations for its improve-
ment."

Thon, in the next year, the report for the year 1883, Colonel
Houghton, dealing with the North-West corps, gives the
almost final ordor, the ponultimato order:

"The North-West corps, consisting of three companies of mounted
infantry, were relieved froi drill util further orders by instructions
received from the Adjutant-General, dated 10th August, 1882."

There you sce they were rolieved from dril, not for the
year only, but until further ordors, and that it was on account
of their not boing supplied with uniforms, for they were
not to be expected to drill until the uniforme came, and the
uniforme not coming, they were not expocted to drill at all:

"Surely this western district bas a reasonable right te expect that the
Government of Canada will deal liberally with it, and afford young men
the opportunity of carrying out their most praiseworthy wishes in this
respect. In the ame connection, I would beg most respectfully to urge
the advisability of the reorganisation- or, more properly, the organisa-
tion, of the new corps, which, although now more than three years
enrolled, and shortly afterwards outfitted with arms, ammunition and
saddlery, have neyer since been assembled for drill, in consequenee of
ne uniforni having up to the present time been furnished to them. These
corps are still in existence, and could be readily resuscitated by their
original commanding officers, were they to receive encouragement to
de se.''

So you see once again pressed upon the attention of the
Government the actual condition of these corps, thefact that
they would require to be organised, not to be reorganised,
but organised, because thoy had never been supplied with
uniforme, and the statement that they wore still in existence
and could readily be resuscitated by the commanding offlcer,

1885. 2409



COMMONS DEBATES. JunE 9,

were they to receive encouragement to do so. This obser-
vation is made by the officer commanding the forces:

"I commend this to the serious consideration of the Government.
Considering the state of the various corps reported on in this district, it
appears to me that it would be desirable that as soon as the 90th Batta-
lion are organised, the whole district should be seen by the general offi-
cer commanding.'

Now I come to the report which is brought down this Ses-
sion, the report for the last year, and I find the Deputy Ad-
jutant-General reports that

"On the 1st July last, all the strength of the active militia in the dis-
trict was nearly 775 men, that the whole number authorised for drill was
380, and that 'the whole of the remaining corps in this district were
reheved from drill.'

"I may here state, says he, that since the commencement of the current
year, 1884-85, viz , by Gazette of the 13th September last-No. 5 general
orders (18)-the three companies of mounted rifles and two companies
of infantry in the North-West Territorylhave been removed from the
list of corps of the active militia."

There I have traced the history of these five corps. I have
shown you that in 1879 the Governement thought it impor-
tant that they should be organised; I have shown you the
military authorities were of the same opinion; I can shown
you, by a reference to your votes, that a speeial sum of
money was asked for the emergency, for the extra
expense involved in organising them; I have shown you
how it came about, with what zeal, ardor, enthusiasm, the
people of the localibies received the proposal, under what
happy omens the five corps were started; I have shown
you where the signs of disorganisation came in, and how
early; I have shown you the repeated monitions and war-
nings and notices that the hon. gentleman obtained, from
year to year, of these difficulties, and the demand for the
uniforms, the lack of which prevented the corps from being
drilled; J have shown you that the officer pointe out,once and
again, and thrice, the discouragement which they were under,
that it was not to be expected that the men would drill
unless they got uniforms, and he hoped they would get
them ; and I have shown you that the answer was not
uniforms, but an order releiving them from drill until fur-
ther orders, and in the end the matter culminated after their
having been relieved from drill two or three years, in their
being taken out of the list of active militia altogethor.
While that is so, what is the general report of the officer
commandirg the district? He points out some difficulties
which occurred with reference to different corps of the
Manitoba force, and he said :

" In lieu of the four last named companies, I would most respect-
fully recommend that authority be granted me to organise four other
companies as follows, viz. :-

Portage la Prairie .... . ..... ........ 1
Brandon, &c........................ ... 2
Indian Head, or Brcadview........................... 1

" At all these places there is plenty of good material for that purpose,
both of trained officers and men, who are only too anxious to receive
permission to organise. (Vide my last report above referred to i also, a
communication dated 28th April, 1884, and previous communications
and enclosures therein referred to)."
I have here to read some portions which apply to Manitoba,
but it is because Manitoba and the Teritories ai e
mixed by being all in the one military district:

" I have here substituted Portage la Prairie for Regina (from both of
which places, however, applications have been received), as the latter,
being the headquarters of the Mounted Police, is lesu in need of pro-
tection."

for the mobilisation of the whole militia force of the district, Portage la
Prairie forming, as it were, a connecting link between Brandon, and
Winnipeg, and Broadview or Indian Head (whichever, if not both, were
selected), between Brandon and R'gina ; at any of which points a.large
force could thus be easily assembled in a very short time, to await the
reinforcements from the more distant posts.

"I also beg leave to remind you that an application is before you
from Mr. S. L. Bedson (see covering letter, datel lst Mtrch, 1884), for
a'ithority to raise a corps of mounted rifles in the vicinity of Stony
Mountain, of which all the members are in a position to supply their own
horses, being composed entirely of young farmers residing in the imme-
diate neighborhood, and who, being all good riders, would constitute a
most useful and formidable force, exactly such as would be bast adapted
to this prairie country. They would be only twelve miles distant from
Winnipeg and about forty-five from Portage la Prairie, so could easily
be utilised in either direction.

"I would strongly urge the advisability ofgiving favorable considera-
tion to Mr. Bedson's letter, above referred to ; and I even venture to go
further, and suggest, with all respect, that another such corps might be
easily, and with the greatest advantage to the force of the district,
organised at Portage la Prairie, either instead or or in addition to (I
should prefer the latter) the infantry corps already recommended in
this report. And when it is taken into consideration that three mounted
and two infantry corps have recently been disbanded in the North-West
Territory, and replaced by Mounted Police."

Once again you see the intimate and inevitable connection
between the two questions :

"I have reason to hope that, should my recommendation in this
matter meet with the approval and concurrence of the Major-General
commanding, the Hon. Minister of Militia may be induced to take a
similar view of the matter, and, recognising the invaluable utility of
such a force, in the event of any such contingencies arising, at any
time, as those previously herein referred to, sanction these organisations
last mentioned, and empower me to proceed with the formation of these
new corps at as early a date as possible, so as, if they are to be formed
at all, they may be in a position to prove their capabilities of enro'ment
before the opening of the ensuing drill season.'>

Then, after a statement of the geographical condition of the
oountry, and the means of communication, he continues:

"1 Sach being the case, what force have we, as at present constituted,
to oppose to such intruders?

"I answer, on a frontier of 1,20 miles, namely from Lake Superior to
the Rocky Mountains, only 400 militiamen, all told, with, perhaps, an
equal number of Mounted Police, that could be made available for this
purpose within any reasonable time ; in the winter season, particularly,
when the forces at Battleford, Carlton and Prince Albert, may be fairly
considered as out of the field for all practical purposes.

"Since writing my report for 1883 I notice that circumetances
occurred which at one time threatened to but too fully verify my for-
bodings of danger in the near future, even from within ourselves (Vide
2nd paragraph of report, page 58).

"Fortuaately, this catastrophe was averted by the excellent manage-
ment of Major Crozier, Superintendent of Mounted Police, and the
steadiness and discipline of the men under his command. I allude, of
course, to the Battlefordfracas with the indians in the early part of last
summer. Having already, however, reported to you fully with regard
to the impressions formed by me when travelling through that section
of country last July (see report of 28th July), I muet not here repeat my
views therein expressed, and which have not since altered."

More than once have J, as persuasively as I could, called
upon the Minster of Militia to produce that report of the
28th July, and it is important, now that we are dealing
with the question of the defenco of this country, with a pro-
posal to expend half a million dollars a year in a force more
military than civil, after all, that we should understand the
report of the officer as to the condition of the country, as to
impressions formed when travelling throughout that country
last July, with reference to that very subject of defence; but,
for some reason or the other, we cannot get it. In the dis-
cussion in this House last Session on the subject of the
militia, when the hon. gentleman in Supply was asking
for his vote, my hon. friend from Marquette (ir. Watson)
said this:

Once again you see the intimate connection between the "I would ask the hon gentleman if it is the intention to establish any
Mounted Police and the militia force of the country: more volunteer battalions in the North-West. There are several towns

t fa• in Manitoba where there might be good companies organised I should
"While the former, being now a rapidly growing city, should like to know if it is the intention to furnish them with accoutrements

entitled to some safeguard against possible incursions of Indians or as soon as they are ready to organise."
bands of horse thieves and marauders, with which the country imme- The Minister of Militia said this
diately south of the borderis well known to be infested, and who might,
at any moment, organise successfully a plundering expedition in that "The organisation of the volunteer force in Manitoba and the North-
direction, without fear of the consequences, owing to the unprotected West is a very large question. It has been, and still is, engaging the
situation of the settiers in that locality. attention of the Department. Under the estimates as they now exist, it

" In making this recommendation, I have aleo in view the advantage would be impossible to get anything like a proper organisation in that
which would be derived from the facilities which would thus be afforded district ; but the battalion which has just been provided for is the

Mr. BLAKE.
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beginning of what I believe will be a proper organisation of the force
there. .

My hon. friend from Marquette said:
49I think probably too much of this money is spent in Winnipeg.

There are rural towns which mightb have a company aud have their bead-
quarters in Winnipeg. There is Portage la Prairie, Minnedosa, Rapid
tJity, and also Brandon. It should be distributed more through the
Province and not confined to Winnipeg."

As I have said, there was a feeling, obviously, in 1879 and
1880, and I will say throughout, as far as wecanjudge,
except in so far as that feeling was chilled by the action of
the Government, in favor of thoir policy of establishing
local c ,rps, and I observe, in the Prince Albert Tines of
4th April, 1b84, a statement upon that subject:

'' We are glad to learn that an cfficer, who has been for years in com-
mand of a battalion of militia, is exerting himself to have one raised in
this district. We have no fear of the necessary number of volunteers
beirg forthconming, if the Government will do its part in supplying the
necessary arme and uniforms. We may urge upon them the advisability
of doing this with peculiar force just now, where so many disquieting
rumors are in circulation. It is not only that rumors of expected trouble
with the Indians are more rife, but thbat they must be considered in con-
nection with the recent disturbance at Long Lake and File Hills. It is
a pity that the public, whose lives and property are immediately at
stake, can not obtaia exact and satisfactory information touching
the causes exciting and the means taken to suppress these disturbances,
were it only to enable us to contradict authoratively the present rather
widely-accepted verson. Rumur asserts that the rising at Long Lake,
at any rate, was the result of a semi-starvation policy pursued by the
worthy Indian commissioner. We sincerely trust that report exagge-
rates the truth in asserting that, while the Indians are compelled by a
parental Goverument to lhve on their reserves, they have been in receipt
of 2 ounces of pork and 4 of fiour, each, per diem. We bave failed to
ascertain whether the weight is Avoirdupois or Troy-also, ifnamount was
mailed every day trom council's office."

Then we find a statement in the Winnipeg Sun of the 25th
July, 1884, which is the only information wO have had as
to Colonel Houghton's tour of inspection-an extract which
I will read:

"Colonel Hougbton returned last night from a tour of inspection of
arme in the Saskatchewan district. As to the corps organised through-
out the Territories, they had ceased drilling sorne time ago, in conse-
quence of the lapse ot the three years. The Oxovernment in view of the
unsettled tate of affaire in the Saskatchewan district and the probabi-
lity of au outbreak among the half-breeds at any time, deemed it wise
to collect all the arms, as in the event of an uprising they might be used
with great advantage against the whites"

Then I find, in the same paper, of the 15th November, 1884,
an account which was given at Ottawa by Mr. White, the
controller of the Mounted Police, in an interview as to the
North-West. Mr. White said:

"Matters are moving along splendidly, despite the senEational reports
that bave been put in circulation to the contrary. With regard to the
congregating of a large body of the Mounted Police at Prince Albert, bis
says that this was done to move the men about, and not from any anticipa-
tion of trouble in that section of the country. The policy of the
Government, he says, has always been to keep the men on the move,
that they may get a more thorough knowledge of the country."

further explanation from the hon. gentleman as to the
course he proposes to take, and the general policy upon which
it is based, in addition to his extended reference to the cattle
and herds in the southern part of the ranching district of the
North-West Territory. On the 23rd of January, 1885, the
local paper of Prince Albert made a statement in reference
to these volunteers which is important to bo read, also:

"Somne time bas elapsed since our attention was drawn to varions
remarks, in the papers below, upon the subject of the disbanding of our
volunteer militia companies, and although we have never Intended to sit
down quietly under the njust and offensive reflections cast upon our
people in accounting for this fact, the presence of matter calling more
immediately for notice has made our silence of longer duration than we
desired. Perhaps, the most frequently repeated exp lanation of what has
been called the disarming of our companies bas been grounded upon the
suspicion of loyalty wbile the least offensive one bas been the lnefficiency
of our corps. Now our answer te any remarks anent the disarming of
our companies, is slmply to be met by a atatement of the fact, that as
there were no men onrolled at the time the arme were removed from our
settlement, we hardly see in what sense they can be said te have been
disarmed. The tact of there being no men enlisted may require some
explanation,, and as the true one will serve to remove the so freely
attributed stigma of disloyalty, we may briefly explain what resulted in
thbis state of things. When the officer who came te the Territories,
charged with the formation of these companies, reached Prince Albert,
and called for volunteers, se far from finding any want ot loyalty and
zeal on the part of our settlers, he was offered men enough te form three
companies instead of the two be proposed to enrol, and we safely say
that had there been a moderate amount of interest taken in them by the
authorities they would have been efficient to-day, and enabled the Gov-
ernment te dispense with a large proportion of the Mounted Police
force, which they find necessary te keep ready against contingencles in
our neigborhood at present.. The officer who represented the Militia
Department upon the occasion referred to aassured the volunteers, in
very graphic language, that as soon, after he returned te Winnipeg, as
a message could be fiashed along the wires te Ottawa, our uniforme
would be ordered, and no unnecessary delay occur in forwarding theni
to us. On the faith of this the men began to drill, many of them drivlng
in considerable distances, after their day's work was done, te get instrue-
tion. When the time arrived for annual drill the men cheerfully
assembled, and altbough the circoumtances of the country necessitated
their camping and measing at headquarters, away from their homes
during the course of instruction, and made it very hard for them te leave
their work, no allowances could be obtained for themeelves or horses.
This they submitted te as long as their officers could hold out te tbem
the slightest hope that the Department feit sufficient interest in them to
furnish them with uniforme, but when year after year passed, and the
companies were left withoutanything furtber than a rifle, sword, bayonet
ard belt, te distinguish them from civilians, it will be easily intelligible
te any one in the slightest degree conversant with military mattere, how
utterly hopeless was the attempt to keep up any military enthusiasm, or
esprit de corps. Instead, then, of attributing our inefficiency te want of
loyalty, and offering it as an excuse for removing the Government arms
from the settlement, we wish the people below te understand that noth-
in'g but neglect on the part of the Militia Department prevents the exis-
tence of efficient and loyal companies of volunteers in the Territories
to-day. No doubt there is a good deal of dissatisfaction amon g people-
some of it, undoubtedly, the result of ample provocation-but, as te
loyalty at beart and readiness to do their duty when called upon, we
believe that the people of the Territeries, taken as a whole, compare
very favorably with others, who have not had se much te discourage
them in various ways."

I say that the hon. gentleman, in bringing forward, this very
important proposal, a proposal which is of such great magni-

4-1hi I:i t*4 .nT ri d
Thon healndes to some .things in connection with he tude in its pecuniary aspect, a proposai wuc, asn poinu

distrhane, which I do not wsh to introduce nt present, out,uin the year 1882, the hon, gentleman agreed required to

and i e goes on: bcconsidered in connection with the militia or citizen soldi-
aThe gesor :t bery policy for the North-West- in bringing forward this pro.
"The report that the strength of the M1ounted Police is to be raised posat in view of recent events, and at a time when we are

from 520 to 800 is without authority. He, however, believes that the calu vien o rece o er olc w t aetrne the Nore
force should be încreased, as the duties of the pice are greater than called upon to revise our poli y with r dodrenco Ioftho North-
can be satisfactorily carried out by the present limited number of men. West, he ought to have brought it forward in a different
Nothing, however, could be done, until Parliament meets, and he was tone and spirit, with a larger grasp of the subject, with a
Dot prepared to say what recomnmendation the Superintendent General wider scope of observation, and as part of an entire plan
of Indianx Affairs would make to the House in regard to strengthening the . . . 'te pd
force. When he arrived at Regina he was surprised to see, in the Fort which we could understand, instead of in the iimited mode

MacLeod Gazette, a report of the massacre of Major Cruzier and the shoot- in which he has done it. I say it is not satisfactory. I say
ing of Riel. An effort will at once be made to discover the originator of that having givea us the view, in the year 1882,
the report, which Capt. White believes be can trace to the right party.
The disappearance of the buffalo, he says, has proved a great assistance whedh told us that 500 mou were ail that were then
in inducing the Indians of the North-West to seule on their reserves, required, that a less number would be required as the
While the chase lasted, it was impossible to prevent them from roaming country grew, that the time would come for dimimishing
all over the country; and although the extinction of the buffalo bas tre
deprived them of what at one time seemed necessary to their existence, bi that nmber, and, as ho ays, without reference to thie out-
believes that it will greatly assist the Government in bringing them break, being now obliged to reverse that statoment altO-
Sooner into a state of civilisation." gether, and to propose to more than double the force lm three

fie doos not say in which they may enjoy the franchise. years, nearly quadruple it, compared to what it stood at up to
Here you have various statements, which I think require 1882-the hon, gentleman ought to give us more reasons for
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it. What are the unexpected circumstances ? We knew
of the ranches then. The hon. member for Huron had
pointed ont that the ranching mania was in full blast at
that time, that there was application after application,
some well-known names applying for ranches-here, there
and everywhere; all sorts of fortunes were expected ont of
them, and out of other things in the North-West. There is
nothing new as to the increase of population; and as to the
condition of the Indians, I have read an extract from the
hon. gentleman's speech in 1882, which shows how ominous
was the condition at that time. Then it was agreed by the
hon. gentleman that it was a good policy to establish local
corps in the North-West, which should supplement and co-
operate with, and form a junction, at the proper points, with
the force for defensive purposes, for the peace, order and
good government there. Not merely was that the state-
ment of the hon. gentleman, but I have shown that was the
established policy of the Government itself. We know that
in 1879 corps were established at places which have lately
become notorious, and I have shown how those corps
languished and died. It is true the hon. gentleman stated,
in answer to somebody, that the armas were removed
because there were no men enlisted. Of course, the season
of three year's service had expired. Why were there no men
enlisted ? Why had there been, for years, only a nominal
force? I have shown the reason. It is because this
force was systematically discouraged, for some reason
or other; and so it has happened that the policy of
the Government has been, as announced to Parliament by
its Acts, between 1879 and 1882, as stated in the debate when
last discussed, the increase of the 3Mounted Police-their
policy has been departmentally or executively reversed;
and instead of encouraging the formation of local corps,
instead of yielding to applications that were made from
various points in the district, as I have proved to you by
the Deputy Adjudant General, and authorising the forma-
tion of more corps, instead of purchasing uniforms, instead
of authorising drill to be performed, the applications were
neglected, the uniforms were not purchased, the drill
was not authorised, and ultimately the corps were
gazetted out of the list of the active militia altogether.
Now, if it is the intention, as it seems to be the
intention, since the North-West corps have been gazetted
out, that the North-West is to be defendod and protected
and regulated, so far as force is concerned, entirely by the
Mounted Police, and not by local corps, we onght to know
it. As I said, this policy may lead to indefinite expansion
of expense. The subject requires to be treated, as I have
said, in a more comprehensive manner than the hon. gen-
tleman has adopted. It involves very large considerations-
the expense of half a million dollars or more a year, and it
involves still larger considerations of policy. It involves
still larger considerations as to how the North-West is to
be handled-even as to how it was to be haundled before the
outbreak, and as to how it is to be handled, considering the
present condition of things and the consequences for some
years to come, of the events of this winter. I arn not
making these observations with a view to express any defi-
nite opinion as to whether the hon. gentleman's proposition
to double the force of mounted police ought to be rejected.
I do not think we are in a position to express that* opinion.
I think that in order to express that opinion, in order to
say whether it should be dealt with at all, we require to
have some statement from the hon. gentlemen opposite of
what their views are, generally, upon these two subjects,
which, as I have pointed out, are necessarily and inextric-
ably intermingled. Is it true that the disturbed districts
in the remoter parts of the Territory-the districts of Ed-
monton, Battleford and Prince Albert-are, for the future,
to be garrisoned by the Mounted Police ? If so, we want
more Mounted Police, and that is a reason for that policy;
if not, the question arises how far the formation of local

Mr. BLAKE.

corps is to be applied, and to what extent it can fairly be
applied ; and you have got"to settle both these questions in
some general sense before you can decide the exact amount
of corps that you propose to put in motion. Sir, I trust
that after what I have said the hon. gentleman will feel
disposed to give us that farther information to which I have
referred before we are asked to make much progress in this
matter. We ought to have the Mounted Police report, we
ought to have the report of Col. Honghton, to which I have
referred, and we ought also to have a statement from the
Government of a larger and more comprehensive character,
before we are asked to decide how our votes shall be
recorded upon the proposition now before us.

Mr. CARON. I regret that I was not in my seat when
the hon. gentleman referred to the Department over which
I preside. I regret, also, that I am not in the position of
having a brief so carefully and elaborately prepared as the
brief from which the hon. leader of the Opposition bas
spoken. But I believe, that without a brief and withont any
previous preparation, except a knowledge of the facts which
have corne under my notice as Minister of Militia and
Defence, I can give, possibly, some information to this
flouse and to the country contradictory of the statements
which the hon, gentleman has just made. When the hon.
gentleman stood up to-night and spoke of the administration
of the Department of Militia, it seemed to me that ho was
forgetting that on more than one occasion the hon. gen-
tleman, when I appealed to the House and the country, and
asked the House to provide the money which was indis-
pensable to keep up a force, a force such as Canada should
have keept up, invariably met me with the opposition of
himself and his friends to every vote I asked for the pur-
pose of maintaining the militia. I remember well, that at
the very outbreak of the disturbances in the North-West,
when remembering what had taken place, which the hon.
gentleman knew as well as [ did, that he had opposed
every vote I had applied for, he nevertheless, from his
place, as leader of the Opposition, declared that ho would
hold the Government responsible for the life of every man
who should not be provided with all requisites when sent
forward to fight the battles of Canada in the North-West.
The hon. gentleman at that moment, rising in bis seat and
appealing to the feelings of the House, and stating that among
his friends and family some had been sent up to the North-
West, announced that he would hold the Government res-
ponsible for any deficiency, although, if any deficiency had
occurred, it was because the hon. gentleman and his friends,
Session after Session, refused to vote the amount which the
Minister of Militia brought down to this House and asked
it to vote. I am ready to leave this question to be discussed
before the country, and I am ready to leave the people to
decide whether the leader of the Opposition, at that time,
was following a patriotic course, and whether ho was doing
his duty by his country in refusing, and in his friends refus-
ing, to sanction the votes required to keep the militia force
properly organised. But I take the statements which the
hon. gentleman has made to-night, and I find that the hon.
gentleman objects to the money which is being expended in
maintaining the Winnipeg corps, the 90th Battalion-

Mr. BLAKE. No.
Mr. CARON. I beg the hon. gentleman's pardon, He

said that from the reports which had been made the whole
money spent in the North-West was being expended upon
the Winnipeg corps.

Mr. BLAKE. No. I beg your pardon. I read an extract
from the speech of the hon. member for Marquette. I made
no such statement as the hon. gentleman has mentioned.

Mr. CARON. The hon. gentleman read an extract from
a speech by the hon. member for Marquette, and he gave
bis sanction as to the opinion it expressed.
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Mr. BLAKE. Not at al. mounted infantry, and every man who has studied the

question will say that it was perfectly useless and destrue-Mr. CARON. He gave his sanction to the Opinion tive of the organisation to have served out uniforms thatexpressed by the hon. member for Marquette. The hon. are used in our infantry and cavalry corps at present.gentleman does not read the speech of any hon. member if Since the outbreak in the North-West the Dopartmont basho does not wish to give his sanction to that speech. I ask been called upon to send forward uniforms, and the hon.this House whether the money which bas been expended gentleman himself, with the great cure which ho took ofupon the Winnipeg corps has not been money well invested the volunteers at the front, taking for once upon himselfI toin the interests of the country. After the record which bas give advice and not criticism, suggested that we shouldbeen achieved by those Winnipeg battalions, by the 90th send up to the mon who were fighting our batties someand the other battalions, which have been at the front and kind of uniform whieh would bio more useful and morewhich have sustained the brunt of the battle, I ask whether available for their purpose than tioso sorved out in theany hon. member, whother any man in the country, will different infantry corps, thoso constituting the organisedstand up and say that the Department of Militia did not corps of Canada. Yet, the hon. gentioman not knowingexorcise proper judgment in expending money upon those that these companies were organised on the understandingcorps, which really were the first battalions we sent to the that no uniforms should bo sent out, but that arms andfront and the first to meet the greut emergency through saddlery alone would be served out-tho hon. gentleman,which we have just passed. Tho hon. gentleman bas reckless in his charges, stands up in his place and says that
referred to reports which ho says have not been brought through the negligence of the )epartmont of Militia these
down. The hon. gentleman occasionally supposes companies were disorganised, bocause thoy lhad no uniforms
reports wbich do not exist ; and the bon. gentleman, served out to them. I have io doubt the lion, gentleman
with his usual confidence in himself, imagining that knows as much about military matters as li knows about
ho is infallible, invariably believes that what ho everything else, and that is saying a great deal, I admit: but
supposes must ho right and true. But I tell the Ion. thehon. gentleman knows well that if they had saddles and
gentleman, from my seat in Parliament, and taking my posi- arms they can go through their drill without having green
tion as Minister of Militia, that when hoAsked me for those or scarlet tunies on their backs. It was ne qnostion of the
reports I told him that the reports which we have brought organisation of the force, no quostion of whethlier they werc
down were the only reports we have in the Department. served with uniforms, but a question of whether the Dpart-
The hon. gentleman did not contradict my statomont; ho ment knew its duty in giving to the mîounted infantry the
did not refuse to accept it-that we had followed in the saddles they required to ride their horisos and the arms thoy
North-West exactly the samo rules and regulations required to go through their drill, Tho lion. gentleman
we apply to every district in the Dominion. I told the says that in three yoars sovoral of these companies com-
hon, gentleman that iii the North-West we had several pletely disappeared, because of the neglect of the iopart-
companies, three companies, I believe, which had boen ment. Sir, they disappeared bocauso in that great western
organised as mounted infantry; that those companiies, after country mon move about from one district to aniother, and
an inspection by the inspecting officer, such as is held in the companies organised and composod of a certain number
every other district, were considored to be so disorganised of mon one day find that those mon have been transferred
that the inspecting officer could not allow them to be kept to some other district, for sono roason or other;
on the roll of the militia force of Canada. Tho hon. gen- and still the hon. gentleman believos that the Do-
tieman says they wore disorganised through the negloct of partment of Militia would bo justifiablo in allowing
the Department of Militia, and bocause no uniforms were those saddles and arma and accoutrements to b dis.
served out to them. I tell the hon. gentleman, although tributed all over that country, and probably, to day,
his brief may bo a well.prepared brief, that if he if the Departmont had not acted judiciously, those articles
cares about going into the facts and ascertaining what is would have been in the hands of the men who are shooting
right and what is wrong in reference to his statement, he down our volunteors. Well, Sir, I believe it was the
will find that when those companies were organised the bounden duty of that Department to see that those arms
Department of Militia undertook to give to them saddlery should be returned into the Depaîrtmen t, who were rospon-
and arma, and refused to give them any uniforms. They sible for them to the country, and placed in such a position
were formed under that understanding. I will give, that if required ut any moment they would b uat the caîl
tho House the reason why the Department relfused at that of the Department, and could b placed in the liands of the
time, to serve out uniforms to newly organised companies. mon who, intead of fighting against the country, were
It was not at a time when I was presiding over the Depart. fighting to defend the country. Now, the lion. gentleman
ment, but when a colleague of mine, who was more able has referred to some application of Mr. Bodson and others,
than I am to preside over the Department, occupied theI to organise a c rps. Now, I wish to appo. to every impur-
position, that the companies were organised, and the thon tial man, whether sitting on your riglht or on your' luft, to
Minister refused to serve out uniforms, becauso, as the hon. say whether it was possi ble for me, with the estimates which
gentleman has stated, from a speech of mine, he said the were voted by Parliament every year, to organise a force in
organisation of the militia force in the North-West Terri- the North-West. 1 have stated, as the hon. gentleman
tor was a grave question. I ask you, Mr. Speaker, and I stated to-night, that it is a large question; and, Sir,
ask this House, whether it was possible, upon the money I hope that when the estimates of my Dopartment
voted by Parliament, maintaining, as we are maintaining in come down, if I propose to organise the force which I con-
the older Provinces, a force of about 40,000,or more precisely, eider to be necessary and indispensable to the country-
37,000, to organise, in a territory so great, expansive and I hope that hon. gentlemen will not, as in the past, rise in
vast, that one battalion would be like no battalion at all- their seats and state that the expenditure of the Dopartment
whether it was possible for any right-minded man to expect of Militia is so enormous that with their great love fr
the Department of Miiitia, upon the vote of Parlia- their country, and their great love for economy, they have
ment, to organise a force in the North-West. I stated to vote against thoso estimates. I want to ask the hon.
that the reason why uniforms were not served out to gentleman, when he speaks of uniforms, if I have not, year
that force-and it was a good reason-was simply after year, since I have been ut the head of the Department
because in that Territory, as recent events have of Militia, corne down with estimates, showing the House
shown, it became a question to know what kind of that we required 8,000 suits every year, for the force which
uniforms should be given to our men. Take a corps of' we have, the force authorised by Parliament, recognised by
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the country. I came down year after year, and I told Parlia-
ment, not using my own information, except as I acquired it
from the mon who are known by overy hon. gentleman here as
those who composed the staff of the Department of Militia,
mon who have acquired large experience, men who know
the requirements of the force, I have stated, year after year,
and Session after Session, that we required 8,000 suits a
year, and yet these patriotic gentlemen, who find that we
should have sent up uniforms to throe companies in the
Duck Lake and Saskatchewan district, only voted the
amount required for 5,000 uniforms.

Mr. BLAKE. How much were we asked to vote?

Mr. CARON. I made my statement year after year.
and every item was criticised for weeks and weeks; and
the press controlled by the hon. gentleman took intense
pleasure in stating that they had been able to keep the
Minister of Militia before the House on his estimates for
weeks and weeks, criticising the items. I say, that nobody
caring for his country, nobody who bas any love for his
country, would have incurred the expense of the speeches
of these hon. gentlemen in criticising items which were
absolutely indispensable to make the force efficient, and to
make it such as it bas been. Yet, I am prepared to say
that, even with the adverse votes of these hon. gentlemen,
I was able to get up such a force, at the moment when the
country called upon that force to come forward, at a period
when it was almost impossible, as most people believed, to
send a force up to the North-West; at a period when our
great highway, the Pacific Railway, was unfinished; still, with
all these obstacles in the way,it was possible to organise within
the smallest possible time, a force that has done so much for
Canada,because it has shown that Canada's sons are deserving
of the name of men, who showed themselves ready to go to
the front and fight our batties; but I must say, knowing
what I say, that it was not due to the hon. gentlemen on
your left, Mr. Speaker, if that force went up organised and
equipped as it was. The hon. gentleman, the other day, in
a speech ho made, stated that ho would take the earliest
possible opportunity, from information ho had received, to
show that great extravagance had been perpetrated in con-
noction with supplies and in the transport service which
enabled our mon to go to the front and do thoir duty. I did
not hesitatefor one moment-nor would I hositate to-mor-
row, even after the speeches of the hon. gentleman-to take
the proper stops to enable that force, without any delay, to
obey the cal[ of their brilliant commander, General Middle-
ton, who, in his despatches to me, says that at no moment
was he delayed by cither defect in the transport or defect
in the commissariat, vnd that it was wonderful to him how
Canada was able, in that emergency, to organise the force
that was sent to the front. Not having been in my place
when the hon. gentleman commenced, Ido not know whether
I have answered all his objections, although I hardly
hope that, because ho always puts forward so very
many. It is disadvantageous to discuss a question of
this kind, involving great details, before the papers are
brought down; but I believe that when they are brought
down it will be established boyond the possibility of
doubt-I do not say o discussion-that everything that
could be done for the North-West was done. In regard to
the three companies that have come under the special pro-
tection of the hon. gentleman, I never heard him say any-
thing about them until they were disbanded and their arms
a d accoutrements had all been returned to the Depart-

ent; but as soon as everything had been done to secure
the responsibility of the fDepartment, the hon. gentleman
said they should not have been disbanded. I am very sorry
that they did not exist, but we were bound to do what the
Department did at that time. Now, I have only one word
more to say before I resume my seat. The arms the
hon. gentleman refers to had all been collected for safe-

Mr. CARON.

keeping; they were ail brought in and put under
the control of the Mounted Police. We had no
organisation in that vast district. The only officer repre-
senting the Department of Militia was CoL Houghton, who
was Deputy Adjutant-General at Winnipeg; and hon. gent.
lemen will understand what an enormous expense would be
involved in sending an officer up, starting from Winnipeg
and going over the whole of that district, merely to inspect
three companies. Those arme which had been collected and
placed for safe.keeping in the hande of the Mounted Police
were the first arme which had been given to the first men
who rose for the purpose of defending that district against
the rebellion which had broken out. Therefore, judging,
not as the hon. gentleman has judged, without any facts,
but in the light of experience, I think the course followed
by the Department of Militia has turned out to be, so far,
successful. Of course, I have the greatest possible respect
for the opinion of the hon. gentleman, more especially on
military matters, and I an perfectly certain that when he
takes the same amount of trouble that ho does in other
matters, and looks into the papers and studios up the ques-
tion, if he can find time to study militia questions, ho will
not be as severe in his criticism as ho has been to-night.

Mr. WATSON. I am a little surprised to hear the
remarks of the hon. Minister of Militia, especially with
regard to something I said two years ago. I believed at
that time, and I believe still, that if the Government bad
spent more money farther west than Winnipeg on the Militia,
it would have been botter for the Province. I think the
Government made a great mistake in not keeping up thoso
three companies that have been spoken of so slightingly, at
Duck Lake, Battieford and Prince Albert. I believe that
if those three companies liad been kept up the trouble in
the North-West would not have taken place. Those three
companies would have been larger in number than the half-
breed rebels who rose at Duck Lake and took part in the
massacre there. The expense the hon. gentleman speaks of,
in Col. Houghton going as far west as Prince Albert to inspect
those three companies, would have been money well spent,
and would have saved the money and blood that have been
expended in the late trouble. The remarks I made were
with regard to the desire that existed to form some corn-
panies in the Province of Manitoba. For instance, in the
town of Portage la Prairie, where I reside, for the last four
or five years the people have been petitioning the Minister
of Militia te have a company of mounted infantry formed
in that district. If a few hundred mon had been formed
into such companies at different parts of the Province, a
few years ago, and had been placed at the call of
Col. McLeod and Major Walsh, and those gentlemen had
received their instructions from the Militia Department, this
whole rebellion would have been put down within two or
three weeks, and millions of dollars would have been saved
to the country. [have some reason to know why the com-
panies at Prince Albert and Duck Lake were disbanded.
Some three years ago, when 1, along with a few others, were
actually trying to form a company of mounted rifles at
Portage la Prairie, we were informed by Col. Hougbton
that the companies had been disbanded and that all they
had were rifles and saddlery. And the reason the companies
were disbanded was, according to his statement, because
the volunteers were dissatisfied with the Government for not
paying them for the time they drilled and not furnishing
them with uniforme. Of course, that being the case, we
wanted to form a good company, but did not wish to receive
the rifles, which were claimed to be rusted and out of repair,
having lain there a long time, and the saddles were of a
very cheap class. The Minister of Militia has stated that
the Opposition criticised the estimates for the past year, of
his Department. The Opposition were quite justified
in criticising the hon. gentleman's estimates. So far
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as I am concerned, I will criticise them in this way:
that I believe the money has not been spent in the right
direction. It appears the North - West is the only
portion of our great Dominion that has been protected by
an armed force. That force, in the past, was composed of
300 mounted men, and it speaks well for the Mounted Police
that they should have maintained order in that country
during the past number of years in which they have had
control of it. Instead of having to increase the Mounted
Police at this date we ought rather to be able to dispense
with a portion of them. If volunteer companies were
formed in the Territories, and the money we spend on the
Mounted Police was paid to them for two or three weeks
drill every year, it would be much cheaper than keeping up
a standing corps of Mounted Police. The money that it
takes to keep half a dozen mounted policemen would keep
a whole company of volunteers, and the volunteers have
proved themselves quite as capable of meeting any emer-
gency as the Mounted Police. The Minister of Militia has
stated that the Government have kept up 37,000 men in
the older Provinces. I think it is a great mistake to spend
all the money in keeping up 37,000 men in those Provinces,
when little or nothing has been spent in the North-West.
The North-West is the only portion of the Dominion which
requiros protection by an armed force, and certainly the
greater portion of the money should be be spent there. I
feit very much grieved at the answer I recoived from the
hon. the Minister of Militia, in the earlier part of the Session,
at the time of the breaking out of the rebellion. I asked
him if it was his intention to furnish arms to volunteer
companies who would organise for protection or to go the
front. I was answered that the Government were very
careful in whose hands they placed arms in Manitoba. Hon.
gentlemen opposite may say "bear, hear," but they may
live to see the day when they may regret glorying in such
statements. The people of that Province are as loyal as
any in the Dominion, and the Minister of Militia has
stated to-night that the volunteers of Winnipeg have
stood the brunt of battle ; and the volanteers from all
over the Province of Manitoba, who have gone to the
front, in all, some 1,000 young men, have stood the
biunt of battle; and I think it ill becomes any hon. member
of this louse to sneer at the volunteers of the West. But
we may probably expect such things from hon. gentlemen
opposite. We find that an hon. gentleman, a member ofthe
Government, the Minister of the Interior, in the Upper
House, a few days ago, said ho had no doubt, when the
papers were brought down about the troubles, that it would
be found among Riel's papers that the Farmer's Union had a
great deal to do with the recent rebellion. I repudiate any
such statement, coming from an hon. member of the Upper
House, or from this House. The people of Manitoba ai e as
loyal, and have proved themselves as loyal during the lito
trouble, as any other citizens of the Dominion. I say, with
reference to this Bill before us, that I believe the money
intended to be spent in more than doubling the presont
strength of the force would, a portion of it, be much botter
spent in maintaining volunteer companies. We have hun-
dreds of young men in Manitoba who have proved themselves
willing to go to the front within the last two or three
months, although they were not drilled, and I say that a
portion of this money spent in the maintenance of an
increased Mounted Police force would be much better spent
and have a much greater effect in forming a large number of
men into a militia company, ready to go into action at any
time. 1 do hope that, whether the Mounted Police are
increased or not, the Minister of Militia or the First Minister
May see fit to organise volunteer compauies all over the
Province of Manitoba and the North-West. If there is a
Province in the Dominion in which volunteers should be
encouraged it is that Province and the Territories. i is the
only one where there need exist any fear of the Indians, or,

I might say, from the frontier. We have a frontier of about
100 miles in extent of prairie country. We have been
isolated in the past, to a certain extent, from other portions
of the Dominion; our Province and the Territories have
been under the control of 300 armed mon, and littie or no
arms or ammunition have been kept in the Province for dis-
tribution among the settlers for their own dofence. The
Mounted Police deserve credit for the work they have done
in the North-West. It is wonderful, when we consider the
struggle that has taken place latoly, how 300 mon managed
to keep these Indians so well under control. This trouble
having arisen, and the Government having seen fit to
increase the mounted police, I hope the Government will not
omit to organise volunteer companies, either mounted or
infantry, in Manitoba and the Territories.

Motion agreed to.

Mr. BLAKE. As the lion. Minister of Militia will not
give the House further information, I hope to be able to
extract it some other time. I do not propose to trouble the
flouse with further reference to this matter, but wish to say
a few words with reference to somo things the right hon.
gentleman has stated. le has doclared that the statements
I have made are not justified by the facts; and ho said that I
had drawn upon my imagination for thein, or upon informa-
tion from outside. Now, the history that 1 gave to the
House of the rise and fall of the five companios of the
North West volunteors was extracted from the hon. gentle-
man's own reports. Those wero the sources of my informa-
tion. It was from these I dei ived the facts. If thoso
reports are unreliable, if they do not convoy to the House
and the country the truth, if they do not state the facts
accurately, then, of course, I have been inaccurate, but it was
because I was guleless enough to believe that tho hon. gon tte.
man's reports were correct, and bocause I supposed that
he, at any rate, would accept them as correct. I have
shown from those documents the difficultios which-these mon
wore beset with. I have shown from the reports, from year to
year, of his own officer, to his own Department what their
trouble was. I have shown that, in consequonce of their
not being furnished with uniforins they wero not author-
ised to drill; that they were relieved from drill bocauso the
uniforms were not sent out. I have showrn what was their
discouragemeat by his own oflicer, and 1 have shown the
views of his own officer, from year to yeur, of the ncoessary
results of that discouragement; and what wore the reasons
the hon. gentleman gave for letting those companies fall
into this condition ? They were two-fold. First, ho said it
was true, as I had read in a speech of his, that the organi-
sation of the militia forces of' the North-Wost was a large
question. That was one of the roasons why thoy wero
allowed to fall into decay. It was a largo question , it
was too large a question for the hon. gentleman to handie ;
it was too large a question for him to grapple with.

Mr. CARON. Too large for the vote you gave.

Mr. BLAKE. I will deal with the vote presently. It
was too large a question for the hon. gentleman to handle.
The Government declarcd, in the year 1879, that iL was their
policy to organise forces in the North-Wost ; that those
ferritories should have a corps wherever there was a popu-
lation sufficient for it. They told Parliament so. They
obtained a small special vote for the initiation of that.
They proceeded in that lino. They declared it each year,
and, without telling Parliament what they wore going to do
they seem, administratively and executively, to have
adopted the opposite policy, of extinguishing the forces in
the North-West Territories. It was not the policy announced
to Parliament. The hon. gentleman did not say: The
result of my consideration of the North-West affairs is that
I have decided to reverse the policy which I sent to Cil.
Osborne Smith, in 1879, when~I told him to tell the inhabi-
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tants it was highly important to organise forces in those
Territories, and they were organised; but I think now they
may be allowed to die out, and I ask Parliament to let them
die out. Nothing of that kind said he, but he did it. Hesays
there was another difficulty. Why were they not furnished
with uniforms ? He says: There was another Minister who
preceded him and who discharged the duties of his office
with greater ability than he could pretend to. There are
some things in which we are inclined to agree with the hon.
gentleman, and that is one. He says that his predecessor
found that there was a difficulty in those days. He wanted
a little time to consider what the proper form of uniform
should be in the North-West. It is a peculiar country,
where the climate i severe, where it is very hot in the
summer, and I am told that it is a little cold in the winter,
where the country is a little difficult and the distances may
be great, and he wanted to find ont what uniform would be
the propor one in the North-West; and this practical ques-
tion, which might bave been settled, I should think, by
enquiry of thoso mounted men who have been doing duty
under the charge of another Department of the same Gov-
ernment for some years, by enquiry as to the views held
in reference to the situation of the troops on the other
side of the line in a somewhat similar climate, discharging
somewhat similar duties-this was another great branch of
the North-West militia question; and it has taken the hon.
gentleman and his predecessor from 1879 to 1885 to find
how the troops should be clothed. Well, ho has had to
settle it experimentally and in a hurry, in the middle of a
war. He nods assent. Is it not a pity that they did Lot
have a mimic war some years bofore.

Mr. CARON. Your friends tried to get it up.
Mr. BOWELL. You had it here.
Mr. BLAKE. I did not hear of it; but, if so, it adds to

the culpability of the hon. gentleman, because with that
danger staring him in the face, and being charged with the
peace and protection of the country, and believing, as I sup-
pose ho did, as he has said so, that the people were trying
to get up a war before, still the clothing of the North-
West militia is too great a question for him to grapple
with. The tailor's question-the question of the eut
of the clothes of the mon-all these questions were so
difficult, and required so much time to solve, that it was
necessary that the forces ho organised in 1879 should
languish and die as an organised force before his groat mind
could successfully grapple with the question. He says
there was another great difficulty-even if I could have
grappled with this question, I could not have handled it,
any way, because you'refused to vote me the money. I am
prepared to defend every vote I have given, every speech I
have made on the subject of the militia of this country.
When the hon. gentleman condescends to particulars, as
I now challenge him to do, either now, if ho wills, or when his
departmental estimates are before the House, if ho wills, when
ho wills and where ho wills, I challenge him to the speech or
to the vote which will justify his statement in this matter.
I speak for myself; my friends will speak for themselves ;
ho made a personal attack and a personal charge upon me,
and declared that my speeches and my votes were of a
character that, ho said, no man who loved his country would
engage in at such a crisis. He was disorderly in making that
statement, but I did not call him to order for it. I repu-
diate the charge, 1 hurl it in the hon gentleman's face, I
deny it to his teeth. I say the criticisms I have adminis-
tered to his militia estimates, such as they were, I am pro-
pared to stand by, to reiterate, to defend and to repeat. I
say, further, that the defence of the hon. gentleman is-I
cannot use the word; I was about to say ignoble, but I
understand that that word, from this side of the House, is
out of order, so I do not use it-but I say his defence is
unworthy of a Government. Here is a Government in

Mr. BLAKE.

power with a majority of two to one in Parliament. They
bring down the estimates for the publie service f the
country which they say are adequate to the discharge of
that public service. They are bound by their oaths of
office, they are bound by their duty to the country, they
are bound by the power with which their country has
entrusted them, to call upon the representatives of the
people in Parliament assembled for such supplies as are
necessary to carry on the public business efficiently,
for such supplies as are necessary to protect the publie
peace and secure good order in the land. That is their
bounden, their plain, their obvious, their sworn duty.
And the hon. gentleman tells me-what ? Not that he
brought down a large vote, which was rejected; not that
he brought down a large vote which, a combination of the
Opposition and of his own followers prevented him from
carrying. He says: I brought down too small votes because
1, the Minister of War, at the head of a force twice as numer-
ous as that opposed to me, was afraid of the criticism of
the Opposition. The Minister of War, with all the power,
with all the patronage, with all the grandeur of his position,
and sustained by forces twice as large as those opposed to
him, sustained by drilled and organised battalions, which
fill one side of this House, spread over to the other, and
almost crowd our feeble force out of the chamber,
knowing that his publie duty called on him to bring
down large estimates to Parliament, abnegated his duty,
was false to his oath, was unfaithful to his trust, and brought
down small estimates, inadequate to the discharge of his
duty, and rendering the country insecure. That is the hon.
gentleman's statement. Now ho says: I turn round, 1,
with my power, I, with my organised battalions, I, with
my numerous forces, I, with the control of the Treasury, 1,
witb all in my hand to do what I please, and with my sworn
duty to do it, my defence for my abnegation of my duty
is that I was afraid of what the Opposition would say. Is
it really so? Is it because the Minister of Militia was afraid
of the criticism of the Opposition that he did not bring
down the necessary estîmates ? For, Sir, every shilling
that the Ion. gentleman asked from Parliament had been
voted. But with reference to the particular estimate which
we are now dealing with-1 refer to the estimate for uni-
forms-unless my memory greatly deceives me, I do not
believe that there was a criticism in this Parliament or ii
the last Parliament hostile to the amount of that vote. On
the contrary, unless my memory greatly deceives me, it
leads me to the impression that more than once hon. gentle-
men on this side of' the fHouse-I think I will say my hon.
friend from Elgin (M1r. Casey), amongst them-have pointed
out the necessity o improving the equipment, of improving
sorm portions of the uniform of the volunteers.

Mr. CARON. Battons.
Mr. BLAKE. The hon. gentleman bas a soul above

buttons, I observe, looking as straight as I can before me.
But I do not think that we discussed the subject of buttons.
And I recollect something more, with that memory which
the hon. gentleman says is so unfaithful, and which le is so
littLe disposed to trust, I think I recollect a discussion on
the subject of head gear, and I think my hon. friend from
Lambton (Mr. Fairbank) pointed out what ought to be done
in that way, and I think I recollect my hon. friend from
Elgin speaking on the equipments, and calling the lon.
gentleman's attention to that. I think I shall be able,when
that challenge to which I referred is met, to show the lon.
gentleman-although I speak only for myself-I shall be
able to show him that suggestions were made from this side
of the louse that more should be done in the nature of an
equipment for the volunteers than the bon. gentleman him-
self proposed. But, Sir, if it were as the hon. gentleman has
alleged, this is certainly a humiliating position for a power-
ful Government to stand in, that their defence for not doing
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that which was essential in their view to the interest of the
country is, that they were afraid to bring down the neces-
sary vote because they feared the criticism of a weak Oppo-
ition-an Opposition that hon. gentlemen jeer at and de-

ride, when it serves their purpose, but which now, it seems,
is strong enough, without one word, by the more fear of
words it may perhaps speak, to control the policy of the
Administration of the day. Now, the hon." gentleman
found no difilculty in proposing last year a vote of twenty.
nine millions and a-half for the Canadian Pacific Rail-
way. He finds no difficulty this year in proposing a
vote altering the condition of our securities, and making
a further loan of five million dollars. He has found
no difficulty in proposing to Parliament an expendi-
ture in connection with the Canadian Pacifie Railway,
upon the whole, of something over one hundred million
dollars, in one way or another. These things did not
stagger the hon. gentleman, but ho was so afraid of the
critioisme of the Opposition that ho could not find the money,
he ocould not find it in that brave and gallant heart-which
must be brave and gallant, when it belongs to a Minister of
Militia-to ask for money for uniforms for five companies in
the North-West-three mounted companies and two infantry
companies. What a curious sort of difficulty this is. The
Government are bold when they want to do a thing. They
were not apprehensive of our criticisms when they proposed
that you, Sir, should be put in that Chair. They went on.
They were notapprehensive of our criticisms when they pro-
posed that we should have two heads to the Library. They
went in. They are not apprehensive of our criticism when
they propose, in one block, to vote half a million dollars more
in permanence for the Monnted Police. But they are so afraid
of us that they could not ask for money for the uniforms for
the volunteers, so that because there were no uniforns they
had to go without drill, and thus the whole thing came to an
end. What a curious kind of cowardice this is in the hon.
gentlemrà. It strikeé had jdät #lïen hé wants to be struck.
Wlhen he wants to be afraid ôf something ho is very much
afraid, but Whian hé nats to do something hois as bold and
as )i*ve as need be. Now, the hon. gentleman has said that I
am In the habit of declaring things upon my own imagi-
natin, And that What I believe I believe so strongly that I
am quite sure it is a faet, although I am contradicted, and
that I believe there mnust be a report of Col. Houghton, and
because I believe It, I say it. The hon. gentleman denies it,
and hé tellis me there is no such report.

Mr. CARON. Except the one that appears.
Mr. BLAKE. No such report, except the one that is in

the Blue Book, that there is nothing to be brought down.
Now, Sir, I know that there is such a report from Col.
Houghton-I do not merely believe it, I know it as a posi-
tive fact. I aver it to be a fact, and I shall prove it this
moment. I read from the report of Col. Houghton himself
in this very Blue Book:

" Fortunately this catastrophe was averted by the excellent manage-
ment of Major Orosier, Superintendent of Mounted Police, and the
steadinesa and discipline of the men under his command. I allude, of
course, to the Battleford fracas with the Lndians in the early part of last
summer. Having already, bowever, reported to you fully with regard
to the impressions formed by me when travelling through that section
of the country lat July (see report of 28th July), I must not here repeat

* my views therein expressed, and which have not since altered."

Now, there is Col. Houghton's own statement, that ho
made a report on the 28th of July lat, to the officer com-
mandingthe forces. He does not repeat it, but ho declared,
I thinx in the month of November, that this view remained
unchanged. These are the reasons why I said I knew
there was a report from Col. Houghton, and I think
the hon. gentleman should admit that they are good
reasons, since he brought that Blue Book down to Parlia-
ment. The hon. gentleman has said that I said nothing
about the North-West companies while, they existed, but

303

that I waited until it was all over. The hon. gentleman is
mistaken there again. I said nothing about specific com-
panies, but I have read to-night my statement made in the
year 1882, on a debate such as this, with reference to the
Mounted Police, as to the importance of creading and
'encouraging important corps of volunteors in the North-
West; and I suggested, so far as from being disposed to
unreasonable critisism, that extra expense in the way of
pay should be incurred in order to make thom efficient.
I have read that in the flouse to-night; therofore the hon.
gentleman will sec that in the year 1882 I expressed
,myself at one with the policy of local corps in the North-
West, and indicatod that it might be nocessary that
increased expense on an unusual scale should be incurred,
in order that that should be donc, and of course took lthe
responsibility of tendering the advice to the Governmenit.
I am not going to say a word about the conduct of our
volunteers, about thihon. gentleman's management of the
campaign, about the varions other patriotic topics by which
ho sought to escape from a somewhat difficult position. I

am aware that the hon. gentleman says that I do not know
much about military matters. We are both lawyers; and I
will not dispute the hon. gentleman's suporiority in our pro-
fession, and certainly not in military matters. But it does
not require much knowledge of military matters to under.
stand that particular art which is employed when an hon.
gentleman gets into a difficult position and proposes to buat
a retreat. There are feigned attacks, diversions, somothing
to draw away the attention of the enemy, something to
cheer and encourage one's friends, somothing to raise a cloud
ofdust, under which the retroat is made. So the hon. gentle-
man, with patriotic exultation and an exuberant expression
of praise with respect to his own conduct, sought, amid the
cheers of his followers, to escape from the question in hand.
We are not going to discuss the campaign or the hon. gentle-
man's conduct of it, or the conduct our volunteers. Neither
are we going to discuss the munitions supplied to our volun-
teers, or the tunies and uniforms supplied to them, or the
transport supplied to them, or the hard taok and pork suppli-
ed to them. These are not the questions for discussion. I
was pointing out that we had a policy wi th respect to the
defence of the North-West, and the maintenanoe of order
there ; that that policy consisted of our having two classes
of forces in that country, the Mounted Police and the
volunteer force ; that we had debated the subject of the
conjoint action and development of those two forces ; that
both sides of the House had agreed, myself speaking from
the left, as leader of the Opposition, and the First Minister
speaking from his place, as leader of the Government, in
substance to the proposition that there should be encour-
agement of the local forces, and they were to discharge an
important part of the duty. I was pointing out tha that
policy had been adopted in form by the Governmaent for two
or three years before; and I was pointing out from the Blue
Books of the hon. gentleman how that policy had been handled
subsequently, and in what it had resulted when the time of
stress came. That was pointed out. I pointed ont that
the question was: What shall be our policy in the future ?
Has that question yet been settled ? Are we going to
organise a large volunteer force in the North-West ? Have
we settled the great question of trowsers ? Is that groat
question, like the question of buttons, settled yet, and
is the hon. gentleman prepared to decide what uniform shall
be worn ? If so, you want to handle the subjects togetir,,
as the hon. gentleman's own officers have dealt with them.
I have read extracts from reports from the hon. gentleman's.
own officers, containing suggestions as to how ta manage in
places where there is a small force of police and a company
or two of militia, and in other places where there are no
police and quite sufficient militia. What is to be the poliey
of the future ? I say these are very important questions,
and they are all the more important when we consider the
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hon. gentleman's views with respect to the expenditure of
money. What is the militia vote? Small as it may be,
what is the militia vote which the hon. gentleman took last
year ? It was a trifle under a million. For the whole
militia force for the whole of Canada there was a trifle under
a million of dollars, We are now going to expend on
the Mounted Police, after this proposition is adopted, just
about $1,000,000, an equal amount to that expended on the
whole militia of Canada. The hon. member for Marquette
(Mr. Watson), with the shrewd, practical common sense
which distinguishes him, pointed out that the Minister could
do a great deal, by way of encouraging local corps in the
North-West, by expending a fraction of the amount, by
expending the interest for one year on the sum he is going
to expend annually on the Mounted Police. That is a
serious and important question. But the hon. gentleman is
not afraid of proposing to expend $1,000,000 a year on the
Mounted Police in the North-West; ho is not afraid of our
criticism. That is all right. It is only when you come to
the expense of uniforme for five companies that the hon.
gentleman's heart drops into his boots, and instead of being
a Minister of Militia ho becomes a political poltroon.

Mr. CARON. I have more than admired the varions
talents of the hon. gentleman. I have admired how he
displays that kind feeling, that gentlemanly feeling, for
which ho is so notorious. But the hon. gentleman appears
before us to-night in a new role. He has lectured hon.
gentlemen upon courage and bravery, and has talked of
poltroonery. I believe the hon. gentleman is the last
member- of this House who can assume that role. From
his past career and from my experience of him, I believe he
is the very last member of this House who should stand
here and lecture any hon. gentleman upon his courage and
bravery. The hon. gentleman was evidently carried away
by the very few remarks I made for the purpose of con-
veying information to the hon. gentleman. I meant merely
to convey information, nothing else. But the hon. gentle-
man says the policy of the Government has been to
extinguish the forces in the North-West, to destroy the
companies which were at one time existing. The hon.
gentleman forgets that immediately upon the reduction
of the forces, in so far as regards those companies
which were disorganised, we immediately organised a
battalion, which was commanded by Col. Kennedy,
who loBt his life a short time ago when showing the
devotion of Canadians *to the British Government. That
is a record of the policy of the Government in regard to its
extinguishing forces at that time existing in the North-
West. We merely collected the arma of companies which
did not exist, and organised a battalion, which was the first
battalion to go to the Iront, ard which fought the first
battle in defence of law and good order. That was the policy
of extinguishment and of destruction that the hon. gentle-
man seems to be so delighted to bring before the House, in
the hope that he will induce the flouse and the country to
believe that such as he depicted it was the policy of the
Government. It was not a policy of extinguishing or
reducing the force, but of having a force that could be relied
upon in case of emergency, as the 90th Battalion has proved
itself to be, a battalion perfectly equipped and organised,
and ready, at a moment's notice, to take the field and fight
for the country, as every militia regiment in Canada should
do. So far as those disorganised companies were concerned,
that was the policy followed. Were the Government to
blame for oollecting arms, which were handed over to the
first organisation that was raised in that district when the
emergency arose occurred? The hon. member for Marquette
(Mr. Watson) said ho had been advocating a
policy of giving arms to home guards and other
military organisations in the North-West. But the
hon. >entleman tried to find fault, because that wish

K. BLMM.

which he expressed had not been complied with. Well'
Mr. Chairman, we could not recognise any other organisae
tion than the regular militia force. What authority had IY
as Minister of Militia, under the statute, to go and distri-
bute the arms of Canada, and to give those arms to any
organisation, except those which are recognised by the law
of the land. The hon. member for Karquette (Mr. Watson)
came to me, as several others came to me, and said the
ranches were unprotected, and some other interest was
unprotected; that they required a home guard, and that
they required me to arm them to protect those various
interests. I told the hon. gentleman that when it cornes to
the militia force the Department of Militia is supposed to
look after the armament and equipment of that force. If
any organisation is required for any special purpose,
thon, it is for the municipal authorities or
other authorities in that country, to take the
necessary precautions, so as to procure the arms which they
think it proper and right to place in the hands of those mon.
The hon. gentleman seemed to insinuate that these arms
had not been given because we had doubted the loyalty of
the men applying for those arms. Well, I can only say
that it was not a question of loyalty, it was a question of
the Department carrying out the law which organised that
Department. It was a question with the Department of
doing what it was bound to do, and not going beyond its
duty, by giving arms which it had no right or authority to
distribute to any force other than the one recognised by
that Department. Now, the leader of the Opposition has
thrown out challenges. Well, when the time comes, when
the papers are brought down, as to any challenges which the
hon. gentleman has put forward, notwithstanding the want
of bravery on the part of the Minister of Militia, I believe
we can meet together upon the same ground, and I am not
at all afraid to meet bim when that time comes.

Mr. BL A TE. I donot propose to prolong the discussion,
but the btatement wbich the hon. gentlctman has just now
made, with reference to the force iu Lhe NorLh-West, is one
which should not pass without a word. I have been dis-
cussing, Sir, the question of the North-West Territories, the
question of the defence, of order, in the North-West Terri-
tories, as distinct from Manitoba. You know the extent of
the North-West, the comparative inaccessibility and remote-
ness of many points in these Territories. We are engaged
in discussing that question with reference to this proposal
to add 500 men to the Mounted Police. 1 have been arguing,
as I did consistently in 1882, as the Government thon agreed,
as they agreed for three years before, for the formation of
local forces in different parts of those remote Territories,
where there migIt be local means advanced and a sufficient
aggregation among the people, where you might strike at
a moment, and not wait until you organised battalions, which
would have to march 200 miles in the depth of winter.

Mr. CARON. We did organise a force.

Mr. BLAKE. What force?

Mr. CARON. The 90th Battalion.

Mr. BLAKE. Where?

Mr. CARON. At Winnipeg. Where would you organise
it ?

Mr. BLAKE. I am not talking about the organisation of
battalions at Winnipeg, but of the armament of the organisa-
tions you had in the North-West.

Mr. CARO.N. Which had disappeared-which did not
exist.

Mr. BLAKE. I know it disappeared; I know it did not
exist. That is what I charge-that is my point. I say we
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had a policy for the organisation of local corps in the North
West at different points. It was a settled policy, an
agreed policy, a policy consented to by both sides, and when
that organisation has disappeared, I charge its disappearance
upon hon. gentlemen opposite. That is the point, and the
hon. gentleman now says: Oh, it did not disappear
because I did not reduce the forces. If I allowed the local
organisations to disappear it was that I might croate addi
tional forces in Winnipeg. That does not answer the ques-
tion at all. It may have been all right to croate that bat-
talion in Winnipeg-I am not questioning the creation of
the additional battalion in Winnipeg. I dare say that was
a judicious thing to do-I am not discussing it now-I will
grant it for the moment, but it bas nothing to do with the
question of the reversal of policy as to local corps in the
North-West. That is what we have to deal with.

Mr. CARON. Allow me to ask the hon. gentleman
whether he would have been more successful in keeping
men together who were going from one portion of that
immense territory to another, thereby completely ifisorgan.
ising those companies. It is not a question of disorganisa-
tion, but they disappeared completely. It is not, as the
hon. gentleman stated, that they were disorganised because
.they had no tunics, but bocause, if they had tunics, there
were no mon to wear them, and the hon. gentleman knows
it.

Mr. BLAKE. Now, the hon. gentleman bas made a state-
ment which requires attention. He says that was the rea-
son, and that I know it. I say again that my information
is derived from, porhaps, an eminontly untrustworthy
source. 1 am beginning to believe so. It is derived from
the hon. gentleman's own reports.

Mr. CARON. You have said so before.

Mr. BLAKE. Now, lot us see what the cause was, as
stated by the hon. gentleman's own reports. In tho report
for the year 1882 the commanding officer declares:

" The North-West corps, in consequence of not yet having received
any unifrms, were relieved from drill this year by order of the Adjutant-
General, dated 1th August."

He goes on:
lIn reference to these corps, I may state that it is hardly to be

expected that they will give up much of their valuable time and supply
their own horses for drilling purposes, or even regard themselves in the
light of a properly organised body of militia, until after they have been
furnished with uniform of some pattern or denomination."

Then, in the following year, after this report was made, the
officer reports again :

I[n the same connection, I would beg most respectfully to urge the
advisability of the reorganisation, or, more properly, the organisation
of the North-West corps, which although now more than threeyears enrol-
led and shortly afterwards outfitted with arms, ammunition and saddlery,
have never since been assembled for drill, in consequence of no uniform
having, up to the present time, been furnished to them. Thesecorps are
still in existence, and could readily be resuscitated by their original
commanding officers were they to receive encouragement to do so.'

The Minister of Militia says ho knew, and that I knew, that
these men, who were scattered all over the country, had all
gone, that they had all disappeared ; that the arms were
there, and the saddles were there, but that the men who
enlisted were gone. I find that his own officer tells him
that "Ithe corps are still in existence and could readily be
resusciated by their original commanding officors were
they to receive encouragement ti do so." What was the
encouragement they got ? The encouragernnt was to
disband them. We have the statement in the report
of the 1st July last, of the number there is for drill, only
380 ont 775; and that statement includes these companies.
The officer adds:

''I may here state that since the commencement of the current year,
1884-t5, namely, by Gazette of the 13th September last, the three com-

- anies of mounted rifles and two companles of infantry la the North-
®st Territories have been removed from the list of corps of the active

I stated that from an earlier period the growing discourage.
ment was pointed out; that the hon. gentleman was told
by his offlicers that it was not expected that the force could

l go on without being supplied with uniforms; that lastyear
- ho was told the corps were still in existence and could easily

be resuscitated, if only they could be given any encourage-
ment, and that the encouragement ho gave was to disband

*thoem.
Rosolution to be reported.

INSPECTION OF GAS.

Mr. MoLELAN moved the second roading of Bill (No.
119) further to amend the Acts respecting the inspection of
Gas and Gas Meters.

Mr. BLAKE. Porhaps the hon, gentleman would throw
a little light on this, in the absence of his colleague.

Mr. McLELAN. The previous Act required that notice
should be given to the manufacturers of gas when the
quality of the gas as well as the moters were to be inspected4
It was thought unwise to give the manufacturera notice
whon the quality of the gas was about to be tested as well
as the quantity, and this Bill is just to amend the Aot so
that notice of an intention to inspect the quality of the gas
will not bo givon.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Tho clause I have
beforo me appears ratier to provide that the manufacturera
should have 24 hours' notice, although I entirely agree with
the Minister that it is not desirable that the manufacturera
should get notice. I have had a good deal of practical
experienco of the dexterity of the manufacturera of gas in
altering the quality to suit the inspection, and in various
ways in playing tricks on the consumer.

Mr. McLELAN. The clause which it is proposed to
substitute for that now in the Act provides for notice only
of the inspection of the meter and not of the quality of the
gas.

Bill read the second time.

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

Motion agreed to; and the House adjourned at at 1:25
a.m., Wednesday.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

WEDNESDAY, 10th June, 1885.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at half-past One o'clock.

PaAYERS.

CULLING AND MEASURING OF TIMBER.

Mr. MOLELAN moved that the iJouse resolve itself into
committee of the Whole to-morrow to consider the following
rosolution :-

That it is expedient to amend the Acta relating to the culling and
measuring of timber in Ontario and Quebec and to provide that the
Governor in Council may by regulation direct that the number of cullers
employed shall not exceed thirty-three who may be employed as he
directs ; that annuities granted to cullers may be three hundred dollars
per annum, and that the tariff of fees levied under the said Acta may be
varied for the purpose of meeting expenditure thereunder and to allow
to cullers average yearly earnings of seven hundred dollars each.

Motion agreed to.
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THE FRANCHISE BILL-REMUNERATION OF
REV1SING OFFICERS, &c.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved that the House re-
solve itaelf into committee of the Whole to-morrow to con-
sider the following resolution:- '

That the remuneration of revising officers and of their clerks and
bailiffa who may be appointed under the Bill respecting the Electoral
Franchise, and their allowance for expenses, as well as the mode of pay-
ment thereof, shall be fixed by Order of the Governor in Council, and
the amount thereof shall be a charge upon the Consolidated Revenue of
Canada, and paid out of the same.

Motion agreed to.

MANITOBA CLAIMS SETTLEMENT.

Mr. BOWELL moved that the House resolve itself into
Committee of the Whole to-morrow to consider the follow-
ing resolutions:-

That for the final settlement of the claims made by the Province of
Manitoba on the Dominion, it is expedient to provide:

1. That all lands in Manitoba which can be shown to the satisfaction
of the Dominion Government to be swamp lands, be transferred to the
Province and enure wholly to its benefit and uses.

2. That an allotment of land, not exceeding 150,000 acres, of fair ave-
rage quality, be selected by the Dominion Government autd granted as
an endowment to the University of Manitoba for its maintenance as a
university capable of giving proper training in the higher branches of
education, and te be held in trust for that purpose upon some basis or
scheme to be framed by the university and approved by the Dominion
Government.

3. That the sum now payable annually to the Province under the Act
45 Vie., c. 5, as an indemnity for the want of public lands, be increased
from $45,000 to $100,000, such increase to date from the first day of July
now next.

4. That the yearly per capita allowance to the Province of 80 cents
per head, made under-the Act 33 Vie., c. 3, on an estimated population
of 17,000 (increased by 45 Vie., c. 5., to 150,000), shall, from the said firet
day of July next, be allowed only on an estimated population of 125,000
soule, subject to be increased as hereinafter mnentioned, that is to say :-
A census of the Province shall be taken in every fifth year, reckoning
from the general census of 1881; and an approximate estimate of the
population shall be made on the firet day of September next, and at equal
intervals of time between each qufnquennial and decennial census; and
whenever the population, by any such census or estimate exceeds 125,000,
which shall be the minimum on which the said allowance shall be calcu-
lated, the amount of the said per capita allowance shall be increased
accordingly, and so on until the population shall have reached 400,000
Boule.

5. That so much of the said Act, 45 Vie., c. 5, as relates te the amount
of the indemnity for the want of publi3 lands, or the per capita allowance
on the population of the Province, be repealed ; and that the allowances
provided by the foregoing resolutions be not limited te the ten years
next atter 1881, or to any other period.

6. That the capital sum on which the Province is entitled to receive
half yearly payments of interest at the rate of five per cent. per annum
as fixed by the Act 33 Vie., cap. 3, and as readjusted or increased by any
subeequent &et, shal be charged with such advances as have been
already made te the Province, and with such expenditure as has been
made therein by the Dominion for purposes of a strictly local character,
and with a further sum of $150,000, which the Dominion Government
may advance to the Province to meet the expenditure of constructing a
lunati 1 aylum and ethor exceptienal services.

7. That the grants of land and payment, authorised by the foregoing
resolutione, shall be made on the condition that they be accepted by the
Province (snub aceeptance being teatified by an Act of the Legislature
thereof during its present Session) as a full settlement of all claims made
by the Wsid Province for the reimbursement of cost ineurred in the gov-
ernment of the disputed territory, or the reference of the boundary ques-
tion te the Judicial Committee of the Privy Council, and all other ques-
tions and claims discueed between the Dominion and the Provincial
Government up te the 10th day of January, 1885.

8. That the sema authorised te be paid by these resiutions may be
paid out of any moneys furming part of the Consolidated Revenue Fund.

Motion agreed to.

OCEAN MAIL SERVICE.

Mr. CARLING moved that the House resolve itself into
Committee of the Whole to-morrow to consider the follow-
ing resolution : -

That it is expedient that the provisional contract entered into between
Mr. Andrew Atlan and the Postmaster General of Canada, under the
autbority of an Order in Council, dated the 12%h day of April, 1884, for
a weekly service of ocean mail steamers on the terms and conditions set

,Mr. McL$LAN.

forth in the said contract (a copy whereof and of the said Order in
Council has been laid before Parlaldent), should be sanctioned and
authorised by Parliament as required by the terms thereof, in order to
its becoming valid and binding.

Motion agreed to.

SUMMARY PROCEEDINGS BIEFORE MAGISTRATES.

Mr. CARON moved:
That the Order for second reading of Bill (No. 128) to make

better provision respecting summary prooeedings before justices and
other magistrates (from the Senate), he transferred to Goverument
Orders.

Motion agreed to.

CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY RESOLUTIONS.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved that the House re-
solve itself into Committee of the Whole to-morrow to con-
sider the following resolutions:-

1. Thot the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company, under the authority
of its shareholders, as provided by the 28th section of its Charter, may
issue and deliver to the Government firet mortgage bonds to the extent
of $35,000,000, bearing five per cent. interest, such bondi to constitute
and be a first lien and charge on the entire property of the company,
real and personal, now owned or hereafter to be acquired, or owned, by
it (save and except the lande granted or to be granted by the Govern-
ment to the company under the said contract), including its main lino
of railway with its tolls and revenues, the extensions thereof, its branch
lines of railway (except the Algoina Braneh), the whole cf its equipment,
rolling stock and plant, and all its steamers and vessels ; saving always,
however, the rights of the holders of the existing mortgages on the exten-
sions of the line of the railway from Callander to Brockville and Montreal
as security for the unpaid balances of the purchase money of the said
extensions.

2. That the company may secure the payment of the said bonds and
of the interest thereon by a deed of mortgage executed by the oompany
to trustees to be approved by the Government with the authority and of
the tenor and purport, and containing the conditions, remedies, pro-
visions and powers authorised and provided for by the 28th section of
the charter of the company, to such extent and in such manner and form
as shall be approved by the Governor in Couneil.

3. That upon the issue and delivery of the said bonds to the Govern-
ment, the lien and charge created by the Act 47 Vie., chap. 1, intituled :
" An Act to amend the Act respecting the Canalian Pacifie Railway
Company and for other purposes ;" upon the railway and property of
the company affected by the said bonds and by the deed of mortgage
securing the ame shall ceaie to exist, and shall be released and dis-
charged in respect of the railway and property so affected, and the
shares in the capital stock oftthe company, to the extent of $35,000,000
now in the bands of the Government shalli be cancelled and destroyed.
But the Algoma Branch shall still remain charged with the lien and
charge created by the said Act.

4. That the time for the payment of the entire loan to the Company of
$29,880,912 shall be fixed at the first day of May, 1891, and so longas defauIt
shall not occur in the payment of principal or interest at the times
when they shall respectively become due, the interest upon the said ican
shall be computed at the rate of 4 per cent. per annum. But the company
may at any time pay the amount of the said debt or any part thereof in
sum of not less than $1,000,0:0 ; and if such payment be made on
account of the sum of $20,000,000, hereinafter mentioned, a correspond-
ing amount of bonds shal be returned to it.

5. That as security for the payment of $20,000,000 of suc bloman d of
the interest thereon the Government shall hold and retain $20,000,000 of
the said first mortgagt bonds, and in respect of such bonds shall have all
the rights of bondholders exeept to as the rate of interest as provided in
the hast preceding section. And upon paymen; oftany half-yearly instal-
ment of sncb interest the half-yearly coupons u to the said bonds, cor-
responding to such half-yearly payment of interest, shall be cancelled
and surrendered to the company. But if the company makes default in
the payment of the interest on the said sum of $20,000,000 or of the
principal thereof at the time when the same shall become due respective-
hy, the rate of interest upon the whole loan shall thereafser becom-
puted at the rate of 5 per cent. per annum ; and such default shal
ho equivalent to a default in the payment of the interest on the aid
bonds, and shall entitle the Government to the same remedies as if
default had been made on the payment of the interest or principal of the
said bonds, and upon the company remaining in default in respect of
either the princical or interest on the sai. $20,000,000 for a period of
12 months, the trustees shall be authorised and empowered to take
possession of the property mortgaged and to administer the same for the
benefit oftthe b>ndholders generally.

6. That as security for the payment of the balanee of the said loan
amounting ta the sum of $9,880 912, and the interest thereon, the Gov-
ernment shall have a first lien and mortgage, subject to the outstanding
land grant bonds, on the wnale of the unsold landi forming the remain-
ing part of the company's land grant earned and to bO hereafter
earne, such principal and interest to be paid out of the net proceeds of
the sale of such lands; and the Government shall ontinue to held and
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retain the entire amount et land grant bond@ now in its oustody and
possesun ne provided by the said Act. And if the net proceeds of
sucb sales to be made from time to time in due course, shdll be insuffici-
ent to pay the interest on the said last mentioned amount as the sane
shall fal due, or the principal thereof when the sane shall become due,
the Governor ln Council may order the sale by the trustees of snou
lands or any part thereof in snob manner as shall be fixed by sncb
order, in satisfaction of the interest or principal in respect of which
default bau occured. And after the sale of the whole of such lands any
defieiency in the proceeds thereof to pay the amonut charged thereon,
shall be a charge upon the company's entire revenue aft r providing for
its fixed charges, and by preference over the shareholde . And no fur.
ther or other charge shall be created on the property mortgaged as
soecurity for the said firet mortgage bonds until the said sum of
$9,880,912 and interest and also the sum of $20,000,000 and interest
shall have been paid in full. And after payment ont of the proceeds of
sncb lands of the outstanding land grant bonds, and of the said sum
of $9,880,912 and interest, the remainder of sueh lande shall remain
charged with a first lien and privilege in favor of the Government as
additional security for the payment of the said sum of $20,000,000 and
interest.

7. That the Government may make a temporary loan to the eompany
of $5,000,000 to be repaid by the company to the Goverument on or
before the lot day of July, 1986, with interest at the rate of 4 per cent.
per annum, payable on the lot day of January and the 1st day of July,
1886, the company to have the right to repay the said loan by instal-
menta of not les. than $1,000,000 each, and to receive on the payment
thereof a corresponding proportion of the amount of said bonds beld as
security therefor. And after reserving part of the said bonds to the
amount of $8,000,000 to be held by the Government as security for the
said temporary loan, and to be delivered to the company on payment to
the Government 0f the said suai of $5,000,COO and interest in whole or
in part in proportion to snob payment, the remainder of the said bonda
shall be froi time to time paid by the Goverament to the company, to
be applied by the company under the supervision of the Government,
to the payment for work done or to be done for the developuient, im-
provement and extension of the railway, its connections and equipment,
and for the maintenance of the credit and efficiency of the company
generally to the satisfaction of the Government. And if the bonds in
the bands of the Government or any part thereof shall be sold by the
company at a price satisfactory to the Government, the proceeds of
such sale shall be paid into the bands of the Goverument in the place
and stead of the bonds so sold, and such proceeds shall be dealt with as
is hereinbefore provided with respect to the bonds they represent.
8.That the proportion to which the Government is entitled of the moneys

realised by the trustees of the land grant bonds (and after the redemp-
tion of the land grant bonds, the proceeds of all sales of land granted or
to be granted to the company under the contract) realised as provided
by the said Act,-shall be applied to the payment of the interest and
principal of the said sum of' $9,800,912. And after payment thereof in
lull, towards the payment to the Government of the interest and princi-
pal of the said sum of $40,0C0,000.

9. That the said Act of last Session (47 Victoria, chapter 1) shall
remain in force, except in so far as it is aftected by the provisions hereof.

10. That if at sny time any line connecticg with the United States
system of railways shall be in course of construction to a point on the
river St. Mai y's, and there shall be a probability of the early comple-
tion thereof, and the company shall deaire to continue the Algoma
Branch to a junction with such line, the Governor in Oouncil may, in
their discretion, and upon such conditions as they shall determine, order
the release and diacharge of the said Branch from the lien and charge
thereon created by the said Act, and continued by this Act, and may,
by such order, authorise the company to exercise, in respeet of thesaid
Brasch, the pover of mortgaging the same in manner and form as pro-
vided by its charter with respect to mortgaging the main line thereof,
to su extent per mile as shall be fixed by suc order, the proceeds of
such bonds to be applied exclusively to the construction of the extension
of the sid Branh to such junction.

Motion agreed to.

CONSOL1DATED INLAND REVENUE ACT
AMENDMENTS.

Mr. MLELAN moved that the louse resolve itself into
Committee of the Whole to-morrow to consider the following
resolution:-

That it i expedient to ainend "The Qonsolidated Inland Revenue
Act, 1883," snd te make better provision (a) for the marking and stor-
ing of goods warehoused ; (b) for preventing the sale of unlawfully
manufatured spirite or malt;(c) for preventing fraud by the use of
patb4w which have been alneay used ; (d) for the enforcement of
penalties i(e) for allo sing a u abtement of duty on spirite for shrink-
ageby evaporation, for allowing the Governor in Council to impose an
aditiona duty of live cents en each gallou of spirite, and for prohibit-
ing spirits biang entered for consumption before a specified time atter
manufacture ; (f) for the protection of the revenue in relation to com-
pound articles, breweries,. tohacco and cigars ; (g) for defining the

ckages and boxes in which tobacco and ugare may be put up , (h)
b anoltion of stoaimps and allowing he mnodifiation of caution

labels in respect of tobceo and cigar; (Î) for the warehousing and
ex-warehousing of tobaeco and cigare.

Motion agreed to.

HARBOR MASTER AT HALIFAX.

Mr. MoLELAN moved that the louse resolve itself into
Committee of the Whole to-morrow to consider the following
resolution:-

That it is expedient to amend the Acts respeoting the appointment
of a harbor master at the port of Halifax, and to provide that the said
harbor master may, out of the fies received by him, retain for his own
remuneration, one thousand eight hundred dollars instead of one thou-
sand six hundred, as provided in the Act 35 Victoria, chapter 42.

Motion agreed to.

CHINESE INTERPRETER.

Mr. CHAPLEAU moved that the ilouse rosolve itself
into Committee of the Wholo to morrow to consider the
following resolution

That the controller, the interpreter and other persons who may b
appointed under the Bill to restrict and regulste Ohinese immigration
into the Dominion of Canada, should be so appointed, a id their remunera-
tion be fixed by order of the Governor Geeral in Couincil, the salary of
the interpreter not to exceed three thousand dollars a year, and that the
amount of such remuneration be held a charge upon the Consolidated
Revenue of Canada and paid out of the sanie.

Motion agreed to.

TIHRD READING.

Bill (No. 133) further to amond the StOaîmboat Inspection
Act, 1882.-(Rr. McLelan.)

NORTILWEST MOUNTED POLICE.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved that the report of
the Committee of the Whole on resolution in reforence to
the number of the North-West Mounted Police force, be
now received and road a second timo.

Mr. BLAKE. Would the hon. gentleman give n some
reasons why ho proposes to increase the force ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I thought that I had
given explanations why the increase was needed -not at
length, certainly, but length is not my prevailing excellenoe.
The hon. member opposite, in his speech, complained that
I had confined myself to the question of protecting ranches.
Now, I did not say anything about ranches. I spoke about
protecting those living near the frontier, protecting thsir
flooks and herds. The ranches are, in the fer west, ooteinag
the eastern declivity of the Rocky Mountains. Those have
always been protected. I believe there has been very little
raiding there, for the very good reason that the companies
who own these different ranches employ a strong force of
very efficient herdamen, krnown in the United States as
cowboys, who protect their flocks very well. But the
cbief scene of raiding is on the southern frontier of the Pro-
vince of Manitoba, and extending westward until we Oome
to the country of the ranches. There the people are agri-
culturists, settled on their lands, and they al have horses,
cattie and sheep as well, though I do not hear of aoy
abduction of sbeep. There is an organised system of
forays from the United States into that country. With
respect to the froutier of Manitoba, it is true that, to a great
extent, the Province sees to the proper administration of
the law and to the protection of life and property alopg that
frontier, but the Province is quite unable to orgaffi and
maintain a force ach as is absolutely ioomesary for the pr-
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pos ofprotecting it. There are certain well known trails
from the United States into Canada. They are followed by
raiders, to a very considerable extent, and these people carry
aCa cattle. The Dominion Government assume the pro-
tection of the frontier, so far as the Mounted Police can do
it. These raids are the subject, I will not say of daily, but
of weekly or monthly complaint to the American Govern-
ment. We think we are more sinned against than sinning.
The raids come principally from the other aide; and with-
out a mounted force, which the Province of Manitoba, I do
not think, could well keep up, there is no real, practical
prqtection. Cattle cannot be followed on foot and be
recovered.

Mr. MACKENZIE. Have the raids not been wholly
west of the boundary of Manitoba-in the Territories, not
in the Province ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. We use the force to pro-
tect the international boundary line as well in the Pro-
vince of Manitoba as west of the Province. There is a
great deal of raiding into Manitoba proper, and a great
many complainta arise on both sides. The House will see
that it would b. putting a strain on the resources of Mani-
toba to compel that Province to maintain a mointed con-
stabulary for the purpose of preventing those raids. The
hon, gentleman said that by my short statement yesterday
it would appear that the main object of the police was to
protect the herds. I dwelt on that, as it was a new phase,
An increasing phase of duty on the part of the Mounted
Police. Their duties are increasing daily by the altered
and altering circumstances of the country. The police have
a very difficult and very dangerous, as well as a delicate,
series of duties to perform. Under the Indian treaties
certain reserves were set apart for the Indians. It has
been only by slow degrees that the Indians were got -they
have not all been got there yet-to confine themselves to
their reserves and endeavor to live by the agricultural pro-
d%,cts-of the soil. The better Indians, the good Indiars, t-)
use a common expression-and I think the majority of
them are of that class-have been induced to go to their
reserves. It has, however, been accomplished by a series
of mingled coaxings and threats. In every Indian band, as
in every assembly of white men, there are good and bad
people. The bad, the impatient, especially the indolent
Itdians, those who hang about the different settle-
mento and stores, are very difficuIt to get upon
the reserves. Sometimes indolent Indians will bang
around an Indian station or a place where there are
stores-sometimes round the Hudson Bay station-they
will deliberately settle themseves down and declare that
they will starve rather than leave. In such cases the policy
has been to keep them on the lowest quantities of
food which will sustain nature, in order to compel them to
do what the majority of the band have already done-go
on the reserves. That policy has been, on the whole, suc-
eesful. But still there must be a continual, hourly pressure
upon the Indians, to hold them upon their reserves. Besides
tne delicate duty, the duty also devolves upon the police
of preventing the Indians breaking into stores, whether
they belong to the Government or to the Hudson Bay Com-
pany. Whenever there is a small force, hundreds of
ndians will come and will break into the stores Where

supplies are kept. The duty of the police is, therefore, a
contibuous one, and an increasing one, and the increase in
the number of white settlers adds to the difficulty. A
white man settling on his farm is apt to be very regardless
of the sensibilities and the claims, just or unjust, of the
Indiane. Settlers, as a rule, take a hostile position against
the Indiana, just as it has been in the experience of the
United States all along the western frontier. The duty of
tbe police is not only to protect the white man against
the Indian but the Indian against the white man. And,
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therefore, with this increasing duty and the increasing
responsibility involved, the Government ask the House to
consent to the increase of the force by 500 men. Recent
events have shown that the force is overworked; that they
are obliged to watch every reserve, in order to keep the
Indians on the reserves. They are apt to get away; they
are unwilling to endure restraint, and this can be prevented
if there is a good agent on the reserve, and a sufficient force
at hand to lbt them know pretty well that if they will not
listen to reason they will be forced to carry out what they
have agreed to do. Sometimes there have been outbreaks.
These will break out occasionally, especially when the
Indians flnd themselves, in a given locality, in a majority;
then they are apt, too apt, to presume on that majority and
mist, by threats of personal violence against the agent, on
obtaining supplies fromthe Hudson Bay Company's or
Indian stores, all of which are in the locality for the supply
of the Indians under different treaties, and to prevent abso-
lute starvation. In that work the Mounted Police are con-
stantly employed, and the annoyance and worry is
great. As I said yesterday, the work is so hard that
applications are received from men to leave the force.
A policeman must b. under training for a time,
for a year, certainly, before he is of much value.
He will not understand his duties; he will not sec the way
in which the Indians are treated-the way that the system
works; and we are very apt, at the end of the first year, to
have a good many applications from policemen to retire.
We compel them to pay a fee for that purpose; and we have
twice, I think, increased the fe, for the purpose of pre-
venting the men from going away just at the time that
they become useful. But it must be obvions to the House
and to common sense that the unwilling officer is not a
good oeffer, a.d therefore it is important that the work
should not be too harassing, too constant. I believe that
no soldiers known to the British service, no constabulary
known to the British service, either in Ire1'tnd or in India,
as police, have as much work to do, individually, and col-
lectively, as the force in the North-Wet ; and it would be
unwise economy to have that force deficient in number. The
Bill to b. founded upon the resolution i an empowering ona,
by which the Government are empowered, if they see it neces-
sary, to increase the force to the extent of 1,000 men. Just
now, or until lately, it was 520 men and some scouts, the force
authorised by law. Now, with respect to the relations
between the militia in the North-West and the police force,
their duties are quite different. They have one common
duty, of course, when called out. They have the common
duty of protecting law and order, and in case of outbreak or
rebellion, to put it down and keep order. But there the simi-
larity ceses. The militia men,whether they be in one place or
another, must bc, to a great extent, if not altogether, a
defensive force. They are drilled for that purpose. If there
is a threatened danger at Prince Albert the militia there
would defend Prince Albert, and so with the militia in other
points.

Mr. MITCHELL. I wish hon. members would keep
order. We cannot hear a word here.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I hope hon. gentle.
men will keep quiet, as otherwise it is impossible for me to
speak, except with great difficulty. As I was saying, in
case of insurrection, of course the militia in the North-
West and Manitoba will go to the field readily, as they
have done, but they will go into the field to put dowa a
pronounced insurrection, an outbreak, or to defend the
locality, just in the same way as the militia in the eastern
Provinces have gone there to put down the outbreak. They
cannot always be in the field. It would,.of course, be des.
tructive of the very objecta for which these ple have
gone to the North-West if they were contin employed
as a permanent force, watching the protection of the coun-
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try from individual outbreak, individual assault, individual
raids, and so on. The Militia are at home attending to
their various duties. If they are surmmond to meet insur-
rection or defend their homes they are most efficient for
that purpose, but the duty of the policeman is a daily duty.
He has got to be employed-I was going to say in 500 differ-
ont places, but certainly in 100 places, in parties from two
to 500; they have to move about day and night; they have
to watch the frontier. If there is a suspicion that there is
going to be an exodus from any reserve, either to go on the
war path or the more peaceable but more dishonest path of
stealing their neighbors' cattle, they have to be watched.
Stores are scattered all over the country, Hudson Bay
stores, Government stores, as well as the stores of the indi-
vidual trader, who pierces to the far west with the enterprise
of the western trader-they have to be protected. There
is ceaseles action-ceaseless movement of the police force
from station to station, from point to point; they have to
be watching continually. I think the House can quite
understand that I am not all displeased with the interrup-
tion caused by an hon. gentleman (Mr. Orton) coming into
the House, who, after performing hie duty to the country in a
creditable manner, as acknowledged by everybody from the
general in command down to the suffering patient in the
hospital-he comes here as soon as one duty had ceased, to
perform another duty-a duty to the country and those
whom he represents in Parliament. I will continue my
remarks by stating that we might as well entrust the daily
or nightly duty of the Metropolitan or London police to the
ilorse Guards, or to the troops stationed at Knightsbridge, as
to throw on the militia of the country the daily, nightly and
hourly duty of protecting life and property, which muet be
and is the duty of the Mounted Police. As I said before,
the Act empowers the Government to increase the force.
The hon. gentleman called attention, as perhaps ho had a
right, to the fact that the first notice I gave was to
increase the force to 800 instead of 1,000. Well, it
arose in this way, as le can quite understand. I thought
800 would be sufficient, but on talking it over with
my colleagues, and especially considering the threatening
condition of affairs, we thought we had botter take power
to have 1,000 men. If it is found that there is no necessity
for 1,000, the number will be 800. Whon it is found that
the force can be reduced, it can be reduced. Fortunately,
in one sense, there is no.difficulty in reducing the force.
Applications for discharge are such that without a long
delay the force would melt away, if we would allow the
mon to have their discharges. I must say one thing in
favor of the police. The measure was introduced in 1873
when 150 men were collected-the original measure was
for 300 men, and it was increased from 150 up to the num-
ber authoi ivd by law. This force, whether it be 300, when
there were few whites, and when the thing which had
to be done was to keep peace among the Indians
-whether it were that number or 500, they have per-
formed their duties well. It is a remarkable thing that
for so many years past peace reigned among the Indian
tribes, and would have reigned yet, so far as the action
of the Indians was concerned, if they were not roused by
the outbreak among the half-breeds. If you look across
the line to the United States, along the frontier, while we
had 300, the Americans had 6,000 men wat3hing the
Indians on the northern frontier. We did the same thing,
and we succeeded in a greater and better degree with this
small and insignificent force, in keeping the peace to the
north, than the Americans did, with their enormous force,
which experience had taught them was required for the
purpose of repressing Indian outbreaks. I think it is
proper that I should make that statement with regard to
the force. I have not disguised trom myself, nor have I
from the House, in the remarka I have made on this sub-
ject, ever since I have held my present position, that We
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could not always calculate on that state of things. The
Indian nature, savage and wild, is a very uncertain quea-
tity, and if you look at the history of the various wrM
and insurrections that have arisen in the United Statue,
and the constant outbreake of savagery that have
occurred, you will find that in some cases there is no
reason assignable or appreciable b the white mind
for them. laving had some little reaing on that point-
for it is a very interesting point to any Canadian or Ameri-
can-I have always expressed my apprehension that some
time or other, for some cause, or without cause, there might
be an unpleasant end to the state of quiet that had hitherto
existed in the British North-West. The hon. gentleman
stated that while Parliament was sitting we had given
notice of a measure, and that we had etated that an increase
of the force was to have been asked for, irrespectivof the
recent outbreak. That is quite true. I felt, and the Govern-
ment felt, that the force ought to be increased for the pur-
pose of efficiency, and therefore it was settled that the
measure should be laid before the House. The men were
recruited for this reason: When it was known that there
was a very great amount of discontent among these half-
breeds, and indeed when they had risen in arms, and formed
themselves into a hostile combination, the officers were
instructed that there was no time to be Icet, and to recruit
men as fast as possible. I was quite well aware that Parlia-
ment would assent to the increase. I was quite well aware
that the reasons were so overwhelming that when the Governa-
ment came down and stated, on their responsibility, that
the force ought to be increaeed, the increase wonld be
granted. And it is always well to take men when you eau
get them. At the time the hon. gentleman asked the que.
tion there were some 200 odd more recruited, onthe strength
of this measure being adopted. You can get plenty of
applications to enter the force, but it is difficnlty to g et men
with all the requisites of a good policeman. Besides hay-
ing a good physique, h. muet have some degree of intelli-
gence and respectability. He je not merely food for pow-
der, like the soldier, whose physique is the chief reqmsite,
but he muet be intelligent, muet be educated, to a certain
extent, muet be able to read and write, to serve a procese
and to make a report whon sent on duty, and I muet say
that in ail these particulars the force has acted very credit-
ably and very well. These are the explanations that I now
have to make. The measure enables the Goverment, if
they think 1,000 men are wanted, to increase the force to
1,000, without coming to Parliament for a new authority by
another Act, If it is found that the 1,000 mon are not
wanted, they can keep the force down to a smaller num ber.

Mr. BLAKE. I think it is to be regretted that the hon-
gentleman did not make these explanations in the course of
the debate to which they properly belonged, instead of
making them on the prosent occasion. The hon. gentle-'
man remarked that hie speech was brief, and that therefore
he did not define particularly where this raiding took place,
which he gave as the justification, if I remember rightly,
the sole justification, for this increase. Not unnaturaly, as
the hon. gentleman spoke of fiocks and herds, 1 assumed
that it was where the flocks and herds were, and where we
know there has been considerable difficulty in times past.
The hon. gentleman says it is not the focks and herds eo the
ranches, but those of the inhabitants of the country.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Not of the ranches only.
Mr. BLAKE. Then it was the flocks and herde of the

ranches, but also those of the inhabitants of the countr
etretching from the limits of the ranche region down to the
eastern limit of the Province of Manitoba, in so far as it
borders on the United States. The hon. gentleman's state
ment on that subject is, of course, of high consequence, and
it shows the importance of the House being eused-of
fuller information tha.it ha heroflore reeiyr h h@
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gentleman has informed us that this raiding is on both sides,
and that ho ha had daily and weekly complaints from the
United States Government of raiding f»om our territories
into theirs, and it seems from his statement that this is a
large oause of his proposed increase. It is not to prevent
our cattle boing stolen and carried into the United States
territory, but it is to prevent our people going into the
States and stealing their cattle and carrying them into our
territory. If that b so, i am sorry to hear an account so
serions of the lawlessness of our population. If it is so that
there have been daily and weekly complaints from theUnited
States Government of incursions from Manitoba and the
North.West Territories into the States and territories of the
south for felonious purposes of this kind, I really think we
ought to have the papers. I think this justification which
muet b. a recorded justification, capable of being produced
by giving evidence of these complaints from the United
States Government, ought to have been brought down by
the hon. gentleman. I think also, inasmuch as he has stated
that the question of flocks and hords is only a part of the
reason for the increase, and that the ordinary duties of the
Mountod Police are also to be considered as having been
enlarged, requiring an increase, that it was essential, before
he proceeded further with this resolution, that we should
have had the report of the force for the year. I do not sec
that hoeis treating Parliament with proper respect when,
upon an allegation of the increased duties to so numerous a
dogree, ho proposes te proceed with this legislation without
giving us the officers' reports; and we have really had no
plausible excuse for that report not being laid on the Table.
Many reports are laid on the Tablein manuscript. It could
have been laid on the Table any time since the 29th of
Janttary last, and it is secreted from us because ho says it
is in galley form only, so that we shall not receive it in
mannssript or otherwise. Then he says Manitoba is unable
to cope with this diffculty-to prevent ber citisens engag-
ing in folonious forays into the United States, or United
States citizen. engaging in felonious forays into Manitobi ;
and it is to ease eanitoba that ho proposes this increase.
I hae no doubt from the condition of things, that there
have been representations from the Government of Mani-
toba on that subject, that they have shown a very exoep-
tional condition of things exists there, that they have
poiMbed out it was impossible for them to protect the peace
along the border, and that they have requested the hon.
gentleman.to make some special provision to meet the cir-
cumstances of their position. TO suppose anything else
would be to suppose they had failed in one of the first duties
of Government, and they do not seem to be indisposed to
apply to the hon, gentleman for what they want. In fact,
I have heard the hon. gentleman say they were
sometimes rather unreasonably pressing, that the
Prime Minister of Manitoba, firm friend though ho is of the
hon. gentleman, was rather exacting. I recollect at the
commencement of the last Session of Parliament, I read
extracte from some of the speeches of the Prime Minister of
Manitoba with reference to the condition of that country,
and its demande on the Government, and the hon, gentle-
man, in reply, said we must not take all that for actual fact,
that Mr.Norquay put his case in the strongest manner, in
order, I suppose, to drive the hon, gentleman into a little
more vigorous action than hoeotherwise would take.

Sir JOHN A. MADONALD. He left a margin.
Mr, BLAKE. He left a margin. Well, as Mr. Norquay,

to use the statement çf the hon, gentleman, is in the habit
of more demanding than ho expects to be granted, in order
that there may be a margin for discount, a margin-

Sir JORN A. MACDONALD. They are along the margin.

Mr. BLA K., They are to be along the margin. Lot us
me. wat tie coditioni of things in Manitoba is and what

Mr. B"=xz

the complaints of Manitoba are, before taking the serious
step the hon. gentleman proposes with reference to an
organised Province. The hon. gentleman says there are a
great many complaints on both sides. It will be all the
easier for the evidence of these complaints to be
brought down and to see exactly what the omer-
gency is which the hon. gentleman proposes to meet.
He proposes to deal with that which, speaking
from my recollection of his statements yesterday, he did
not then deal with the ordinary or what are supposed to be
the normal duties of the police. He spoke largely of its
duties with reference to the Indians, and he seemed to give
that as the basis for his demand to increase the force. He
pointed out, with perfect propriety, that the duties fo be
assigned to the police and to the militia were, in uany
respects, entirely distinct. I muet have been very unhappy
in the expressions I ueed, if I failed to convey any other
impression. I had no idea whatever, that in that country,
other than in our own, we could expect the militia force to
perform the ordinary duties of a police force. That country
being exceptionally circumstanced as regards the sparse-
ness of the settlements, the presence of Indians, the remote-
ness of the country, require some special protection, and it
is obvions what we could not do hero we could do much
less there. Nobody proposes that the farmers or mechanics
of the North-West Territory, should be engaged from day
to day, from hour to hour, as volunteers in the discharge of
police or constabulary dutios; but I pointed out that there
was admittedly, as there always has been, a necessity for
an organised force for protection, in case of local ont-
breaks or threatenings of local outbreaks, and I read
from the reports to show, for instance, that when the
force was disorganised and disbanded at Prince Albert, the
Mounted Police force was sent there instead. The one was
gone ; the other substituted. You have this danger there,
apart from other dangers, the danger arising from the
presence of Indians on the different reserves. You have,
therofore, a. special reason for the organisation of a
special militia force wherever there is strength enough
in any locality to organise that force, which, sup-
plemented in some localities by the Mounted Police,
might accomplish the purpose of preventing by display
of strength an outbreak; and anyone who has followed
the reports of the recent outbreak cannot fail to see
that the display of strength is important with a View
to repression. It is plein, from. recent events, that the
Indian will look to that, will consider that, will see what
your defensive preparations are, in what condition they are,
how soon and how hard yon can strike, and ho Will be
guided very largely, with reference to his rising, by his
opinions of the efficiency, tho rapidity, the multitude of
y our preparations in the immediate locality. I say it is of
the last consequence that we should consider the whole
situation of the North-West as to its defence from the dan-
ger of an outbreak, whether by insurrection amongst those
not purely savage Indians, or by a rising afnong
the Indians; and it i there that the hon. gentleman
has wholly failed, even to-day, to justify his statements of
1882. His statements then were that for 10 years to come
he would preserve the peace of.the country with thé 500
men, the increase he wad asking, and that as the population
increased the necessity for the force would diminish; and
he now tells us that as ho bas distributed the Indians on
reserves-which was going to render them les harmful, les
dangerous, less a disturbing element-the danger increased,
and the necessity for the police increased, and, as the white
population increased, the danger also increased, and there.
fore the necessity for the police increased. This is not what
he said in 1882, when I pointed out that as the population
increased, local forces could be established that would
diminish the necessity for Mounted Police. The statements
that as the hon. gentlesuan's operations for the soetloment
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of the Indians go on, as hle i puttingthem on the reserves,
fih 4anger inoreases ; the statements that as the white set.
ilers increse in numbers, the number of the Mounted Police
must increase, ei, from a inacial aspect and from other
aspects as well, a most alarming and unsatisfactory state-
ment. ie says-the Mounted Police force hu done its duty.
Well, that, so far as I know, is a fair statement of the case.
I haveanade no imputation, directly, indirectly, or impliedly,
on the conduct of the Mounted Police.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Certainly not

Mr. BLAKE. It would be extremely unreasonable that
I ahould do so, but I recolleot such imputations being made
from the other side. I recollect the hon. member for Pro-
vencher (Mr. Royal), some years ag making a series of
the strongest imputations against the Mounted Police. He,
of course, had the advantage of logêl knowledge, the advan-
tage of aoquaintance with the people in the territory, ho had
the duty, the reeponsibility to a very large extent, as the
representative of an important constituency, in a certain
sense the representative of a somewhat distinct class, of
making a statement of what he believed to be true, and in
the discharge of his duty ho made statements I am sure the
House heard with great pain. I have no information which
would enable me to say anything on this subject which
would be condemnatory of the Mounted Police, and of
course I assume, in the absence of such information, there
is no cause for condemnation. I am sure some of the hon.
gentleman's observations with reference to the requisitions
of the Mounted Police and the care to be taken in selection
will hardly be in accord with some former observations and
with the reports, which, at a subsequent stage, I will
have the pleasure of bringing in contrast with his state-
monts to-day. He las said that peace prevailed amongst
the Indians. It is not the first time ho las made that
statement. I will not enter into a discussion of that to-day,
but my reading of tho omnila puapers does not lead me to
that conclusion. I find very strong statements, from 1879
onwards, which lead tethe conclusion that his statement
is altogether too rose-celored, and as soon as the report
emerges from the galley form, if it be a correct report
for the ypsar 1884, ho will find my observations confirmed,
though I have not the advantage of having seen the report,
and, therefore, I speak with respect only to other sources
of information which are open to him as well as to myself.
The hon. gentleman has said that ho justifies the enlist-
ment of this force, this House in session, in advance of the
authority, because of the urgency of the case, and his
knowledge that the Hlouse would approve the Act. I
maintain that the hon. gentleman, having this resolution
on the paper, or having the capacity to put it on the
paper long before, as far as we know, he took the
first stop to enlist a man, long before, as ho has told
us, h. took the first stop to enlist a man, was bound to have
prosecuted this resolution and to have obained the sanction
and authority of this House before enlisting men in excess
of his authority and in defiance of the law. fie says: I was
satisfied with regard to the emergency, the anticipations of
discontent, and so forth, that Parliament, which was then in
session, would ratify my Act. I saidyesterday, and I repeat
to-day, that I would be the last man to accuse a Minister
who, under some pressing necemsity, acted in excess of his
authority and came down to the Parliament and said: 1
have my political life in my hand, the safety of my
country required me to act, and I call upon you for indem-
nification. That in the course a patriotic statesman would
take, that is the risk a patriotie statesman would run. But
it is a different thig when action is taken sedeate parlia-
mento. Isay the neoessity which justifies that action does
not then exist. I say, that, when the authority can be
obtained, you have no right to act in defiance
of the lba, you have no right to exceed the
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law. The hon. gentleman has no right to count even
upon his majority in this House ratifying what ho does in
defiance of the law, when this House ia sitting. Ris duty
is to invite their attention to his views, to ask them to pro-
moto his legislation, to ask them to clothe them with the
legal authority to do these tbings in the interest of the
country, which he thinks the good of the country
requires. That is hie duty, and thut call would no doubt b
obeyed, but to tell us that he was quite sure that, whatever
he did Parliament would ratify, and that, thorefore, this
Parliament sitting, he acted with perfect confidence in
excess of and in deflance of the law, is to make a statement
which certainly indicates the hon. gentleman's very greut
confidence in the submissive character of the majority of
this Parliament, but very much les respect for its dignity,
its honor and its independence.

Mr. MITCHELL. I do not rise to oppose this motion,
but I feel that, at a crisis like this, it is well that, before we
commit ourselves to a permanent charge upon the country,
we should look around and se what it is for and where the
necessity exists. I am not going to say one word against
the Mounted Police, but there have been a good many
statements made about some portions of the Mounted
Police that I think should be laid bofore this louse before
we undertake to double thoir number, and to double the
charge upon the country. I do not think that the presont
time is exactly the one to deal with it or discuss it, wore It
not that we are now asked to increase very seriously the
charge upon the country for thie particular branch of the
service. I am not going to say that 1,000 mon are not
required in that country in the west, but I feel that, after
the very satisfactory manner in which the campaign in
that western country has been conducted and the insur.
rection put down, this Governmont, strong in the succoss
of their recent efforts in that region, may ask us, and very
likely will ask us, and the tendency of the Government
under such circumstances is to ask the country, to
increase the charges and place more power in
their hands, and necesarily increase to the people
of the country the taxation which we are not prepared to
increase now, if we can avoid it. I am not going to say
anything more about the Mounted Police matter, but, in
discussing the numbers of the Mounted Police required in
that country, we cannot confine the discussion to the Mouated
Police alone. We should have laid before us, when we are
asked to increase the liability of this country as we are
asked to increase it, the whole treatment of the North-West;
we should have the whole Indian policy submitted, and we
should have this Parliament asked to advise and consult
with the Government, to direct the Government what policy
should be pursued with reference to the Indian tribes in
that country in the future. I am one of those who believe
that the arrangements as to the Indian tribes have been
most unfortunate, with regard both to the settlement of that
country and the future of the Indians themselves. The
right hon. gentleman has described to us the condition of
the Indians around these Hudson Bay stations and supply
stores, and I presume all around the railway stations in that
country. I saw somewhat of it myself last year when I was
up there. You could scarcely go to a station west of a eqr-
tain longitude without finding some of these Indians, with
their tepees in the neighborhood, loafing around, eeking
charity, and living in idlenes and misery, If they are
to continue in that way in the future, there is very little
hope for them or for the country which contains them, for
its peace, its prosperity or its advancement. I think the
Government, before asking us to increase the charges for
the North-West, should consider it their firet duty to lay
before this Parliament a policy as to the treatment of the
Indian tribes in future. We should know whether these
tribes, with their reserves located along the great means of
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communication which has cost us so much money to estab-
lish, whether the Government intends to allow these Indian
reserves to be located along these lines; whether these
lande are to be tied up, so as to force the settlers to go back
from the line of railway, and these poor miserable creatures,
seeking charity and living in misery, to remain in the
vicinity of these settlers, retarding the growth of the
country, keeping people from going in there, and at the
same timebing a positive injury to the Indians them-
selves. I feel it is my duty to call attention to the fact that
one of the first duties of the Government should be to lay
before us some policy as to the treatment of the Indians in
the future. I do not suppose that any advice I could
give would have much effect, but I suggest that
some policy should be adopted in regard to the removal
of these Indian tribes from the line of railway, that
those bands who have proved to b rebellious and murderous
in their character should be removed to the far north. We
know that, in many cases, it is necessity which has driven
the Indians to plunder. There is no fish in the lakes and
very little in the rivers in the south, the buffalo are all
driven away, the game is all gone ; the Indians will not
live by work, they cannot live by hunting as they did
formerly. lRemove them to the north, where the game
existe, where the lakes and rivers abound in fish, where
they will be free from the track of civilisation, and will not
be subject to the evils that civilisation often brings upon
these tribes. Before considering this question of the
Increase of the police force in the North-West, we ought to
have some statement of the policy of the Government in
regard to them in the future. I do not wish to detain the
House any longer, but I desire to call attention to the fact
that this is the duty of the Government in the presont
crisis.

Mr. CHARLTON. I may say if the Govornment adopt
the policy of moving the Indian tribes to the far north it
will be found to b rather a tedious and expensive process.
The experience of the United States in removing Indian
tribes, such as the Seminoles of Florida, for instance, to the
Indian territory west of the Mississippi, shows that in
almost every case it has been at an expenditure of a very
large sum of money. I think the removal of the Seminoles,
only a few hundred:lndians, from the everglades of Florida,
cost the Government of the United States $12,000,000. I
am sure it will be found cheaper to pursue the policy that
is being pursued in some measure by the Government, of
feeding the Indians where they are, rather than attempt
their removal to the far north. I think it is doubtful
whether, if you remove them to the far north, the necessity
of feeding them would b obviated. But I rose more
especially to call the First Minister's attention to an expres-
sion ho used a while ago which I am afraid will not be
received in a very good spirit by our volunteers. We have
now very nearly completed the suppression of the
insurrection in the North-West, and it has been
done in a manner so creditable to our volunteer
force as to secure for them enconiums from the
United States and from abroad. We may congratulate our-
selves upon the result of the first trial of our troops in
acton. It has raised Canada very high in the estimation
of the various States as a military country. It has given
us confidence in ourselves, as well as in our own ability to
cope with difficulties of this kind. I was very sorry to hear
this expression fall from the lips of the First Minister, in
speaking of the qualities that were required for a member
of the Mounted Police force. H e said: "Heis not meroly food
for powder, like the soldier, where the only thing required
is physique." Now this expression is an unhappy one as
applied to our volunteer force, and is a most unjust one,
because they are something botter than more food for
powder, and they possess qualities other than more physique.

Mr. MTCELL.

It is a highly intelligent force, a brave force, a force who
not only met the dangers of action, but endured great
hardships in moving from the eastern Provinces to the
west, and endured those hardships in a manner highly
creditable to their spirit, to their endurance and to thoir
intelligence. I repeat that I was sorry to hoar that
expression from the lips of the First Minister
with reference to our soldiers, who have acquitted
thomselves so creditably in every way.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I should be very sorry,
indeed, to think that any of my remarks could be under-
stood as in any way disparaging to the general intelligence
as woll as to the patriotism of our volunteers. Our volun-
teers are much more than more soldiery. I was drawing a
distinction between a purely military force and a police
force. In a military force, as arranged by armies in
Europe and in the United States, the recruiting officer
looks at the man and sees if ho las the requisite height and
physique, and if he passes the military examination ho is
taken on as a soldier. I pointed out that in this con-
stabulary other qualities are required. We know perfectly
well that our volunteers are not more soldiery, and are not
raised from those ranks which usually, especially in Eng-
land, form the enlisted soldiery. They are taken from all
ranks. We have relatives of the first mon in society serv-
ing as more soldiers. They have turned out voluntarily
and patriotically, bringing with them all thoir oducation
and intelligence. There can be no comparison between
our militia in Canada, both those who have gone to the
front and those who have not gone to the front-there can
be no comparison between them and the enlisted soldiery
of the regular standing armies of Europe or America.
With respect to our volunteers, I think theC overnment
as fully appreci% te their services as the hon. gentleman. I
quite agree with the sentiments ho has expressed, and
before tbis Session closes the Governmont will have occasion
at a fitting time, not only to pay a just tribute to the
services of the officers and soldiers of our active militia now
fighting the battles of their country, but of marking in a
material way thoir great sense of the services of those
men. My hon. friend from Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell)
says the Government has come down with an Indian
policy. We have no new Indian policy at all. The policy
that existed at the time the hon. gentleman was my col-
league, exists now. It is simply this : To observe good
faith towards the Indians, to treat them kindly, and to treat
them firmly. If there has been a fault at all in the adminis-
tration-1 do not speak of the present administration but of
all administrations-it is that we have been rather over indul-
gent to the Indians. But what can we do ? We cannot, as
Christians, and as mon with hearts in our bosoms, allow
the vagabond Indian, the pauper Indian, to die before us.
Some of those Indians-and it is a peculiarity of their
nature-will bang around the stations and will actually
allow themsolves to die, in the hope that just before the
breath leaves their body they will receive some sustenance
from the public stores. That sustenance has been given.
It has been givea very grudgingly, very carefully,
very parsimoniously. Men have brought themselves
down to the starvation point, bolieving that we
would not allow them to die. Well, what are we
to do with these Indians? The reserves they now
hold are given them by treaty. They are their
property; we cannot deprive them of those reservos with-
out another treaty. If it has happened that after those
ifserves have been established near a railway, or another
railway comes near them, or a white settlement comes
inconveniently near them, why, the railway complains, of
course, that the Indians baunt the stations. We cannot
help that. They live on their own property, they are free
mon, and we cannot help that. We cannot drive them back
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at the point of the bayonet. If a white settlement comes became impatient and would do nothing more for them.
near an Indian reserve the Indians immediately complain. There was one who was regarded by his neighbors as a
They will not do as the whites do. The whites have a whole nuisance, and ho was put into a coffin te be buried alive.
continent before them, and if they choose to go near an While the funeral procession passed him, he asked whether
Indian reservation it is their business. If they find that an the man was going to be buried. The reply was: "Yes, ho
Indian passes at an inconvenient hour of the night and would not work; lie had become such a nuisance that they
walks off with some of their fowls or property, we cannot were going to bury him." "I will give him a bag of corn if
holp that, we cannot drive the Indian away. We are going you will lot him go," said the gentleman. Thereupon the
te pursue the same policy that has been pursued upon these follow raised his head, and asked whether the corn was
questions so successfully under the auspices of the British shelled. The gentleman replied, "No." "Then," said the
Government, and which has been continued ever since, of man, "you may go on with the funeral." The hon. gentle-
giving them a portion of the country. That same man's description of the Indians in the North-West was
policy must be carried out. There is no new policy. very much like the description of those lazy fellows of the
We cannot drive the Indians te the north of the south. It would be advantageous te the Indians if the
Saskatchewan. Why, they are too far north now. If they industrious were encouraged and those unwilling te work
had been down along the lino cf the Canadian Pacifie Rail- were left te the consequences of their indolence. I
way we would not have had so much trouble as we have have no objection to the First Minister providing such
had. I quite agree with the lion. momber for North Norfolk a force as is necessary te keep those Indians in
(Mr. Charlton) that the forcible driving of the Indians te order. I am suffleiently in favor of the theory of the
the north could net be accomplishod without bloodshed, survival of the fittest that, if an Indian is industrious
without breach of faith towards the Indians. And what and is disposed to improve his position, I would afford him
would be the consequence ? Wo would collect an immense opportunities to do se that 1 would net force upon those
army, a nation of hostile Indians te the north of the Sas- who would starve sooner than work. But we shall have an
katchewan, continually threatenng our settlements and opportunity of discussing that feature of the question on a
requiring something liko a Chinose wall te keep out the. fitting occasion, and I wish te refer for a moment to other
barbarians. There is only one way-patience, patience, observations made by the hon. gentleman. If the popula.
patience. We see what patience has done in the older Pro- tion settlod along the boundaries of Southern Manitoba and
vinces. Look at the Province of Ontario. The Indian is the North-West Territories are cattie stealers on both sides
still an Indian. Ris color is the same, but ho is law.abiding, cf thc border, 1 can understand how the hon, gentleman
ho is a peaceful man. There is no more danger of leaving would net want te organise sud population into a militia
property in the vicinity of an Indian settlement than there force and put arms in their lands. I could undertand the
is in any white settlement in the Province of Ontario. In exclamation ef the Minister cf Militia that we do net want
the course of ages-it is a slow process-they vwill bo te arm the population te shoot down our volunteers; that
absorbed in the country. Yeu must troat them, and our these are people who rather require te be governed than to
children, and our grand-children, and our great grand-child- assisi in geverning. But 1 cannot believe that the popula-
ren, must treat them in the same way, until, in the course tien cf îhe Nerth-West and cf Southern Manitoba are of
of ages, they are absorbed in the general population. that prcdatery class described by the lin, gentleman. The

hon, gentleman must have boen misinformed, and cer-
Mr. MILLS. The hon. gentleman has alluded to the tainly befere giviug my support te a proposition

relations between the Government and the Indian popula. founded upon an assumption of lat kind I would like
tion of the North-West, and h has discussed the suggestion te see the evideuce upon which it reste. I would like te
of the hon. member for Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell) of se the correspondence between tle Governments of the
removing those Indians from the reservations in the vicinity United States and cf Canada, where the former has called
of the railway te other portions of the country. I do bot upon île latter te kep their thieves on ibis side cf the
think that question is necessarily involved in the considera- border. Daily and wcckly corrospondence, the hon. gentle-
tion of the measure before us. I do not propose to enter man said, has passed with respect te the conduct cf these
into the discussion of the question. The hon. gentleman, peopie. The people wlo reside there -re mainly from
however, tells us that we see what the Indians of the eider Ontario and île eider Provinces, with a sprinkling frem
Provinces have become, and what we may expect to make the cld eountry; and I cannot believe they are cf that pro-
of the Indians of the North-West Territory. I do net know datory class te whici the hon, gentleman lasreforred. If
whether the hon. gentleman is referring te wbat the Indians they arc, the seener we get rid cf thom île better. If they
are, or to what the Government propose te do for tho are, there is something radically wrong ln the steps thai
Indians. The hon, gentleman has by perseverance and have been taken by île Minister cf Agriculture and by the
patience attempted te do something for the Indians; but Canadian Pacifie Railway, which has received se much
whether it will be te the Indian's advantage I do net active and persistent support from îte lon. member for
suppose it is necessary te discuss on this Bill. But the Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell), if tle Geverument and the
hon. gentleman has given a rather gloomy picture of some Company. Can h be that we have only sueeeeded linsoeur-
of the Indians of the North-West. He has described them ing for that country a population with predatory instincts?
as lazy, improvident, as a class who prefer te steal and plun- Thc Firsi Minister, beforo hoesubmitted this proposition,
der rather than work-in fact, as a class who will die sooner ought te have laid on île Table cf the flouse tle astounding
than do anything te earn food upon which they are te information he las given. h le rather extraordinary that
subssit. Whether it is a Christian rule te foed people who thc hon, gentleman should have found the population te b.
are able but unwilling te work, I do net know. There is ajcf that class, and ihat le should net have given te tle House
Scriptural injunction that those who will net work shall not ai an carlier period île information upon which he now asks
eat; and I do net know whether the hon. gentleman regards Parliament te aci. The hon. gentleman may b. quit. right
that as a heterodox view of the Indian's position or net. in asking Parliament te sanction what le hasundr-
The hon. gentleman's statement with respect to the Indians taken. But lie ought net te have asked Parus-
reminds me of a story told by a literary man of Washington ment to do se upon a statement casually made,
in regard te some of the whites of the south, who were ver ybcause ho did net make h ai the introduction
mud like the Indians the hon, gentleman has described. cf îe mesure. fe now asks the flouse te carry
Ie told of a benevolent man, a planter, who was in the habit ihrough this measure bocanse a barge number of the people
of previding a number cf lazy fellows with food. At lasi he force Nrth-West and Southern d ni oa are of qrnhe
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character they require a very large police force to secure
obedience to the law and to prevent this country being
involved in difficulties with our neighbors south of the
border. The hon. gentleman has spoken of the police force
being very hard worked in the North-West. They may be
fairly actively employed, but I do not know that they have
been overworked. We have not heard until now that the
force has suffered in consequence of the laboriousness of
their duties. At all events, if law and order exist in the
North-West even in an ordiPary degree it would not
require snch a large police force as the hon. gentleman pro-
poses by this Bill. At all events, we have not had the evi-
dence before us. It must be an unusual condition of things
that would require so large a force for the purpose of pre.
venting thieving and plundering along the bordera of the
North-West and of Manitoba. I can easily understand how
it is important that the Government should have a large
force available in an emergency, a moderato police force
with a large volunteer force in that country properly sus-
tained, which would form a much stronger force than the
Government propose to provide by this measure, and at very
much les expense. For it only requires to look into our
annual votes in order to satisfy ourselves that one
policeman will cost naarly as much as twenty volun-
teers, and certainly more than a dozen, and surely in
an emergency a dozen volunteers are of far more conse-
quence to the country than a single policeman. I say,
therefore, it does seem to me, on all the evidence we have
as yet had from the Government, that one-half the police-
men which the hon, gentleman proposed, supplemented
when required by a large volunteer force established in the
country, would provide much botter protection against
Indian risings, against the ordinary dangers such as have
arisen there during the past three or four months, than the
force which the hon. gentleman proposes to raise. Now, so
far as the statement of the First Minister goes, this force is
mainly required for the purpose of preventing complica-
tions arising between Canada and the United States, for
the purpose of protecting the American people along the
borders of Dakota and Montana from the settlers of Mani-
toba and the North-West. I say that before we undertake
to make such an expensive provision to enable us to dis-
charge our duties to our neighbors, we should have
evidence that the wrong bas been done. That we
have not got. The information which would justify
this measure is not yet before the louse. It is
therefore of the utmost importance that the House and
the country should be put in possession of the information
which would enable them to know the character of the
population that theI Minister of Agriculture has secured in
the settlement ot that country ; that the Government itelf
should justify by the publication of that correspondence,
the expenditure which this measure involves. Sir, the
hon. gentleman does not seem to me to have at all
answered the statements made by the leader of the
Opposition. My hon. friend has called the attention of the
Government to the fact that the First Minister has under-
taken to raise this force without the sanction of law, and
during the period Parliament was sitting. The hon. gen-
tleman says there was an emergency, and that it was in
order to meet that emergency that ho acted, relying upon
the supprt of Parliament. That would have been the
proper thing to do if Parliament had not been in session,
and an emergency was present. But the hon. gentleman's
action has taken place since the Session of Parliament bc-
gan, and why thon was not Parliament at once informed of
the neceseities of the position, and why did not the hon.
gentleman, at the time such an emergency presented itaelf,
call upon Parliament to give him authority to do what he
is now asking Parliament to consent to. Sir, I think
before this Bi lis carried, and in fact before it proceeds
further, the hon gentleman should give us that infor-

Mr. Egg s,

mation, which verbally he has told us is the groaRd for hie
present action.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I cannot allow the hon,
gentleman to state that I said that the white population
along the border were a parcel of horse thieves. No expres-
sion of mine warranted the hon. gentleman in making that
statement, or suggesting such a thing for a moment, and I
am surprised that the hon. gentleman should have so mis-
represented what I stated. I said there were complaints
on both aides of the line, but that I believed that though
there were sins on our own aide, there was much more on
the other side-that we were more sinned against than sin-
ning, though I did say that compláints were made that raids
came from our own aide. But, Sir, those raids can be done
by British American Indians as well as by white men. I
can only tell the hon. gentleman that though it would be a
was, e of time to lay them on the Table, I could show implor-
ing petitions made by the citizens on our southern aide,
imploring that the policemen should come, that their
cattle were stolen, and that raids were made upon
them. Petitions were numerous in consequence of
those raids. But there are complainte not only from
the federal authorities of the other aide, but from the ma.
gistracy and from the men commanding the troops on the
other aide, who are very good men. Whenever there is a
statement that a raid has been made, whether by the
Piegans, or the Bloods, or the white desperados who are
strewed along the frontier and steal across from one aide to
the other, and are the terror of the people on both aides, they
send the complaints at once, sometimes verbal, sometimes
written, sometimes formal and official, and they are attended
to. But in no way could any words of mine be tortured
to mean that the white population as a whole, on the one
aide or the other, were a parcel of horse thieves.

Mr. MACKENZIE. Are we to understand that there are
complaints from the other aide, through the British Minis-
ter ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes, there have been
complainte.

Mr. MACKENZIE. Do you intend to lay them on the
Table ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I do not know that I do,
as they would not really give much information. The
practice is with the Amerioan Government, whenever a
complaint is made, whether of a smuggling transaction, a
seizure, or anything of that kind, they do not investigate
it, but send it to the British Ambassador and throw the
onus of enquiring into it upon the other. The rties pro-
bably send it to the Secretary of State; ho sen it. to the
British Ambassador; ho send it to Canada. That is one
cause of the complaints being numerous, beocause they do
not investigate them themselves, but forward them to 7s to
look into them.

Mr. ORTON. There is another misinterpretation of the
language of the hon. Premier which I cannot allow to pas
unnoticed-that is, that ho said the Indians, as a body, were
a pack of thieves. The Firat Minister did not Bay that; he
said that there were amongst the Indians some who were
lazy and who would steal.

.Mr. MILLS. I did not say that, nor did I say the. Firt
Minister said so. What I said was that the First Minister
spoke of certain parties who would rather starve thap
work.

Mr. ORTON. We know that there are ame the
Indians in the North-West some who have remaia loyal
and Ue to the Crown, and it would be very wrong indeeç
that such a report should go abroad. We know that the
Blackfeet, the Stoneya, and othor tribes remained trsq,
including many tribes in thei nighbQrhood of Prime

2428



COMMONS DEBATES.
AIbert. I donet think that any misconoeption should go
abroad, and I might be exoused at feeling a little hurt at
such amisinterpretation of our Premier s words. I may
May that I do not think the time has come wheu the Gov-
ernment arill be able to retrench or lessen the expenditure
in maintaining the Indiana of the North-West I think
rather thetime hias arrived when they will be ob' ed to
increase the expenditure, for a time at any rate. I believe
that country can be made in a short time and at a little
expense, able to maintain the Indians very easily, and I
believe it will be done by making them herdismen. There
is no clas of food that can be raised more easily in the
North-West, not only on the plains, but in the
mountains ; in the Touchwood Hille, at Fort Pelly,
and along the Saskatchewan, where there are reser-
vations and blocks of timber, cattle could live all
the year around, and could be raised very cheaply.
I believe that if the Government had large establishments
in different portions ofthat country for raising cattle, they
could feed the Indians more cheaply than at-present, and
they could employ the young Indian lads who have not
been used to hunting, in tending and herding the eattle; and
if the Government gave them a certain interest in
the herd, they would teach the Indians by degrees to sup-
port themselves by raising cattle. I believe they would
fall into that kind of life more easily than into ploughing
or raising grain. 1 believe the young Indian can be taught
any trade. The establishment at Sault Ste. Marie has done
a great deal of good in teaching young Indians the ordinary
trades, and enabling them like other men to earn their own
living. If more money were spent in that way, I believe
th'e Indians of the North-West would soon get into the way
of supporting themselves, so that they would cost very
little to the country.

Mr. WATSON. I am sure the people of Manitoba will
feel grateful to the Premier when they hear that he is about
to establish a body of Mounted Police to protect the settlers
along the frontier. But I think there is too much stress
laid on the faet that a few horses or cattle have been
stolen. The discussion on that subject to-day may
intimidate some people from settling along the
kontier for fear of horse or cattle thieves. I think there are
very few instances of horses or cattle having been stolen
from the anadian side of the boundary-not more than two
or thrSe in the course of a year; and we know that such
things happen in the interior and in the other Provinces.
The First Minister truly stated that the Province of
Manitoba is not able to maintain a Monnted Police
force out of the pittance it gets from the federal au-
thorities, beeause it has no internal revenue of its own; I
uppose aarental hand will continue to guide the affairs of
that Province with reference to the resolution before the
House. So far as my observations have gone in the North-
West, they satisfy me that it is of much more importance
for the Gavernment to consider the advisability of forming

olunteer forces throughout Manitoba and the Territories
than to iuerease the Mounted Police force. The hon. First
Minister has stated, and stated truly, that the Indians get
very bold when they are in a majority, and that when there
is not a large force available to put down depredation, they
commit them, and then retire to their reserves; they make
demanda en the settlers with which the settiers have to
eomply, or suffer. Now, I have made the calculation
that mooording to the cost of maintaining the volunteers
in the eut, a company of volunteers could be sustained
in the North-West, at almost the cost of maintaining one
policeman ; and a company of volunteers would certainly
atrike more terror into the Indians than one mounted
policeman. Too much cannot be said in praise of the
Mounted Police for what they have done in protecting
settlm and maintaining law and order throughout tho

North-West for years past; but if the Government had
kept in existence the volunteer companies that werm in
existence in the North-West, I believe the unfortunate
affair that has just taken place would not have hapEned,
However, that is pat. We cannot praise too
the volunteer forces that were organised in"nitQba
at a moments notice and went to the front. The
county I have the honor to represent firnished Major
Boulton's scouts, who have done as good service in this
outbreak as the Mounted Police; in fact, I believe they
were more active than any force of Mounted Police in the
west. If that company had been or nised and drilled
they could have gone to the front with a great deal more
certainty of doing good service for their country, al-
though they have done everything that could be expect.
ed of them ; still, it is not fair to call on volunters
who have not drilled or had practice at rifle shooting to go
and face such good marksmen as the hunters on the plains
of the North-West. I agree with the member for
Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell) that when thia matter
is before the House the policy of the Government
with regard to the Indians should be laid before the
House. In my opinion the Indians should be compelled to
stay on their reserveS; and as there is now little or no
game in the North-West that cannot b. seenred with shot.
guns. I believe the Indians should be deprived of rifles,.and
furnished with muzzle-loading shot-guns instead. I believe
also that their horses should be taken away from them, and
that they should be furnished with oxen instead. If that
were done, the Indians would not be so likely to leave their
reserves and go about the country as they do now. There
is no doubt, judging from the reports in the press, that
some of the Indian bands have not been treated as well as they
might be. Probably the Government cannot be blamed for
that; but through their officials the Indians do not roeeive
the full value of the money spent aunuall,y for the
purpose of supporting them. For instance, at different
times the Indians have been furnished with poor imple-
ments, and with provisions which have been stated as unfit
even for Indians to eat, although the country has paid thi full
pricefor good articles. Itisvery difficult tokeep the Indians
on their reserves to cultivate their lands, and it is a very4ifg-
cult question for the Government to consider how they can
keep them quiet and sustain them most cheaply. Instead
of spending the enormous amount of money that is spent in
maintaining volunteer forces in the east, 1 think the policy
of the Government should b. to have as large a body of
volunteers as possible in Maaitoba and the North-West, the
only part of the Dominion that especially requires an armed
force. It appears to me that the money that is spent on
military matters is spent too much in towns and cities. Of
course, the hon. Minister of Militia would not be able to
visit the companies, as they would be situated, more than
probably, in the remote parts of Manitoba where they would
be more effective in cases of emergenoy; he would not be
able to take mess with the officers. Too much money is
spent in keeping up an army of officers, and not giviug
attention to the rank and file. It has always been, ever
since I have had the honor of a seat in this louse, the policy
of the Opposi tion to grant better pay to the rank and file,
and prevent the Government spending so much money on
the officers and on the mess room.

Mr. BOWELL. The officers pay for their own mess.

Mr. WATSON. The officers are better paid than the
privates.

Mr. BOWELL. So are you better paid than a laborer.

Mr. WATSON. Weli, I am a laborer, and I think I esrn
ali that I receive.

Mr. BOWELL. That is questionable
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Mr. BLAKE. And you are botter paid than he is.
Mr. BOWELL. You are botter paid than L I never got

$600 out of the North-West. I do not wish the hon. gentle-
man's remarks to go abroad that the officers' mess, either
of the volunteer force or the militia, is paid for by the
Government.

Mr. WATSON. I do not wish to state that the cost of
the officers' mess is paid by the Government.

Xr. BOWELL. But you did say so.
Mr. WATSON. I do not wish to say that, I will take

that back ; but I say there is too much attention paid te the
force in cities and towns, in the more civilised portions of
our Provinces, than there should be. More money should
be spent where it would be of more service. There is no
reason why 2,000 mon should not be ready in Manitoba and
the North-West, in cases of emergency, to protect
that country. The young men of that country have
proved themselves during this trouble equal to the emer-
gency. Those men should have had the advantage of
being drilled, because petitions were sent in from different
points asking that they be organised and have equipment
furnished te them, but those appeals were refused. For-
tunately very few of the men called into action have lost
their lives expect among Boulton's scouts, who, unfortunately
for themselves-Ilo not know whether it was on account
of not being drilled-lost a few of their men. I hope the
Firet Minister will take into consideration the advisability
of organising the volunteers for the protection of the whole
Province in case of emergency.

Resolution concurred in.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD introduced Bill (No. 144)

to authorise the augmentation of the North-West Mounted
Police.

Bill read the first time.

THE CONSOLIDATED IX UnNCEi ACi? 0F 187ï

Bouse resolved itself into Committee on Bill (No. 20)
to modify the application of the Consolidated Insurance Act
of I877.-(Sir John A. Macdonald.)

(In the Committee.)

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I think it would be as
well to call the attention of the Government and the House
generally to the Bill as it now appears, re-printed as
amended. It is not my intention to resume the very
lengthy discussion which took place in committee on the
details'; but, at the same time, I think it would be well to
understand whether the Government have fully considered
the Bill now before us, which is not exactly in accordance,
if I understand the matter right, with the intentions of
either the Finance Minister or the members of the Govern-
ment generally. There are two objecte, as I understand,
whieh the Government designs to attain in this Bill. First
of all, they intend to grant relief to certain friendly socie-
ties, which, it was alleged, were in considerable danger of
being visited with certain penalties if they proceeded to grant
the ordinary benefits te their members, under the exist-
ing'state oftthe law. As to that there can be no question,
and I have no doubt the House will be unanimous in desi-
ring that these friendly societies should be relieved from
any possible consequence to which they might unwillingly
expose themselves; but there is another, and rather impor-
tant consequence, which flows from the Bill now before us,
and that is this, that a totally new and distinct class of
societies, known as the mutual societies, wili, under this
Bill, be placed in line, so to speak, with the olier societies
which have boen conducting their affaire on well recog-
nised pinciple and whioh go forth tg the country as having

Zr.WÀTaSO.

received a Government inspection, which prevents the possi-
bility of any of the persons doing business with them
losing any portion of their insurance money. I wish it to
be distinctly understood that, for my part, I have no
objection at all that these various mutual societies should
do business with those who chose to do business with them;
but I can see, and if I understood rightly the remarks of the
Minister of Oustoms and the Minister of Finance (the latter
of whom is unhappily not here), they also see that there is
in the Bill, as it now stands, a very considerable danger
that these two classes of companies which do business on
different principles should be confused together in the public
mind ; and it did appear to me there was a great deal of
force in the contention made by the representatives of the
older companies, that a separate measure should be intro.
duced for the purpose of legalising the other companies to
do business. This is a Government measure ; the Govern.
ment is responsible, and they will be held of course respon-
sible, for any mischief which may hereafter arise, should
the prophecies of the older companies as to these mutual
societies be fulfilled. I repeat I do not at all desire
to prevent mutual companies from doing business; but the
First Minister will understand that there is an Act on the
statute book which guarantees to the public that the varions
insurance companies which are put under the supervision of
the Superintendent of insurance companies and which report
year to year to him shall have a reserve, which it is his
business to examine into and audit, and that this
reserve shall be one which will effectually protect all
persons doing business with them. I understood that it was
not the opinion of any of the parties more immediately
charged with the promotion of this measure that the
members of the mn1 ual society would be or could be simi-
larly proteutuJ, aud I think therefore it is unfortunate that,
as undoubtedly will be the case if this Bill, as it now stands,
becomes law, the two classes of companies should be con-
founded together in the public mind. No doubt certain
precautions have been taken, after long discussion, and
certain statements are required to be made in these
various policies, but, speaking from a practical standpoint,
it appears clearly to me, and I think to most of those who
heard the discussion, that one main object of the mutual com-
panies was that they should be brought under this particu-
lar Act in order that they might be able to say to the public
at large that they were companies making deposits with
the Government and affording precisely the same security
to the public whith the old line companies, as they are
called, are able to afford. As far as I can judge, they do not
afford that security, and, although I do not desire to prevent
them from doing business, I think it would be expedient
that the distinction between these two classes of comnpanies
should be more clearly defined than it is in the Bill now
before us.

Mr. BOWELL. If the Government and the members of
the committee and those members of the House who attended
the Committee on Banking and Commerce have not made
up their minds on this question, it is not because it was not
amply discussed. I think I may very properly call this
Bill the firt lieutenant to the Franchise Bill. Bight long
days were occupied in the continuons discussion of this
question before that committee, and no other business was
allowed to interfere in any way with it. The present Bill
makes provision for the protection of those insured in the
societies to which the hon. gentleman has alluded; they
are exempted from the operation of the Insurance Act and
of this Bill. The question of having a separate measure to
govern this particular class of companies was discussed for
some days, and the Finance Minister took decided objection
to having a separate Bill placed upon the Statute Book to
govern any olass of insurance. He desired by this

ill to bring these companies within the provisions and
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operation of the General Insurance Companies Act. In order
to prevent, as far as possible, the confounding of this class
of companies with what are termed the old line companies,
there is a special provision made that upon all the policies,
and it is carried so far as to say upgn all circulars that
the company may issue, no matter of how trivial a char-
acter, and in all advertisements published in newspapers,
the fact that they are mutual insurance compamies, or
coöperative life insurance companies, muet b. placed in
bold type upon the face of all these documents; so that every
precaution was taken by the committee to prevent the
confusion to which the hon. gentleman has alluded. Pro-
vision is also made for reserves and for a deposit, and for
the increasing of that deposit when the business of the
society warrants it. So far as provision could be made to
protect the public in dealing with this kind of coöperative
insurance compaies, it was taken by the committee. In
fact, the provisions have been made so stringent by the
committee that those who are in favor of this system of
insurance have taken very great objection to them. If the
committee will look at the provisions of the Bill recognising
the right of this clas of companies to do business, they will
corne to the conclusion that provision has been made for the
protection, as far as is possible by Act of Parliament, of
those who insure in such a company.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Perhaps it is not quite
in order to refer to what passed in the committee, but myself
and the Minister of Customs, and all the members of the
Government who were present, were outvoted in reference
to a number of precautions which we desired to introduce.

Mr. BOWELL. That is true, but we have to deal with
the Bill as it is sent to the House by the committee.

Mr. DAVIES. I do not propose to reopen the very
lengthened discussion which took place before the com-
mittee on this Bill, but I understood that the members of
the Government would not consent to the Bill as it left the
committee. It seemed to me that the contention made by
those who represented the regular insurance companies
was a sound contention, and it received the aseent ofthose
who acted for the Government in that committee, the
Minister of Finance and the Minister of Castoms. They said
that they did not desire to throw any obstacles in the way
of these assesment insurance companies doing business in
Canada, but they said that the principle un which these
assement companies proceeded to do business was an
experiment, a doubtful experiment at that, and there-
fore they should do business in such a way that those
whom they solicited to take policies in their companies
should know exactly and fairly the principles of the
company in which they were taking out the policy, and
they contended that it was not fair to place them, as it
were, in the same boat with the life insurance companies,
under the same Aut, because the result would b. that a
large mass of those who entered into that very important
contract, the insurance of their own lives for the
benefit of their families, would, in the hurry of
business and in the absence of special knowledge
in reference to the matter, b. unable to make the distinction
between the insurance company proper and the insurance
company under the new system. They further contended
that the old security was an ample security, and that it was
unfair that they should go into the same boat with those
new companies, and that the latter should have the same
Government sanction and approval. What does the Bill do ?
What evidence had we before the committee ? I desire to
call attention to the very important statement made by the
Superintendent of insurance fore that committee. He was
examined and cross-examined at length as to his views of
the safety of the principle upon which these new assessment
companies conducted business, and I find in an insurance

journal, the Budget, published, I think, in Toronto, which
seems to have taen a great interest in this matter, that
Professor Cherriman is reported to have replied to the fol-
lowing question by Sir Richard Cartwright:-

" Are we to understand that, so far as your experience goes, yon do
not know whether these companies are aie or not?"

Now this is the answer given by the Superintendent of
insurance. I regard them, h. says, in exactly the. same
light as the Superintendent of insurance for New York
does. e saye

"I regard them in exactly the same light as the Superintendent for
New York does. Hae sya he regards them as experiments. I aocept thst
view. I know very well the *ytem of old Ue Insurance companles in
undeniably based upon ocientific prino les1 and that lt has been test.d
and proved by long experlence. I cannot say with regard to these
assessment companies that tneir principles have been proved by exper-
lenoe. They have not had a lon gnough exriene to enable me to
form an opinion whether they wilf be a.mate.ronound soud, or
whether they ca be permanent."

Well, I say in view of that statement made by the Super.
intendent of insurance companies, it does seems curious to
me that the Government should allow these new assesment
companies to go forth to do business in Canada, stamped with
the imprimateur of the Government, with the sanction of
the Government, when their own Superintendent of Insur-
ance tells them that the principle upon which they do
business is not one which ho can recommend, which i
purely experimental, and h. does not know whether it is
soundor not. This is a very serious business for those
who insure. The majority of those who insure their lives
are mon engaged in the worry and hurry of business. They
have not time to examine carefully the principles of the
company with whom they insure. They imagine, and I do
ntknow but they are right in imagining, that if. the
Government undertake to license an insurance company,
authorising them to do business, the insurer has a riglt to
assume that the Government have satisfied themselves
thoroughly that the principles on which the company
does business are safe and sound. I know of no more
lamentable thing in life than that after a man has insured
in a company, his family find, when the man's life drops
off, that the company is unsound. Now, by this Bill a
foreign insurance comes into Canada makes a deposit with
the Government of 850,000, and when it does that it
has authority from the Government to transact business.
Now, what security bas the insurer got?, He imagies
that he bas the same security as when ho meures i the
old life line, because the Government licenses both com-
panies to do business alongside each other. It has been
contended, and I think the contention was reasonable, that
when the Government authorised these companies on this
untried system, which has been described as an ex riment
by the Superintendent, that they should ear mark te cron-
panies so that the person who meures should know what
company hoe is nured in. The Minister of Customs las
stated, and stated correctly, that the committee, in one or
two of its amendments, made an attempt to carry that out,
and to some extent they have suoce ed; but the broad
fact remains that they are licensed just the same as any
other company, that they are allowed to make a deposit
whieh is in one sense an illusory guarantee, and that they
go forth with the same sanction as the old life lin. om-
panies do, which are bound to hold reserves sufflciently te
meet liabilities on every policy they issue.In think mysef
the contention is not a sound one. I think the Goveru-
ment have made a mistake in mixing the two up together
and putting them under the one Act. I think it in caleu.
lated to deceive, to allow those who insure in these com-
panies to be deceived as to the character of the company in
which they will insure, as to the securities which that

company will offer them, and as to the place mn which they
do business. I repeat thbat in the f tofeeosl. '-#MW
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ment given by their own Superintendent, who was not
satisfied tht the basis on which these companies proceed
was a sound one, it was certainly indefensible for the Gov.
ernment to class thom with the old safe companies.

On section 39
Mr. IVES. I would not like to have the impression go

abroad that ithe House is unanimous with reference to this
measure, i, for my part, do not believe in this new fangled
sytem of insurance at all. I would go even further than
the offloer of the Government who has called it a more
experiment, and I would say it is an experiment which is
almost certain to result in enriching a few agents who, for
the time bein, are acting as receivers general to whoever
likes to deposit money with them, and who, when the time
comes for paying losses, will not be here to pay them. I do
not believe there is any sound, scientific or commercial
foundation for this kind of insurance. I am perfectly
satisfied it will not succeed, that it will resUilt in disaster
and loms of the money that is deposited with these comn.
panies. Now, my objection to this Bill in the hands
of the Government is very similar to that which the last
speaker mentioned. If the Government undertakes to
supervise the question of insurance at all, as they do the
matter of banking, I think they are bound to see that no
wild cat insurance companies are permitted to do business
here, that the Government's own officer says are merely
experimental, until they are pprfectly satisfied that every
man will be safe who insures with them. Now the Govern-
ment very properly take charge of banking, but what
would be said if they were to permit a system of banking
to be introduced here which theF inance Minister himsel
was bound to say was merely experimental and which was
as likely to reult in disaster to the people as to result in
good ? I am quite sure that publie sentiment would not
sdetain the Government in putting their imprimatur upon
a systea of banking which they and their officer were
bound to say was merely experimental. Yet that is what
is said of this. system, of insurance. From what I know of
the men who are acting as agents, who are receiving the
people'smoney, and from what happened the other day in
Montreal at their meeting, a committee of investi-
gation being already appointed, and from the whole cir-
cumst.ances of the case, I am just as well satisfied as I am
that I am-standing here, that this new fangled insurance
will result in disaster and loss of money to our people;
and I protest against tho Government sanctioning it, as
they seei to do by taking charge of this Bill and providing
that thee companies dog business here, by their being
registered, shall obtain the assistance which Government
sanction gives them, and without providing any reasonable
and satisfactory safegnard to the public. I believe the
whole thing is a mistake, and if anybody at a later stage
sees fit to move the three months hoist for this bill, I shall
be very happy to vote for it, bocause I do not look upon
this Bill as.a Government measure but simply as an Insu-
rance Bill, which is giving recognition to a kind of insurance
companies, which the Government themselves called expe-
rimental and which experiment, in my opinion, would be
disastrous.

Mr. WELLS. The principal objection which my hon.-
friends urge against this system of insurance seems to be
that it is experimental. Now, it is by no means experi-
mental. The system of assessment assurance is the natural
system, and the oldest system which we have. The other
is the artificial syatem. The asesment system of insurance
is that which ha. been adopted by so many societies all over
the world, by labor societies of varions kinds, by secret socie-
ties of all kinds, societies which have lasted hundreds of
years. I do not mean to say that it is conducted on exactly
the same priipleias by.hereglar assessment companies of,
the pres*M dsy, because, as tim os QÀ, improvements are1

Mr. DAVYos,

made, and all the improvements, wieh. exprienee hem
shown to be necessary have in the formation of the
later companies been adopted. It i, I repeat, the natural
system and the other is the artißoial system. sae any
system of insurance >e reasonable which demanda that a
person who insures should pay about five times the amouat
really required to pay a death loss ? That seems to be a
most unreasonable system.

It has been said that the old line high premium system
guarantees absolute security to the policy holder. But
what is the result ? While the assessment ýsystem is caled
experimental the experience of the other system has shown
it to be utterly fallacions. Indeed I think I am saie in say.
ing that in the history of no other public companies, except,
perhaps, banking companies in the United States, ha there
been such a frightful loss of money and such failure as in
the insurance system on the old plan. I have in my hand
a list of a few of the more recent failures. The Guardian
Life, Widows and Orphans, North Amerioan LifeUniver-
sal Life, Reserve Mntal Life, Munl Protection Lifu,
and New York State Life, ail companies conducted
acording to the old principles, and having reserves
of 820,000,000, have recently failed. Thon we have another
l;ist: American Popular Life, Atlantic Mutual Lif, Con-
tinental Life, Life Association of America, New Jersey
Mutual Life, Security Life, with guaranteed securities
amounting to $16,000,000, on which a dividend of 10 cents
in the dollar only has been paid. I do not mean to say
that these are all the companies tht have even recently
failed, but these companies are at this very moment in the
hands of Receivers in New York city. Yet hon. gentlemen
will tell us that this is the only safe system of insurance.

I think there has been altogether too much said about the
oonfusion which must follow the two systems working side
by side. There is no force whatever in that objection.
The companies are always advertising, and there is an
insurance controversy always going on over the merits of
the two systems. Documents explanatory of both systems
of insurance are constantly being issued, illustrating,
explaining and extolling the two systems. Insurances,
moreover, are not, as a rule, effected by the ignorant classes.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). I think, Mr. Chairman, this
discussion is out of order on section 3 of this Bill.

Mr. WELLS. If that is so, the observations of the pre-
vions spealkers yere out of order.

Mr. WHLTE (Cardwell). I do not think that faut can
make the remarks of the hon. gentleman in order,

M'. CHAIR KAN. The discussion is certainly out of order
on this clause.

On section 5,
Sir RICIIAIRD CARTWRIGHT. It is satisfactory to see

that liberal views are making progress in the minds of mem-
bars of the Government, and, although it may not practi-
cally concern a member on this side, I submit that hon.
gentlemen opposite must feel that this is a degradation of
the National P>olicy in every shape and form. The idea
that an American shall be permitted to take Canadian money
for the purpose of insuring Canadian lives, seems to be
entirely out of the regular course.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). The hon. gentleman is entfirely
mistaken. We impose special conditions on American com-
panies doing business here, while we do not impose sueh
conditions on Canadian companies. That is carrying out
the idea of the National Policy.

Mr. IVES; I object to Americans taking Canadian money
and with it protecting their own lives.

Mr. GIROUARD. I desire to add a new section to follow
section 5 .;"The provision contained in clause 4e, 6, 7,
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and 8 shall alseo apply to any company incorporated in
Canada carryingon life insurance on the co-operative or
assessment plan." I am one of those who do not believe in
the assessment plan ; but I am willing that those assess
ment companies should have a fair trial. That was the
opinion of the committee; but the opinion was also expressed
very strongly that everything should be done to preveni
confusion between the old lino companies and companies
on the new system. I proposed amendments which were
adopted by the committee, and among others was one pro.
viding that the word "assessment system," shalh be on the
face of every policy. At the last sitting of the committee
the Bill having been considerably amended, so much so that
we did not know the numbering of the clause, it was sug.
gested that the amendment I now propose should be made
in Committee of the Whole House. I now move it. Its effect
will be this: Under clause 5 it is provided that a foreigun
assessment company shall ho subject to the following regula.
tions, stated briefly: Death claims shalil be the first charge
on all moneys received for assessment. No portion of such
moneys shall be used for any expense of the administration.
A clause shall be printed in colored ink declaring that this
association is not required by law to maintain any reserve.
Every policy shall contain an absolute promise to pay. These
are the conditions which the committee laid down as forming
a good safeguard to policy holders. I do not see why, if these
resolutions are good as regards foreign assessment compa-
nies, they should not be good as regards Canadian assesment
companies. 1, therefore, move that these conditions which
are required of foreign assessment companies should also be
required of Canadian assessment companies.

Mr. IVES. Can any provision be made to insure that an
action can be brought in the case of death loss against any
of the American companies in Canada? When a policy was
produeed in the committee it was found that one of the
prominent conditions was that no action could be brought
againet the company with respect to loses except in a cer-
tain court in New York city. Is any provision made which
will give to our courts jurisdiction to enforce the rights of
our people with respect to this class of policy ?

Mr. WELLS. Our courts have jurisdiction already, and
judgments are reported.

Mr. IVES. Io that the case if a man mates 'a contract
in which ho agreos that no action shall be taken cxcept in
a certain court ?

Mr. WELLS. The present policies do not contain any
such condition.

Mr. IVES. Would it not be better to make it a condition
of their doing business bore, that the companies should bc
amenable to our courts.

Mr. BOWELL. That question was very fully discussed
in the committee, and it was put to the committee and
lost. Some of the lawyers in the committee, and I think
the hon. member for North Victoria, gave it as their opinion
as the hon. member for Bruce (Mr. Wells) has done now,
that they have the power.

Mr. GIROUARD. No doubt they have, and a clause at
the back of the policy to the effect that the insured shall
be subject only to the juriadiction of the United States, will
be no good.

Mr. IVES. I certainly think it would be a good deal
safer to make it a condition of' doing business here, that
they should ho amenable to our courts, than that they
should have to trust to litigation either here or in the
United States. Supsing a party seeking to recover his
claim has to go to New York or some other place to obtain
his claim, and when ho goes there to seek enforcement of
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i the judgment, ho is met with the original objection that

r the judgment obtained here was contrary to the agrement
à between the two parties, and consequently it wou hdbe null
- and void.

Mr. BEATY. I regret that such legislation is necessary
t at al], as it will create confusion to have the assesment

companies and the old lin@ companies operating together.
But as apparently, some kind of legislation must.be had, we
should give every consideration and protection to the
assured, se that te money invested may bring them a
return when the time comes. I shall support the motion
of the hon. member for Jacques Cartier (Ur. Girourd), for
that reason.

On sub-section 3,
Mr. BOWELL. I would suggoest the addition of these

words: "upon such trusts as shall be dotermined by the
Governor in Council."

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. With reference to that
point, so far as we could understand from the evidenoe of
the Superintendent of Insurance, it would be utterly impos.
sible for him in practice to insist on any additional deposit.
He said to us-and it is right that the House should know
it-that it was quite impossible for him to estimate their
liabilities at all, on the system on which they do business,
and he did not expect that he would ho able to advise the,
Minister to call upon thom to make any additional deposit,
unless as a more arbitrary regulation-mere guess work,
I think were the words ho used.

Mr. BOWELL. I suppose ho would judge by the extent
of business done by the company, and if the amount
of business was sufciently great to warrant a recommenda,
tien for a further deposit, ho would be justified in making
such a recommondation.

Mr. DAVIES. Does the amendment apply only to the
additional deposit, or does it apply te the $50,000 as well?

Mr. BOWELL. The present deposit of $50,000 is, I
suppose, governed by the presont insurance law; and I
think probably the construction put upon this amendment
would be that it would apply only to the additional deposit.

Mr. DAVIES. I do not understand that the provisions
of the General Insurance Act enables the Governor in
Council to make any declaration as to its appropriation,
nor do I understand that it is accessible in any way by a
policy holder as security for the payment of his deposit.

Mr. BOWELL. This sub-section provides for the first
deposit being made under the provision of the Consolidated
Insurance Act.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGIIT. As I understand, this
850,000 is the proporty of all the parties, al[ over the
States as well as here, who have claims. That appears to
'result from the nature of the case as applies to mutual
companies. fou cannot reserve it for the benefit of
Canadian policy holder3ý-I think there i8 no dispute about
that.

Mr. BOWBLL. And that was one of the principal rea-
sons why the committee insisted on making further de-
posits, in case they should be asked by the Governmont
upon the report of the Insurance Inspector.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. And these further
deposits would be subject to the same conditions as the
other-they would not belong specially to Canadian policy
holdera.

Mr. DAVIES. That would depend on the direction of
the Governor in Council.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I think not; I think it
is in the nature of the case.

Amendment agreed to,
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On sub-section 4,
Mr. WELLS. Perhaps it might be botter to put in the

word "legitimate " before the word "deathi" claim.
Mr. BOWELL. No, I think not; that is a question for

the lawyers to determine, and to insert that qualification
might give the company the right to declare that every
claim they did not wish to meet was not a legitimate one.

On sub-section 8, section 5,
Mr. WELLS. I suggest that these words be added:
Provided that nothing herein contained shall be construed to make

sny person liable in respect ofassessments made byany such association
af ter he ceases to be a member thereof.

No doubt that is the law as it is. I do not think any lawyer
would say that the effect of this section is to make memberb
liable after they cese to be members; but I know of my
own knowledge that it is being used now by agents of
rival companies as having that effect. Members are not
zow liable for assessments after they cesse to be members;
but I wish to make it perfectly clear that this section does
not affect the existing law.

Mr. IVES. I have very serious objections to that amend-
ment. It is well known that the object of these companies
is to get rid of their members after they have failed for a
certain number of years, in order to get rid of their obliga-
tions; and if the impression were made that the members
could not drop out in this way, and escape their obligations,
it would have a good effect.

Mr. MACKENZIE. At any rate my hon. friend must
be proposing more surplusage from his point of view. If
that is the law now, his amendment i3 not required ; if it
is not the law, the amendment makes it the law.

Mr. WELLS. I do not make any new law. I only say
that the section shall not be construed to affect the existing
law.

3Mr. HALL. It was suggested before the committee that
members should withdraw on giving notice, and the effect
of this amendment would be to enable all those who are
intelligent enough to use that method of escaping liability
to escape entirely. They are relieved by law at the
expiration of thoir contract.

Mr. BOWELL. Would the effect of the motion not be to
relieve every member of the insurance upon lives taken
during the time he was a member ? If it does, there would
be no security at all for those who are left.

Mr. IVES. The hon. gentleman says that is the law now.
Mr. BOWELL. It is not the law so far as Mutual Insu-

rance companies are concerned. A member is responsible
for risks taken and losses incurred while he is a member,
and he ia liable to that extent if ho goes out.

Mr. WELLS. He is not liable for all losses that occur
while he is in the oompany.

Mr. DAVIES. Suppose a man sees losses occur to the
extent of $20,000 or $30,000 and retires; if he retires before
any assessment is levied, ho will be relieved of liability by
the amendment.

Mr. WELLS. Well, I do not care for the amendment
one way or the other.

Mr. IVES. I would like to call the attention of the hon.
Minister of Customs to the declaration made by the hon.
member for Eat Bruce (Mr. Wells) that any member can
g e Out without paying up, simply by giving notice. If the
bulk of the members left the association, those who have
been paying for a lifetime or for a half a lifetime have no
recourse except with themselves for the assessments to pay
their insurance when they die. That shows in a conclusive
manner the objection to the whole system, and is a reason

Sir I4ewAUa» CÂARTorDQ1T.

why the Government of Cauada should not give aid or
countenance to a system of insurance, which is so costly,
and which muast necossarily reault in disaster.

Mr. EDGAR. I would just emphasise what the hon.
gentleman has just said. By sub-section 7, we are told what
the securities shall be. The two funds out of whieh these
associations are obliged to pay losses are the death fund,
and any moneys realised from assessments to be made for
that purpose. But according to sub-section 6 the associa-
tions are not required to maintain a reserve, so that the
death fund may amount to nothing at all, and the other
fund according to the hon. gentleman, may amount to noth-
ing either. There is to be no security if people may go
out altogether.

Mr. WELLS. If they aIl go out there are no losses to
pay. The death fund of the association is mentioned as dis-
tinguished from moneys realised from new assessments.
There is always a balance over from every assessment,
which is put into the death fund, and if that is not kufficient,
they asseas,

Amendment withdrawn.
Mr. GIROUARD moved, That the provisions contained

in sub-sections 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, of section 5, shall also apply to
any company incorporated in Canada carrying on the
business of life insurance upon the coôperative or asses-
ment plan.

Mr. BOWELL. The adoption of that clause will take
fromt tho Canadian companies that advantage and protection
the hon. member for South Huron is so anxious about. It
wili place them, precisely in the same position as foreign
companies. It is for the House to say whether Canadian
companies of this character should have any advantages
other than those possessed by foreign companies. The
amendment placed in my hands by the Suparintendent of
Insurance is to this effect : He says: "It was expected, on all
sides, that Canadian companies were to be allowed to
transact their own business in their own way without
further conditions than that of making an annual return,
and these companies actually supported the Bill on this
understanding ; that if they had been apprised of these
conditions they probably would have appeared before the
committee and claimed to be heard in opposition,
and that at ahi events, they should have an op-
portunity of leing heard; that it is evident there
are grounds for stringently regulating the trans-
actions of foreign companies whose management is outside
Canada, and which are beyond Canada's control, while such
grounds may not exist upon the part of companies existing
only among our people." I have read this memo. from
the Superintendent of Insurance, ho having a more practi-
cal knowledge of the operation and the working of the
different insurance companies and of the intention of his
Department in permitting the provisions of this Bill becom-
ing a part of the General Insurance Act, rather than give
an opinion of my own. I am, therefore, of opinion that
Canadian companies should have advantages not accorded
to foreign companies, for the reason advanced by the
Superintendent General, namely, that being in our own
country we have greater control over them than we can
possibly have over those companies whose headquarters
are in foreign lands.

Mr. GIROUARD. The Superintendent says these com-
panies had no opportunity of being heard on this point.
Are we to be told that we have no right to make this
amendment because these companies have not been heard ?

Mr. BOWELL. He says they were given to understand
the provisions of the Bill would not apply to them, and
conseguently they did not appear before the committoo.
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Mr. GIROUARD. That amounts to the same thing-
that the Bill has corne from the committee on Banking and
Commerce and we have no right to amend it. At the last
sitting of the committee on Banking and Commerce I
moved this very amendment, but as the Bill had been
already much amended and contained many erasures, it was
agreed my amendment should be renewed in Co mmittee of
the Whole House. The companies had opportunity of
being heard then, but they said nothing, and in fact from
what I heard from those parties representing assessment
companies who were pre3ent, they had no objection to this
clause. As a matter of fact, whether they had objection or
not, we have hoard enough during the discussion this after-
noon to show that this system, which, according to the
Superintendent, is only experimentally, is very dangerous
and should be guarded by all restrictions that the House
may find nècessary for the protection of the policy holders.
We have found it necessary to provide, as far as American
assessment companies are concerned, that death claims
shall be the first charge; that no portion of the money
shall be used for any expenses, that a clause shall be printed
in different colored ink, in these words: "This association
is not required by law to maintain any reserve." If these
clauses are necessary for the protection of policy holders hold.
ing American policies, I do not see why they are not neces-
sary for the protection of pohicy holders, when they hold
Canadian policies. If these clauses are good as far as Ameri-
can companies are concerned, they are equally as good as far
as Canadians are concerned. The hon. Minister says then
there will b no difference. There will be a great differ-
ence; the deposit of $50,000 is not required from the
Canadian companies, but is from the American com panies;
and really no good reason has been advanced by the hon.
the Minister to show that these conditions, which I believe
are necessary to prevent confusion in the public mind, and
which are held to be good as far as American companies are
concerned, should not apply equally to Canadian companies.

Mr. DAVIES. The restrictions in the 5, 6 and 7 sub-
sections which the hon. gentleman proposes to apply to
Canadian assessment companies, were inserted in the com-
mittoe for the protection of the policy holders, and I think
myself that a large number of those who voted in the comné
mittee believed that they applied to all assessment compa-
nies. I think the amendment is a proper one.

Mr. IVES. This is not a matter of advantage to the com-
panies, but a matter of protection to the policy holders. If
it is necessary to protect our people in the case of foreign
companies, it is certainly necessary to protect them in the
case of our own companies. If there is any distinction
between these companies and the companies on the old
line, why should not the distinction be marked on the Cana-
dian policies issued by Canadian companies? Perhaps thej
Minister of Castoms will tell us what advantage Canadian
old lino companies enjoy over the English or American
companies; they have to deposit and comply with the same
regulations. I do not see what particular advantago the
Canadian old line companies bave over the English or
Americans, that should justify our giving this extremely
new-fangled system superior advantages to swindle theJ
people which the American companies have not.

Mr. HALL. One of the clauses insisted upon by the
committee was that no part of the assessment for death
losses should be applied to expenses. Thore could be no
botter indication of the wisdom of the amendment of the
hon. member for Jacques Cartier (Mr. Girouard) than the
fact that a certain society in Montreal had an income of
836,570, out of which they paid for death claims, $4,619,
their expenses being $31,951 ; and the next year their
total recipts were $59,790, their death claims had
ingesased to *20,200, and their expenses were 439,590,

That is a company that came to grief the other day in
Montreal.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGH r. There is a strong
reason, I think, at any rate, that clause 6 should be made
applicable to ail. I am, myself, in favor of the amendment
of my hon. friend from Jacques Cartier (Mr. Girouard).
The only guarantee against confusion amongst these com-
panies is the declaration in clause 6, that every application
policy and certificate shall have printed thereon the follow.
ing words :-

This association is not required by law to maintain the remerve
which is required of ordinary life insurance companies.

I doubt very much whether in practice that is a sufficient
guaranteo, but it is the only guarantee we have, and if that
is to be forced on American or English companies, there is
equal reason why the attention of policy holders should be
called to it in the case of these other companies. Every
possible attempt will be made by the insurance canvassers,
of whom, no doubt, the House bas had experience enough,
and who are not the most scrupulous people in the world, but
are as persistent a class of canvassers as you can find from.
one end of Canada to the other, to represent that these com
panies are just as good as the other companies.

Mr WELLS. A great deal botter.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGH T. My hon. friend does
not go quite as far as one gentleman, who says this is a
heaven-directed system for the protection of insurers; but,
however this may be, if you do not extend this provision
to the Canadian comapanies, no ordinary man will be able to
distinguish between thom at all. There is nothing to tell
any man insuring what he ought to know, that these com-
panies are conducted on a totally different principle from
that laid down for those the Government has taken under
its spocial care. We have had very special and very
peculiar legislation on this subject, and there is no doubt
that the public are by this time thoroughly aware of the
fact that the majority of these old companies are under
a rigorous system of Government inspection, and that they
put dependence upon them for that very reason. In intro-
ducing this measure as it stands, I warn the Government
that they positively give a premium to fraudulent canvas-
sers-we will not say anything about the companies repro-
sented by such respectable persons as my hon. friend behind
me-to conceal the real facts of the case, and I think it is a
reasonable demand that they shall b required to show on
the face of the policies that they are not conducted on the
same basis as the other companies.

Amendment (.Mr. Girouard) agreed to.

Mr. GIROUARD. I doubt very much whether you have
jurisdiction lu that matter. It seems to me to be a matter
of procedure which belongs to the Local Legislature. The
action must be taken in the county or district where the
insured is residing. We have other modes of suing and 1
think it should be before any court of competent jurisdiction,

Mr. IVES. Surely, if we have jurisdiction over the sub.
ject of insurance, we have over the mode of carrying it out,
and the amendmentjust carried is as obnoxious to t he objec-
tion as this one.

Mr. GIROUA RD. No. It ought to be any court of
competent jurisdiction in the Province.

Mr. WELLS. I propose to move the following:-
No such association shall insert any provision In any certificate

or policy preventing au action from being brought thereon ln Canada,
au if any such provision is so inserted, t hesame shall be void.

Mr. IVES. My objection to this is that the contract is
made in New York, and the policy isissued there, and dated
there, and therefore there would be nothing to give juris-
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diction to our courts. There is nothing to show that the
contract was made here at all, and, whether the ameudment
would be of any use here or not, it would only remove the
difficulty of the man who had to sue at home, and that
would be worse than the other amendment. It seoms to me
that the foreign insurance company ought to agree that,
although the contract is made in a foreign country, the
holder of the policy hero should be entitled to pursue his
recourse in our courts, and therefore I cannot accept the
amendment of the hon. member.

Mr. WELLS. Surely my hon. friend does not mean to
say that if a policy is made in New York to a Canadian
policy holder the latter cannot sue in Canada. It has been
held to the contrary in this country. Then the only effect
would be that, supposing any company put such a provision
in the policy, and that is pleaded against t he action, the courts
would hold that it was void. I go further. My hon. friend,
perbaps, does not know that many of the policies made by
these American companies are expressly made on the face of
them payable old line in New York or elsewhere, so that, if
he is going to introduce that amendment at all, he must
make it applicable to them all. The policies of the New
York Life, the Mutual Life, and other companies, are especi.
ally stated to be made in New York.

Mr. ABBOTT. It seems to me there is no difficulty
about a suit in Canada which is not covered by either of those
amendments. Canvassers for these foreign companies are
frequently people who travel about and ask for subscriptions.
The company itself may have no office which anybody can
find, or to which anyone can have convenient access. It
seems to me the chief difficulty about suing any company
would be the possession of a domicile, a place where a writ
could be served. If it were a condition that the company
should name a place, and, as we say in Lower Canada, elect
a domicile in the Province, somewhere where the writ could
be served, then persons suffering losses might take their
remedy in the Province. My impression is that the first
amendment moved should have an addition to it, that besides
stating that persons may sue within the Province for a
remedy upon any policy issued, a place should be named
within the Province where the writ could be served.
Without that the remedy would be quite illusory.

Mr. IVES. I should much prefer the suggestion of the
hon. member, although the remedy would not be quite
illusory, because in our Province we could call them in by
advertisement and obtain a judgment that way.

Mr. EDGAR. That suggestion is a good one; still I think
the clause would be very valuable even if that suggestion
were not adopted, because in Ontario there is nodifficulty
in serving a foreign corporation.

Mr. IVES. Nor in Quebec cither.

Mr. DAVIES. I think most of the Provinces have
provisions in their procedures to sue foreign corporations.
I think that the suggestion of the hon. member for Jacques
Cartier (Mr. Girouard) should be accepted by the mover of
the resolution, and that one should not be compelled to sue
in the particular locality where the person dies, but any-
where in the Province.

Mr. ABBOTT. Allow me to refer to the General
Insurance Act as it exists. In clause 9 of that Act it is
provided that documents are to be filed before license is
granted, and among those documents is a power of attorney,
which must declare in what place in Canada the head office
or chief agency of such company is situated, and it muet
expresly authorise such attorney to receive process in all
suits and proceedings against such company, in any Province
of Canada, for any liabilities incurred by the oompany
therein.

Mr. Ivi.

Mr. BOWELL. I would like to suggest to the legal gen.
tlemen in this matter, that that clause already applies to
these line companies. I take it for granted that every clause
in this Act of which this is a part applies to this company,
except those that are specially repealed. However, I would
suggest, as this is rather an important amendment, that the
hon. member who has moved the amendment should with.
draw it for the present, and have it carofully drawn, and
move it at the third reading of the Bill.

Mr. IVES. I have no objection.
Amendment, and amendment to the amendment, with*

drawn.

On section 7,
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Is such a thing as that

withim our purview.
Mr. LANDRY (Kent). I was not present in the commit-

tee before which the Bill was so lengthily discussed, but I
think we ought to go somewhat farther than this clause
provides. A good deal of litigation has arisen in testing the
claims of parties, for the reason that in the application cer.
tain statements were made that were proven to be untrue.
We can easily see how this can be done. People who go
around canvassing for applications are very apt to meet
with persons as applicants who do not know exactly
the meaning of certain questions » hich they have to answer.
The canvasser will very probably say that it does not make
much difference whether the application is correctly filled
up or not, and with this statement in view the applicant
fills up the application. The answers given are, however,
made part of the contract, and if it should turn out, after-
wards, that there has been some error in the statements,
although they have been made in good faith, the representa-
tives of thetparty will not be able to enforce the claim. We
should-add lie words: "Provided it has not been made
fraudulently." Unless the statement, which proves to be
an erroneous one, is made fraudulently at the time, the
pelicy should not be voided. Applicants in answering as to
their age may make a mistake of a year. The canvasser
very probably says that the exact age is not material ; never-
theless, it is afterwards made material, and if it should turn
out to be erroneous, the representatives of the insurer will
not be able to enforce the claim.

Mr. DAVIES I cannot agree with the hon. member for
Kent. The section goes as far as it can reasonably go.
Heretofore misstatements, whether material or immaterial,
would void the whole policy. That was unfair and unjust.
This section is in the direction of relieving policy holders
from that injustice. I cannet, however, go so far as to say
that if very material statements should prove false the
policy should not be voided. I think it should be voided.

Mr. LANDRY (Kent). In the case of fire insurance, for
example, the distance of one building from another ls fre-
quently erroneously stated, and in some cases the agent has
himself drawn out the rough plan. There are many answers
given to questions in applications for life insurance, respect-
ing which the parties are not certain, and if the statements
are made bond fide, I think the policy should not be voided,
although they subsequently prove to be incorrect.

Mr. ABBOTT. I agree with the hon. member for
Queen's in his view as to the proposai just made. The con-
tract is one which depends on the representations of the
party desiring to be assured. The amount of premiums
to be paid depends on the statements made, and 'they are
absolutely the conditions on which the insurance is effected.
If an applicant makes a misstatement as to hie age, that
may have an effect on the amount paid during 20, 30 or
50 years, and if ho may make an error in regard to one
year ho may as regards fivo years. It in proper that, if the
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contract be made in error, the policy should be voided, if
the misrepresentations or errors are material.

Mr. SPROULE. It very fiequently happons that if erro.
neous statements bave been made the companies go ,in and
continue to receive the premiums during ton or fifteen yeazs,
and on the death of the insured they bring up the misstate-
ments as a reason why they should not pay the death loss.
There ought to be something in the Act that would prevent
the company, after a policy has been issued and been in
force for some time, from subsequently raising a question
as to its validity. After the company have taken every
possible means to satisfy themselves as to the truth of a
statement, and after the premiums have been paid during
some years, they should not be allowed to plead that a mis-
statement was made and the policy therefore voided.

Mr. DAVIES. The obligation as to good faith should
extend to both parties.

Mr. LANDRY (Kent). I look upon the matter as of
more importance than do some hon. members, and I will
move the amendment I have suggested, on the third read-
ing, and will then be prepared to show that the series of
questions put to applicants are such as cannot be answered
correctly. I do not think ho ought to. I think that it
ought to be the duty of the company, if they want to resist
a claim of this kind, to show that the statements that were
made at the time were made fraudulently, that the party
knew that they were fraudulent, and did it for the purpose
of getting a policy upon false representations, which ho
knew were false at the time. I have merely given one of
the instances as an illustration, but there are many of the
same kind, so that it is almost impossible for the applicant
to answer the questions without making mistakes.

Mr. TROW. There is such keen competition betweon
the agents of these companies that in many instances these
questions are not answered, but are taken for granted, and
I think that the only cases in which a man should forfeit
his rights is when he attempts to misrepresent his age for
the purpose of benefiting thereby.

Mr. IICKEY. I think the observations of the hon.
member for Kent (Mr. Landry) ought to have a great deal
of weight with this committee. No doubt there are many
candidates for examination who have insufficient knowledge
of their own immediate family history. They may possibly
be foreigners, coming to this country; their parents or
their brothers or sisters may have died since they leit, for
instance, of consumption, which is a hereditary disease, and
theapplicant may be in good faith in not knowing of what
disease they died. For that reason, I think some considera-
tion should be extended to the applicant. At present the
family history is considered very important for or against
the candidate, as evidence which ho can give himself, apart
from the physician's examination. Most of our companies
are making the examination more carefully than ever,
because they are stating in their policies that after three
premiums are paid nothing will invalidate the policy. For
instance, the Canada Life makes that provision.

On section 8,
Mr. WELLS. It is perfectly obvious that this clause

goes further than the person who drafted it intended. For
instance, in the 16th and 20th lines, it includes "any person
who transacts any business on behalf of such company," as
those coming within the penalty of the 13th section of the
Act. I do not think it was ever intended to go as far as
those words go, because they w.ould include any proprietor
of a newspaper publishing an advertisement, for an
unlieensed company or any carpenter putting up a shelf.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). The carpenter would not be
oald upon to print any words in his insurance policy.

Mr. WELLS. But it is not limited in that way. This
section has been compiled from two or three sections; it was
moved just at the moment the committee was rising, and it
was not well considored. Now, what the committee wish
is to protect the public, by seeing that tho publie are sure
that it understands it is dealing with a company which does
business on the asseeement principle. That, 1 suppose, is
the object of the clause. Now, overy assessment company
sends out thousands of circulars, notices of assossment, etc.,
to its own members, and is thero any object in having the
words 'assoesment system " printed on sucl documents,
or any other documents of that kind that are sent to its
own members. I shall move an amendment which, I think,
will be accepted by the committeo, as it is a r-easonable one.
I move to insert after the word "Canada," these words :

In every circular or advertisement issued or used in Canada,
addressed to its own members, and not siowing that the company tran-
sacts the business of insurance upon the assessmeut system.
Some of those companies bave onormous stocks of those cir-
culars on hand. The company in which I am interested I
know has thousands, I might say millions, of them on hand,
and as many of them are pamphlets, they could not be put
through the press without tearing them apart.

Mr. WIIITE (Cardwell). Yes, they could.
Mr. WELLS. I do not sec any olbject in putting these

words in, in the case of such documents as I have describod,
sent to the companies' own members, and I do not think
any company should bc embarrassed or vexed or harassed by
a provision of this kind, for no purposo.

Mr. DAVIES. If I hoard the amendment aright, it is
more extensive than the hon. gentloman who prorosed it
seoms to understand. It might bo desirablo thiat papers
sent to members thomselves should not lhave the words
" assossment system " on them; but the amondment goes
further, because it provides that these words should not bu
on any document, if it could be gathered from tho substance
of the document that the company carries on business by
tbe assessment system. If carrid, it would compel overy
man to read every report or document ho received, in order
to ascortain whetbor or not the company was conducted on
the assessment system. Why does the hon. mombor want
to dispense with that notice ?

Mr. WELLS. I frankly say why. These companies have
hundreds of thousands of those documents already printed.
There is one company that sends to its own imembors 200,000
of these documents every two months, and it would be utterly
ont of the question to put a stamp on ail of thesu; it would
take the whole time ofa man or half a do:on mon to do it.
This idea of safety is entiroly over-estimated. Did anybody
ever know an instance in which a person was insured under
one system and thought ho was insuring under another ?
I venture to say it would bu uttorly impossible, with the
strife and rivalry existing among insuranco companies; and
we are only forecasting a grievance which has never arison,
and which probably never will arise. To require that a
document or report will show on its face that the con.
pany is doing business on the assessment systemn is
surely protection enough to the public. My hon. f-iend
says a person may be deceived, because ho may have to read
through the document. I do not suppose anyone is going
to be deceived by a document unless ho reads it. I think
this provision is only vexatious.

Mr. TROW. I do not think it is imposing any hardship
on these companies to require them to stamp those docu-
ments in the corner with the words "assessment system."
If they have a large surplus of the documents on band, one
man could, in a short time, stamp ail they would require fbr
a month.

Mr. EDGAR. If my hon. friend is so much in favor of
the assessment system, and it has so many advantages, as ho
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says, it should be his earnest desire to have the words
" assessment system" put on every document and every
policy, and to advertise it in every possible way. I really
cannot see why ho takes the ground he does.

Mr. BOWELL. I do not think the objection the hon.
member for East Bruce (Ur. Wells) takes to the clause is
so important as he thinks it is. If the companies have the
number of circulars on hand he says, it will not require half
a dozen men to stamp them. They can easily be run
through a power press with the same rapidity with which
they were printed. The only objection, to my mind, is that
of expense, and it will not be very large. The very strong
opinion expressed in the committee-and I see it prevails
in the House-was that all documents of theso companies
should bear on their face evidence that they are documents
of companies conducted on the co-operativo plan. I think
the clause is sufficient. It makes any ofioer of an unli-
censed company, or any person who transacts business on
behalf of such company, liable to the penalty.

Mr. WELLS. By that clause you make any person doing
any sort of business for an unlicensed company liable. If a
publisher of a newspaper inserts an advertisement for such
a company, would you make him liable ?

Mr. BOWELL. He is not transacting business on behalf
of the company.

Mr. WELLS. It depends on what the court will take
"transactiDg business " to mean. I think he would be.

Mr. MACKENZIE. Insert the word "insurance " before
the word "business."

Mr. WELLS. I would suggest that all the words after
the word "company," in the 18th line, to the word "com-
pany," in the 20th line, be omitted, because this is provided
already in the general Insurance Act. I would move to
that effect.

Amendment (Mr. Wells) negatived.
Mr. BOWELL. I think the suggestion made by the hon.

member for East York (Mr. Mackenzie) meets the objection,
and makes the clause much clearer. I would move that as
an amendmont,

Amendment agreed to.
Mr. BEATY. There should also be an amendment to

the 21st lino by adding the following words:-
And any director4manager, agent or other officer of the company,

or any other person transacting business on behalf of the said company'
circulating or issu'ng any policy, or application, or circular, in which
the words "assessment eystemI are not printed thereon, shall be liable
to a penalty mentionet in the 13th section of the Act,

Amendment agreed to.
Mr. DAVIES. Suppose an agent circulates 1,000 copies,

is it to be one offence, or more than one?
Mr. BOWELL. That question is before the courts of

Ontario, as to whether bribing one man or a dozen is one
offence.

Mr. BLAKE. It ought to be made clear.
Mr. DAVIES. It is monstrous that the man who issues

one circular should be subject to the same penalty as the
man who issues 1,000.

Mr. BOWELL. For each offence, $1,000.
Mr. DAVIES. No ; the Act says not exceeding $1,000;

it may be $1.
The Committee rose, and it being six o'clock, the Speaker

left the Chair.
After Recess.

House again rosolved itseolf into Committee.
Mr. IVES. I propose to move, as the 10th clause, the

following :--
Mr. EDGÂa.

In every policy issued by a foreign company licensed under this Act
in favor of a resident of Canada, a clause shal be either embodied there.
in or endorsed thereon to the effect that an action to enforce the obliga-
tion of said policy may be validly taken in any court of corpetent juris-.
diction in the Province wherein said policy-holder resides or last resided
before hig discease.

Mr. WELLS. Would it not answer to have it declared
in the Act instead of embodied in the pohicies?

Mr. IVES. I do not intend the clause to be annoying,
but I think it is botter to put it in this way. If it is merely
declared in the Act, it will be binding upon thoe companies
only so far as our own courts are concerned, and if you have
to go into a foreign court with a judgment obtained in Canada,
that judgment will not be binding, bocause the foreign court
will not necessarily recognise the declaration of our own
statute. If you provide that the policy itself shall contain
that bargain between the insured and the insurer, it must
be hold to be bindingin all foreign courts, upon the com-
pany as well as upon the individual. I do not consider it
would more than half answer the purpose we have in view
if this were simply ut into the statute, because it would
simply be a law as between the company and the insured
in the Dominion of Canada, and nowhore else.

Mr. WELLS. That is not my notion of an action upon
a judgment. The only defence, as I understand, that can be
raised in such a case, is as to the regularity of the judg-
ment. No defence can be raised to an action of a judgment
which might have been raised in the original action.

Mr. HALL. That may be true, but there may be cases
where parties would prefer to go to the foreign court direct.
The company may have no assets here, and the parties may
go to a court of foreign jurisdiction as a first resort.

Mr. WELLS. Then the clause would not apply at all.
Mr. HALL. Certainly it would, if it were embodied in

the policy.
Mr. WELLS. The idea is, that they shall not be com'

pelled to sue there. It is only a vexations amendment.
Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). There is a condition in some

of the policies that proceedings must be taken in courts of
the United States.

Mr. WELLS. No.
Mr. WHITE. There were some policies of that kind

read in the committee room.
Mr. WELLS. I have explained half a dozen times that

that was in the original policies, which has been expunged.
Mr. WHITE. That was in a very recent policy, and

there is no reason why it may not be in a policy again.
If a person insured makes a condition that ho will only sue
in a court in the United States, what value is the statutory
declaration here ? He has made the contract that ho will
only sue in the United States.

Mr. WELLS. The amendment whioh I moved would
remove that objection altogether.

Mr. WHITE. It would.
Mr. WELLS. I move it now.
Mr. HALL. That certainly removes one objection, but

still it does not give to the assured the bonefit we have
intended to give him, that is, that hoeshould have bis choice
of suing here or going to the foreign jurisdiction to sue.
The amendment of the hon. member for Richmond and
Wolfe (Mr. Ives) would give him both, and both wuuld be
none too little.

Mr. WELLS. He has both, under my amendment.

Mr. HALL. I think not.
Mr. WELLS. Then why do you not apply this to. the

policies of the other compmnies ?

238



00MMONS DEBATES.
Mr. H A.LL. Because we have more guarante. ln their

Case.

Mr. WELLS. Yeu may think so, but I do net; and I do
net think the majority in this House think so. The princi-
ple is the same with respect to both forms of companies. If
it is a wise provision in regard te foreign assessment com-
panies it is a wise provision in regard to other companies.

Kr. BOWELL. If my hon, friend from Richmond and
Wolfe (Mr. Ives) will allow that matter to stand, and give
notice of it, se that it may be moved on the third reading, I
should like it much better. I confess I am not in a position
to know what effect that will have upon the whole Bill,
particularly as he has another clause which he proposes to
move in case this is carried, making aIl the clauses of the
Insurance Act of Canada applicable te this, except where
otherwise provided. Although this .is an independent Bill
of itself, I understand it is an amendment of the General
Insurance Act, but extending its provisions still further, in
order to bring within its scope this class of companies. I
would ask the hon. gentleman te allow the matter to stand
over until to-morow, so that we may give it further consi-
deration.

Mr. BLAKE. I hope, under these circumstances, the
hon. gentleman will consider how far we have power to
mould a specific contract of insurance, as has been proposed
by some of the amendments. I think some decisions of the
Judicial Committee of the Privy Council, with reference,
particularly, to our jurisdiction in the matter of insurance,
have been to the effect that the form of contract would
rather be prescribed by the Local than the Fedoral Legitla.
ture, although we had incorporated the Act.

Amendment withdrawn, and Bill reported.

INSPECTION OF GAS AND GAS METERS.

House resolved itself into Committee of the Whole on Bill
(No. 119) further te amend the Acta respecting the inspec-
tion of Gas and Gas Meters.

(In the Committee.)
Mr. MoLELAN. This is a substitute for clause 54 of

the Inspection Act, which requires that twenty-four hours'
notice should be given to the party when either the quality
of gas or the meter are to be inspected; that is, that the
manufacturer of the gas shall have twenty-four hours'
notice and may be present at the inspection. But it has
been found that the manufacturer is by that means enabled
te improve the quality of the gas before the inspection is
made, and it is proposed to substitute for that clause
another, one allowing the manufacturer te be present at the
inspection of the gas or of the meter, but only giving him
notice in advance of the inspection of the meter, dropping
the notice for the inspection of the quality of the gas.

Mr. BLAKE. Have the gas companies petitioned for
this ?

Mr. MoLELAN. I am net aware that they have, but
this is supposed te be in the interest of gas consumers.

Bil reported, and read the third time and passed.

COURT OF CLAIMS BILL.
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. When I gave notice of Bill,

(No. 93) te establish a court of claims for Canada,
sone three months ago, I thought we would be able to
deal with it before this. But inasmuch as the Session has
already been protracted, and there is no absolute necessity
for passing this measure at the present Session, I move that
the Bill be withdrawn and the Order discharged.

Motion agreed te, and Bill withdrawn.
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved that the Order for

the House te resolve itself into Committee to consider certain

T

proposed resolutions respecting the salaries of the judge and
officers to be appointed under any Act to establish a court
of claims for Canada, be discharged.

Motion agreed to, and Order discharged.

CANNED GOODS.
Mr. McLELAN moved the second reading of Bill

(No. 142) respecting Canned Goods. le said: It
will be remembered that last Session a clause relating to
canned goods was added to the Weights and Measures Act,
specifying that they should have certain weight and be
marked in a certain manner. It is proposed to ropeal that
clause, which was appended to the Weights and Measures
Bill, and to provide that canned goods shall have the pack.
er's name or dealer's naine stamped upon the package, and
that the cans or packages shall specify the nature of the
contents, whether they be fresh or dried goods. It is for.
ther provided that the Governor in Council, after the Bill is
in operation, shall ascertain and dotermine standard sizes
for the various kinds of canned goods, which shall be known
by number, so that dealers may sell goods of those standard
sizes by numbers. It is also provided that if the dealer or
packer marks the weight upon the can, it shall be the proper
weight. The Bill is a very short aid simple one, and meots
the wants of that branch of trade.

Mr. BLAKE. This Bill has come down very recently
from the Senate, namely, on the 6th instant. 1, therefore,
trust the hon. gentleman does not propose to take it through
committee this evening, because a little time should be
given for the trade to be communicatel with. We made a
mistake last Session, which we are now attempting to
rectify, and we must not act too hurricdly. The hon. gen.
tleman stated, in explaining the Bill, that it provided for
standard sizes, and that these shall be settled by tho Gov.
ernor in Council. I find no such provision in the B Il.

Mr. MoLELAN. I find I was speaking of the Bill as
it was sent to the Senate. That clause was struck out.

Mr. QHARLTON. Did I corroctly understand the bon.
gentleman to say that the date of the packing of the goods
shal be placed upon the can ?

Mr. MoLELAN. lt is provided that any poison who
places a date, which is proved to be the incorrect date, on
the cans, shall be liable to a penalty.

Mr. CH ARLTON. I have a letter hore from a very large
producer of canned goods in the west, objecting to this feature
of the Bill, that the label on cana shal be dated, and ho
has sent me a number of extracts from papers interested in
the canned goods trade, in Maryland, New York, California
and elsewhere, setting forth the objection of the trade to
that provision. He alsosends me a list of the standard
sizes adopted by the Baltimore Canned Goods Exchange.
He represents that to require absolute accuracy as to weight
is to ask an impossibility; that, owing to variations of tem-
perature, when the goods are being canned part of the liquor
may escape in some cases and the weight may vary half an
ounce or more per can. The sizes given for canned goods
on the Baltimore Exchange are five numbers, 1, 2, 3, 6 and
10. The size is determined, not by weight, but by the dimen-
sions of the can. Those sizes give the weights within an
ounce or two, and it is a much more convenient method of
arranging the sizes than to have It absolutely required that
the cans shall contain a specified weight of goods. Another
objection made to the Bill by this packer is, that the labels,
instead of specifying the quantity, should specify the qua-
lity of the goods ; in fact, that the law should require a
standard size of cans and that the labels should specify the
quality of the goods. I shall be happy to submit to the
Minister the letter and enclosures to which I he -e referred.

Mr. MoLELAN, The Bill does not provide that the
weight shal be marked upon them, but that if the manu-
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facturer or dealer places on the cans a mark representing
them to be a certain weight, it must be the correct weight,
and if the manufacturer pute on a date, the correct date
must be given. The Bill does not compel the manufac-
turer to give the date or weight.

Bill read the second time.

LAND GRANTS TO NORTH-WEST RAILWAYS.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved, That the House
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole to consider the
following resolutions:-

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

2. That it is expedient to authorise the Governor in Council to
grrant to the Manitoba South-Western Colonization Railway Company
Dominion lands to an extent not exceeding six thousand four hundred
acres for each mile of the companyI's railway, from its commencement,
at Winnipeg, to its terminus, at White Water Lake, about 150 miles

3. That it is expedient to authorise the Governor in Council togrant
to the Manitoba and North-Western Railway Company Dominion lands
to the extent of six thousand four hundred acres for each mile of the
company's railway, for the whole distance from Portage La Prairie to
the crossing of the south branch of the River Saskatchewan, twenty
miles from Prince Albert, about 430 miles.

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

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

The question of building these linos of railway has already
been before the House on previous Sessions. The first railway
company which is mentioned in these resolutions is the
North-Western Coal and Navigation Company (Limited).
This railway begins at Medicine Hat, or its neighbor-
hood, and goes to the Hudson River, within a short distance
of Fort MacLeod, a distance of I 10 miles. The Government
had this inatter before lhem at different poriods. It was
thought very irportant that these mines, at such a distance
in the North-West Territories, might be worked, in order to
provide fuel for the railways in the immense territories of
the North-West, as well as to the settlers within such a dis.
tance from the mines, that the coal could be carried at a
sufficiently low rate as to allow them to buy it and use it
for their ordinary fuel. The Government tried, in accord-
ance with the true interests of the country, to help the
company, as f ar as possible within their powers, and with the
consent of Parliament; but it was found that, after the com-
pany had attempted to obtain the necessary funds to build the
road, other concessions and facilities shouldi be granted
to them, and finally it was decided that, subject to the
approval of Parliament, the reserve of lands made by the
previous Order in Council should be increased to 3,800 acres
per mile, from Medicine Hat to the coal banks of the com-
pany. The company are to pay the coste of survey and
other expenses ut the rate of 10 cents per acre. This reserve
is to be the same as by the previous Order in Council, and
the increased grant of land shall depend on the line being
completed during the month of August next. The provi-
sions of that Order in Council shall remain in force, except
as modified hereby. Then there was another Order in
Council which determined the location of the line of railway
from its junction with the Canadian Pacific Railway, so that
this is the amount of land grant recommended in this case.
This company has under construction, and approved location,
107 miles. If they get to the end of their charter they will
have to build 35 miles more, which would bring them
to Fort McLeod, making altogether 142 miles.

Mr. BLAKE. Is the grant for the whole 140 miles?
Mr. MCLELAN,

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. No; the grant is from Medi.
cine Hat to the coal banke on the Hudson River, about 110
miles, but I gave the total mileage besides, which would
bring them to Fort McLeod. The second resolution is with
reference to the South-Western Colonization Railway Com.
pany, and in this case, as in the others, it was fonnd impos-
sible for the company to raise the money necessary for the
building of these linos, which were considered ofthe greatest
importance for the opening up of the North-West. This
lino is south of Winnipeg, in the region south of the Cana.
dian Pacific Railway, and is considered a most important
railway, as it opens up large sections of country, consisting
of beautiful lands, where already a large number of people
have settled, but where, necessarily, they would bardly
remain if they were without a railway to communicate
with the Canadian Pacifie Railway, and enable them to
export the produce of their fertile lands. The next railway
is the Manitoba and North-Western, That railway bogins
at Portage la Prairie and goes as far as Minnedosa.
That portion of the linoeis already built to the extent
of 78 miles, besides 58 under contract, and 75 miles under
approved location, with 250 miles further to go to the end
of tho charter, which would make altogether 453 miles,
whilst the Southern Railway, which we have under con-
sideration, has 51 miles under operation, 212 miles under
location, with 115 miles more to go to the end of the charter,
making 378 altogether.

Mr. BLAKE. The proposed aid is only for 152 miles to
the Manitoba South.Western ?

Sir IRECTOR LANGEVIN. The aid to the company is
for 150 miles, at 6,400 acres per mile, that distance being the
distance to White Water Lake. This is a very important
road, and I have no doubt that hon. gentlemen will romemn-
ber the discussion which took place on this matter in
previous Sessions, and will agree that it is one of
those railways which, if we aid any roads in the
Territories, must receive the aid of Parliament. The
third linoeis the lino I alluded to a moment ago, the
Manitoba and North-Western Railway. This lino ias
already 78 miles in operation from Portage la Prairie to
Minnedosa; the company is now constructing 50 miles
more, and bas the location approved of 75 miles f irther ;
and vhen all this is comploted, it will still have 250 miles
to construct, making a total of 453 miles. This railway will
run from Minnedosa, in a north-westerly, or rather in a
northerly direction, to Prince Albert. It is a very import-
ant road, because it opens up a large section of territory
north of the line of the Pacifie Railway, which, I understand
consists of, perhaps not altogether, but to a great
extent, very good lands, fit for settlement. There are a
number of settlers already along the lino, and I
have no doubt that when opened up this district
will be a favorite resort for settlers. Besides, the
road will probably lead to other railways in that
district which our successors in twenty or twenty-five years
may have te build. The next linoeis that of the Qu'Appelle,
Long Lake and Saskatchewan Railroad and Steamboat Com-
pany, which hias twently miles located and under construc.
tion, and the road will be sixty miles longer, making eighty
miles altogether. Though this linoeis not so long or so
important as the others, yet hon. gentlemen muet have seen,
during recent events, that a railway in that direction would
have been a very great advantage. The building of this line
will open, at a short distance of twenty miles, a long stretch
of navigation, in the region of Long Lake, which will be very
important. The grant of land, by the number of miles, is
comparatively small; it extends only to Long Lake. I move,
therefore, that the House resolve itaelf into Committee of
the Whole on these resoluticns.

Mr. BLAKE. There can bo no doubt that the question
the hon, gentleman has brought before us is one of very
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great, I may say, of very pressing importance; and those wbo
have done me the bonor of listening to what I have said on
former occasions with reference to the construction o
branch railways in the North-West will readily understand
that I approach this subject with very great pleasure, at the
idea that there is a prospect of somo greater results being
accomplisbed in the immediate future than have been
accomplished in the last few years in that direction. It bas
always been my opinion that the rapid and satisfactory
development of the North-West nocessitates the construe-
tion of branch railways, and that it was unfortunate that a
number of events should have taken place, with reference to
one railway or another, some of which we may have occasi n
to allude to in the course of the discuEsion in the committee,
which have prevented the more rapid construction of these
linos of railway. ] do not at all compain of the bon.
gentleman's having entered, in the very brief statement ho
made, into the detailb, before we go into tho committee.
That is highly reasonablo, and I have no doubt ho will su p-
plement it with still further details wbon we get into com-
mittee and are called upon to deal with each specific
grant; and I shall not, just now, trouble the House with a
reference to the particular grants, or with mro than a very
brief allusion to some points on which I think it reasonable
that the Governmont should have given general explanations
beforo asking you to leave the Chair. You remember,
Sir, the varying policies of the Administration vith roference
to the construction of branch railways. When the Cinadian
Pacifie Railway Company was chartered, and a very large
grant of lands, besides a large grant of money, was mado to
that corporation, we wore told by tho Government that e
of the inducements to the liberal treatment we were asked
to accord to that company was that it would itself con-
struct, free of charge to the country, a very large number
of branch lines throughout the North-West. The First
Minister, in the course of those discussions, I recollect very
well, used, I think, the termI "herringbone " or "gridiron "
system of railways, one or. other, which the Canadian
Pacifie Railway Company was to construct, which its
interest was to construct, in order to make available the
area of its land grant, which was beyond the inmc-
diate iufluonce of the main lir2e of that railway;
and we vere told that we were thus incidentally providing
for the construction of branch railways in the North-West
as well as for the construction of a main lino of railway
from Callander to the Pacifie OCean. The original attitudo,
or the very early attitude, of the Canadian Pacifie Railway
in this report, so far as their announcements to the country
,and the Government are concerned, was somewhat in the
same direction; because 1 think the House will not have
forgotten that within a very very few months after their
incorporation that company announced its intention to build
a very great mileage of branch railways through the North-
West, amongst others, a line starting from a point not very
far removed from Winnipeg-I forget the exact point-
practically pretty nearly upon the pending line, by the
'Yellow Head pass of the Canadian Pacifie Railway, and
going, I think, as far as Edmonton. This line, some 600, or
700, or 800 miles long, was one of the linos which the
Canadian Pacific Railway located, in a general sense, and in
respect to which it invited the Government to reserve the
land along each side of that railway, so that the company
might have the advantage of the enhancement of value
which was to be produced by its construction. That was
not the only railway. A lino south, also, extending ina
south-westward direction, was early announced by the
Canadian Pacifie Railway as to be by it constructed. Hiow-
ever, we know that, so far as the development, to
any large extent, of the North-West by branch railways
bas been concerned, these promises of the Administration,
upon the granting of the conract, and these professions of
the company after the grant$g of the contract, have not
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been fulfilled, because, though there are some bran ch rail-
ways, small railways, which have been built by the Canadian

f Pacifie Railwav, their aggregate mileage-I do not includo,
of course, the Algona branch, which is not portinent te this
discussion at all-amounts to something like 260 or 270
miles, including the Algoma branch, or 170 or 180 miles
without it, and sevoral of them are in directions other than
those which were at that time contemplated, and which,
although useful entorprises, porhaps, are hardly to be con-
sidered as enterprisos of the particular character which was
to be attributed.to those to which I have referrod. There
was an enterprise which the hon. gentleman is proposing
to assist further by those resolutions, which was in existence
a very considorable time beforo the Caiadian Pacifo cRail-
way Company itsclf was incorporated, the Manitoba and
South-Western Colonisation Railway; and after the incor-
poration of the Canadian Pacifie Railway, the latter com.
pany seemed to adopt a p9licy of' hostility, se far as I can
judge, to the promotion of that enterprise. Both by its atti-
tude towards the corporation of the city of Winnipeg and iLs
attitude with reference to claims as to station grounds, and
to claims as to lands reserved, and in various other ways,
difficulties were thrown in the way of tho Manitoba South-
Western Coloniiation Railway, which have resulted in very
great disappointment and enorrous delay in the construc-
tion of that work. I believe it has since passed under the
practical, in fact, I may say, the formal control of the Cana.
dian Pacifie Railway itself, which, in the meantime, engage-i
in the construction of a road tending somowhat in the same
direction, and thus also complicating the work of the Mani-
toba and South-Western Railway. The result is, we have
two roads, not preciscly, it is truc, on the samo line, but
passing through the same section of country, and not pono-
trating that country into which the peoplo had grno many
years bofore, in tho full expectation of a railhvay running
tbrough it, and in which great discontent, loss, discomfort
and depression have been experienced, from the general
result of the policy to which I have roferred and the various
unfortunate events.which have prevented the construction
of that road. Hon, gentlemen opposito might, on this
occasion, o% which they come formally boforo Parliament,
for the first time, to develop a policy of construction by tho
Governnent of the day, of branch railways in the North-
West, have gone into sono rcview of tboir previons efforts
in this direction and the difficulties which those efforts havo
met with. I do not say this is the first stop hon. gentlemen
have taken, apart frorm that to which I have alluded, with
respect to the Canadian Pacifie Railway, towards aid-
ing branch railways in the North-West ; becauso,
cxecutively, they have taken steps in the way
of granting lands, under the general towers con-
ferred upon them in the Dominion Landa Act.
They have taken the step of selling lands to railways
at what was deemed a rate adequato to enable the companies
to realise a large margin, and thus to acquire a bonus, in
fact, by virtue of the low rates for the lands. But, as I have
said, these wore execentive acts, carried out by the Adminis-
tration under the gencral statutes, and wo are now face te
face, for the first time, with a policy of aid upon which Par-
liament is expected te pronounce. Hon. gentlemen oppo-
site might fairly have entered into the review of their prier
efforts and the results of those efforts, particularly when we
remember the notions which, a little while ago, were rather
current on the opposite side of the House, as to the magnifi.
cent results of the executive action of the Administration lu
this regard, as to the grand receipts the country was going
to obtain from the sale of the lands to railway companies, at
once filing the Treasury with cash and providing the coun.
try with railway accomodation by the building of many
hundreds of miles of branch railways. I remember the con-
trait painted in the strongest, the most violent colors,
betweon the proposal which my hon. friend from Bothwell
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(Mr. MilIs) submitted to Parliament, in the last years
of the Government of which ho was a member, and that
of the present Administration; when it was pointed out that
my hon. friend actually proposed to give free to railways
something like 6,000 acres of land a mile, in the early
settlement of Manitoba and the North-West Territory;
when it was pointed out that ho profligately proposed to
allow the railway companies the opportunity of obtaining
the benefit of 6,000 acres of land per mile in order to help
the construction of these roads. Ion. gentlemen opposite
thon thought that was a very bad policy, a policy too liberal,
unnecessarily liberal, and they were determined, by a happy
combination, at once, as I have said, to fill the Treasury
with cash and the country with railways, and upon that
enterprise they entered, and in that enterprise they have
been since engaged, for some years, and with the general
results which the hon. gentleman has depicted to-night,
namely, that we have got some 50 or 52 miles of Manitoba
and South-Western built, and some 80 miles, I think, of the
Manitoba and North-Western built, and there is the end of
the account, apart from a small mileage of lines which the
Canadian Pacific Railway has itself built, in the way of
branch lines. After their efforts to develop the North-West,
after the glorious results which they have declared they
have obtained in the North-West, after the greatly enhanced
value which they say they have given to lands in that
country, they propose now to hand over, for the construc-
tion of branch linos, 6,400 acres a mile free, and I am sorry
to say that the papers which are before me show that some,
at any rate, of the corporations to which these grants are to
be given, are not sanguine of being able to construct the
roads, even with the aid of the grants, although they
are larger, in fact, than 6,400 acres a mile, with refer-
ence to two corporations, for reasons I will point out when
we get to committee, and deal with the particular grants ;
but, for the moment, waiving that, we have 6,400 acres a
mile proposed to be given by a policy adopted in the falt of
1884 and presented to Parliament for its ratification in 1885,
when hon. gentlemen told us, a number of years ago, that
they would obtain the railways to be constructed and
would procure for us, in addition, $1 an acre for the lands.
It seems to me that under these circumstances the hon.
gentleman might have entered into some detail*before he
asked you to leave the Chair, some review of the various
propoals with referonce to the railways, and some detail
as to the circumstances which have given rise to a rever.
sion, in fact, to the condemned policy of my hon. friend
from Bothwell (Mr. Mills). The original proposition, I
think, was for something, perhaps, even smaller, in some
cases certainly smaller, than 6,400 acres. I think the
original proposal was for 3,840 acres a mile. The first
scheme of hon. gentlemen opposite was to sell 3,840 acres
a mile to such branch railways as they thought were suffi.
ciently important to justify that sale, at $1 an acre-plus the
cost of survey, of course, in all cases-81 an acre cash: and
upon that it was expected that a sufficient margin would
be obtained to secure the construction of the railway.
That policy was modified, and they decided, upon the
request of the railway companies, to increase the
sale to 6,400 acres a mile, at 81 an acre, cash, and thus, by
the added acreage, to enlarge the margin of profit to be
made by the railway company, and so to secure the con-
struction of the railway and this sum in cash to the Treasury.
Thon another change was in the postponement of the time
of payment. After having increased the acrenge they were
asked to postpone the period of payment, so that the resour-
ces of the companies might be made available for the con-
struction of the railway, and the payment might not be
exacted before the companies were able to sell to the pur-
chasers; and to that, also, they agreed, as a modification
which might b given withont danger to the State and witb
obvions advantages to the companies. And then, an abso.

Mr, BuoI,é

lutely froc grant is asked of the larger area. It seems to
me that these statements that I have made of the various
proposals of hon. gentlemen at differ ent times cught, when
they now come belore Parliament for the first time, for the
formal adoption of the policy for aiding railways in the
North-West, to have induced a review of their past policies
and seome explanation of the reason why, at this time of
day and in the condition of the North-West as it was in the
fall of 1884, the proposals are, in their view, rendered
neceseary in the interest of the country, which they
thought so improper at its earlier and less matured
period of development, when my hon. friend from Bothwell
submitted to the flouse. If it be that, by a more liberal
policy in thec arlier days, we could, many years ago, have
secured the construction of branch railways tihrough the
North-West, I venture to say that the condition of that
country-its material condition, and the state of its people,
and thec lements of prosperity in that country-would have
been very much more developed, very much to the advan-
tage of Canada at large, than that which obtains at the
present day. I do not at all disguise the view that, while
the construction of these railways is, as I conceive, of the
last importance to the Province, my opinion is that they
have been, in more than one way, practically thwarted by
the course ion. gentlemen have taken. I have referred to
the course with reference to the Manitoba South-Western. 1
refer also to the difficulties which are created by the special
conditions under which the great through lino was' char-
tered. It is perfectly obvious that one of the elements of
prosperity of the interior lines of Manitoba and the North-
West must be the terms of connection which they make
with the outlet for the through trade. So long as the
railways in the North-West wero restricted te connec-
tien with one line, by which only they could obtain
access to the outer world, and which must, there.
fore, b the arbitor of the rates of freight for the
through trade, it is very clear that thoir prospects
must be much more doubtful than they could be if they
could make arrangements which would secure te them a
share, however little, of the profits derivable from the
through trade. if they are connected with one company
alone, that company having the right to dictate the terms
upon which their traffic shall b taken, the margin of profit
upon which this traffic can be carried, or an undue protec-
tion of that margin of profit may be extracted on the
arrangements-they are not froc arrangements, but on the
arrangements, so to speak-which shall be effected between
the branch railway and the through railway for the handl-
ing of the business ; and, under these circumstances, it is
obvious that prudent mon have te rely on the prospects of
the local freight, without relying, te any great extent, upon
the profits derivable from through freight from the North.
West. Another observation of a general character which I
think fit te make on this occasion, and which I make with
reference te the policy of the Administration, is, that I
think it might fairly have been indicated by the Government,
who have brought down to-night proposals to assist four
railways, and four railways only, whether this is a policy
which is applicable in its details to other enterprises of a
cheracter equal in importance, or fairly important, which
may be projected, or which may have been projected
through the North-West. I think it is of very
great consequence that there should be some degree
of certainty in that matter. I am net quarrelling
with the view-thore is no use in raising a contest upon it;
it would be absurd, in the present condition of the country,
and of the arrangements which have been made for the
construction of railways, to enter, at this moment, upon a
serions contest in reference to it-I am not quarreling with
the view that a measure of control should be retained by
the Government over the location of the railways. I do
not express oune opinion or the other upon that, but I am
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assuming, for the moment, that this is a reasonable measure,
as it is their obvions policy. Granting them that assump-
tion, it would tend to settle this question more or less if
we had a general decla:ation on the floor of P4rliament as
to the policy of the Government, as to other lines projected
or to be prcjected in the North-West, with reference to
grants of land. We must observe that the proposals of the
Government are varied very materially, in one particular
which I have already adverted to, in practice, by which, in
effect, the area is made larger for two lines, but they vary
also in another particular, which deserves attention, and
upon which, I think, explanation at this stage of the reso-lution would have been perfectly fairly to be expected.
With reference to one of the roadq, and that a road passing
through some of the choicest sections of the country, as i
understand the proposal of the Government, it is that the
grant of land shall be of lands all fairly fit for settiement;
and as to the other of his proposals, the grant is not of that
cbarater; so that a distinction is made as to one of these
Acts from that which exists as to the other. That, I think,is fairly a subject for explanation, inasmuch as it involves,
very obviously, a question of policy. I need hardly say
that what one of these companies gets all future companies
will ask for, and indeed we may expect that those who have
applied for and have been given something less than that
which this company has got will call for the conditions
which this company has got, and will ask why they should
be placed in an inferior position to that which this particu-
lar company occupics. And so, it seems to me, it was a very
questionable policy to make exceptional provisions, that
the general provision ought to bave ruled, except in so far as
the circumstances of somo particular locality might operate
a difference, which, upon that ground, would render plain
and intelligible a variation from that principle. I do not
see any such circumstances as justify this variation.
Another point which I have mentioned in the debate-I
think on the Address-and which I think of very great conse.
quence, is the question of a condition which I do not
-se in any of the Orders in Council, and which I had
hoped to see there: that is, somo conition which
shall ensure that these agricultural lands shal bec
open for settlement, at moderate prices, on condi-
tions of actual settlement. Now, the grant which the
hon. gentleman proposes to assent te to-night is on no less
an acreage than within a lew acres of four millions and a
half-as I roughly summed up the figures-alongside and
closely adjoining a number of the railways which the Gov-
ernment think most important. Now, if there be one thing
with reference to the land policy of the Administration
which I think experience bas already established we ought
to be careful about, it is this question of the land being
open to the actual settler, this question of the intending
settler knowing the terms and conditions upon which, when
ho sees land vacant, he would bo sure to get it. I need
hardly tell hon. gentlemen opposite that our neighbors on
the other side of the line have had considerable experience
in assisting railways by grants of land; and I suppose I
can cite six, eight or ton different provisions in different
granta to railway corporations in the United States, desig-
nated, more or less perfectly, to protect the principle to
which I bave referred, the great principle of keeping tþe
land open for the actual settler. Now, I am sorry that in
the Orders in Council which were brought down and which
indicate the conditions upon which the Government has
proposed to confer those lands upon these companies,
nothing should be said upon that subject, and I should be
relieved to learn from the Government that not-
withstanding the absence of such information in
the Orders in Council we may hope for some prac-
tical proposal yet to be made by which we may
secure these result. Early in the history of the various
land measures of this Government they established belts, I

think five in number-there may have been six-on each
side of the location of the Canadian Pacifie Railway. The
fifth bolt was a very wide belt; I think it was as much as
50 miles. They proposed to sell these lands at varying
prices, but not upon conditions of settlement, and to sell
them at a tenth down and the balance in ten annual instal.
ments ; and the result was that a very large area of land
wastaken up, choice land in the Province of Manitoba was
taken up by speculhtors, wbo paid 10 cents an acre down,
and speculated upon the margin. Othera, of course, who
bought in the $2 bolt paid 20 cents, but for this
trie, this deoosit, as you may call it, they obfained a title
to the land, which enabled them to lock it up and disabled the
settler from obtaining possession. So with reference to other
operations which have, from time to time, taken place in the
country; so with roferonce to other lock-ups which have, from
time to time, taken place-some of them in connection with
the original settlement of the Manitoba troubles, under
which quantities of land were alienated under exceptional
circumstances, but with unfortunate results as to the future
of the country itsolf. Now, surely it is useful to roefor to
all these things upon an occasion in which it is proposed to
initiate a system of free grants of land in aid of branch
railways, in order that we may, if we can, so hedge around
these grants, not so as to embarass the railway companies
iu obtaining substantial profits from the land, but as much
as, consistently with accomplishing the object of the grant,
if that b at all possiblo-and I believe it to be quite possible
-may result in our telling the settler: Now, here is a rail-
way bolt along the linoeof railway where you can go, and
there are Government sections which you can get
frce or pre-empt, and if you choose the railway
lands you know the maximum price you have
got to pay, and you know, if nobody else has entered
into possession of that land for actual settlement
purposes, you w.ill have the right to enter and take posses-
sion and cultivate the soil. What we want is to secure, as
far as possible, the early sottlement of the country; and I
an sure we fool, more than ever we felt before, to-day, that
we nust hope to secure that by settlemont dong the linos
of railway. It seems to me extrernely obvious that that
must be our main dopendence for a considerable time to
come, much more strongly than it has been, in view of the
ovents of this winter. Therefore, the question to which I
have alluded has assumed a special degree of importance
from these events. Now, Sir, I do not propose to trouble
the House further at this moment. As I have said, I pur-
posely abstain from entering into the consideration of the
merits of any one of these grants, of the provious history,
of the actual effect of the grant, or of the correspondance
which has led up to the grant, thinking it more convenient
to do that in committee, where we can have a conversational
discussion ; but what I have donc rather refers to those
considerations whieh I should have thought would have so
far directed the attention of the Government as to have
induced observations upon them on the motion that you
leave the Chair.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I cannot at aIl object to
th mode or lino of argument taken by the hon. gentleman.
It is a very important subject, involving the grant of a very
large tract of land, and closely connected with the future
development and progress of the North-West. The on.
gentleman spoke of a change in the policy of the Govern-
ment; that at first they had proceeded by executive action,
under the general power given to tbem by the Dominion
Lands Act, to sell tbose lands, and that now they have come
to Parliament with a change of policy, in order to assist
railways by froc grants. Well, that is so. But we must
look back a little to the change of circumstances which has
taken place since the first policy was adopted. At the time
when the firet application was made-which, I think, was
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made by Dr. Schultz and the company he got up for the
Manitoba and South-Western Railway-at that time every-
thing was coleur de rose; the boom was in full blast, if
I may use the expression; everybody thought they were
making their fortunes by owning any land. I think it
will be admitted that those mon who were promoting that
railway, who had invested thoir means in it, and who looked
forward to great profits from the construction of the road,
might, perhaps, be the best jadges of what was necessary and
sufficient to help thom build that road. At that timo Iands
about Winnipeg and in almost any part of Manitoba, were
held at very high prices. An application was made by the
South-Western Railway for a sale of land at a minimum
price fixed by the statute, which was $1 an acre.
The Dominion Act did not fix that as the minimum sum,
but it said that land shall be sold at Si per acre.
That was the provision of the original Act. The Govern-
ment, when thoy were assured by the company that 6,400
acres would enable thom to carry out their scheme, came
forward and said: If you think so, we will grant you the
land. We could not well say to them, as the hon. gentle-
man says, that this was profligate extravagance, when the
company had said that they would complote the road with
3,810 acres per mile, at $1 per acre. That proposi-
tion being mado and accepted by the Government, the other
roads, following that example, and having confidence in the
shrewdness of that company, the South-Western, applied
to obtain the same terms, and were quite satisfied
that those terms would enable thom to build the rail-
ways. We all know how much they wore disappointed,
how completoly, whon the roaction took place, when the
inflation took place, whon the babbt burst, it was found
that this arrangement was unavailing. The railway com-
panies hoped, from time to time, that the position would
improve, that the dopression would be only temporary, and
they still held to their contract with the Government to pay
81 per acre-I am speaking from memory, not having the
papers before me. The Government granted those different
applications, at the request of the railway companies, they
maiing the application, and the Government did everything
thoy could reasonably be expected to do for the purposo of
helping the difforent roads. But besides the temporary
dopression that took place in our North-West there has
been, as we ail know, an unparalleled shrinkage in the
value of railway property in America. Never ias there

every encouragement must be given to the build-
ing of railways, as it is absolutely essential for the
development of that great country that railways
shall be the common highways, they bave come to the
conclusion that the land grants must be free. I am not at
all sure that all these lines will be built, even witlh these
grants. I think, however, they will be. The railway first
mentioned, the North-Western Coal and Navigation line,
which is a narrow gauge road, undertaken by Sir Alexander
Galt, and some capitalists who have joined with him to open
up the coal mines in the Bolly River district-that is cer-
tain to be built. It is, as I have said, a narrow gauge railway,
to run 110 miles, and will be completed in August or Septem-
ter, and will be of very great value in bringing down the
magnificent coal whicti that country produces to the Cana.
dian Pacific Railway, and thence to Winnipeg, and, by-and-
bye, westward, to some extent. I believo the North-Western
company's line, which is running from Portage la Prairie to
Minnedosa and thence on, is finished for a dibtance of 78 miles,
and has been so for some time. It is intended to complete, this
year, 50 miles more. The company will proceed as they
are able to raise money. The building of that road is assured.
As the papers will show, the arrangement at firet was that
the company should build 100 miles a year. They found they
could not obtain sufficient capital to do that, and so the Gov-
rnment agreed that if the company could build 50 miles a

year they will obtain this grant, if Parliament sanctions it.
Mr. Andrew Allan, of Montreal, is at the head of it, and lie
has induced a number of capitalists to take stock and interest
themselves in it; the company have spent a large amount
of their owa money, and it is believed, with this assistance,
the road will be built. It is certain to be built at the rate
of at lcast 50 miles a year, and if times become more
prosporous and the sale of land is satisfactory, they will
push it on at an accelerated speed. The hon. gentleman speaks
about the South-Western. That company bas certainly
been unfortunate in various ways. It got into trouble
owing to litigation between difforent bodies ofshareholders,
two or three parties, two certainly, and they got up a legal
quarrel as to their respective rights, went into court and,
as a result, the credit of the company was materially
damaged and its progress was retarded, and great discredit
was thrown upon it by the litigation. It las now
passed substantially under the control of the Canadian
Pacific Railway, and that company will build it,

been anything like it, and bankruptcy has fallen on many se seon as thoy eau obtain the necessary capital.
railway enterprises in the United States. The consequenco The hon, gentleman says that at tho time the Goverumeut
was, and is, to a considerable extent, to this day, that capi- assnmed the responsibulity o? laying their seheme before
talists in Europe look askance upon any proposition to build Parliament, for the grant cf subsidies o land and money
railways in any portion of America; and a capitalist told te the Canadian Pacific Railway, it was promised that
me, only last November, that if a railway was proposed tobrandi lnes would be buiit, and that the company pro-
heaven from any portion of North America it would not mised tint brandi linos would le buiit. That is quite true;
find investors in England. but there is a censiderable resorvatien o? land te make up

M. BLAKE. Perhaps capitalists do not want to go byfor the 25,000,000 acres olad grants, which arresrvd
that lin. eut considrablo distances frm the railway, inasmuch as

tiat ino.the lani in the railway belt weuld lie altogother insuffliint
Sir JOIIN A. MACDONALD. Perhaps not. Thon thero te make up tho 25,000,000 o? acres The Company, o? course,

came another proposal. It was said by the company, with desire te build brandi linos, and have publislid plans, show-
respect to the proposal to take 3,840 acres, at $1 per acre, ing the brandi linos tley were desircus o? building; but, o?
that the purchase price and selling price did not, under the course, thoy must first bud the main lino before they build
altered circumstances, give a sufficient margin, and unless the branel linos. The backbone must le created before theribs
larger grants were made that margin of profit would not be can run from it. It is the intorest of tle railway Company,
sufficient to secure sufficient capital to enable the companies ef course, to have as nany branches as posible; net only
to build the railways. Thus, by degrees, ut the request of te build branches themselves, lu order te open up their own
the railway company, all the time, changes were made tolands, but te encourage brandi linos by otior companies.
enable them to carry out thoir schemes and build the road. I do net uudorstand that the Canadian Pacifie ilway
Thus the policy changed; first the grant was for 3,840 acres have in any way offerod any obstruction te any railway
per mile, at 81 per acre ; next, 6,400 acres, ut 81 per acre ; whatever, or acted iostilolyiu any way whatever. They
thon it was proposed that the terms of payment should be1would le foolish to do so; for, the more linos running and
made more liberal. All those changes have proved ineffec. joining them, the more trafflothey wili get. A.
tual, and now the Government, believing, as every hon. mem. regards carnage, that is boyond the control of
ber believes, as the Government always did believe, that the Canadian Pacifie ftailway. Lt will b. remembered

Sir JORN A.. MACDONALD.
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how stringent the terms of the charter are, and how the
carriage is absolutely under the control of the Government
of the day, whose duty it will be-and they will be liable to
the censure of Parliament if they fail in it-to see that the
tariff is such, that while affording a reasonable profit to the
company it will, at the same time, afford a cheap and effi-
cient mode of transport for the riches of the North-West
seeking the markets of the world. The hon. gentleman
speaks of the original policy introduced by theGovernment
of which ho was a member. We remember that not long
ago the bon. member for East York (MIr. Mackenzie) said,
in Parliament, that he had merely laid beforo the House an
experimental, a tentative proposition, to sec how it would
be taken. I am quite sure about that, and I have no
doubt that Eansard will confirm the truth of my state-
ment. But that Bill of the hon. gentleman was objection-
able, upon the ground that it gave any number of people the
right to build any number of railways anywhere, with a
very remarkable limit, however. Any persons applying
for a charter-I forget the number, but fifteen, I think-
could corne and get a charter, and they would have a claim
for 6,400 acres per mile for nothing, to a certain meridian,
and then 7,000 acres a little further.off, and then 12,000 acres
per mile when they got up to the Peace River district.
There was a remarkable limit in that Bill, especially when
we remember the charges which were brought against the
Government, and against the Parliament that sanctioned it,
for granting a monopoly of railway occupation in that
country to the Canadian Pacifie Railway, that other linos of
railway were prevented from being estabished and were to
be disallowed. Now, about the question of disallowance,
Mr. Speaker, whether it was right or whether it was wrong
to put in that provision. it is quite clear that no railway
would have been built, for the railways which have got
their charters there from the Government, which have got
large grants of land at what was considered a nominal price,
have been unable to build their roads; and the disallowing
109 paper charters would not have prevented the building
of a single road, because, chai ter or no charter, not one such
road would be built. But with respect to the policy of the
Government in preventing rivals being built to the Canadian
Pacific Railway, at the time that that railway was just char-
tered, and endeavoring to get the necessary funds to build
the road -at the time the company was attempting to induce
capitalists from Europetoinvestin it, ifcharters werogranted
for the purpose of building rival roads in the same direction
alongside of it, it would effectually destroy all hope of ever
building the main line; and if the main lino could not be
built as a semi-Government lino, supported with the treasure
and the lands belonging to the Government, what chance
would there be of other roads being builît? And that idea
was so completely before the mind of the hon. member for
Bothwell, and the Government of which ho was a member,
that one of the clauses in their Bill is this: "That no company
shall be chartered under the provisions of this Act for the
construction of any rail way having the same general direc-
tion as the Canadian Pacifie Railway." No railway, what.
ever, if running in the same direction as the Canadian Pacifie
Railway, could get any grant of land-having the same
general direction of the Canadian Pacifie Railway, or any
branch thereof. So that no company could get a charter if
the company offered to build a railway in the same general
direction, east or west, as the main lino, or north or south,
in the same general direction as any branch ; and it was
provided further that it must be at a mean distance of forty
miles from either the railway or or any branch of it; so
that that was a sanction of the general policy adopted by
the Government, to prevent the infant enterprise from being
strangled shortly after its birth by a number of paper char-
ters. The hon. gentleman has stated, among some of the
objections he took-and they were quite well put, they
were plausible, and they have considerable force-ono objec-

tion he made to these companies in committee was, that there
was no condition about the sale of land te the actual settler.
Well, you cannot effect the two things. You have the
object of selling the lands at a low price, or the present
policy, of giving them at no price- that is, for one purposo:
to give the company sufficient credit to raise money on
thoso lands, in the tirst place, by the pledging of those
lands, and afterwards by the selling of thom, to enable thom
to generate sufficient capital to build the rond. But to
limit it, teoep it at a low price, is giving with one hand
and taking away with the othor. IL is the prospect of
these lands being largely increasod in value, by the con-
struction of the road, that makes the gradting of the land
of nny value; ard by attempting to limit that, so much do
you diminish the value of the grant and the chances of the
company utilising those lands in the noney markets of the
world. Thon it must be remembered that according to the
system which has obtained for some time, under the policy
of the Government, the even-numbered sections are home-
stead sections, and the odd-nunbored sections are for sale.
They are given to the different railways, but thore are
always the even-numbered sections, which contain two
homesteads and two pro emptions, lying side by Eide with
the land granted to the diflfrent railways. So that, in that
vast country there is plenty of land, and the bost of land in
the world, along the different linos of railway, that cannot
be taken away from the settlers ; and the first actual settler
making an entry can have hie land, no matter what value
that land may attain by the fact of a railway running
alongside of it. Therefore, thore has been no lock-up in any
way whatever, and thera cannot bo, so long as the even-
numbered sections are kept open to the settlors. Tho hon.
gentleman is quite right, howevcr, in saying that there bas
been a large quantity of land locked up in the North-West.
That was principally owing to the scrip system, which we
need not discuss now, but which we ali know. was forced
on Parliament by the circumstances of the country at the
time it was first obtained. The hall breeds who settled in
Manitoba along the Red and Assiniboine Rivers had
obtained certain possessory rights from the Hudson Bay
Company which had to beo acknowledged, and which wore
acknowledged and paid fr by scrip, in the majority
of cases; and this scrip got into the hands of
land speculators, in thoir legitimate business. Of course, it
is aun honest business; but thoso land purchasers did as every
man does, with respect to bis proporty, whether it is per-
sonal or real ;.they held it until they found a market in
which they could get their price. That, of course, was per-
fectly legitimate on their part, but wbn it assumed the
large proportions it did in Manitoba, a large quantity of
land scrip being thrown into tho market, and that being
utilised by the persons who purchased it in paying for land
in and around Winnipeg, and at places wbere there was
likely to be a fixed settlement or town, of course greatly
retarded the growth of some of those localities, and kept
large tracts of land unsettled, which would have been occu-
pied long before if they had been kept open. That has been
a disadvantage; but the answer is this, that the immigrant
going to the North-West bas as good a chance of selection
of good soil and climato in eue place as lu another; and
actual settlers going to a country where all is strange to
them, if they find the land and climate to esuit.thom, can
have no great preference for one place over another, unless
they have a relative who bas gone before them. So that,
taking the country as a whole, there never has been any
want of land for any settler from old Canada, Europe or
the United States. This is all that occurs to me just now.
The hon, gentleman says he will discuss the grants to the
varions railways in committee, which will be a very proper
way of dealing with them, and we shall be exceedingly
glad to give him any information in our power on the sub.
ject.
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Mr. MILLS. Seven or eight years have gone by since
a proposition similar, in some respects, to that which the
hon. gentleman now submits to the House was laid before
Parliament by a former Administration. When I dissented
from the observation of the hon. gentleman, that this was
not a part of the policy of the former Government, but was
merely a tentative measure, I did not mean that the hon.
gentleman was not accurately represonting the statement
made by the hon. member for East York (Mr. Mackenzie);
but I did nean to express my dissent from the accu-
racy of that statement, because that measure was intro-
duced with the full approval of the Government, and
received its first and second readings as a measure to which
the Government was committed; and it was only aban.
doned, so far as I know-and I think those hon. gentlemen
who were associated with me in the Administration, and who
are now present, will support what I say-because we
believed the measure could not bo carried through the
Sonate that Session; and it was desirable to allow it to
stand over, for that reason, until the opinion of the country
was had on the general policy of the Administration. I
say this with the most distinct recollection of all the facts
connected with the introduction and consideration of that
measure in the House. Now, the hon. gentleman bas made
a statement, on his own responsibility, which is not strictly
accurate. Hie said that the policy of the Government was
to prevent any railway being built within 40 miles of the
Canadian Pacific Railway or any of its branches. Now,
Sir, that was not the policy. There was nothing proposed
to Parliament from which that inference could be drawn.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I read the clause.

Mr. MLLLS. It is true we introduced a Bill which
received its second reading. It is true the hon. gentleman
did not support it; he did not, I bolieve, either speak or
vote against it ; but when the vote on the second reading
was taken the hon. gentleman informed us that he would
oppose the Bill on the House going into committee upon
it; and before I conclude my observations I shall call
attention to the views that were expressed by somo of the
hon. gentleman's coagues and supporters. Now, that
measure was one proposing the fre incorporation of rail-
ways. It was not similar to the measures which the hon.
gentleman has sometimes submitted to this House for the
construction of railways in the North-West Territories. It
was a measure establishing a general principle. The prin-
ciple had long been tried and had resulted satisfactorily in
the United States ; it had been tried in the State of New
York and, I believe, in almost all the States along the border.
Measures of railway incorporation are not introduced into
the State Legislatures ; the general principle is recognised,
and people are held to invest their money in a railway
undertaking on their own responsibility, precisely as in
other undertakingsa; they only give this security to the
State, that they are undertaking the work in good faith.
They deposit with the Government plans and specitications,
estimates of the cost, and a certain percentage of the cost,
as a guarantee of good faith. That was precisely the
character of the measure I proposed. We proposed, by the
18th section of that Bill :

" No company shall be incorporated under the provisions of this Act
for the construction of any railway having the same general direction
a he Canadian Pacific Railway, or any branch thereof, at a nearer dis-
tance than 40 miles."ý

That did not tie the hands of Parliament; it did not say that
Parliament should not authorise the construction of a rail-
way nearer than that distance; but we said we do not propose
to authorise any railway company, under the provisions of
this Act, to become organised, to subscribe stock and deposit
plans with the Government, and thon undortake the con-
struction of their lino at a nearer distance thaa that. That
was all that we proposed. The rest was left open, to be
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dealt with by Parliament, from time to time, as it might
think proper. Precisely as they deal with railway com-
panies, it was left to Parliament to deal with those com-
panies that might receive charters of incorporation at a
nearer distance than that which is specified in this particular
section. It istrue the Ministerwho nowhas charge of railways
and canals (Mr. Pope) subsequently expressed the opinion
that the principle of this Bill was sound, but the hon. gen-
tleman took a different view. The hon. member for North-
umberland (Mr. Mitchell) expressed himself very strongly
against the principle of the Bill or the policy of
aiding branch linos of railways or colonisation
roads, and similar views were expressed by the hon. mem-
ber for Niagara (Mr. Plumb), and the hon. member for
South Norfolk (Mr. Wallace). The hon. gentleman has
failed to observe this in the various satements ho has made
with regard to this Bill, for I believe we have never had
any proposition for the incorporation of railways in Mani-
toba and the North-West Territories where this proposed
measure has not been reforred to. I believe that it was a
proper measure to propose; I believe the circumstances of
the North-West country and the Province of Manitoba
would be very different to-day had that Bill become law; I
believe they would have a much larger population ; I
believe they would be more compact, that the country would
be botter settled, and the people, in consequence, more pros.
perous and contentod than they now are. In fact, we would
have had railway facilities existing years ago, which do not
exist up to this moment. In that measure we proposed to
grant to railway companies not more than 6,400 acres per
mile, up to the 102nd moridian, and about 7,803 acres west
of the 102nd meridian; a larger grant, of course, was pro-
posed towards the Peace River country. It was not a fixed
sum that the Government were to give, as a matter of
course, to every railway company, but it was a maximum
quantity, which was not to be exceeded. We also provided
there should be no restriction upon settlemQnt ; that no
company incorporated under that Act should have power
to interfere with the settlement of the country, and that
the Government might set apart the moncys they received
from the settlers on the sale of lands would be used in paying
for the construction ot roads, up to $10,000 a mile, and that
beyond that the companies would net be entitled to receive
anything from the Government, by way of aid, in the con-
struction of these linos. In adopting that proposition we
found that the experience of our neighbors acrosa the lino
had been in favor of colonisation railways. I observed that
in the State of Minnesota the increase of population was
27,000 a year and the number of miles of railway built 92;
in Iowa the increase of population was 52,000 a year and
the number of miles built 180 ; in Missouri the increase of
population was 65,000 a year and the miles of railway
built 107 ; in Illinois the increase of population was
82,000, the miles of railway 166. I found that, in fact,
there was a certain relation between the increase of popu-
lation and the number of miles of railway constructed. Of
course, the rate of increase of population, no doubt, would
tend to advance with the construction of railways, but the
construction of railways at convenient points, and in sec-
tions of the country suited for settlement, also facilitates
the colonisation and settlement of the country; and I believe
the same results would have followed the adoption of a
similar policy in our North-West as those which followed
the adoption of this policy in the various States of the
American Union. Now, when that proposition was made
a number of gentlemen opposed it very strongly.
Among them was the hon. member for Northumberland
(Mr. Mitchell). He said, on this subject:

Hdid ot know what the opinions of gentlemen from Ontario .M
Quebec might be, nor did ho care. Ho lad one thing te, do, and that
was his duty. His duty, in this case, ho conceived to be, toe call the
attention of Parliament to the proposed spoliation of western land. It
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would be unjust to the other Provinces to pass an Act like this, which
would enable railway speculators and companies to absorb three-fourths
of the whole western territory-that territory on which they hoped to
construct the great Canadian Pacific road. He yielded to no one in
the desire to benefit the North-West. But he certainly could not
approve of an Act such as that now before the House. He could not
believe in a scbeme whicb would enable speculator3 to absorb millions
of acres of land, with which it was hoped the count y mightlbe recouped
for the money it was spending in opening up that great country."

The hon, gentleman, in fact, believed that the measure
would be successful, that the country would be settlod, that
the lands would be opened by the companies under its pro-
visions, and that, as a consequence, they would acquire a
right in these lands. The hon. gentleman said: We will not
dothat ; we acquired these lands, lie said, to recoup us, by
their sale, for the $30,000,000 we propose to advanco for the
construction of the Canadian Pacific Railway. The hon,
gentleman seems to have greatly changed his opinions. At
that time he thought $30,000,000 was a very large sum to
advance in aid of the construction of a trans-continental
road, and he seemed to think that it was the bounden duty
of the Government not to aid, either in land or money, the
construction of any other railway, and to use the moncy
derived from the sale of these lands to recoup all the older
Provinces for the burdens they had assumed in advancing
830,000,000 cash towards the Canadian Pacifie Railway. I
do not know whether the hon. gentleman still entertains
these views, and is still opposed to a policy of this sort. If
he is, he will oppose the proposition before the House.

Mr. MITCHELL. The hon, gentleman will find ont by-
and-bye.

Mr. M[LLS. The Minister of Agriculture spoke on that
occasion, and he was equally opposed to nid boing givon to
those colonisation companies. lie said:

"I He had been hitherto, and was now, a strong advocate for building
a railway through that country. It would tax the powers of the Domi-
nion to their full extent to build the one railway provided for, under the
agreements entered into with British Columbia and Manitoba, and their
first efforts must be given to carrying out those agreements. The con-
struction of a Pacific railway was part of the agreement of the union of
British Columbia with Canada, and the country wu bniind, lifore
entering into any large engagement or making any other disposition of
public lands in the North-West, to carry out that engagement. The
power to build railways to any extent, provided they were 40 miles
from each other, was one which sbhould not be placed in the hnl of
any people without the consent of the Governumat being obtained to
each scheme."

The hon. gentleman did not seem to have confidence in the
capitalists who were about to invest their money in those
enterprises nor in the people who were supposed to favor the
enterprises and to whom the road would be an advantage. lIe
declared that he was opposed to allowing thor to judge of
the wisdom of the enterprises in which they were engaged,
and he insisted that the Governmont itself should have con-
trol over these transactions. .11e wont on to say:

"IHe could well understand that, if the Government were about to
build the Pacific Railway-and he hoped they were, for ite construction
was in the intereste of the country-that assistance should be given in
the shape of public lands, but he could not understand why, under the
present Bill, Parliament should be deprived of the right of considering
each charter and deciding what subsidy should be granted to each road.
It was impossible to understand why a different policy should be adopted
for the North-West in that regard than that which had been found quite
satisfactory in the old Provinces."

In fact, the hon. gentlenlan was strongly opposed to the
principle of the free incorporation of railways. That scheme,
which las been tried for so many years in the noighboring
Republic, which has prevented iog-rolling, which las pre-
vented any attempt to use undue influence in the LogisIature,
which lias left every enterprise of this sort to stand upon its
own merite, was one the hon. gentleman did not favor. IIe
preferred one which would compel the railway company
seeking incorporation to corne to Parliament and fight every
other company that might have an interest opposecd te the
one smeking incorporation. Re went on to say ;

" He favored the payment cf the cost in money, if It were necessary,
but that was no reason why they should throw away the public land,
instead of endeavoring to recoup themselves from its sale. That was
the policy of tbe late Government, which declared to the House and the
country that t bey were about to give $30,000,000 and 50,000,000 acres of
land towards the construction of the Canadian Pacific Railway."

The hon. gentleman expressed precisoly the same view as
the hon. member fur Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell). ie
said the country is obliged to give 830,000,000 in cash for
the construction of the Canadian Pacifie Railway, and all
the remaining land not required te aid in the construction
of the road should be rotained and sold to settlers, in order
to recoup the country for the immense advanco for the
construction of the one lino. Thon the hon, momber for
Niagara (Mr. Plumb) spoke in opposition to the moasure,
and declarad himseolf opposed to giving land grants in aid of
those colonisation roads. lt is true that all the mombers
for Manitoba, at that timo, whether they wore supportos of
the Administration or whether thoy opposod it, favored the
proposition, but the hon. gentleman who now leads the
Government, and those who had been his collegues and
were thon his supporters, wore opposed to this policy. The
hon. member thon for South Norflolk (Mr. Wallace), in
speaking on this subject, said:

"I He was opposed to the principle of this Bill for two resons. First,
he did not behieve that it was in the interest of this country iliat we
should create railway monopolies; he believed that railways were the
bighways of commerce, and that they should be owned and ran by the
Government, in the interests tof commerce. He thought we already had
in this country an example of the evil resuits of railway monopoli.
The companies did not look to the interests of the country, but to their
own interests."

And so we find that the policy of aiding colonisation roadE
by grants of land was opposed by the hon. gentleman and
by those who are now supporting him. Thoso hon. gentle.
men, vhen a large and liberal aid was given to the Canadian
Pacifie Railway Çompany, told Parliament that that
company was recoiving a large extent of territory in aid of
its lino, which would not lie immediately along the line, and
that they would have an interest in building railways in
various directions through the North-West country, for the
purposo of bringing their land into the markot, and also
for the purpose of be inging traffic to the lino they woro
about to build. In fact, we were assured that they would
be able to build bundreds of miles of subsidiary or branch
linos in that North-West country without any furthor
aid ; and yot we find that the lon, gentleman, in the pro-
positions now before us, proposes, not merely to aid linos in
which the company, so far as we know, have no direct
interest, but also to aid those which are under the control of
the company. The First Ministor has told us that the
amount proposed to be given in the way of a land grant in
aid of the South-Western Railway was not adequate, that
the company could not succeed in carrying out its enter-
prise with the aid the Governmont proposed to give it. Now,
the hon. gentleman comes down with a proposition to give
all of these railway companies an extent of territory at
least as large as wo proposed in 1878. That proposition
was pronounced an extravagant proposition, a schome
which would absorb all the lands ot the North-West coun-
try, which would place thom all under the control of rail-
way companies, and the hon. gentleman comes down now
with a proposition, after having failed in all the schemes
that they have put forward, substantially, in this respect,
adopting the scheme of aiding roads that we proposed at
that time. I think it would have beeu well if the Adminis-
tration had gone farther. Wo know that a railway
company will not build a disadvantageous lino if an advan-
tageous one presonts itsolf. If allowed to proceed
unhampered, they would be disposed to take that which they
believe to be the best route in their own interest; and, if the
Government had now adopted the remaining portion of the
Bill we proposed in 1878, thoy would propose a plan that
would be more satisfactory than the one now presented,
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Tho hon. gentleman proposes to give aid to certain specified the intereste of the poople. I belleve that in this, as well
lines, all of which, I believe, have been incorporated. If the as in many ether things, hon, gentlemen opposite have
hon, gentleman were to leave to railway companies organ- erred a great deal. Now, Sir, the leader ef the Opposition,
ised the freedom to build lines where they pleased, subject at the beginning ef bis remarks, aeked why thoso branch
to certain limitations, upon the conditions that were stated linos had net beancoristructed. Was it because they wore
in the Bill which was submitted in 1878, they would afraid of the monoply of the Canadian Pacifie Railway? Sir,
present a more satisfactory scheme than that which is now it is impossible to suppose that theso companies were afraid
submitted. If there was anything that could tend to justify ef such a monoply. The reaon why they have met with
the course suggested by the Bill of 1878 it is what Ministers sucb opposition in carrying eut their seme bas been.this:
are proposing at this moment. The land, which a few years ago was valued at sncb

a bigh figure, al et once fou deown te almost
Mr. ROYAL. The hon. gentleman said that if his Bill otbing. Wby? Because, instead ef the political

had been passed Manitoba and the North-West Territory parties bavingeenngb patrietism te value the lands
would be now settled, that greater prosperity would reign in the North-West at their real value, one et the parties
all over that country, that very likely each of the farmers placed these lands vory high, and assumot that the prospects
there would have a large deposit in the bank; in fact, that ef'tho farmer were very geod, while, on tho ethor side, tho
the golden era would -have dawned upon that country. Well, newspapors et the Opposition and the Farmers' Union
Sir, I beg to differ fron the hon. gentleman's statement. endeavored te depreciate the value of the lands, te deprc-
He says that in the States Iowa, Missouri and Illinois-he ciate the condition of the country, and naturally convoyed
did not say Kansas, ho did not say Dakota-the increase of an impression te intending immigrants that in.ceming te
population has been in proportion to the increase in the the North-West they would cernete a desolate country,
construction of railways. That may be quite true; but the where bunger andiruin would stare them in the face. 18 it
hon. gentleman forgets that it may not be safe to draw a any wonder that these gentlemen now eay: Why have net
parallel from the other side of the line, for the reason that these brandi lino cempanios bult their roade? They mut
the people there enjoy other institutions and are in a different go for an answer te the tarmera iniManitoba and the North-
political condition from ourselves. First, they are indepen- West Territeries. Wall, Sir, when the contract wa8 awarded
dent; and although there are two political parties among te the Canadian Pacific Railway Company thero was, ne
thom, as there are with us, those parties do not carry on poli- deubt, a menopely clause. That monopely clause was car-
tical warfare in the same manner that parties do with us. In tainly the essence ef the contract, and it had te bo so, because
the United States, if one party wants to settle the country otherwise ne cempany in the vorId would have undertaken
the other party will not spread abroad advertisements and sucl a task upon the conditions that the Government ofl'rod
newspaper articles decrying their country. It is otherwise them. After that charter was passed we saw the hon.
in Canada. If the Conservative party happons to be in gentlemen opposite asking this Government te destrjy
power, and they propose a plan for building a railway that monepcly, ant break faith with the compeny.
in unsottled portions of the country, hon. gentlemen Wobon, gentlemen opposite then acting in gootifaitb?
opposite, opposed to the Conserrative party, by their No, Sir; they merely wantett destroy that clause, whieh
newspapers and by their organisations, immediately begin was eseential to the construction ef the Canadien Pacifie
to doclare that the land is unfit for settlement, that Railway. That was the extont et the patriotism exhibited
i t is no use for a European immigrant to attempt to settle in by lon, gentlemen opposite antitheir ionde in Ontario,
the North-West, because farming there will not pay. Sir. we Manitoba, ant in the North-West Torritories. Now, Si, I
have Lad that experience in Manitoba for the last three could net isten te the bon. gentlemen opposite witbout
yeuars, a most unfortunate expOrience, and it bas done more feeling that the failure te construet theso branch lincs was
ihian anything el-;e te tard the progress eof that Pr'ovince. net the fult of the Govprment. I was nt the iat el
Now, it may bc that the seheme of the hon. member fer this Governm ent; it was the faintgs,hon. gentlemen o pp-
Bothwell (Mr. Milles) was a wenterful seheme, but it dees site. They, ant they alone, have dne evervthing te Odepre.
seem, extraordinary that the wiedem et'fIParliament et ate the value etin e Noth-West lands, either by the brown
thet tino was unable te approciato iL, and, unt'ortanately, newspapdrs or by advertising the Kanas country, or by the
we are stili unable te appreciate iL to.day. I bolieve that Farmers' Union; and yo, M . Speaker, knewaciwell as Ido
the schemQ that the Govorument now propose tethisflouse that the Fieros' Union is nothig else than a politieai
e the enly ene that will tend te develop the inteneets of organisation, the hears on which were frins, intimate
Manitoba and the North-West Territory. Hon, gentlemen friends8 anti inspined frieuds, of hon. gentlemen opposite.
opposite have endavoed te show that lie policy of the Mr. WATSON. The iongentleman saih e coul et
Governmont bas preventothlie construction eof brandiait stil anti h istn te te etatemonts made on thie sidaof ste.
lincq. Woll, how le it that tuis very sohome is now pro- hinse. I was a litt e surpisetinstear thatetatement by
pset at the requetefthose bnancb lino cempaniesp? Do the hon. memben for Provencher (ir.oalt).He las
lien, gentlemen opposite suppose tiat those cmpainies do further statehetat the reason why branc linos tof railway
net look aften their ewn interest ? Do they tbink thosecoud nt be blt in that cuntry was because thersewas
ce niues forget that there is only ene trunk lino of rail- enlyo e rer eutwet v he country, ant thbat controlled
way in Manitoba anti the North- West Trnitory? Do they by eue company antithugiote local companies La i
forget that tho brauch linos wil neceesarily have te make toedeal wit dte Canadiaen Pacifie oRailway to geran
frigit arrangements with the trunk lino ? They know, as outîcî; anti that wes oeeoet thè îeasoné why- îhey
well as we do, Iliat suci is tho case; antiyot, notwitistand.hatnt been able to buil t the roa t with the land grants
ing, iL muet bo admittoti that the brandi linos knew their alroady reeeived. The hon. gentleman went on to deneune

wn interets a litte botter than o gentlemen opposite.i that I oin

the orth-Westantheold come et aesolaostiontry,

Tey come te theGovernment anti say that if le Georwment decrie the cou ntryin wle pat, an that was ee et the
are willing te give them 6,000 acres per mile thoy are roady te reasn onds failure. N ew, we have net to go far back t
censtruet those brane linos. Sir, i je prepostereus te sup- fiatieuth bat that hon. gentleman's opinion wa as twhym
pose that iLle in the intoret oe toe Chenadian Pacific Railway raiîwayewere net construotet in Manitoba. I aad the
net te, encourage the construction et' those brandlinos, hornly fintroducing a Bil in this ouse, asking for a char-
Suelytie Government, in edjusting anti conlrolhing ti toerwt buil a railway fron Portage la Prairie te the Lake
tra Me ratesoe thie trunk lino will sec that they areinosh te Woods. The oan. gentleman opposem that Bi
acordanc witli common songe, and wihl not be oppo8edt i tht oommittee-it w bnet dss in the louae
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-on the ground that (and it must be remembered that th
line went from one end of his constituency to the other)i
was not worth while building a railway through that patt
the country, as that part of the Province was no goo
He now ries and states that the Opposition have decrie
the country, and that is one of the reasons why local cor
panies could not build the roads. I have some knowledg
of the reasons why the local companies have not been ab
to build the railways. The principle reason is that thq
Government have invariably disallowed charters grante
by the Local Legislature. I also recollect that the ho!
member for Provencher made statements with respect t
the branch lines and the disallowance of local charters. Th(
charter of the Emerson and North-Western Railway wa
disallowed by this Government, and that line was to ru
through the hon. gentleman's constituency. That company
which was building the road without a land grant, had
graded 15 miles, but they were not allowed to put iroi
on it, because the charter was disallowed by this Govern
ment; and the reason given by the Minister of Justice wa
that it interfered with the spirit of the contract witl
the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company. We hav
been laboring under this difficulty in the North-West
that we have not known whether railway charters
granted by the Local Legislature were within the
spirit of the Canadian Pacific Railway contract
or not. But when the contract was lot the First Minister
said that Manitoba would have a right to grant railway
charters, that they could not check Manitoba, that the rights
of the Province would not be interfored with. The hon
member for Cardwell (Mir. White) rose and explained differ
ont reasons why Manitoba could not bo intet fered witth, and
that this Pariament had no right to interfere, except in
regard to the territory west of Manitoba. We find, later,
that the reasons given for not granting that charter to the
Portage la Prairie and Lake of the Woods Railway Com-
pany was because it would interfere with clause 15 of the
Canadian Pacific Railway contract. So the people of Ma-
nitoba have, from time to time, been put off with difforent
reasons why thoy should not build railways detrimental to
one grand and great monopoly. I can give the reason why
the compaLies were not able to build the railways with the
land grant they were to receive, of 3,400 acres per mile, and
why the lands have depreciated in value. It is on account
of the monopoly maintained in that country in railways.
There is no country, as has been truly said by the hon.
member for Provencher, where the people care about build-
ing branch linos when those linos have to make terms with
the main lino, because there is not the same profit from carry-
ing trade on branch linos as there is on through traffic. We
all know that, from our experience with respect to railway
company's. When the charter was granted by the Local
Legislature to the Manitoba and North-Western, it was
expected by the people of the Province and of the North-
West that the road was to be continued from Portage la
Prairie, in a south-easterly direction, and con nect with the
Emerson and North-Western, the charter for which is dis-
allowed. The Manitoba and North-Western has had an
up-hill experience in the building of the road they have
built. I am not finding fault with the terms the Govern-
ment propose to grant to those local roads. The country
must have railways; it cannot be developed without them.
I am only glad that the Government has seen fit to come
down with this liberal proposition, while at the same time
I am sorry that it should be necessary to do so to enable the
railways to be built. 1, with the leader of the Opposition,
hold that in those resoIntions there should be some mention
made of the terms on which the land grants would be
received. I believe those granta should be made on condi-
tions of settlement, and only so. In each case it is a large
grant,and it is a free grant of land. It eau be sold at a
price which, while it will amply repay the company, will
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ie place it within the means of settlers to purchase. I suppose
it this question of disallowance will come up again, and so it
of is not necessary to occupy much time in discussing it now.
d. As the hon. member for Provencher roferred to the railway
ed policy of the late Administration, I may gay that they also
a- had a monopoly, that they would not allow roads to be built
e within a certain distance of the Canadian Pacifie Railway.

le The Government, however, had it in their power to change
ie their policy at any time. The present Governmont has not
d the power, according to the interpretation of some members
n. opposite,to change the policy; they are bound by a solemn con-
o tract not to change it for twentyyoars. At firet it was
e claimed that the Dominion Government had not the power to
s disallow provincial rail way charters; next, charters were dis-
n allowed because they were not in the spirit of the contract,
r, and now it is claimed that those charters must be disallowed.
d If it was not for the disallowance of the local charters, and
n the fact that there would bo no connection, except with the
- Canadian Pacifie Railway Company, railways would be
s built in Manitoba without receiving any land grants what-
h ever. It will pay any company to build a lino through a
e fertile country, such as is Manitoba, when the rond can be
, cheaply built; but when local companies have to make
s terms with the company that possessos thé only outlet, it in
e not possible that such linos would be built, even with land
t grants.

Mr. CJHIARLTON. The hon. member for Provencher, in
opening his remarks, criticising the statements made by

s the hon. momber for Bothwell (Mr. Mills), took the ground
that a great differonce existed betweon the causes of the

* development of tho country to the west of the Mississippi
and the country in our own North-West, and ho urged, as one
of the principal differences, the fact that the people in the
Western Sates enjoy independence.

Mr. ROYAL. I beg the hon. gentleman's pardon. I
stated two causes, and 1 dwelt on the second cause-on the
constitution and patriotisma of the two parties in the States,
compared with the constitution and patriotism of the two
parties in this country.

Mr. CHARLTON. The hon. gentleman, however, distin-
ctly alluded to the fact that the inhabitants of the Western
States of the United States enjoyed independence.
Well, Sir, they do not enjoy any greater degree of
independence than we do in British North Amorica,
and so far as any difference in the two systems of
Government exists, 1Ido not believe the American people have
any advantage over us. They have not, at any rate, a botter
Government than ours; it is not recognised by the people of
the world, or by the American people themselves, as being
in any material respect a better Government. The hon.
gentleman went on to say that they had not only the advan-
tage of an independent system of Government, but that the
people of the -United States had not decried their own coun-
try, or the Government, or the character of their country, as
a field for immigration, Well, Sir, so far as my knowledge
of the United States goes, the people of that country have,
in all past times, criticised fully and keenly the policy of
that Government. The policy of the Government of the
United States, in relation to its public lande, with regard to
every feature pertaining to its fiscal system and its land
system, have been fully and freely criticised in that country
-as fully and as freely as kindred topics have been in Our
own. Sir, thore ias been no attempt made by the Opposition
in this country to decry the North-West. The advantages of
the North-Weet have been more fully set before the people of
Canada by the chief organ of the Opposition than by ail the
organs of the Government party. The Globe newspaper, two
or three years ago, under the energetic action of its thon
news editor, sent to the North-West a correspondent, whose
letters, giving a full and favorable description of the North
West, appeared in the columns of that journal from day to
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day, for many weeks, and those letters had more effect in
placing before the people of Canada and the people of the
world the advantages of the North-West than alt the mea-
sures resorted to by those on the Government side.

Upon our shoulders are laid the sins which are attributable
to the Government. The difficulty with the North-West is
not the criticisms of the Opposition, not that the Opposition
bas decriel that country, but the policy of the Government
with regard to the land regulations, the holding of lands at a
higher rate than they were held in the United States, the
placing of inducements for immigrants to go there on a
lower scale than in the United States. While thje United
States offered him a homestoad wherever he could find
public land, the homestead grants in the North-West were
restricted to only a portion of the public domain, while the
whole public domain of the UJnited States was open to the
settler. Thon, in the North-West the cheapest lands
were held at 75 cents per acre, higher than
in the United States for lands which were
more accessible, and the natural result was, that the immi.
grant stopped where the cheapest lands were, insteal of
going on to those lands which possessed no greater fertility
and where there were no botter markets. Then, lands wero
granted to colonisation companies at half the price of those
same lands to the settler; they were sold on credit instead
of cash, and this was another cause for discontent. Thon,
the Government organised a monopoly in relation to trans.
portation, and placed the whole country in the grasp of an
iron monopoly which charged the settler whatever rates it
pleased. If the settler had a choice betwoen Dakota, on the
one side, and Manitoba and the North-West, on the other, he
found, on one side, that there was competition in railway
rates, to bring in supplies and take out the produce of his
farm, that his agricultural implements could be bought in
Dakota free from an import duty of 35 per cent., that
his lumber could be bought cheaper, and in consequence of
these advantages, resulting from the wise and more liberal
policy on the part of the United States, it was natural
that the sottler should romain in Dakota; and still the
fact that ho did remain there was charged to the Opposi-
tion as one of its sins, when it was directly due to the acts
of the Governmont of this country. The hon. gentleman
alleges that the Farmers' Union decried the quality of
the land in the North-West. The Farmers' Union did no-
thing of the kind. It is an organisation of the farmers of
that country for the purpose of securing their rights, of op.
posing the monopolies placed upon them, of rectifying the
evils under which they labor, of protesting against the out.
rageons duties imposed on the implements they wish to
import. The hon. gentleman alludes to the monopoly clause,
and ho tells us that without that monopoly clause no com-
pany could have been found who would have undertaken
the construction of that road. Is that so? fHas the hon.
gentleman any roason or right to make that assertion ?
Within four weeks of the time the contract was made pub-
lic, was there not a company organised and an offer made
by a responsible company to build the road without the
monopoly clause, and with a less subsidy in land and cash ?

Mr. MITCHELL. A bogus offer.

Mr. CHARLTON. Was it a bogus offer that was made,
when they placed in the hands of the Receiver General
of Canada $600,000 in cash, more than the security
which was taken from the Syndicate, after the contract was
ratified ? If it was a bogus offer, why did not the Govern-
ment rake in that 81,600,000 of money which was placed in
the hands of the Receiver General of the Dominion ? Sir,
it is au insult to the intelligence of the House and the
intelligence of the country to characterise that company as
a bogus Company. If I had a list of the names of the
members of that company I could show that they were
mon of the greatest weight and respectability. There was
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Mr. Alexander Gibson, from the hon. gentleman's own
Province, and other gentlemen, who, in their own right,
possessed capital and means enough to bauild that road with-
out aid from the Government, and the hon. gentleman calls
them a bogus company.

Mr. MITCHELL. I repeat it.

Mr. CHARLTON. It was not a bogus company, but a
bond fide company, able to carry out their offer to the
Government, and as an evidence of their ability they made
a deposit with the Government of $600,000 more than the
Canadian Pacifie Railway Syndicate were roquired to deposit
before the ratification of the contract, and more than they
deposited after it.

Mr. MITCHELL. It was bogus, all the same, and you
know it.

Mr. CHARLTON. If either is a bogus company it is the
one which has twice failed to carry ont its contract. It je
the company which, after contracting to bauild that road
for a subsidy of $25,000,000 in cash and 25,000,000 acres
of land, and 700 miles of railway built and handed over
to them free of cost-after making this contract to
build the main lino, failed in their conditions and came
down to Parliament asking far $30,000,000 more, and they
are about to come down and ask for another re-arrangement
of terms, and $5,000,000 more. That is the bogus company,
and if the Government had, in accordance with their duty,
advertised for tenders, and given the contract for the con-
struction of that road to the lowest tender, that contract
would have been given to the second syndicate, whose
security was put up, and if they had done so the country
would have been saved at least $35,000,000, in addition to
three millions saved in the cash subsidy and three million
acres of land. Sa much for the assertion that no company
could have been found to build that road without the
monopoly clause. Sir, a company was found to build that
road without a monopoly clause, within one month of the
time the contract was laid upon the Table of the House.

Sa all these difficulties in relation to the North-West
which are traceable to the sins of omission and com-
mission on the part of the Government are industri-
ously charged by them to the Opposition of the day
in this House. The First Minister, in the course of his
remarks, informed us that the Government had absolute
control ovor the tariff rates of the Canadian Pacifie Railway.
Well, Sir, they have control, within certain limits. They
have contral when the earnings of the road amount to more
than 10 per cent. of its capital. That is the extent of ite
control, and how did they proceed to retain their control
over that road. When the contract was made the capital
of the company was to bu $25,000,000. And before this
fouse or the country was consulted the company had been
granted permission by the Government to increase that
capital four-fold-from $25,000,000 to 8100,000,000 ; or, in
other words, the Governmont made an arrangement by
which the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company was to be
allowed to increase its net earnings from $2,500,000 to
$10,000,000 before the Government could interfere with the
freight charges of that company. Was that an honest
arrangement ? Every man in this House knows that it
was not. Every man in this House knows that the
increased capital was not to represent bond fide invest
ment, but that perhaps 60 or 70 per cent. would represent
water. By means of the manipulation that company
was about to engage in, it was to be enabled, on
an actual increase of its investment by a comparatively
small sum, to declare a net dividend of at lest $7,000,000 a
year on what was no investment at all, except a fictitious
one.

Then, the hon. First Minister tells us that one reason
that existe for the adoption of the policy the Government
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propose with reference to subidising railways is that it is
impossible, in the foreign money markets, to borrow money
on railway seurities at all. I admit that snh is the case;
and 1 assert that the hon, gentleman and his Governmont
have been greater sinners than anybody else òn this con.
tinent in producing this result. This result is due to the
fact that the railway corporations of North America, in
Dine cases out of ten, have been dishonestly managed-that
the common stock of these railways, on the average, is at
Ieast one-half water, as statisties show was the case one
year ago-representing nothing but the stealings of the
managers; and the hon. gentleman himself bas been bolp
ing to play that game, by permitting a company under his
control to water its stock to the extent of six-tenths, if not
seven-tenths of the whole. For the reason that the Canadian
Pacific Railway and all the other railway corporations of
North America have been managed in such a way as to
create a great issue of common stock in the bands of
manipulators, which cost them less than one half
of its nominal value, and because of other sins in con-
nection with railway construction in tho United States and
Canada, the railway securities of this continent will not be
touched by the capitalists of Europe.

In regard to the proposed grants, I do not know that any
criticism bas been made adverEe to them. It may be a question
whether th e grants need be quite as large as tboy are. 1 bolieve
the average grants to American railways, under the land
grant system of the United States, bas been only about 4,800
acres per mile; and it has been admitted that in the great
majority of cases the grants have been far in excess of the
actual necessities of the roads. It may b that these grants
are not too great; it may be that they are ; that is a ques-
tion to be discussed whon we get into committee. With
regard to the criticisms indulged in with roference to the
Colonisation LRailway Bill, introduced in 1878, by the hon.
member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills), I wish to say a 1ew
words. If you compare that Bill with the measure
now before the House the comparison will b
greatly in favor of the former. That Bill made
careful provision against the formation of worthless com-
panies. Any company incorporated under that measure
was rcquired to have a capital stock of $12,000 per mile,
and beforo it could commence operations 10 per cent. of
that stock had to be paid up. The land grants to be made
to such companies-10 sections in the portion of the North-
West nearest to Manitoba, and, in Manitoba, 12 sections west
of the 102nd meridian, and 20 sections in the Peace River
valley-were not excessive; and they were coupled with
this condition, that the Government migbt retain in its own
bands the control ofthose lands, was to sell thom itself, and
that the maximum sum that any railway company could
obtain from the proceeds was $10,000 a mile. Thon, with
regard to the condition as to restricting the construction of
parallel and competing lines, the 18th section of that Act
provided:

" No company shall be incorporated under the provisions of this Act
for the construction of any railway having the same general direction
as the Canadian Pacifi Railway, or any branch thereof, at a nearer
mean distance than 40 miles."
That is, no company could derive from the Government any
land grant to the extent of $10,000 a mile for the construc-
tion of a line within a moan distance of 40 miles from
the main lino or any of its branches; but thore wais nothing
in that Act to prohibit any company from constructing a
lino ont of its own resources within 40 miles. It merely
provided that the Government would not aid any such lino
by a land grant.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No, no; it said no com-
pany should be incorporated under that Act.

Mr. CHARLTON. That Act provided for the incorpo-
ration of companies recoiving Government aid, and it
provided that no company should receive Government aid

that constructed a lino within forty miles of the main lino
or any of its branches.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No, no.
Mr. CHARLTON. That is the most obvions interpre-

tation of the Bill; but there is nothing in that Bill te
prevont the granting of a charter for the building of a road
anywhere in the North-West without asking lor a land
grant.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That is quite a mistake.
Mr. CIHARLTON. Thon the Bill has a provision

prohibiting the construction of lines running parallel with
tho main line or its branches. An ontlet to the south
would not be secured by building a lino parallel te the
south-west. A line which would conneot with other lines,
and which would securo compotition in the North-West,
would be one that did net run parallel with the main lino
or its branches. It would boeone running south or south-
easterly, while the general course of the main lino would be
west or north-westerly; so that that Bill offered no obstacle
for the construction of any lino connecting with any Ameri-
can lino, in order to secure competition in rates. The Bill
raised no impodiment in the way of the construction of
lines to the south or the south-east; the Bill raised no
impediment to the construction of linos anywhore or
in any direction, except that it provided that no lino
built within 40 miles of the mentioned lino or
branches could receive, under that Act, Governmont aid.
Sa much for that provision. That Act is frequently roforred
to. If the Governmont of the day had nover been guilty
of railway legislation more inimical to the interests of the
country than that, we would have very littlo te criticise in
their conduct. The Railway Colonization Bill, introduced
by my lion. friend from Bothwell (Mr. Mills), was a measure
whicb, if it had become law and had been acted upon,
would have sec(ured the speedy devolopmont of the North-
West, without injury to the interests of the country. What
has been the case undor the oporatien of that contract,
which I hold in my hand, passed in 1881. Compare the
restrictions contained in that Bill, with regard to the con-
struction of linos parallel to the Manitoba lino or its
branches, willi the provisions of the Bill incorporating the
Canadian Pacifie lailway. By section 15 of that Bill it is
provided:

« That after 20 years from the date hereof no line of railway shall be
authorised by the Dominion Parliamont to be constructed south of the
Canadian Pacific Railway, from any point at or near the Oanadian
Pacific Railway, except such lines as shail run south-west or to the
westward of south-west, nor to within 15 mihs of latitu'le 49, and in the
event of any new Province being established in the North-West Terri-
tories, provision bhall be made for tbe continuance of such provisions
after such establishment, until the expiration of such Deried."
Thero was nothing in that Colonisation Railway.Bill to pro-
hibit the building cf any branch lino that recoived aid from
the Governmont beyond 1à miles from the American lino.
Any branch road built under the provisions of that Act
might run to the American lino; any company could apply,
and there was nothing in the Act to provont it from soeur-
ing a charter for building a road from any part of Manitoba
to the Amorican lino, or to interfere with the securing of
railway connection with the Northern Pacifie, or any other
railway lino, or to interfere with the building of an line
within 10, 15 or 20 miles of the main Canadian acific
Railway line, or any branch, except that a lino builtwithin
40 miles of the Canadian Pacific Railway or branches could
not apply for the land grant. The Bill offered no impedi-
ment to the development of the North-Weat, or to the
securing railway connection with the American linos by
roads running to the south or south-west, or to the building
of railways anywhere, except that no railway companies
applying for charters could receive Government aid in land,
which roads, at a distance greater than 40 miles from the
main lino or branches, could receive. The Bill of the hon,
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member for Bothwell is a Bill which will stand any amount
of criticism, if its provisions are fairly stated.

An hon. MEMBER. Why did you not pass it ?
Mr. CHARLTON. We are not debating whether it was

passed, but we are debating the provisions of the Bill upon
its merits, as it has been compared with other measures, and
the Bill upon its merits will compare with any Bill this,
Legislature bas passed.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). We have wandered a good
deal from the general subject before the House, and I do
not propose to follow the hon. gentleman in much of the mat-
ter to which he has referred. The question as to whether the
Canadian Pacifie, Railway Company have properly fulfilled
their contract, or whether they have failed to do it, in the
terms originally arranged, is a matter which will be con-
sidered, no doubt, when the question comes up on the railway
resolutions, of which notice ias been given by the First
Minister. The question which seems to me to have come
before the House, with some degree of prominence, is:
What was the policy of the late Administration with refer-
ence to protecting the Canadian Pacifie Rail way from compe-
tition ? The hon. gentleman who has just sat down (Mr.
Charlton) takes the ground that the Act introduced by the
hon. member for Bothwell, when Minister of the Interior,
did not in any way prevent any railway from boing built to
the boundary. The question as to what was in the contem-
plation of the Government at that time will, perhaps, better
be ascertained from the legislation that actually took place.
In 1872 a number of railway charters, some three, 1 think,
were granted to gentlemen for the purpose of building rail-
ways to connect the United States with Winnipeg and with
the Red River country in our territory; and it is a curious fact
thatin every one of those Acts, and in the one, for instance,
in which Mr. Donald Meinnes, of Hamilton, Mr. Donald A.
Smith, and Mr. George Stephens, of Montreal, and others,
were incorporated to build a railway from the boundary to
Winnipeg, the concluding clause is in these words :

an The fore gdg sections ad provisions of this Act shall have forceand effeot from and after the day which may be appointed for that pur-
pose by proclamation issued un der the Order:of the Governor in Council,
and not before."
You will find, in no other charters granted by this Parlia-
ment for the construction of railways, the power reserved
to the Governor in Council to bring the Act into operation;
the Act comes into operation by the fact of its passing Par-
liament; but, in these particular cases, in 1872, when the
question of the construction of the Canadian Pacific Railway
was then in its initial stages, it was felt desirable by Parlia.
ment, even at that early stage, that provision should be
made to protect the railway from possible competition, and
to secure that when it was built the capitalists engaged in
constructing it would, at least, have the guarantee of
immunity from undue competition. Hon. gentlemen oppo.
site came into office a year after. During the five years
they were iu office not one of those Acts was brought into
operation by the issue of a proclamation under Order of the
Governor in Council. Nay, more than that, I have reason to
know-from statements of Mr. George Stephen and Mr.
Donald Smith-that application was made by those gen-
tlemen to the ex-First Minister (Mr. Mackenzie), who
was Minister of Public Works, to bring that Act into oper-
ation, and he distinctly refused, upon the ground which he
sustained afterwards in the Railway Committee, in 1879,
that he would not permit connection of independent lines
through that north-western country with the American
system, reserving to the Canadian Pacifie Railway, then a
Government rond, being constructed by the Goverument,
although with the presence on the Statute Book of an Act of
Parliament to authorise the granting of a charter to a com-
pany for its construction, that exclusive right. He was doter-
mined that railway should be protected, if possible, fromany
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American competition. It was in precise accordance and
in complete sympathy with the policy thus acted upon by
the Government in their refusal to bring into operation the
Acta of incorporation passed iu 1872, to connect Manitoba
and the North-West with American railways, that the
clauses were put into this Bill, introduce'i by the hon. mem-
ber for Bothwell (Mr. Mills), to protect the Canadian Pacifie
Railway from competition, by saying no railways should be
chartered under that Act which came within 40 miles of
the Canadian Pacifie Railway. He said that only referred
to railways receiving grants from the Government. That is
quite true. It was open to Parliament, if Parliament so
determined, to grant a charter to any independent company,
but if a company was chartered under that Act, which was
supposed to h the Act to make provision for the construc-
tion of railways through the North-West, beyond and out-
side the Canadian Pacifie Railway, no charter under that
Act could possibly be given for the constrction of railways
coming into competition with the Canadian Pacifie Railway.

Sir JORN A. MACDONALD. With or without subsidy.
Mr. WHITE Certainly, because this charter was

for railways to which subsidies were given, but it pro-
vided the means, first, for an easy incorporation of railway
companies, and next for the subsidising of railway compa-
nies. Thon the hon. gentleman tells us that special care
was taken by the Government or by the hon. member who
introduced the Bill to secure that the lands which were
given should be properly opened for settlement and should
continue within the control of the Government. The hon.
gentleman has not quite accurately stated the terms of the
Act. The Act, it is true, gave the Government the power,
if it thought proper, by Order in Council, to substitute a
$10,000 subsidy per mile for the subsidy in land, but it gave
to the Government the power to do either the one or the
other, and everyone knows that, in the estimation in which
the lands were held at that time, hon. gentlemen opposite,
giving their 50,000,000 acres of land, and retaining
that upon the Statute Book, for the construction
of the Canadian Pacifie Railway, if the lands given
to the railways could have secured their construc-
tion, the feeling was that a good bargain was
made for the country. But what further did Lhey do in
that Act ? So little careful where they for the settlers who
might have settled there that they actually provided in the
Bill that if a settler happened to find himseolf settled within
what would be the railway belt of some railway company
of that kind, his homestead was to e hreduced from 160 acres
to 80 acres, and if he was an actual settler he was only
thon to have the right to purchase a pre-emption to the
extent of 80 acres, and the pre-emption was abolished
altogether within the railway bolt, except in the cases I
have mentioned. More than that, they provided that if a
settler happened to have taken up a lot which turned out to
be in the locality where a railway station was to b, and
where the probability was that a town or village would
arise, ho was to be dispossessed of his lot, ho was to be
driven from his land, and was to be given land elsewhere, and
simply paid for the improvements ho had made.

Mr. BOWELL. Whether ho had effected settlement
before the notice was given or not.

Mr. WHITE. Yes; a settler who had actually taken up
his lot within the railway belt, if ho happened to h in a
place which was afterwards set apart for a town or village,
was to be sent abroad, and land was to be given to him
elsewhere, and he was to be paid for the improvements ho
had made. That was the carefulness of hon. gentlemen in
connection with the settler. There can be no doubt what-
ever, so far as that measure was concerned, that we would
have had substantial grievances in the North-West if it had
come into force, and we had found settlers who, perhaps, had
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made substantial improvements and had made homesteads
for themselves turned off, because it was the sweet pleasure
of the railway company and the Government combined to
make a r&ilway station, and consequently a village, where
the men's proporty happened to be. But, after com-
mencing with a great eulogy of this country, of the inde-
pendent character and the excellence of its Government
as compared with that on the other side of the line,
the hon. gentleman drifted, as is bis wont, into a state-
ment of how much botter the people are off on
the other side, in Dakota and Minnesota, and how
natural it was that people should prefer to be
there rather than to romain with us. And ho put it on two
grounds; first, because of the terrible monopolies imposed
upon the people of Manitoba and the North-West by this
particular clause of the railway charter, which duty is called
the monopoly clause; and secondly, because of the other
impositions, referring particularly to the duty upon agricul-
tural implements. As to the latter point, I find that at a
meeting of the Board of Trade in the city of Montroal,
Mr. Wolferstan Thomas, who will be recognised by hon.
gentlemen opposite as a pronounced Liberal, though I will
do him the justice to say that he is a gentleman who does
not obtrude bis politics upon people, who attends to bis
business as a banker, but who is a very pronounced Liberal,
submitted a letter ho had received from certain manufac-
turers of agricultural implements in Canada, in which they
say :

"For your information we desire humbly to lay before you the fol-
lowing facts :-Immediately pior to raising the tariff, immense quan-
tities of American implements were rushed into Manitoha, in some cases
sufficient to supply the country tor several years. We, a3 Canadian
manufacturera, are suffering from the undue competition created by this
surplua stock, for ever since the raising of the tariff farm implements are
cheaper in Manitoba than they aie in Ontario."

That is the practical result, and there is not a man who
knows anything about Manitoba, who hias examincd the
price list of implements in Manitoba, who does not know
that the farmers there have had their implements juast as
cheap as before the tariff was introduced, in spito cf the
increase of the tariff, the difference boing that the manu-
facturers of Ontario have been able to secure the market
instead of the manfacturers of the Western States. Then
the hon. gentleman tells us of the terrible burdons imposed
upon the people of the North-West in consequenco of the
excessive charges of this terrible monopoly as compared
with the charges in the United States. Does he know that
last year the price of wheat along the line of the Canadian
Pacific Railway was, on an average, 10 cents more than
along the line of the Northern Pacifie? Does he know that the
tariff charges were very much less than they were on
the Northern Pacific, and that farmers in Minnesota actu-
ally carried their wheat into Manitoba, paid the 15 cents a
bushel, and went back with 4 cents a bushel more than they
would have had if they had sold it on their own side of the
line ? Are these the burdens the hon. gentleman tells us
the people of the North-West and of Manitoba are labor-
ing under? No; ho prefers to send forth from this
Parliament, with the responsibility of bis position as a
member of this flouse, and with whatever authority may
attach to an utterance of an hon, gentleman having a seat
in Parliament, te send forth now, at the commencement of
this immigration season, when people are coming into the
country and when some are in the country, making up
their minds whether they will go te our own North-West
or to the American North.West, a statement that it is a
natural thing for people to go to Minnesota and Dakota,
because they were botter off, and are under les bardons
as to railway monopoly and competition than they are
here. The hon. gentleman ought to know, if he does not,
that so far as the experience of the Canadian Pacifie Rail-
way, up te this time, is concerned, thepeople of the North-
West have sufered nothing from that -oalled monopoly

clause, while the people of Canada have gained, as the result
Of it, the construction of the lino which to-day connects the
Eastern Provinces with those western territories, within a
period which, I venture to say, the moet sanguine man in
Canada, whon that charter was given, did not hope would
have been realised. We owe that to the wise policy of this
Government in acting, not by the exact terms of the charter
of the Canadian Pacifie Railway, but within the spirit of
that charter, in disallowing Acta which, if they had gone
into effect, though I doubt every much if the roads would
over have been built, might, ut any rate, have jeopardised
the interests of the Canadian Pacifie Railway in smeur-
ing the trade of that country over their whole
system. As the result of that wise policy we
have secured the construction of that railway, and
thore is not a man in Canada to.day, who will for the moment
sink his political feeling and remember only the interests
of this great country, but will say that it is a matter of
which Canadians from one end of the Dominion to the other
should be proud, that to day, as the result of the policy of
this Government, ho eau go from Halifax right into the
Rocky Mountains, and, before this year is over, on to the
Pacifie coast, by a railway on Canadian territory, and with
the assurance that we have one of the best railways on this
North American continent. As to this policy to-day, it is a
policy which will increase and develop the resources of the
country in the North-West. One of the railways wbich is
referred to here is the Manitoba and North.Western Rail-
way. That is a railway which, if the statements of bon.
gentloman wero true, ought to have been built, It goos
through what is really the very best part of that country.
It goes along the lino of tho old trail, through increasinig
settloments, a lino which was solected by hon. gentlemen
opposite for the Canadian Pacifie Railway. And yet, with
ail the advantages of prosperous settlements to be reached
by it, with all the advantage of its going through a country
that is not excelled by any part of the North-West, and with
a subsidy of 6,000 acres per mile, at $1 per acre, the
company have not been able to secure capital for the con-
struction of that railway. Surely there las been no ques-
tion of a monopoly clause to prevent that.

Mr. WATSON. Yos, there ha". The Emerson and
North-Western Railway was a connection of the Manitoba
and North-Western at St. Vincent.

Mr. WHITE. Why, Mr. Speaker, the Emerson and North-
Western Railway was a connection, possibly; but the hon.
gentleman will not pretend to tell me that a road running
through that country to Prince Albert, and ultimatoly far-
ther westward, does not go through a country that ought to
be able to sustain a railway. If the hon. gentleman pre-
tends to aay that that road could only be constructed on
condition that the trade of that whole country should bo
made tributary to American railways, to American mer-
chants, forwarders and business men, instead of being tribu.
tary to Canadian railways and Canadian business mon, ho
will find no man in Canada, having business interesta in the
country, who will agree with him. That railway, if built,
will develop the most important part of the country, and I
think we have reason to congratulate oursolves that the
policy which is now proposed, wisely supplementing, as it
does, the policy by which the Canadian Pacifie Railway bas
been so successfully carried almost to completion, will seoure
for that north-western country a prosperity such as none
of us, a few years ago, ventured to hope would dawn upon
it at so eariy a date.

Mr. MITCHELL. I regret I was not in the flouse at the
commencement of the remarks of the hon. member for
Bothwell (Mr. Mills), and I am not quite sure to what
extent he challenged the statements which I appear to have
made some years ago, in the discussion of his Bill. But I
understood him to ask me, amongst other gentlemen who
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-spoke on the Bill referred to, when it was under dis-
cussion bore, whether I held the same views to-day that I
did thon. Sir, I have referred to the report of the speech
made by myself on that occasion. I bave rend it over care-
fully, and there is not a single statemenL in that speech,
made in 187, that I am not prepared to-day to endorse, and
at the same time to sustain the Bill before the House. Sir,
what was the position assumed by the hon. gentleman on
that occasion, in introducing his Bill? It was for the
wholesale distribution of the lands in the North-West into
vast monopolies, nominally for the purpose of building rail.
ways, but which, practically, would not have built one. Sir,
ho endeavored to croate the idea that the $10,000 worth of
land per mile which ho proposed to give would build a
railway at that time. Why, Sir, it would not have begun
to build railways; it has not begun to build railways to-day,
as we have found from experience. The hon. gentleman
challenges the statements I made on that occasion, and I
answered him in this way :

" He did not know what the opinions of gentlemen from Ontario and
Quebec might be, nor did he care. He had one thing to do, and that
was his duty. His duty in this case he conceived to be to call the atten-
tion of Parliament to the proposed spoliation of western land. It would
be unjust to the other Provinces to pass an Act like this, which would
enable railway speculators and companies to absort three-fourths of the
whole western territory-that territory on which they hoped to construct
the great Canadian Pacifie road. He yielded to no one in the desire to
benefit the North-West, but he certainly could not approve of an Act
such as that now before the House. He could not believe in a secherne
which would enable speculators to absorb millions of acres of land,
with which it was hoped the country might be recouped for the money
it was now spending in opening up that great territory. They had a
right to expect something better from the Government ihan that. If the
Administration really desired to open vp the country, by all means let

in this House; take up each of these Bills and discuns them
upon the merits; and if the railway is entitled to aid, if the
location is satisfactory, and if the railway is to give facili.
ties to the population and a large measure of accommoda-
tion to the public, then let us give that company such aid
as is necessary. But do not let us do what the hon. member
for Bothwell asked us to do by bis Bill, and pass a measure
to lay the whole country under contribution to a band of
railway speculators. Sir, I will read a little more of the
speech to which my hon. friend has chosen to refer, and
which ho challengod at the time:

"l He should have said to them: 'You are going to make thousands of
miles of railway under that Bill, if there is land enough; you are going
to let the whole of that territory be absorbed by private speculators.'
As his hon. friend from Marquette had said, two lines of railway were
certainly needed."

That gentleman was not the present member for Marquette,
but the present Judge Ryan. Is there anything to indicate
that my opinions have changed? Is there any portion of
the speech which negatives the idea that I have been in
favor of rendering aid, all necessary aid, to railways in the
North-West. The hon. gentleman nods his head, implying
yes. I challenge him to point out in what respect I held
opinions thon that I do not entertain now, and I will prove
to bim that my opinions now are consistent with my speech
in 1878, and I may say that I will support this measure.
The hon. gentleman again shakes his head. I will read
some extracts from my speech in that year, and I will ask
him to point out any portions of it that are inconsistent
with my position to-day:

tbem doso; but why should they, by legisation ths kind,emWel, if application were mae ttht use fr the eessary
the resources of the country in a way which could never be retrieved." thousand3 of acres for the construction oftbeseroads, hewould beready
Then, Sir, I went on to say :t give al possible aid; but a Bil like this, whieh gave power te pri-Thon>Sirvate speculators te absorb the whole territory, was one of the mout eut-

"Let him state the practical objections te the Bill. He believed that rsgBous measures be bal ever heard core befere Parliamcnt. le was
under this Bill any number of speculators might, by complying with astenishedtbatthe lin Miniterofthe Interior eheuld have dared te
certain requirements, construct from one te twenty railways, thus prepound a scheme of this character, se extreme in ite powers. A
absorbing hundreds of thousande of acres of land. When the Grand greater injustice te the other parts cf the Dominion than the meaare
Trunk Railway Company came, the other day,asking the privilege te con- preposed ne man could cenceive. le was net geing te take up the
nect with several other railwaye, and when the Canada Southern Rail- tue cf tbe liuse very lebg in discussing thie maLter, but he wished ta
way came asking privileges-what did bis hon. friend from Chateauguay caîl the attention of hon. zembers represeutiug the Eautern Provinces
say ? No man guarded the liberties, rights and privileges more than he, of Canada te the increased texation whicliwould be placed upon their
where enormous powers were asked; and when these two railways districts by the prepeeed measure. Whule be approved cf meuey beiug
came before the House, none were more careful of their privileges, or expended for the opeuing up and imprevement of Manitoba, b. was net
more zealous than his hon. friend. He (Mr. Mitchell) was verv much prepared te give up that magnificent country te private indîviduals,
pleased to see the great amount of caution the lon. member exhibited in for party purpeses and for party plunder. He would tellieu. gentle-
endeavoring te prevent the railway companies gettiug the powers for mea on the ailer side cf the liuge tbat wbile le was prepared te en-
general purposes which they sought." tertain any fair sud just daim wbiclimiglt be made, le would net sub-

mit te any sncb seheme ef spoliation in the North-West as that which
The late member for Chateauguay, Mr. Hlolton, said, on was intended. Througlout the wlile Dominion, every scbeme slield
that occasion: e deat witliou its own nerits, and if iL was feuud that thq eue or twe

" Let us give the what absolutely necessary fr the purbyte n. member for Marquette were realy re-
Letus ivethe wht i aboluelynecssay fr te prpOO-quired, lie woiuld lie willinig tliat the lieuse sliould grant a charter for

Whenever they want anything further in the -way of legislation let tle undertakinge, besides giving subsidies in money or land ta secure
them come and ask it, and if it is right we will give i them." them. le would ask lon. gentlemen opposite te consider the proposi-
Now, Sir, the point I make in the matter is this: that while tion he bad jnst made, and then say wlether tley would take upon
he proposed te give this enormous wholesale grant, extend--themeelvsilespensbliy fThi m erowtenti etaek te
ing over the whole territory, giving them ut one fell swoop hadbon. members on the Opposition aide loeked uufaverably upon any
possession of the whole north-westorn country, which we railway conneeticu witb the Americun Repubie; but bou. gentlemen
had bought and paid for with the people's money, I was net opposite ad always been auxiens, net enly te bave railway connectionswihteUnited States, but te maintain business, social and national
opposed, and I never have been opposed, and I am not relations with those ou the other aide cf the hue. Hie hou. friend lad
opposed now, te giving proper and substantial nid te any doue the members of tle Opposition an injustice wleu he made that
necessary railway that it is desired te construct in that state t. If the lon. gentleman would witldraw his Bil, and intro-ducs a special measure, giving powers te the twe roade spoken ef by the
north-western country. The point taken by the late lon. member for Marquette, le would have hie (Mr. Mitchell'.) support.
lamented member for Chateauguay (Mr. Holton) on the liswould aise agree te grant lands outside those lues, but le ebould
occasion te which I refer was this: that if railway compa- certainly endeavor te record bis vote againstîeBilliatroduced by the
niesMinister of the Interir. He (olr. Mitchell) did net want teayde

mie$comete his arlaniet sekiD ni, weshold C11-disrespectul werd regarding the people of the North-West. lieknew
sider every application upon its merits, but net give it seme of the difficulties and bardehipe tley lad endured lu the sottie-
general powers te absorb other railways, which system hemas entcf that country; but tey nust net ferget tlat only a few yearsbuid elapsed smo. tley ewued amy part et that territery at ail, it ias-mg
been the ourse of this country- and we have an illustration previouely been under the administration cf the Hudeon Bay Compans.
of that in the monster corporation, the Grand Trunk Rail.Ibey must net forget tbut the immense territory outaide Manueobavas
way Company. The policy which this House ought te t e heritage cf the people of tle Dominion cf Canada at large. If, on

the otlier baud, tliey locked npon it as the prcperty cf Manitoba alone,
have pursued, the policy which this Government should then donet let them ask ParliamentLte impose laws ou the other Pro-
pursue, is, that whenever applications are made for aid from vinces in order that meney mugît be squanderet iu the construction cf
the publie funds te build a railway, this Parliament Ehould tle so-cahled &orth-Westroute; if tley claumed the whole territory te
consider each individual case on its merits, and deal with it;' necessary improvemaentî, and net sk ilie other portions of the Dominion,
do as you are doing with the oompany under consideration tiret to buy the ouatry, theu to #pend mIlions in lzprovemszts, &49

Mr, MITOHJLL.
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then find their lands vn away. He wished to Call attention to one or has chosen to assail the conduot of the Government in grant-two sections of this Bi , which seemed to him as rather of an extraor- ing the charter to the present Canadian Pacifie Railwaydinary character." Company. He bas ventured to assert that another Com-
I thon quoted the sections, and continued: pany was prepared to have built the road for less money.

" That really provided for the giving away of the very lands required Every man in this land knows how that second company
for the construction of the Pacific road, and that not more than nine- was got up; that hon. gentlemen o pSite and their friendstenths-such was the enormous extent of the provision-should be paida.
ont of the proceeds of land sales till the road was in operation. Now outside of this House organised an got up that company.
what did that mean ? It meant that those lands were considered of suffi. For what purpose ? They would nover have built a mile of the
cient value to pay for the construction of these roads. The hon. member road, and when I challengod it as a bogus company-and I
for Marquette (Mr. R3au), speaking of the progress made by railroads in ropeat that it was a bogus company-the hon.gentleman hasIllinois, saifi that the road was Eniahed and paid for white one-half of rpa ou opn-h o.gnlmnla
the lands were left to the credit of the road. Parliament ought not there- cast in my teeth the fact that one of the men associated in that
fore, to give away that valuable land in Manitoba in so reckless a class of men came from my own county, and was, he said,
manner.) a wealthy and respectable man. He referred to Mr. Alex-
The hon. member for Marquette (Mr. Ryan) corrected me, ander Gibson by name. Well, I have the greatest respect
and I went on te oxplain : for that gentleman ; ho is one man-I do not know how many

" But, if this Bill came into operation, if the hon. gentleman was able more were wealthy and respectable men-who would have
to induce this House ta pass it, and ho (Mr. Mitchell) was afraid that lie tried to have carried out their engagements, but Mr. Gibson
would, ho had seen such a subservient following, ail this would be was a man of meanus and lionesty, a man who would have
changed. There was in that Bill the germs of the absorption of the tried to carr out any engagement into which ho ontered-whole North-West country, and they would not have a twentieth part y
left wherewith to build their Pacific Railway. The result would be, that and if they were all mon of the energy and standing and
the land having been absorbed, the railway would not be built. What means of Mr. Gibson, I would have had more faith in them.
would the Eastern Provinces say ta such a measure ? Would his hon. But I have reason to know more, perhaps, than hon. gente-
friends on the other side say they could justify suh a course to their
constituents ; that their constituents would appreciate a mensure like mon think I know about it; and 1.have reason to know that
this, committing an act of spoliation over the entire country? Who that company was got up by that side of the House, and
had contributed ta the purchase of that country ; who had paid the their friends outside of the House, for the vory purpose ofHudson Bay Company for it? The people. But they paid the money to
have the oountry opened up and developed, and not ta be given away embarrassing the Government of the day,
in this wholesale manner. If the lands cf the North-West were t be Some hon. ME MBERS. No, no.used in building railroads, and lie approved of such a policy, then this
section of Canada was entitled ta a fair share thereof for their local rail- Mr. MITCIELL. I say, yes. When the hon. gentleman
roads, such, for example, as the Miramichi Valley road. The people of challenges the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company as aold Canada bought the North-West and were taxed to par ta improve it,
and they had a right ta appropriate a share of the lrtnd t> pronette the bogus company, ho doos not know that those gentlemen
construction of roads in the East as well as ia the Weha." hve spent millions of thoir own ioney.

The hon. gentleman has challenged me in regard to the An hon. MER BER. Where ji it?
statements I made seven years ago, when speaking on the Mr.MITCHELL. Ali over the line, extendingfrom heresubject of North-West railways. He has asked me if I am to teRcHLo.na in o, etoman talk ere
stili of the same opinion to-day as I was then, and ho las ta the ocky Mountains. The hon. gentleman tahka about
challenged several other hon. gentlemen in like man- the m ooming ta this Parliament for aid. What e the cause
ner. They ean speak far themselvos. Fair myself y, of it ? What lias eoinpolled thom ta came? lias it mot

eril the hocn gentleman thet male Fnow, as e I been tbat they proceeded with the work in a manner far

then,lu favor. g the priniples contained in this BIlwa exceeding the expectations of gentlemen in this House or
and for thareasonf t gave on that ocCasioL; that a ti' in the country, both in rpidity and character? las it not

and or he easns Igav ontha ocasio ; hatI a tobeen from the fact that the enterprise has been decried andday in favor of granting all necessary aid to the develop- run down that th tsincerityhias been attacked by hondment of the North-West; that I was an advocate of the pur- gen opposirb y ias bue d and thone
chse of the country, that I was one of those who aided in g entle n opposite, by their friendt outaide and thae prou
securing it, and I have always beau ready to give my vote reprcsenting thecm. s it not true that they have rundawn
ta projects for opening up the North-West. The hon. gen- the credit a the eountry, that they have asoailed the charac-

tieansliul no hve halenedmyopinion, as stated ter of the North- West, that th ey have chal lenged i ts faaili tiestleman should not have challenged my oimonoras statedt
here, and not have attempted to convey the impression that for settlement.
the sentiments I expressed in that speech were sentiments Some hon. MEMBERS. No, no.
which would tend to retard the progress of the country, or Mr. MITCHELL. That they have challenged the value
that I refused to give aid, sucl as is souglit for by the Bill of its lands ?
now under consideration. I think I have said sufficient on
that point to satisfy the hon, gentleman. I did not intend Some hon. MEMBERS. No.
to be drawn into any discussion on this matter to-nigh t, nor Mr. MITCHELL. That they have challenged its future?
would I have been drawn into it, except for the remarks Some hon. MEMBERS. No.
of the hon. member for Bothwell. But while the
remarks of that lon. member were thoroughly respect- Mr. MITCHELL. I say, yes. I say that their organ, ta
ful and proper, and such as any hon. member had a whieh the hon. gentleman referred, which they say has done
right to use, I must confess that the remarks of to promote the settlement of that country than all the more
another hon. gentleman were not, in my opinion, exactly Government organs put together, has done so. I do not
of the same character. The hon. member for North Nor. know how much the Government organs have done, but I
folk (Mr. Charlton), in dealing with this question, has cho. can refer to one very recent authority from the Globe, to
sen to drag into the discussion of it the whole policy and show how much it has done, not to promote the settiement
conduct of the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company. le and character of the North West, but te decry and damage
ias chosen te speak of them in a manner-and it is not and slander it, and I will read it.
new to him-that is anything but creditable to a represent- Mr. MILLS. I would ask the hon. gentleman whpther
ative in Parliament. It is, perhaps, improprer to refer to be did not write a serios of letters from Dakota, puffng the
what took place on a former occasion, and I am precluded territory of Dakota as a place for settlement, quite equal
from doing so; but the hou. gentleman's remarks to-night, and superior to the North-West.
in regard to those gentlemen, were only a little less virulent
and a little les reprehensible than were the remarks made Mr. MITCHELL. I did net, and the hon. gentleman can
by him on an occasion lat Session. The hon. gentleman take my letters, I made a visit to the North-West; I never
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visited the territory of Dakota and I knew nothing about it.
I passed through Minnesota to the North-West, and I will
Jet him refer to the pamphet-he will find it in the Library.
It is true 1 wrote a soi ies of letters which were subse-
qnently thought worth being thrown together in pamphlet
form, as my opinion of the North-West, and I tell
him that that pamphlet contained my views of the
North-West, andt that those views have never been
changed, and those views are, that it is one of the finest
countries on the continent of America. That is what I said
about it. I did not run down Minnesota or Dakota, or the
other States; I did not feel that it would be my duty, or that it
would be honest te do it. I have a great opinion of Dakota
and Minnesota, but I have a much greater opinion of our
own North-West Territories. I will read what this paper,
which they say has done so mach for the country, which has
done more than all the organs of the Government put
together, has said about the North-West. I know what its
power has been. It is a paper which, from its former repu-
tation and standing has exercised a great power, not only
on this continent, but on the other, and it is referred to and
read and utilised, and extracts quoted from it perhaps more
than from any paper in British North America. And yet
that paper will put these statements forward, not once but
repeatedly, and in a manner which the hon. member for
North Norfolk says does se much credit to the country. It
is called "The Surprise Policy-Effect of rushing the con-
struction of the Pacific-No settlers beyond Brandon -Not a
house to be seen for hundreds of miles-Superiority of the
Fleming route." I need not read the whole article, but I
will read two short extracts, which will show the animus of
the paper.

Mr. CHARLTON. Read the whole. Na garbled extracts.
Mr. MITCHELL. You can read the balance, if you like
I From Moose Jaw to Calgary, 500 miles, the soil was hard clay, and

appeared unfit for agricaltural purposes. With the exception of thoseat Medicine Rat, there were no settlers along tbe line. The experi-
mental farne of the Canadiau Pacifie Railway looked well, but this was
due to entirely exceptional circumstance, chiefly the wet season, the
like of which might not occur again for many years. Instead of build-
ing the line along with branch road a, so as to settie the old Province of
Mantîeba, it was rushed oa with undue bastebyimport elabor, chiefy
Americans and Mennonites, over this barren waste. Those who were
employed on the road, which was constiucted at the rate of from three
te five miles per day, left as soon as it was built, and thecountry jn
Quee parts is wholly unaettled. This hurried building et the road was
generally condemned by all parties in Winnipeg and to the west, irre-
spective of their political thought There was no freight traffic on the
Ine save supplies for the road. The Mounted Police were doing a good
work, but there was general dissatisfaction among the Indians, which
was daily becoming more intense. All agree that the northern, or
Fleming route, which Mr. Mackenzie proposed to follow, would have
been of most advantage to the country. For hundreds of miles along
the %rack there is not a bouse to be seen, and at stations where shop3
have been erected, they are now empty. Great complaints were being
made by settlers in regard to the administration of affairs by the land
board.'

It is taken from a letter of Sheriff Sweetland, which the
Globe parades and quotes from, with a view, I believe, to
injure the c.untry.

An hon. MEMBER. What is the date?

Mr. MITCHELL. August last. The hon. gentleman
refers to the fact that the present Canadian Pacifie Railway
Company was a bogus company. Sir, could a bogus com-
pany have done what that company has done in the past

v Years? Did the most sanguine of us expect, five years
ago, that we would be able te start from fHalifax and go
through British territory and land on the shores of the
Pacifie. Ie there one of us expected that last summer we
could'have gone, as we did, from the western point of Lake
Superior over our own road to the Selkirks? Is there one
of as who imagined that to-day, when a crisis arose in the
history of the country, which I regret, but which will not, I
believe, be an unmixed evil, that we would be able to send our
troops through a section ofcountry which a short time before

Mr. M.ITOMLL.

was a desert waste, a section of country most diffleult to
build a line through, in order to quell that rebellion.
And to whom are we indebted for it? Are we indebted
alone to the coffers of this country ? No, Sir
not alone to that, but to the enterprise and zeal
and perseverance and determination of the men who
comprise that company, with the aid which a generous
public has given to supplemnent their own means, which
enabled them to build a road that is a credit to Canada and
the country with which we are connected. I am surprised
that the hon. member for Norfolk would dare to call a
company of that kind a bogus company-a company which
has performed such work, which has done such great public
service, which has received the good opinion of the British
Govern ment, and, from the great work they have performed,
is looked upon as having been the means of cementing the
Empire, of strengthening it, and of giving facilities without
which she might be in dire distress some day or other. I
hope the hon. member will pause before using such lan-
guage as ho bas used on this and on former occasions, with
reference to the gentlemen composing that company, gen.
tlemen who are honorable in every transaction of their
lives, and who have shown an amount of enterprise credit-
able alike to Canada and themselves, and who are, to-day, as
the hon. gentleman knows, largely out of pocket by the
enterprise they have now carried nearly to completion.

Mr. CHARLTON. I rise to one word of explanation.
When the hon. gentleman asserted that the second syndi-
cate was a bogus company, I said that if either of these
companies could be called a bogus company it was the first,
which lad failed in the respects I stated.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). It is a little pleasing to find
members on the other side of the House rising, at this late
day, to take part in public discussion. We have to con-
gratulate ourselves that, at any rate, for one day, Canada has
returned to a system of government conducted by open dis-
cussions in Parliament, instead:of having its measures framed
in secret caucus, and forced through Parliament by more
majorities. On this occasion hon. gentlemen opposite find
themselves, as too often thcy find themselves, for their own
comfort, in a rather humiliating position; and to-night their
defence is the same as it is on ail similar occasions. They,
of course, are never wrong, never make any mistakes, and
always bring forward their propositions at the right time;
and if it be pointed out that their proposition is a little late
in coming, or that they have failed in thoir duty in the pat,
they have the same answer to-night that they have on
similar occasions-an answer which may, perhaps, be
lacking in absolute accuracy, but which they do
not fail to hurl across the floor, and which to
them, seems to be a never unfailing answer: Oh, yon are
unpatriotic; you have decried your country; if the North-
West has not been developed as it should be, it is not
because the Government have failed in giving proper rail-
way communication ; it is because of the unpatriotic course
gentlemen opposite, have taken, by their utterances and
through their organs. Well, Sir, we have heard that time
and again; the country has bard it, but only te treat it as
we treat it on this side, with a feeling akin to contempt.
The facts are too strong for hon. gentlemen opposite, and
when, to-night, they attempt their usual answer, I think,
under the circumstances in which we find ourselves, they
must be bard driven for an excuse. They blame us that
the North-West Territories are not botter developed, when
we have before us for our consideration some resolutions
dosigned for the benefit of that country; and if the resolu-
tions, in the same direction, which were offered to this Par-
liament seven or eight years ago, had been carried ont at
that time, if they had not been burked by hon. gentlemen
opposite, but had been carried into effect by them, when
they came into power-if we shall have development
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under tbis scheme nowwhat development might we not have
bad in the North-West under the scheme my hon. friend from
Bothwell (Mr. Mills) propounded to this flouse in 1878. It
was on the same line as the present scheme, with this excep-
tion, that it was surrounded with safeguards that would cause
it to redound more to the interest of the country. Under the
system of public grants of land which it contained, it would
have resulted in colonisation roads being built throughout
the North-West which would have become feeders to a
great national highway, the property of the Dominion
of Canada, and the profits of which would accrue to the
Dominion; but all those advantages have been lost, and
years after, when a scheme is propounded to rectify all the
negligence hon. gentlemen have displayed during those
years, we find ourselves, not in the same circumstances, for
the roads to be constructed will be tributary and will be a
source of profit to a company that has received resources
from this country appalling in their extent. M y hon.
friend from Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell), it seems to me,
was hardly fair in dealing with the proposition of the hon.
member for Bothwell, when ho pointed out that his ob-
jection to that scheme was that under it huge colonisation
companies would be able to grab immense tracts of territory
without building arailway at all. Surely the hon. gentleman
must have spoken without knowledge of the provisions of
the Bill which my hon. friend from Bothwell proposed to
place on the Statute Book. Lot me read one of the condi-
tions under which those companies would be incorporated :

" The Governor in Council may, for the purpose of aiding in the con-
struction of any railway to be constructed under the provisions of this
Act, reserve every alternate section of ungranted land by odd numbers,
to the extent of 10 sections per mile, 5 sections per mile on each side
of the line of the railway, exclusive of the sections which, under the
Dominion Lands Act, may have been reserved ai sehool sections or may
have been allotted to the Hudson's Bay Company ; and for any line or
part of a line of railway, west of the 102nd meridian of west longitude,
12 sections per mile, and for any lne of railway connected with the
Canadian Pacific Railway and extending into the Peace River district,
20 sections per mile ; and whenever 25 consecLtive miles ot'any portion
cf any railway shac have been completed, eqnipped and in operation,
the Qevernor ini Oouncil may convey to the company the land se te-
served, or part thereof, along the said railway, so far as the same is
completed, and for each consecutive 10 miles of the remainder ot' the
railway the Governor in Council may, as the same may be completed,
convey the lands su roserved along 9 miles thereof to tb company."

Yet, with that provision in the Bill, my hon. friend from
Northumberland saw the immense danger looming up. The
colonisation companies could not get any land until 25 miles
of railway were built and equipped ; and yet,. to make his
position good, the hon. gentleman was driven to venture a
statement so rash as that. Under the provisions of the
Bill of the hon. member for Bothwell there need not be
any land given to the company at all. The company had
no control of the disposition of any land whatever, for a
sub-section of the same section I have read reads thus:

"Should the Governor in Council deem it expedient, instead of con-
veying lands to the company, the company may be paid the moneys
received from the sales of lands on the line of and within 6 miles of
suchrailway, from time to time, until the company shall have received
a sum not exoeeding $10,000 per mile, after which the company's claims
to any farther aid from the sale of such lahds shall cease.'

If there was any danger at all, the power was reserved to
the Governor in Council, without the consent of the com-
pany, to vary the provisions, and give it no land at all, but
to sell the lands reserved and give to the company $10,000
a mile, and no more.

Mr. BOWELL. Would that be paid before 25 miles
were built, or as it was built ?

Mr. PATERSON. After, as I read it-

Mr. BOWELL. I refer to the sub-section. Yon point
out that in one of the sections they shall have the land
upon the complelion of 25 miles.

Mr. PATERSON. If the Government take the alterna-
tive which they reserve to themselves, it je provided always
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3 that not more than 90 per cent. of the value of the actual
work donc shall be paid out of the proceeds of any of the
Lland sales.

Mr. BOWELL. The question I ask is, whether the
Governor in Council, if they adopted the alternative system
of giving $10,000 a mile, could not pay it as the work pro-
gressed, whether the 25 miles were built or not ?

Mr. PATERSON. Ninety per cent, of the work done
was to be paid as the work progressed. I should judge so.
It was aleo provided that no agreement made by the Govern.
ment with any company shall be valid and binding until it
shall have laid beforo the House for one month without
boing disapproved, unless specially approved by resolution.
So that Parliament itsely had the power to declare whether
thoy would approve of any arrangement that might be made
with the Government by any company. The Parliament
was to be supreme in saying whether it would sanction the
contract or not. We cannot, in face of the express declara-
tions of the statute proposed by my hon. friend from
Bothwell (Mr. Mills), hear any more of the danger that we
would have colonisation companiesgrabbing immense tracts
ofland, while they had not constructed any portion of the
railway. That would have been simply impossible, under
the provisions of the Act. If that Act bad been carried out
thero would have beon goneral railways constructed through.
out that country, lines that were needod by the settlers,
linos that were destined to open up the country and facilitato
settlement. Who can tell what would have been accom-
plished in the seven years gone by, while this Government
have been bending all their energies-to what ? To the
building of a great through lino, negloecting tho opening up
of the country, for it le admitted by the very proposition
bofore us that it is impossible to open rip that country by
the construction of a main lino alone. The settlement of
the great plains of thc North-West require there should be
branches running through the country. These would have
given the people opportunities of colonising the country,
settling upon the lands, they would have kept the settlers
closer togother than they have beon by the steady, rapid
construction of one main lino, and I hold the introduction
of this Bill is an acknowledgment on the part of the Gov-
ernment that thisis the only way colonisation can bo effocted
by the Government ; yet they have allowed soven years to
pass without bringing it into operation, while they have
had the mature thought of the ex-Ministor of th Interior
(Mr. Mills) pointing in the same direction, and a statute on
the Statute Book to guide thom, if they wore unable to pro-
duce one for themselvoes. Now, they proposo, what ? The linos
contemplated by the lato Government were colonisation
linos, which would be feeders to the main lin, and the line
would have been a lino ownod by th Government, the profit
of which would go to the Governmont; but now the profit-
of the lines will go to the coffers of a company already sub-
sidised by vast sums of money and grants of land. But the
question has taken a wide range. The hon. member for
Provencher (Mr. Royal) gave us to understand it was
impossible for him to sit still, but that he must rise to point
out how unpatriotic the Opposition had been with reference
to the North-West country, and that any failure in the moro
rapid settiement of the country was due to the speeches of
lon. gentlemen on this side, and the arguments or state-
ments that might have appearod in the press.i hoias
siown tiat fiat country lias not developed as it ehould
have; he knows the people are not thero that should be
thero; ho knows that tihehon. gentlemen alongside him
have been in power, are now in power, charged with the
duties of furthering the interests of the country. He
recognises the fact that his own friends were in power
when that development, which was naturally to be
expected, has not taken place; ho saw there muet
be a reason given for the failure, and he has
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not the courage to lay the failure at the door of those res-
ponsible for it. He attempted to lay it upon bon. members
on this side, because of their unpatriotic speeches. We haie
heard enough of that. In the first place, we say to hon.
gentlemen opposite that we deny the statements they make
-when they make statements with reference to that
country being decried by the Opposition. We deny that. I
have the right to ask hon. gentlemen opposite to come to
the proof. Why do lhey rise, day after day, and venture to
say-to make such statements, when they have been chal-
lenged for the proof, time and again, and do not offer any
proof ? Do they think that will redound to their credit ?
No; when they have been challenged, time and again, to
produce proof as to the course they allege hon. gentlemen
on this side have followed, let them, for the sake of their
own honor, ever after hold their peace.

Mr. MITCHELL. I gave you a proof; I quoted your
organ.

Mr. PATERSON. Was that the utterance of hon. gentle.
men from this side ?

Mr. MITCHELL. It is from your organ.
Mr. PATERSON. Did not the hon. gentleman state it

was a descriptive letter, written by a certain gentleman and
published in the newspaper ?

Mr. MITCHELL. Published with display headings.
Mr. PATERSON. When tho hon member for Northum-

berland gave a fair description, I will not say a rosy descrip.
tion, of some of the States of the neighboring Union, did
anyone charge him with running down his own country, or
charge the paper that published the letter with that, becanse
they saw fit to give to the public the letter written by that
gentleman? H1e was giving impressions of the country as
they were formed by him. Should hon.gentlemen opposite
charge upon members of this side utterances of this kind in
newspapers, if they can find them ? We ask them to make
good their statements, when they dare to say the course of'
the Opposition has been unpatriotic, that the Opposition
have manifested a desire to retard the progress of the
country. They will attempt that task in vain. If I may
be allowed to point to newspaper utterances, if I might be
allowed to allude to organs of the party, do you not think
I could read utterances from the most recognised organ of
hon. gentlemen opposite, in which expressions, stronger
than any that have been used by hon. gentlemen opposite,
are used, in the direction of praising up some of the States
of the Union, and by comparison show our North-West not
to be equal to them. Can I not do that ? Do hon. gentle-
men opposite hold themselves responsible for it? What did
the Toronto Mail say, only a very f'ew months ago? I do not
like this; I do not hold that the Conservative party or the
members opposite are to be chargel with uttering senti-
ments that are contained in the Toronto Mail. If we are
to talk about organs, I suppose the hon gentlemen opposite
will not dare to repudiate the Toronto Mail as their organ.
It bas made the political life of many hon. gentlemen oppo.
site, and they will not dare to repudiate it. What did it
say? In its issue of 27th February, 1885, is an article
which is rather a mass of contradictions, for it is trying,
like my hon. friends opposite, to lay the blame of the failure
of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company upon the Oppo-
sition, and it tries to work ei its censure among that, and
yet it has to admit facts, or what it thinks are facts, in
reference to it, and so it is rather a jumble, but I will read
what it says:

"Thug, the decrease in settiement in these American territories was
39-56 per cent., and in the Canadian North-West 39-92 per cent. Con-
sidering the start Minnesota and Dakota have had in the race, and the
help they have received from the Opposition in the Dominion Parlia-
ment, and from the anti.immigration patriots in Manitoba, the wonder is
Lot that our North-West should have suffered as much as they, but that
it did not suffer more."

Mr. PATR8o (Brant).

Mr. MITCHELL. Are you not reading the wrong
extract ?

Mr. PATERSON. No.
" The offects of the boom-the headache after the debauch-must also

be taken into account as a factor operating temporarily against Mani-
toba. Then, again, while the frost of September 7, 1883, did soins
damage thronghout the American North-West, in Manitoba it wrought
wholesale destruction."

That is from the Toronto Mail. Here is a little frost; it
did some little darnage in the north-western States, but in
Manitoba it wrought wholesale destruction. Can the hon.
gentleman point to a statement made in that direction in
the article which he read, even from the Globe ?

Mr. MITCHELL. The difference is this-in that case I
suppose it was true; in the other case it was a lie.

Mr. PATERSON. Now the hon. member is running
down his country. He is endorsing the statement that,
when these people in Minnesota and Dakota have a frost it
will do a little harm, and yet it will work wholosale des-
truction in our North-West.

Mr. MITCHELL. No one ever denies, I never denied,
that there are frosts in the North-West. It is not a para.
dise, but it is a fine country.

Mr. PATERSON. He has said that this is a truth, that
the frost which may work some little harm in Minnesota
and Dakota will work wholesale destruction in our Iand, and
I am not prepared to believe it, though the hon. gentleman
says so. I believe the frost will affect then in Dakota to
as great an extent as in our North-West; at least, I hope so,
from a patriotic standpoint ; but the hon. gentleman says
so ; he says that the Mail is correct, that our country is in
that unhappy position, that a frost which will do some
damage in the north-western States will work wholesale
destruction oven in Manitoba. Still further:

'' And the panic that followed the cry that early frosts would always
menace wheat inflicted grave injury on the country, which nothing but
a series of good harvests can repair. These, in our opinion, are the true
causes of the depression in the North-West. The Government, probably,
did commit mistakes."

Is the article true in that respect, I wonder ?
''Few men aie infallible; but the marvellous energy they have dis-

played in developing that region, and the care they have taken in secur-
ing for the settler fair rates and free competition for his produce, stand
out infinitely beyond the sum of their shortcomings. The Globe says,
bo wever, that the Ottawa people encouraged speculation, and instances
the formation of hundreds of bubble colonisation companies, under the
Dominion Land Act. No doubt, the colonisation companies have
suffered. Many of them deserve to suffer. Their projectors attempted
to make money without for working for ix-an offence against the econo-
mies which is within a measurable distance of stealing. But the Gov-
ernment is is no way responsible for the collapse in that quarter."

Here is the colonisation company. My hon. friends saw
great danger in the Bill of the hon. member for Bothwell ;
they said you would have land grabbed up by speculators
without getting money for it. Here is a confession from
their chief organ, that this Government chartered coloni-
sation companies that got hold of immense tracts of land for
the purposes of speculation, that never proposed to build a
mile of railroad, that did not think of such a thing, but got
the land for pure speculation; and, after they have char-
tered them, the chief organ of the Government is kind
enough to say they were within a measurable distance of
stealing; in other words, they were within a measurable
distance of being thieves. Then we go further:

" It is only fair to add, however, that in all probability the Govern.
ment now in power has taken too sanguine a view of the North-West
development. It has been the habit, in making up caculations of future
progress, to ignore the fact that Minnesata and Dakota offer to the poorer
class of settlers advantages fully equal to those held out by Mlanitoba;
while the western, south-western and southern States present to the
well-to-do immigrant, who can afford to choose his climate, an infinite
and incomparable variety of attractions."

There is the language of the Mail newspaper. Yon can do
as well, Mr. intending immigrant, if yon are a poor mm,
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in Dakota and Minnesota, as you will do in the North-West;
but if you are a well-to-do immigrant, take notice of this,
says the Toronto 3Mail, that the western, south-western
and southern States present to people of your class an
infinite, an incomparable variety of advantages. There is
the statement of the organ of hon. gentlemen opposite, and
we have the endorsation of one who was a member of that
Government, and who would discharge the duties of one
of the Departments of that Government, at all events, quite
as efficiently as they are diseharged by its present incum-
bent, and who says that that article is true.

Mr. MITCHELL. I rise to a question of order. I did
not say that the article was true. What I said was, that the
portion of the article referring to the frosts in Manitoba,
up to which point the hon, gentleman had read, was true. I
am not responsible for the Mail. I am not going to defend
the .ail. It is quite able to take care of itself, and its
friends in the flouse are able to defend it. But I do not
think it is doing justice to me, when I said that frosts
occurred in Manitoba, which extended all over the country,
to draw me into defending every statement which appears
in the .Mail. I did not do anything of the kind.

Mr. PATERSON. I have no dosire to draw the hon.
gentleman into defending every statement, if he does not
desire it.

Mr. MITCHELL. I have an organ of my own, as you
know. •

Mr. PATERSON. But it is very natural that I should
have referred to the hon. gentleman, whon I was reading
one article, and as I understood he endorsed it.

Mr. MITCHELL. It was; it was very natural for you to
misrepresent.

Mr. PATERSON. So eager was he to interrupt me by
stating that the article was the truth, while the article ho
has read from was a lie. I believed he intended to state
that the article which I was reading was truc, and that ho
was prepared to endorse every statement in it, and I think
that is what every hon. gentleman in the House supposed.
I am glad to hear that ho does not endorse every statement
contained in that article.

Mr. McNEILL. May I ask the hon. gentleman whether
the article says that frosts occur more frequently and more
severely in the North-West than in Dakota, or that on that
occasion the frost was more severe ?

Mr. PATERSON. I read what it says, and hon. gentle-
men opposite were quiet and heard what I read. I have no
time, in the course of a speech, to go back and explain
what it says. I ask, what are we to think of language such
as that? I want to ask what you think of gentlemen
opposite, who are prepared to rise and put thomselves in
the ridiculous position of reiterating charges against the
Opposition, of decrying the country, and who produce no
utterances of members of the Opposition, but, where they
find that a correspondent, who is responsible for his own
letter, describes what I presume ho supposes to be the
truth, in reference to the country, proclaim that this is with
a view to decry the country, and that the newspaper which
publishes the correspondence makes itseif responsible for it
all. This is not a correspondence, but an editorial of the
.Mail newspaner, an article written by the gentlemen who
control it. We have again this statement. I think it was
an article which appeared two or throe days afterwards,
which preceded an article in the Montreal Gazette, in which
the Montreal Gazette said:

Rumor has been busy for some weeks past with the affairs of the
Canadian pacifie ailway. The. eompany lu reported to be seeking
furtker assistance from Iarliament, to have incurred a fioating liability
of a considerable amount, and to have failed to raise a loan in the
money market, and it is no longer a secret that these reports are sub-
pantially oorreet."

That was from the Montreal Gazette, to prepare Parliament
for the new demand. Two or three days before that there
appeared in theToronto Mail, in the same direction, an article
seeking to prepare the public mind for additional aid for the
Canadian Pacific Railway, pointing out the reasons which
would justify Parliament in doing so, as the writer evidently
felt it was a very ombarrassing position when the company
came the third time to Parliament for aid. We find the
following:-

"If our land subsidy of 25,000,000 acres be worth $2 an acre, the
Northern Pacific lands must be worth much more. For while the popu-
lation of the whole territcry through which the Canadian Pacifie runs,
from Callander to the Pacific, does not, at this bour, exceed 200,000, the
smallt r and more compact region traversed by the Northern Pacifia is
comparatively well settled. • • • If it be said that the moun-
tain section of the Northern Pacific was more costly than the mouatain
section of the Canadian Pacifie Railway, and that in the case of the
Canadian Paiclic the heavy work on the Pacifie slope bas been assumed
by the Government, the answer is that the Northera Pacifie had no rock
division, 650 miles long, such as that which stretches in unbroken deso-
lation between Port Arthur and Callander."

Thero is a description of that country, given by the Mail
newspaper-tho road was to run through 650 miles of
rock, one unbrokon, barren desolation-printed in the
organ of hon. gentlemen opposite, who have the audacity
to rise, time and again, to charge upon gentlemen on thrs
side of the House that they docry their country, but who
have always been utterly unable to produce the proof. In
that article of the Mail was the justification of every word
that ever fell from any hon, gentleman on this sida of the
House, when it admits that the Govornment made a mis-
take by overestimating the value of the land, when it
admits they mado a mistake by not acting as reasonablo
mon, instead of acting liko mon who have lost their hads,
when they spoak of that country. Sir, there nover was a
time when hon. gentlemen opposite were less justified in
making the charges that theyhave made against us to.
night in connection with the North-West, when we are
considering proposals to build colonisation roads through-
out that country, which hon. gentlemen on this of
the lIouse proposed to do in 1878, and which, if
unfortunato circumstances had not deprived them of
tho reins of powor, I have no doubt would have existed, to a
very large extent, in great portions of that country at the
present time, and instead of 200,000 people that the Mail
said you had there now, you might have had over a million
of people developing that country, theso roads feeders to a
road owned by the Governmont, and the procoeds and the
profits accruing to the country instead of- being lost to it.
And now lot me just refer to the remarks of thu hon. mem-
ber for Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell), with roference to
the Canadian Pacific Railway, to which these roads will be
tributary. I would like to ask the hon. member for North-
umberland one question-I do not know whether ho will
answer me or not. He stated that the second syndicate
that offored to build this road was a bogus syndicate, and ho
justified that expression when he rose to make his speech,
by declaring that he knew a good deal about this thing; le
gave us to understand that ho was sufficiently in the secrets
of the gentlemen who comprised that second syndicate to
know that ho was warranted in his expression that it was
a bogus syndicate. Well, now, I do not know whether the
hon. gentleman was sufficiently in the confidence of the
gentlemen who composed that company to be able to say it
was a bogus syndicate. But whether he was or not, hon.
gentlemen in this House will not doubt that if the hon. mem-
ber is not deep in the confidence of the second syndicate, he, at
any rate, ought to be deop in the confidence of the Canadian
Pacifie Railway Syndicate, from the manner in which lie
defends them on the floor of this House; and if hoeis deep
in their confidence it would interest this House and this
country if he would explain to us how it was that the
Government of this country were made to give the bargain
they did to the present Canadian Pacific Railway
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Company. That is something this country would like to
know-what secret power they had over the Government,
that compelled them to their terms, what power they have
over them now that makes them, when the company come
a second time to demand aid-what power they have over
them that has compelled them to give notice, the third time
asking that their demand is to be agreed to. The hon.
gentleman could interest the country if ho would let us into
that secrect, and if he would give us to understand how it
is that when this Government, a few months before, asked
Parliament to sanction a scheme whereby they would
build all the roads that wore to be built by this syndicate,
and do it for $48,500,000. The hon. gentleman is aware of
that. The hon. gentleman knows that about eight months
before Sir Charles Tupper, in the name of the Queen, signed
the contract with the Canadian Pacific Railway Company,
that same Sir Charles Tupper rose in his pilace in the House,
as Minister of Railways, and asked Parliament to sanction
a scheme for the country to build that road as a Govern-
ment work, and gave to us the estimate of the cost of the
construction of a portion of the work the syndicate were
bound to do as $13,000,000 for the 1,000 miles from Selkirk
to Jasper, $15,500,000 for the portion from Jasper to Kam-
loops, and $20,000,000 for the portion from Selkirk to Lake
Nipissing-$48,500,000, the Minister of Railways told us,
he could build these portions of the road for, and yet we
have been told how that same Minister, who, eight months
before, had stated that for $48,500,000 we could bauild the
portions of the work they were to build, entered into a
contract whereby the country gave to the company
825,000,000 in cash, 25,000,000 acres of land, agreed to finish
406 miles of road through a Rocky Mountain rogion, and
that when built and handed over, it should be handed over
to the company for ever. low the Government agreed
further to build 90 miles, from Yale to Kamloops, the
expense to be paid out of the public coffers, and
when so built and paid for, to hand the work over
as a free gift to the company. low they agreed,
further, to build 125 miles, from Yale to Port Moody,
to cost millions and millions more, to bo paid
out of the public treasury, and when built and completed, to
be handed over for nothing to that company, to be theirs
forever. How, in addition, the Government gave the com-
pany all those immunities and privileges they enjoy. How
it was they placed on the Statute Book of Canada a clause
which I venture to say has never before been found on a
Statute Book of a free country, that the whole immense
country lying in the North-West, the great heritage of the
people of Canada, should be locked up and sealed for the
use and benefit of that company for twenty years from the
date of the contract. How, in addition, the company are
exempted from taxation on their lands so long as they hold
them, and are exempted, as regards the road bed and rolling
stock, for all time, and have privileges and immunities
which time would fail me to describe. The people would
like to know what power the syndicate had over the Gov-
ernment to cause them to say that although they believed
those portions of the road could be built for $48,500,000
they gave them the contract, the details of which I have
indicated, signed.

Mr. DESJARDINS. I should like to know what is the
question before the House at the present time, and whether
the remarks of the hon. gentleman are in order.

Mr. SPEAKER. I think the discussion on the Canadian
Pacifie Railway contract is not in order.

Mr. PATERSON. Might I ask you, in common fairness,
to say that if I have been out of order I have only been out
of order in replying to arguments offered by the other side.

Mr. SPEA KR This discussion has been going on for
some time. It was a great pity it was started atall.

Mr. PATERsON (Brant).

Mr. PATERSON. I thought I was not to blame for that.
Mr. SPEAKER. There will be another opportunity.
Mr. BOWELL. It is a pity you were stopped in your

insinuations. It would be mach botter for you to make
what charges you have to make against the Administration
in a bold and manly way, and not make insinuations which
I do not think you dare state.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I call the hon. gentle-
man to order. The hon. gentleman for Brant has made no
insinuations. If any hon. member could speak plainly and
boldly, that hon. gentleman has done so.

Mr. PATERSON. I do not know what the Minister
means by insinuations. What does ho mean?

Mr. SPEAKER. Address the Chair.
Mr. PATERSON. Ho has no right to make any such

charge. I do not propose to submit to anything of the
kind from any Ministar. He may be a Ministor to-day and
not a Minister to-morrow. Governments composed of
stronger material have been ejected from office by the voice
of the people, and the same thing may happen again. The
hon. gentleman must not attempt anything in the way of
insult. That will not do.

Mr. SPEAKER. Order.
Mr. PATERSON. I consider it an insult. The answer

will be given to him at another time. I cannot, Isuppose,
go on to speak with reference to what is termed the mono-
poly clause in that agreement.

Mr. SPEAKER. Discussion on the terms of the Canadian
Pacifie Railway charter is not strictly in order.

Mr. PATERSON. I thought that, probably, a reply
would be allowed, and that I might allude to the matter as
involved in a proposition to subsidise railways that will be
feeders to the road that has absolute control of the outlet of
the country.

Mr. SPEAKER. The discussion commenced and pro-
ceeded for some time. My attention has now been called
to it, and it is my duty to enforce the regulations and
orders of the flouse. I cannot allow the discussion to go
on. It is not a question of my permission. My attention
having been called to it.by a member, I have to enforce the
rules.

Mr. POPE. I should like the hon. gentleman to go on to
the full extent.

Mr. SPEAKER. Not on this question.
Mr. PATERSON. I recognise, Mr. Speaker, that you

have a duty to discharge to the House. I was simply going
on to deal with one point. There will be another opportu-
nity to do so, of which I shall avail myself. M y justifica-
tion for trespassing on the rules of order is found in the fact
that hon. gentlemen opposite had travelled outside the
record, and in answering them I was led to speak as I have
done.

Mr. MITCHELL. I rise to a personal explanation. The
hon. gentleman has referred to myself in connection with
the Canadian Pacific Railway as its defender on the floor of
this House. I am not the defender of the Canadian Pacifie
Railway; I never have been the defender of the Canadian
Pacifie Railway, exoept so far as I felt that justice demanded.
I have supported and defended the Canadian Pacifie Rail-
way when I felt it was unjustly assailed, and because I
believe the company are entitled to the confidence of the
country and are doing well the work they have undertaken.
I have also been asked to give some information as to how
the company did this and obtained the other from the
Government. 1, like the hon. gentleman, am not in the
confidence of the Government, and therefore it is ont of my
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power to offer any opinion. If I was to give my opinion, I
would say that the Government made concessions to the
Canadian Pacifie Railway Company because they believed
tbey were men of trust, wealth, ability, enterprise and zeal,
and men who have the true interests of the country at
heart, and they gave them such concessions as they thought
necessary to enable the company to carry out the work
they had undertaken.

Motion agreed to, and the House resolved itself into Com-
mittee.

(In the Committee).
Mr. BLAKE. The general discussion having now closed,

and it having continued longer than I had expected, I may
say there are a large number of papers to be discussed in con-
nection with the location. We have not yet dealt with a
single application in detail, and I hope the hon. gentleman
does not propose to proceed with the committee.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved that the committee
rise and report progress.

Committee rose and reported progress.

GOVERNMENT LOAN.

Mr. BOWELL moved:
That the;fouse resolve itself into Committee of the Whole to consider

a certain proposed Resolution to authorize the raising by way of loan of
such sum or sums or money, as may be required for the purpose of pay-
ing the floating indebtedness of the Dominion and for the carrying on of
the Public Works authorised by the Parliament of Canada.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Would the Minister
of Customs state, in a general way, why ho requires this
resolution, and in particular is it reluired on the score of
the arrangement which is now being, or bas been lately
carried out in London, with respect to the exchange of
four for five per cents.

Mr. BOWELL. It has nothing to do with that.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGIIT. Last year, as the

Minister of Customs knows, the sum of $iz,084,000 was
authorised to be borrowed by chap. 2 of last year's statutes.
Thon, in addition to that sum, $25,000,000, in round nurn-
bers, was authorised to be borrowed, about $20,000,000 of
which appear to have been applicable to the new loan, so far
as I understand the terms of the statute. That would make
in all $42,000,000, or a little over, which we were authorised
to borrow. This $30,000,000 would make $72,000,000 in all,
if I am correct. And there were $25,000,000 borrowed last
June, I think, or July, so that there would remain appa-
rently the sum of about $47,000,000, if this resolution passes.
I desire to know if that is the exact position ?

Mr. BOWELL. Not according to the figures given me. By
the statement placed in my hands, the present loan is to cover
the following expenditures, or those which are likely to take
place in a short time : loan and balance of land subsidy to the
Canadian Pacifie Railway, 810,776,882; on capital expen-
diture as provided by the Estimates for 1884-85 and 1885-
86, $10,579,663; railway subsidies under 46 Vie., chap. 25,
and 47Vic., chap. 8, $8,870,805; sub3idy to the Montreal,
St. John and Halifax railway, $170,000 for 15 years, making
$2,550,000; ditto from Oxford Station of the Intercolonial
Railway toLouisburgh, for 20 years, iumall $8150,000; estim-
ated expeorditure on North-West arising out of the present
difficulties and losses which have occurred, and which no
doubt to a very large extent will have to be paid, about
$4,000,000. Of course that is only an approximate sum.
We hope it may be less, but from the expenses whieh have
occurred, it is to be feared that it may be at least that sum,
if not more. That makes $36,370,545, less the unborrowed
suma under the Statute, of $4,895,182, leaving a balance of
$31,962,168. The hon. gentleman, as I understood, made
the amount about 847,000,000, including the present loan
of $30,000,000.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. No; I made the sum
total that you had authority to borrow, including these
$30,000,000, apparently $72,000,000 altogether.

Mr. BOW ELL. I und'erstand yon to say that $25,000,000
had been borrowed, which would make about $47,000,000.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. If you get this grant
whieh so far as I can make out from chap. 8, you will have
power to borrow. The point to which 1 want to direct
attention is this, that you had the right, as the hon. gentle.
man will see, under that statute, to borrow 822,000,000 under
the ordinary Supply Bill. Then there was a special Act
authorising the raising of five millions sterling, cf which
apparently three millions were for Canadian Pacifie Rail-
way service, and $2,000,000 for redemption of loans, of
which it is stated about $1,000,000 was redeemed, and you
are authorised to borrow money to replace that. That made
available for this year's service, about $20,000,000 in addi-
tion to the 822,000,000. Of that $4-,000,000, $25,000,000
were borrowed by Sir Leonard Tilley, last June, leaving
$17,000,000 apparently available. Now, you propose to
take $30,000,000 more, making $47,000,000.

Mr. BOWELL. I have not looked at that statute. Will
the hon. gentleman say whether a portion of that sum was not
power taken, in case of having to redeem those securities
instead of converting and extending them.

Sir RICIARD ÇARTWRIGIIT. Tho phrase is as
follows:-

I For the sial loans maturing from time to time, within the ten
years following the ist day of January 1882, and which approximate the
sum of £2,000,OCO sterling, the Government should have the right tu
redeem the same by one issue of that amount within three yearu fron the
date last mentioned ; and whereas some of the said small loans have
been since redeemrea, out of moneys forming part of the Consolidated
Revenue of Canada."

You are allowed to re-borrow it again. In all, so far as I
can ascertain, you had the right to borrow £64,000,000
sterling. The point 1 desire to ascertain is, whother I am
correct in supposing that with this $30,000,000 you havo
the right to borrow in all $47,000,000.

Mr BOWELL: Not as I understand it. The figures
placed in my bands indicate that wo have underformer loan
13ill the power to borrow 64,785,000, which in addition to
the $30,000,000, would make it in round numbers about
$35,000,000. 1 asked the Department specially to inform
me of the amount available under the former loan.

Mr. BLAKE. Does it give the reference to the Statute ?
Mr. BOWELL. No ; it simply says, less the amounts

unborrowed. If hon. gentlemen dosire that information
befere the Bill is finally passed, if they allow the resolution
to pass, I will introduce it, and will look closely into
the matter and give the House all the information I can
obtain.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I think the hon. gentle-
man will find that I am correct. I do not mean to say that
the sum of 847,000,000, looking at the very large amount of
our engagements, will be more than we shall require, but it
will be as well to ascertain exactly what our position is.
The hon. gentleman sys nothing about floating debt in
this memorandum ; but I suppose this sum of $36,000,000
includes the floating debt.

Mr. BOWELL. There is no doubt that a number of the
items to which I have refeored would be covered by the
floating debt.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Does the :810,000,000
which forms the hon. gentleman's first item inelude the
$5,000,000 proposed to be granted to .the Canadian Pacifie
Railway.
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Mr. BOWELL. Yes.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGIIT. And the $10,579,000
which formed his second item, if I. recollect aright, included
the subsidies to the Canadian Pacific Railway and the sums
to be paid on account of public works ?

Mr. BOWELL. It is the balance that will bave to be
paid.

Mr. BLAKE. The first item that the hon. gentleman
has given, the ten and three quarter millions is composed
entirely of sums that have yet to be paid.

Mr. BOWELL. Principally, to be charged to capital, in Mr. BOWELL. Not necessarily. It may be pomible
the Estimates both of last year and the year to corne. some of these have already been advanced out of the tem-

porary loan, and will have to be recouped.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Do I understand that
this sum of $8,770,000 represents the varions liabilities for
railway subsidies of a minor character.

Mr. BOWELL. Yes. Under 46 Vict., chap. 25, there
are $2,138,000 and $456,000, and under 47 Vict, chap. 9
there aie $6,175,600, making a total of $8,770,000.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I wanted to know that,
because in the report of the Department of Finance I observe
that these railway liabilities are put down at $6,176,400,
not including $8170,000 and $30,000 per annum guaranteed
for fifteen years, and there appeared to be a discrepancy
between this statement and that of the hon. gentleman.
This 88,770,000 includes extra railway grants ?

Mr. BOWELL. Yes, but it does not include the $e,250,000
to the Halifax and St. John Short Lino Road. I find the
item under 47 Vict., chap. 8, very nearly corresponds with
the figures the hon. gentleman has given. The $2,000,000
and the half million are under another statement, and may
probably not be referred to in that statement.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The $170,000 and the
$30,000 per annum given for the construction of the lino of
railway to St. John and Halifax, and the lino from Oxford
Station on the Intercolonial Railway to Sydney or Louis-
burg-these, I presume, would cover the two other items
to which the hon. gentleman referred. What are those two
other items for?

Mr. BOWELL. They are provided for under 46 Vict.,
chap. 25.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Any way we under
stand according to the hon. gentleman's statement, that
about $36,370,000 is the total sum that will require to be
provided for.

Mr. BOWELL. Yes, $36,857,000, deducting the
$4,800,000 which we have authority to borrow.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Even thon you will
come a little short.

Mr. BOWELL. Yes, we shall come short some $2,000,000,
but $30,000,000 is all the Finance Minister in bis cable from
London said he would require. It may be possible that
some of the subsidies given under the Acts to which I have
referred, to railways, will not have to be paid.

Mr. BLAKE. I am unable to apprehend what the pro-
position is really before us from the explanations of the

oiister of Customs. The Minister has given items amount-
ing in all to $36,370,000, as the amount required, and he
points out thathe hias authority to borrow nearly $5,000,000,
making in round numbers $3?!,000,000, that is wanted. Of
those various items, as well as I could understand his ex-
planations, almost everything is yet to pay. The 811,766,000
lor the Canadian Pacifie Railway, lie says, includes $5,000,000
of the new loan covered by the resolution on the table. The
$5,766,000 which is the balance of that first item, is that
money already paid to the Canadian Pacific Railway or the
balance still due on the operations of last year?

Sir liouàAn CÂaWrIHT.

Mr. BLAKE. I hardly think so, becanse we have yet
the sum of $5,000,000, for which there has been no authority
at al], to advance yet, and the five and three quarter millions
as the amount remaining due to the Canadian Pacifie Railway
on the subsidy and loan account, but not yet earned, so that
it cannot have been paid. Therefore I get the ton and three
quarter millions as sums which have teobe paid. There is
$10,579,000 for capital expenditure the hon. gentleman
states of various kinds. Is that on Public Works ?

Mr. BOWELL. The capital expenditure for 1885-6, as
per Estimates, $4,237,400 ; in the Supply Bill and Estimates
$600,000; 1884.5, to the end of the year, the Estimates are
$13,079,000, the expenditure of which however has been
$12,000,000, leaving $183,526 to provide for; 1884-5, as per
Supply Bill, estimated at $5,558,737 which makes up the
810,579,663.

Mr. BLAKE. These are sums which are all yet to pay.

Mr. BOWELL. I think a portion of them have been paid
out of the temporary loan which has been made; otherwise
this statement would have said, to pay out of temporary
loans which have been made.

Mr. BLAKE. I think the committee, in an important
proposal of this kind, ought to have much faller information
than the officers of the Department have suppliod the hon.
gentleman with. Of course, we realise ho is only acting
temporarily in the diEcharge of the duties of an office to
which te doces not belong, and hoe is not expected to be so
familiar with those things as the Minister who is absent, but
we ought to have more than the hon. gentleman is able to
give us before being asked to take this step. A very large
proportion of this second item, 810,879,000, and of the third
item, the subsidies to railways, is altogether yet to pay.

Mr. BOWELL. Some has already been paid.

Mr. BLAKE. What amount ?

Mr. BOWELL. I know portions have been paid on appro-
priations for railways. They have passed the Council and
have been paid, no doubt, out of the temporary loan.

Mr. BLAKE. Yes, there is the railway of the Minister of
Railways, $160,000, and that between Napanee and Tam-
worth.

Mr. BOWELL. Whose railway is that ?

Mr. BLAKE. What they ordinarily call the Pope Line.

Mr. BOWELL. Not the Napanee and Tamworth.

Mr. BLAKE. I said "and the Napanee and Tamworth."
I do not recollect any others. We ought to know how that
stands. As far as I can remember from the Railway Subsidy
account, there has not been much earned and consequently
not much paid. Then you come to the capitalisation of the
$170,000 a year and $30,000 a year, which are estimated
together capitalised to $2,700,000. It seemes a curions kind
of husbandry to propose to advance this amount for the
payment of a subsidy which is going to run over fifteen
years, I do not think there is any rhyme or reason in
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suggesting that we ought to borrow the gross sum whicl
is to run over these fifteen years. Surely the hon. gentle
man cannot intend to borrow a gross sum that he is going
to pay by fifteen annual instalments. It would be very ba
economy to borrow this money, and put it by to pay annua
instalments for fifteen years, and therefore, I cannot se
there is any justification in the hon. gentleman's proposal s
far. As to the North West account, the bulk of the four
millions is yet to pay; in fact ail of it ought to
be yet to pay, for the hon. gentleman has not ye
brought down the special Bill we wore told would b
brought down to warrant the payment of the money. We
ought to ascertain exactly what proportions of these items
of $36,370,000 are really yet to pay, and what proportion
bas been paid out of the temporary loan. We know the
temporary loans are very large, fifteen millions at least, and
if $15,000,000 temporary loans require to be met, and if, in
addition, the House really requires to provide for $36,00 0,00
it is obvious, as the hon. member for Huron (Sir Richard
Cartwright) has said, that $47,000,000 in all is the amouni
that requires to be provided for. If the great bulk of
$36,000,000 is yet to pay, say 833,000,000 or $32,000,000,
that with the $15,000,000 floating debt yet to be met makes
$47,000,000 to meet, and the House proposes to provide for
$47,000,000 with a loan of $30,000,000 and the unexhausted
portion of the $4,785,000; or he will be short $11,500,000.
I do not mean to say that is an accurate statement; I do
not suppose it is, because the cablegram of the Finance
Minister would seem to show a different state of things. If
ho would strike out that $2,250,000 and the $450,000 as we
should, if we are reduced to that degree of penury that we
cannot pay 830,000 a year out of our current expenses, the
most ho will want to borrow this year will be the first year's
payment. le will not want to borrow for the payments of
the years going on, the eecond, third, and fourth, and so on
to the 15 years, and I think therefore we may fairly state
an account a little more favorably as to the immediate
pressing necessities of the Dominion than tho hon. gentleman
has stated. It seems to me a very large transaction, upon
which the hon, gentleman ought to bave received from the
officers of the Department he is administering fuller and
more dotailed information before we were asked to go i nto
committee upon it.

Mr. BOWELL. The hon. gentleman will observe from
the statement I have made that they are not borrowing
within some $2,000,000 of the total sum I have given him.
Supposing you deduct that, it would leave the $30,000,000,
and, with the sum unborrowed, about $5,000,000, about
$35,000,000. The total sum, as I have already stated, is
81,962,000 more than we proposed to borrow, and, if the
suggestion of the hon. gentleman were carried out to strike
off the two items, it would be taking off about three quarters
of a million.

Mr. BLAKE. The hon. gentleman will se. how much
there is yet to explain.

Mr. BOWELL. I see that. I will endeavor to obtain
the information for the hon. gentleman before the Bill cornes
to the second reading.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I will mention how it
appears to me we stand, and this may perhaps assist the
hon. gentleman a litle in the investigation ho is making.
As I understand our position, it is somewhat thus:-we owe
to-day $15,000,000 Of flating debt. We propose to advance
$5,000,000 to the Canadian Pacifie Railway. We owe for
subsidies and balance of loan about, $6,000,000. Then the
hon. gentleman wants $8,770,000 for these railway matters,
and heestimates about $4,000,000 for the North-West,making
in all a sum of about $38,770,000, that we require to borrow
in order to make us clear, without adding anything for
contingenoies of any sort. I have not included in that the

1885. 2463
h $2,000,000 or the $450,000 which represent the two annui-

ties, so to speak, of $8170,000 and $30,000. If I included the
g two millions and a half, it would run it up to forty-one
d millions and a quarter.
l

Mr. BOWELL. That leaves, deducting the 85,000,000
o they have now the right to borrow, $33,000,000.
r Sir RICHARD CARTWRIG HT. 833,770,000, net includ-

ing the $5,000,000 the Government propose to grant to the
e Canadian Pacifie Railway and not ineluding the two and a

quarter millions and the $450,000. I think that represents
the minimum amount we want to borrow, and, if that b.
the case, I presume that the Finance Minister roposes to
borrow $30,000,000, and to renew a part of tgo floating
debt. It wou!d be as woll, if the hon. gentleman can obtain
the information, that ho should be in a position to state to
us at the next stage if I am correct in that supposition. Of
course, it is truo that a portion of that is fnot immediately
duo. I do not know, and I would like to know, how much

t of the 88,770,000 ho experts to be called upon to pay.

M. BOWELL. I will try to ascertain that.

Mr. MILLS It seems to me that, on a matter of so much
consequence, the House is entitled to this information before
taking any step ut aill. ilero is an important matter, roer-
ring to the public expenses of the country. The hon. gentle-
man comes down with a proposition to authorise a loan
which the Minister of Finance is about to float in England.
We have a large floating dobt and a large amount maturing.
What the amount of our linbilitios is, what amount tho
Governmont require, and wbt amount the Government are
now authorised to obtain, no Minister is able to state. It
does go a long way towards convorting parliamentary pro-
ceedings into a farce to come down without any information,
and ask the House to vote without any information at alil.
I am not finding fault with the Ministor of Customs for net
being familiar with the Department of Finance, but I
say that the Hlouse of Commons, the represontatives of
the people of this country, the guardians of the pocu.
niary interests of the peoplo of this cou ntry, so far as their
publie liabilities are concerned, wouli bo very dereliet
in their duty if they took the firt step in this mattor
without the information whieh no Minister is in a position to
give at this moment. The Govornment ought not to press
upon the louse the consideration of a proposition which
they are not in a position to consider, because the Govern-
ment are not in a position to give the information to which
Parliament is entitled. It has a tendency to lower this
louse in the estimation of the public. What will the people

think of a House of Commons which is prepared to support
a proposition the merits of which thoy know nothing about,
and which the membors of the Government present are
unable to explain to the Honse? That is a humiliation to
which the flouse ought not to be subjocted, and the Govern.
ment ought not to press this matter upon tho attention of
the House until they are propared to give to the fHouse the
information which the House, as the trustees of the country,
ought to have from them.

Motion agreed to, and the House resolved itself it Com-
mittee.

(In the Committee.)

Mr. BLAKE. I would like to know from the hon, gentle-
man what proportion of this whole amoint is intended to
be devoted to the payment of the floating debt of the
Dominion ?

Mr. BOWELL. I have already stated that I have no
memorandum as to that, and I have informe 1 the House that
I was under the impression that some of the sums included in
this have already been paid out of the floating debt. I have
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also stated that before the text stage is taken I will endea.
vor to find out all the information.

Mr. BLAKE. It does seom to me that the House ought to
be informed before it is asked to pass the resolution at this
stage. The Minister himself acknowledges that. They are
cardinal points. The resolution proposes a loan of no less
than $30,000,000, a portion of which is to pay off the floating
debt of the Dominioq, and provide for certain other large
expected expenses, some of which are already authorised by
Parliament. It is, under the circumstances, putting the
cart a little before the horse to ask Parliament to-night to
give authority to borrow $5,000,000 to loan the Canadian
Pacific Railway Company. We have lying on the table
for six weeks past resolutions to authorise the loan of
that amount to the Canadian Pacific Railway Company,
and we are now asked to take the first step towards
making that loan on this general stage. What seems
to me material is that in this initiatory step of a trans.
action of such great magnitude, the House ought to get
that information without which this committee stage is a
perfect farce. What do we go into committee for? In i
order to obtain this information with that freedom of discus.
sion which belongs to the committee stage, and having got
this information at the first stage, and to be able to study
the question and deal with it intelligently at the subsequent
stages. The hon. gentleman says at a subsequent stage
he will tell us all about it. But then we miss the
opportunities to which I have referred. Extra stages are
given in matters of this kind because it is felt the public
interest requires thore hould, be theso extra stages, but
these extra stages are perfoctly useless if they are to be
made more formal stages, if the information intended to be
given to them is postponed to a subsequent period. We
had better alter our rule and not have an extra stage if we
are not to have the benefit of it. The hon. gentleman ought
to have given in the first place precisely the amount that it
is intended to fund out of the floating debt of the
Dominion. My bon. friend from South Huon (Sir
Richard Cartwright) bas suggested it must be intended,
as well as he can make out, to keep a portion of the
present floating debt of the Dominion unfanded, to keep
it in the shapo of a floating debt. Well, wo ought to know
that. Is the whole amount of floating debt to be funded now
or not ? Then having learnt what amount of the floating
debt is to be funded, we would very much like to know the
rest of the transaction. The hon. gentleman has given us
an aggregate of 836,370,000. With the exception of the first
item and the fourth item, we are unable to tell how much
represents floating de bt and how much represents obligations
yet to be incurred. It is important to know what the
character of the obligations is, because it is clear with re-
ference to 82,700,000 that there is no necessity to borrow
at this time the bulk of that amount. I think it is equally
clear that there is no present necessity to borrow for a con-
siderable portion of the railway subsidies. I think that
within the list of railway subsidies which the hon. gentle-
man is proposing to borrow for-if he intends to borrow for
these railway subsidies-there are several of them which I
fancy will lapse, several which will not be earned for a con-
siderable time, and it becomes a question of policy whether
Parliament should now grant authority to borrow for
amounts which may never become due, and which if they
do become due will become due probably at a very
distant date. Then there is the question of policy with
reference to borrowing for the war expenses in the North-
Wost. The hon. gentleman ought to stato his view on that
subject. If the view of the Government is that the war
expenses is to be made by permanent loan, let us understand
that. We know an effort is to be made to fineet that by1
some other way than by imposing a permanent debt upon
the country. All these things are to be considered. Then I1

Mr. BoWELL.

would like the hon. gentleman, on this stage as well, to state
why it is proposed to borrow at this time at 4 per cent., the
Finance Minister having made a little while ago a loan at
â? Why revert'to the 4 per cent. ? And also will he inform
us whether, from bis advices from the Finance Minister,
what is the prospectus or other preliminary arrangements
for the loan and any other information about that loan-of
course I do not mean confidential information that would
affect the loan itself-but any information whieh cousis-
tently with the public interest he may give us? These are
things we ought to have in committee in order that we may
intelligently discuss the proposal, and I think it is hardly
satisfactory to be told that at a subsequent stage we shall
have that information which we ought to have now.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon. gentleman lays
down very correctly the general rule that in matters of this
kind when we go into committee it is for the purpose of
having full discussion. Still, under the special circum-
stances of the case, and as the Finance Minister requests
very strongly that this matter should be expedited in the
interest of the loan, I hope the hon. gentleman will consent
to this stage under the understanding that before another
stage is taken, my hon. friend will give full information.

Mr. BLAKE. If the hon. gentleman will agree that at
concurrence there shall be the same freedom of discussion as
in committee, well and good.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Certainly.

M. BLAKE. This practice is getting a little too common.
When we get that information from the hon. gentleman
wo shall have to deal with it on the spur of the moment,
without that opportunity of testing it--I mean in no
offensive sens3--and of looking at the public records. There-
fore I should not be disposed to accede to the hon. gentle.
mun's request except for one observation, that he had
advices from the Finance Minister that'the public interest
required expedition in this particular case. This is another
instance in which we are obliged in the public interest to
do something which we ought not to do in consequence of
the derelicts of the Government.

M. BOWEJLL. Tbe hon. gentleman asked why we should
revert back to the 4 per cents. It does not follow that
because power is taken to borrow -ut 4 per cent, you will
necessarily give 4 per cent. The resolution passed autho-
rising the last loan was in the same words, and we know
the loan was placed in the market at 3ý.

M. BLAKE. I was quite aware of that.

Mr. BOWELL. Then it could not be a reversal back to
4 per cent.

Mr. BLAKE. I am aware that the First Minister a few
days ago converted twenty-five millions of otr fives into
fours, and I did not suppose he was going to engage in the
see-saw operation of making a three and a half per cent.
loan a few months ago, then making a four per cent loan
and then a three and a half per cent. I did not impute that
to the First Minister. It may ba he is going to do so. I
assume that he will borrow at four per cent., and I think I
will be right.

Mr. BOWELL. That may be very witty, sarcastic and
cutting, as no doubt it is intended to be. Loans, I take it
for granted, though Ihave not had much experience in such
matters, are regulated in a great measure by the money
market of the old country, and there are periods in the
money market of !England when a loan can be effected at
three and a quarter or three and a half per cent. better than
a oan at four or four and a half per cent, can be effected at
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another period. It depends altogether on the state of the
market at the time the loan is plaoed on it whether the
rate shall be three and a half, or four, hence the sarcasm of
the hon. gentleman has no point, and even if the Finance
Minister did effect a loan at 3* it would not be a "sesaw
operation," as the hon.gentleman should know, if he does not.

M. MILLS. The first Minister informs us that the Finance
Minister is absent and that this matter is very pressing. It
is not a very great while ago that the Firat Minister told us
that, with a High Cormmissioner in England, it would be
unnecessary for the Finance Minister to go to the old
country in order to effect loans, and transact other business.
Now we have a High Commissioner in England drawing a
handsome salary, and we have the Finance Minister absent
from Parliament and we are doing work in an unparliamen-
tary way in consequence of his absence.

Resolution to be reported.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved the adjournment

of the Houe.
Motion agreed to; and the House adjourned at 1:35 a.m.,

Thursday.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

THURsADY, 11th June, 1885.

The Spimàu&xa took the Chair at half-past One o'clock.

PRArmas.
PUBLIC DEBT OF CANADA.

Mr. CHARLTON asked, What was the net amount of the
public debt of Canada on 31st May, 1885 ?

Mr. BOWELL. The net debt of Canada on 31st May,
1885, was $191,886,199.60.

Mr. CHARLTON asked, What was the gross amount of
the public debt of Canada on 31st May, 1885 ?

Mr. BOWELL. The gross amount of the public debt of
Canada on 31st May, 1885, was 8258,711,088.52.

GOVERNMENT NOTES.

Mr. CHARLTON asked, What was the amount of Govern-
ment notes in circulation or in the hands of Canadian banks
on 31st May, 1885, and the amount of gold hold by the
Government of Canada upon that date?

Mr. BOWELL. The Government notes in circulation or
in the handseof theCanadian banksamounted to $14,998,315.
The amount of specie held was $2,287,767.

PLOATING AND UNFUNDED DE3T OF CANADA.

Mr. CHARLTON asked, What was the amount of the
I±oatiog and unfunded debt of Canada on 31st, May 1885,
and a liât of temporary Joans made by the Government,
giving amounts, to whom payable and when payable?

Mr. BOWELL. The fioating and unfunded debt of Ca-
nada on 3tst, May 1885, was $62,214,635.50. The louse
will remember that upon previons occasions, when similar
questions were asked, it was thought advisable, in the inte-
rest of the Dominion and in accordance with the wishes of1
the banks,-that such enquiries should not be answered.

Mr. CHARLTON. That merely applied to the rate of1
interest. The Finance Miniter has himseolf given sachk
statements.1

s0

Mr. BLAKE. We have had more than one such state-
ment submitted by the Finance Minister.

GOVERNMENT LOANS.

Mfr. CHARLTON asked, What sum or sumo of money, of
the loans negotiable by virtue of any Act of Parliament
heretofore passed, authorising the Government of Canada,
or the Governor in Council cf Canada, to borrow money,
remained unborrowed on 31sat M ay 1885, without refer-
ence of transactions of the Finance Minister of Canada,
since bis recent arrival in London ?

Mr. BOWELL. Four millions, eight hundred and ninety-
five thousand, one hundred and eighty.one dollars and
eighty-six cents.

POST OFFICE SAVINGS BANK DPOSITS.

Mr. CHARLTON aaked,What was the amount of deposits
in the post office savings bank of Canada on 80th, April
1885, subject to payment on demand ; and also the amount
of deposits subject to notice of withdrawal, on the same
date ?

Mr. BOWELL. The Post Office Department states that
this information cannot be given for three or four days,
because the books bave not been finally balanoed for the
month of May. The approximate balance of deposits pay.
able on notice of withdrawal was 814,418,400. Outstanding
choques payable on demand amoun t to about $8,000,000.

Mr. CHARLTON. What I asked for was a statement up
to 30th April. I previously asked for the amount up to
30th May, but I was told that it could not be furnished, and
I therefore changed the date.

Mr. BOWELL. The notice I have is up to 30th May.
Mr. CHARLTON. Perhaps the hon. Minister will fir-

nish the information to-morrow.
Mr. BOWELL. Yes.

THE FIVE PER CENT. LOAN.

Sir RICHABDCARTWRIGHT asked, Whether any pro-
vision is made for the payment of a sinking fund upon the
bonds to be given in exchange for the 5 per cent. loan
which matures on tho 1st of July next ?

1r. BOWELL. The sinking fund remains the ame au
at presont, and thore is no additional charge for stamps.

Sir RICEIARD CART WRIGHIT asked, Whether any com.
mission or allowance (other than the bonus of 1 per cent.
offered to parties accepting the exchange) has been paid or
agreed to be paid to any persons in conneetion with the
exchange of 5 pcr cent. bonds for 4 per cents?

Mr. BOWELL. The only expenditure inourred other
than the allowance of 1 per cent. is per cent. to brokers
bringing in oatstanding parcels.

PROOFS OF ENTRIES IN BOOKS OF ACOUNT.

Mr. CHAPLEAU moved the second reading of Bill (No.
113) respecting proof of entries in books of accounts kept
by officers of the Crown. He said: I propo e to amend tie
Bill slightly in committee, so as to make it read m9re
clearly. The remark was made, the other day, that this
legislation would interfera with the rights of the Provinces,
by dealing with matters of civil rights and procedure. I
propose, however, that the Bill shall be so worded as to
apply only to matters over which the Parliament Of Canada
has authority, and with this safeguard I do not think there
should be any objection to it, any more than there was to
the Bill, 44 Vie,, chap. 28, in which a similar provision is
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made as to certain proofs and notices, for the purpose of
evidence.

Bill read the second time; and the House resolved itself
into Committee.

(In the Committee.)
On section 1,
Mr. MILLS. I think we should have some further

explanation with regard to the provisions of this Bill, and
what the Government proposes to do under it. As I under-
stand, this provision proposes to take into the hands of this
Parliament the control of matters of procedure in civil
cases as well as in criminal cases, in courts established by
this Parliament. Under the 101st section of the British
North America Act, if the Parliament of Canada were dis-
satisfied with the administration of the laws of Canada in
the provincial courts, in addition to the establishment of a
general court of appeal for the entire Dominion they might
establish courts for the botter administration of the laws of
Canada. They might establish a bankruptcy court, or one
having maritime jurisdiction, for the administration of the
federal laws of this country, and where, in the practice
prior to the Union, it has been usual to treat matters
of procedure as matters of the law itself, as in
the case of bankruptcy, it may deal with that sub.
ject also. That has been held by the Judicial Com-
mittee of the Privy Council, but by the 92nd section of the
British North America Act among the matters within the
exclusive powers of the Provincial Legislatures are:

"The administration of justice in the Province, including the con-
stitution, maintenance and organisation of provincial courts, both of
civil and criminal jurisdiction, and including procedure in civil matters
In those courts."
In the United States the circuit and district courts of the
Federal Governmont that are established in the various
States follow, in matters of procedure and practice, the pro-
cedure and practice adopted by the various States; and it
seems, as far as one can gather from the provisions of the
British North America Act, that it was intended that a
similar practice should prevail in tis country, and that
everything relating to procedure and practice in civil mat-
ters should be regulated by the Provincial Legislatures. It
is true, the Act says: "Procedure in civil matters in those
courts," but I apprehend, on looking at the 101st section,
that it was intended that the same practice should prevail
in the federal courts, in so far as they are given original
jurisdiction. Provision is made in section 101 for the con-
stitution, maintenance and organisation, by the Parliament
of Canada, of a general court of appeal for Canada, and for
the establishment of any additional courts for the botter
administration of the laws of Canada; but nothing is said
in this section, as is said in sub-section 14 of section 92,
about regulating matters of procedure. It would, therefore,
seem that it was not intended that that power should be
conferred on this Parliament.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I do not think the objection of my
hon. friend can hold. If we were providing generally in
this Bill for a mode of evidence in civil cases only, I could
understand his objection ; but he will see that we are limited
in this power by 44 Victoria, chapter 28, to which I have
reforred, to courts established by the Parliament of Canada
and such legal proceedings over which the Parliament of
Canada has authority.

Mr. MILLS. The hon. gentleman will see that section
92, sub-section 14, in addition to giving power to the Pro-
vineial Legislatures to establish and maintain provincial
courts, gives them also power to regulate procedure in those
courts; but in section 101 there is no corresponding
power given to the Parliament of Canada to rogulate pro.
cedure in the courts established under that section. If it is

Mr. CHAP.Aêu.

necessary to use the expression in the case of provincial
courts, why not also in the case of federal courts ?

Mr. CRAPLEAU. I am very much afraid the argument
is too fine for me. I see very well that by eub-section 14
of section 92, all matters concerning procedure in provincial
courts have to be regulated by legisiation coming from
another Legislature than this. Section 101 of the Con-
stitutional Act says:

'' The Parliament of Canada may, notwithstanding anything in this
Act, from time to time provide for the constitution, maintenance and
organisation of a general Court of Appeal for Canada, and for the est.-
blishment of any additional courts for the better administration of the
laws of Canada.
I would add by this Bill, not only for the botter administra-
tion of the laws of Canada, but that those laws should be on
matters which could only be taken cognisance of by this
Parliament, and when we provide for certain modes of
proving documents that have to be produced in these courts,
that is a matter we have a right to regulate. Though sec-
tion 101 does not say that in the organisation of those
courts, the laws of ovidence or the procedure should be under
the regulation of Parliament, that must nocessarily be im-
plied.

Amendment agreed to, and Bill reported.

ADULTERATION OF FOOD, &c.

Mr. MoLELAN moved the second reading of Bill
(No. 143) respecting the Adulteration of Food, Drugs
and Agricultural Fertilisers. He said: This Bill is to
amend the Act passed in 1884 respecting the adulteration
of food and drugs. It makes some slight alterations that
are found necessary and desirable for the working of the
Act. The principal amendment is to subject food and drugs
for cattle, and fertilisers for manuring purposes, to the same
analysis as food and drugs for human purposes. Fertilisers,
in the interests of those who purchase them, should be sub-
ject to be analysed and put under the same regulations as
articles mentioned in the Act of 1884.

Mr. BLAKE. I think it is unfortunate the hon, gentle-
man should propose to press the second reading of a Bill of
this description so shortly after it has come before the
House. The Billihas gone through the Senate, and there-
fore bas to go through its final stage here. It affects a
number of trades, and some little time should be given to
members for receiving communications from those who are
interested in the measure, so that we may be able to thor-
oughly dispose of it and avoid the necessity of further
amendment later. If I have persons engaged in any busi-
ness in my constituency which would be affected by this
measure, I deem it my duty to scnd them a copy of the Bill
so as to receive their suggestions, but if the Bill is to go
through now that will be entirely impracticable.

Mr. MoLELAN. The Bill was before Parliament last
year and considerably discussed. It has been before the
Senate some time, and I think a knowledge of the amend-
ments proposed has been communicated to all parties inter-
ested in the trade. As there is a sum of money to be pro-
vided for, we will have, before finally disposing of the Bill,
to go into Committee the second time on the resolution, se
that I think there is no undue haste in the matter.

Mr. BLAKE. The committee stage is the stage for dis-
cussion of this kind. The bon. gentleman says it was
discussed last year. It did receive a certain amount of
discussion, but it does not seem to have been perfectly
understood-witness the present Bill.

Mr. MILLS. This Bill is one of the class which we
have had before us this Session. There was the Sunday
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Observance Bill, the Factory Bill and this Bill. It seems
to me they all involve the same principle. It seems to me
this is a matter relating to property and civil rights. You
propose to establish certain police regulations; it is the
manner in which the property shall be held, owned and
disposed of. You have no more right to interfere with a
sale of property of this sort, personal property, than with
the sale and disposal of land or horses. Fraud, so far as
fraud is liable to be committed, is to be prevented, but that
is a part of the business of the Local Legislatures, in
these matters; they are authorised, under our consti-
tution, to make such penal regulations as may ho
necessary for the enforcement of their own laws.
The penalty attached to the placing of a label falsely repre-
senting the weights or contents of a package is a police
regulation. lt is no portion of the criminal law. It is
for the purpose of regulating the transfer of property of a
certain kind from one party to another. It is an attempt
to protect one party from fraud on the part of another, and
a proposition to punish the guilty party for that offence.
It is simply a police regulation, and it seems to me that it
is not within the jurisdiction of this H1ouse, but clearly
within the jurisdiction of the Local Legislature.

Bill read the second time; and the House resolved itself
in to Committee.

(In the Committee.)
On section 1,
Mr. BLAKE. Why does the hon. gentleman mix up

food and fertilisers in the same Act?
Mr. McLELAN. Fertilisers are used to produce food.
Mr. BLAKE. A great many things are used to produce

food.
Mr. MoLELAN. We have to manufacture fertilisers and

analyse them, and provide that farmers may not be robbed
through the purchase of adulterated fertilisers.

Mr. BLAKE. I am not objecting to the principle of the
Bill, but I object to mixing up my food with manure.

Mr. McLELAN. There is a connection between the two.
Mr. BLAKE. There are a great many things which are

connected with one another in one sense, cause and offect
and so forth, which, however, you do not mix together.
The hon, gentleman can catch one of the most delicate
fishes in the world, the brook trout, with a worm; he eats
the trout and rejects the worm. Under these circum-
stances, I do not think the hon, gentleman has given any
grouud why we should mix up in the same Bill food and
fertilisers. I do not think it is an instance of cleanly
legislation.

Mr. DAVIES. I would like the hon. member to state
wherein lies the necessity for this Bill. I understand it is
subsidiary to the Bill passed last Session, and, so far as I
have been able to compare them, the difference is very
slight.

Mr. McLELAN. There are several minor differences
which are shown in the Bill.

Mr. BLAKE. Perhaps the hon. gentleman will explain
the principle upon which the definition of agricultural fertil-
isers is based,

Mr. McLELAN, I do not know that there are ary par-
ticular principles involved. The definition is taken in gen-
oral terns from the Bill introduced by Mr. Ferguson, of
Welland, respecting agricultural fertiliser.

Mr. BLAKE. It is very satisfactory to know that the
hon. gentleman has adopted the definition of the hon. mem-
ber for Welland (Mr. Ferguson) of the term "agricultural
fertiliser," but I think it would be still more satisfactory if

the hon, gentleman would explain the grounds upon which
that definition is adopted. It is very important to the
general public that there should be a proper definition of
agricultural fertilisers, and I think we ought to have some
other assurance that this definition is correct, than that of
the hon. member for Welland; we ought to have the
assurance of the Government who is bringing forward this.
Bill as to the accuracy of the definition.

Mr. McLELAN. The definition bas been submitted to
the chief analyst and approved of by him as embracing all
that is necessary to have placed in the Bill.

Mr.F ISHER. In comparing these two Acts I find the
definition is not the same. The definition in the Act now
under consideration is that the word includes every sub-
stance composed of feitiliising manure which is sold at more
than $12 per ton, and which contains ammonia or its
equivalent of nitrogen.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. That is twelve instead of ten in the
amendment.

Mr. FISHER. It also includes potash instead of only
ammonia or its equivalent of nitrogen or phosphorie acid.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. The word " twelve " will be changed
for ten, and the word "potash " will be taken away.

Mr. BLAKE. Then I understand the definition of the
hon. member for Welland is not accepted in its entirety as
infallible.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. The Bill of the hon. member for
Welland has been accepted by the Government and thore
will be some amendments made to it.

Mr. BLAKE. When I asked the Minister to explain the
ground of this definition he told me it was the definition of
the Bill of the hon. member for Welland. Thon I pointed
out that it would be more satisfactory if we had some addi-
tional ground for that definition, and the hon. gentleman
answered that it had been concurred in by the chief ana-
lyst. Now, the hon. member for Brome (Mr. Fisher)
p oints out that the definition in the Bill of the hon. mem-
ber for Welland, although accepted by the Government,
differs from the definition as contained in this Bill.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. No, it does not.
Mr. BLAKE. Yes, it doos.
Mr. McLELAN. It differs as to the value.
Mr. BLAKE. It differs as to the ingredient, too.
Mr. McLELAN. As to only one.
Mr. BLAKE. Now we are told that these definitions are

the same, and to have that persisted in, after the hon.
member for Brome has rend the clauso, seems to me a littie
too much. The definition which the hon. gentleman says is
the same is not a definition which declares that a fertiliser,
to come within the Act, shal b sold at more than 812 a
ton, when the definition in the Governnent Bill as to value
is $10 a ton. The definition in the Act includes all fertil-
isers containing ammonia, or its equivalent of nitrogen, or
potash, or phosphorie acid, and potash is left out altogether
in this definition. These definitions therefore are not the
sane.

Mr. CH APLEAU. It is soin the Bill of the Government.

Mr. BLAKE. The hon. gentleman said there would be
an amendment to the Bill of the Government.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. That is what I mean. It is not
neeessary to split hairs on so smali a matter. The Bill of
the Government will be amended in this respect and that is
ail. In respect to value we put ton in the place of twelve
and take out the word Ipotash." When I passed the draft
of the Bill about the adulteration of food to my hon. friend
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he said it must necessarily be read in connection with the
Bill which the Government have before the House. Then
the hon. member, a little prematurely, asked what was the
definition of fertiliser, and he was answered that the defini-
tion was the same as the definition in the Government Bill,
but I forgot to say that the measure of the Government
will be amended by changing the value from twelve to ten,
and by taking out the word "potash." I may hore men-
tion that fertiliser in the Bill will not include all fertilisers
sold. It is intended to ask that all those who want to have
a certificate of inspection of commercial fertilisers will be
obliged to give to the inspector of the Government a certifi-
cate of the manufacturer stating the ingredients of the ferti-
liser, and those ingredients will have to be of a certain
quantity and value, otherwise that fertiliser will not be con-
sidered as a commercial fertiliser. Otier fertilisers of the
same quality might be sold, but not inspected. The Govern-
ment does not intend to render inspection absolutely neces-
sary, but those commercial fertilisers that will be sold as
inspected will have to be of the grade and value mentioned.

Mr. FISHER. The necessity of having a preliminary
discussion of the Bill before going into committee is evi-
dent. The Minister gave us an explanation which was
erroneous. After some difficulty we have obtained an
explanation which we can understand from the Secretary
of State as regards this particular clause.

Mr. DAVIES. The Adulteration of Food Act was
passed last year, and it extended simply to the food and
drink of man. This year it is proposed to extend it to the
food and drink of cattle as well. Has there been any
information obtained by the Minister to lead him to make
the change, or is it a mere experiment ?

Mr. McLELAN. I do not know that there have been
any special representations ; but a study of the general
question led us to the conclusion that it is desirable to guard
against fraud with respect to cattle food.

Mr. DAVIES. Has it been brought to the attention of
the Department that cattle food is largely adulterated, or
is it proposed to take action to provide against adultera-
tion ?

Mr. McLELAN. It has been very frequently stated by
parties that cattle food is adulterated ; but I do not think
any analyses have been made.

Mr. BLAKE. Have any representations been received
from authorised bodies, such as agricultural societies, which
take an interest in these very essential and important mat-
ters; or have representations been received from analysts,
because it is possible they might desire to enlarge the scope
of their investigations ?

Mr. McLELAN. I am informed that agricultural socie-
ties do not usually take cognisance of such a matter as this,
and that they do not deal with such matters. At all events,
we have not had any representation from any agricultural
Society.

Mr. BLAKE. le it from the analyste?
Mr. CHAPLEAU. The hon. gentleman knows that for

years both agriculturists and every person interested in
this important branch of industy have been complaining of
two things. First, that a great deal of the commercial or
artificial fertilisers-

Mr. BLAKE. We are not talking about fertilisers but
about food.

Mr. SPROULE. As one engaged in the selling of cattle
I know that oomplaints are frequently made with respect
to cattle food. Take oil cake; it is not what it purports to
be, and much of it is practically worthless. In my county
farmersconstantly complain in regard to it, and many have
&bandoned 4he use of such foode, finding them of no value.

Mr. UsmpLAt.

Mr. DAVIES. The only question is whether it in adulter-
ated food.

Mr. SPROULE. In regard to the oil cake, it often
happons that the oil has been first abstracted through a
process of heat and pressure; and this is sold as pure oil-
cake when in reality it is only refuse.

Mr. FARROW. This is a subject of considerable impor-
tance to agriculturists. I have had a good deal of experi-
ence and have heard many suggestions in regard to it.
These suggestions have come from practical agriculturists.
They have also come from agricultural societies, both
township and county. Our experience in this linoe is this:
We have been using a great many of these fods, such as oil
cake and cattle food, and we think thby have not been
doing the good to our stock that the vendors said they
would do. There is a suspicion in the minds of agricultur.
ists-I know it is sO in my section of country-that they
contain some worthless ingredients, and are not up
to the mark. Farmers think it would be a very
good thing if the Government would provide proper
machinery to have those foods tested, so that a pro.
per article shall be supplied, for which very high
prices are charged. There is a large industry of this claas
at Mitchell-I do not say they are turning ont an inferior
article-and a great many use the food. We have estab-
lished a great many milk factories throughout our neighbor-
hood. We have an establishment which manufactures over
100 tons of cheese a year. When the milk is carried to the
factory the calves have to be fed on different foode, and we
use oil cake and the foods mentioned in this Bill. We want
to be sure we are buying a good article. That is the kernel
of the whole thing. We, being simple agriculturists, cannot
test these foods, and we want the Government to see that
there is no fraud practised on the farmers. If this Bill
will cover the point, the Government will be doing a wise
thing.

Mr. BLAKE. I was quite sure that the Minister was
wrong when he said this was not a subject with which
agricultural societies as a general rale interfered.

Mr. McLELAN. I said they had not taken it up in any
communication to the Government.

Mr. BLAKE. The hon. gentleman said more than that.
He said that agricultural societies did not generally deal
with such matters. This matter is so vitally connected
with agricultural operations, particularly in the Province of
Ontario and ln some of the other Provinces, I was quite
sure those associations would have dealt with the subject if
there was a grievance. My own information, derived from
the newspapers, is that occasionally cattle foods are sold
which do not contain quite so much nutritions element as
they should do. With respect to the particular case of oil
cake: it may be perbaps a little difficult to ascertain the
precise lino at which there may be said to be an absence of
the nutritious element. Oil cake is the refuse after the
oil for commercial purposes has been extracted. Complaints
have been made that too much oil is taken out of the oil
cake. And there is but little oil left in it. Whether it will
be easy to draw the lino in that regard, and determine
whether enough oil has been left in the cake or not, I am
afraid I cannot say, and I am afrad it will puzzle the
analyst to determine. Of course, when you put in some-
thing else, which is either noxious or not useful and adds to
the bulk, that is a different thing.

Mr. SPROULE. If the manufacturer is to take out a
certain quantity of oil and no more, then it would be an
easy matter for the analyst to determine whether there is
the proper proportion.

Mr. BL AKE. Who is to decide?
Mr. SPROULE. The analyst, of course.
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Mr. BLAKE. And what is the rate or proportion to be?
Mr. SPROULE. If the Government authorises a certain

proportion, it would b. easy for the analyst to determine
whether the proportion is there or not.

Mr. BLAKE. This Bill makes no provision as to the
percentage of oil which should romain, and the other Bill is
about fertilisera and not food, and we must not mix them up
too much.

Mr. BAIN (Wentworth). The deterioration in the quality
of the oil cake is largely due to the fact that recently very
much improved methods have been discovered of extracting
the oil from linseed, and of course the oil cake depreciates
more in quality. And the more successful the manufacturer
is in extracting the oil, the more inferior will be the quality
of the refuse.

Mr. SPROULE. I think the hon. member for West Dur-
ham (Mr. Blake) will find that section 19 fixes the limit as
to the amount of oil it shall contain.

Mr. BLAKE. The hon. gentleman is mistaken, as that
applies only to compounds in which it may not be possible
to be accurate in the ingredients to the last fraction, and
therefore a certain limit of variability is fixed. It would
not apply in a case of refuse upon the manufacture of lin-
seed oil.

Mr. SPROULE. These cattle foods contain so much of
different ingredients, such as corn meal, linseed cake, and
so on. Now, if they contain too much of that which is
comparatively useless and not enough of the more valuable
ingredients, the quantities could be determined, and a per.
centage of oil could be ascertained as well.

Mr. BLAKE. I am not discussing anything but this
question of oil cake, which, as I understand, is the refuse
which is left in the operation of extracting the linseed oil,
and what the manufacturer does is to extract as much oil
as ho can out of it. That is his trade, and what is left is
sold to the farmers, and you are not going to pass a law
that the manufacturer must not take as much oil out as ho
eau. The farmer must know in this particular case that ho
gets only what the manufacturer is unable to extract, and
if the methods of extraction are more perfect, the less oi is
left.

Mr. FISHER. The same is true with reference to the
refuse from flour. Some years ago bran was of great value
as cattle food; but in consequence of the new prooess of
extracting flour, what is left now is of very little value. I
think, however, that adulteration by the introduction of
buckwheat hulls, or other matter (if that kind, could be pro-
vided against; but I cannot see how you can limit the
quantity of oil to be extracted from the linseed.

Mr. McLELAN. In the case of adulterating these
mixtures by buckwheat halls, plaster of Paris, and other
matters of that kind, the provision would apply.

Mr. BLAKE. Certainly.

Mr. SPROULE. The hon. gentleman is entirely wrong,
when he assumes that there is only the amount of oil lett
which cannot be extracted. It cau be bought of different
qualities, by paying different prices; and the question for
the analyst would be, whether the percentage is present
that is represented.

Mr. BAIN (Wentworth). What is known techni-
cally as cattle food, is a different preparation altogether
from what is called oil cake, and I think it is in the case of
those foods that the Bill will be valuable. There has been
a great tendency of late years to use condiments or mix-
tures containing more or less stimulating ingredients, and
these are fed in limited quantities along with other food, in
fattening stouk. These ae capable of very much adultera-

tion, because they are compounded with certain drugs
which bave a chemical effect on the cattle, and are much
more valuable than the coarser ingredients of linseed cake,
and other cheaper articles which give it bulk. While of
course, the manufacturer will extract all the oit hoecan out
of the linseed, there is no doubt the refuse can be made
much less valuable by mixing inferior ingredients with it,
and perhaps that kind of adulteration might be looked
after.

Mr. BLAKE. The hon. gentleman stated that this has
been amended by the omission of that part which prescribes
an intimation as to the component parts of the admixture.
The trade objected to that, on the score that it involved the
revealing of trade secrets, and it was deemed enough to say
mixture. We know that a very large portion of these
articles are mixtures under any circumstances, and the
more statement as to that class of thom which are con-
fessedly mixtures, that they are mixtures, would not reveal
the existence of the evil which the Minister desires to avoid.
Of course, when an article professes to bo some one thing
and not a mixture, thon the announcement in a conspicuous
place that it is a mixture, ought to indicate that it is an
adulteration of some kind. I would like also to know
whether the legislation we passed last year to require the
statement of the component parts of an article was based
on any precedent, or was original with ourselves.

Mr. MoLELAN. Last year's legislation was our own;
this ycar's logislation is founded on the English system.

Mr. BLAKE. Has the tariff of 1 per cent. been obtained
from other legislation, or is it wholly exporimontal ?

Mr. McLELAN. That is the percentage in the Ameri.
can Act on the same subject.

On section 3, -
Mr. CASEY. With regard to persons appointed as

analysts, I think thore should b somoe limitation to persons
possessing a medical degree or some degree in chemistry.

Mr. McLELA.N. This is a re-enactment of the old Act.
Mr. CASEY. Whether it is new or old, I think some

certificate should be required as to the analyst's knowledge
of chemistry.

Mr. McLELAN. The clause provides that they must
be persons possessing compotent medical, chemical and
microscopical knowledge, and that is only aseortained by
the certificate they bear.

Mr. CASEY. That leaves the Minister to dotermine
their competency.

Mr. FISIIER. Is there any limit or guide as to the num.
ber of these analysts who may be appointed? If there is
no such limit, I would like the hon. Minister to give us
some information.

Mr. McLELAN. The number appointed is only limited
by the wants of trade. They are provided in most of the
commercial centres where business demands them.

Mr. CASEY. There is no limit in the Bill, but the Min
ister must surely know how many ho intends to appoint.

Mr. MOLELAN. There are eight now. It is not proposed
at present to increase the number.

On section 6,
Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I would like to ask the Min-

ister if he is aware whether any of the manicipalities have
availed themselves of the provisions of this statute and
appointed an inspector.

Mr. McLELAN. None of them have taken action yet.
But the matter has been discussed in several of them and ie
likely to be oarried into effect.
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Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Under the provisions of section
5, the Government seem to have tho power to appoint their
officers to do this duty, and in section 6 the power is given
to councils. What object has the Government in taking
power to do this, and at the same time giving the power
to municipalities? fHas the Government deputed any of
its officers in the different divisions to perform the duties
that are required under this Act ?

Mr. McLELAN. The municipalities will appoint the
officers.

Mr. PATERSON. I think the provision of the Act
requires that the fines and penalties imposed shall go into
the public treasury. The city, town, county or village
will appoint the inspector. His salary will no doubt
depend upon the fees collected. How is the payment of
these inspectors to be provided for ?

Mr. McLELAN. Section 4 provides that all penalties
imposed and recovered by the inspector shall be paid into
the revenue of the city, town, county or village, and be dis-
tributed in such manner as the council of such city,
etc., may direct. No doubt the city or the municipality
will therefore arrange to pay him for his services.

Mr. PATERSON. The civic council may appoint a man
and declare that he shall have for payment such fees as are
imposed, and he might make it troublesome to dealers in
order to get all the fees he could. I do not wish to say
anything against the Bill, for I believe it is in the right
direction, but I merely point out a danger that might arise
if the salary of the officer depends upon the collection of
fees.

Mr. McLELAN. I presume each municipality will
make such regulations as will meet the case. I do not think
there is danger of the dealers being harassed under the
operations of this Bill. The officer may get a percentage
of the fees and penalties with a regular allowance.

Mr. PATERSON. According to sub-section 3, the
inspector may prosecute "any persons manufacturing, sell-
ing, offering or exposing for sale " adulterated goods. The
difficulty is this: The dealer buys the goods in good faith
from the wholesale man who has bought them in good faith
from the manufacturer. Sub-section 2, of section 23, pro-
vides that if the person accused proves he did not know of
the article baing adulterated and shows that lie could not,
with reasonable diligence, have acquired that knowledge,
lie will be only liablo for the costs attending the
prosecution. I think lie should have recourse against the
manufacturer for the costs, because the manufacturer could
not fail to know in the first instance if the article was
adulterated.

Mr. McLELAN. He would have that recourse in com-
mon law.

Mr. PATERSON. That would answer the purpose.
Mr. FISHER. There might be some trouble where the

official was obliged to proceed immediately against the
wholesaler, with whom the retailer had shown the fault
to be.

Mr. CASEY. If the goods were imported by the retailer,
in good faith, from outside the country, he would have no
remedy.

Mr. FISIIER. If the retailer imports from abroad, is he
not to be responsible for the sale? 'We cannot get at the
manufacturer, and I should suppose the importer from a
foreignu manufacturer would be held responsible for the
adulteration.

Mr. CASEY. I do not know that the importer could
always in fairness 2e held responsible. A punishment could
be inflicted upon the fraudulent foreigu manufacturer by

Mr. M cLELa.

providing that, when goods manufactured by a person out-
side of Canada have been shown to be adulterated, notice
should be given to all Customs officials that the importation
of that article was prohibited for the future.

Mr. FISIER. I emphatically differ with my hon.
friend from Elgin. If the importer is allowed to bring in
adulterated goods and sell them without being subject to a
penalty, he will always be getting goods from the foreigner
to the detriment of our own manufacturers.

Mr. McLELAN. I think that is provided for in clauses
20 and 21.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). It will not doto put down our
own manufacturera at a disadvantage, and I hope the Secre-
tary of State will bring his legal knowledge to bear on this
matter so as to prevent any injury being done.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. We could not prosecute people eut-
aide the country, but I think th'at a wholesale merchant
importing from abroad, who is protected by the certificate
of analysis which he receives, will have hie remedy against
the manufacturer from whom ho imports.

Mr. FISIER. Hon. gentlemen opposite have taken the
manufacturers of this country under their charge in one
sense, and have done a good deal to protect them. Now,
here is an opportunity where we can protect our manufactur-
ers in a legitimate manner, an opportunity where protection
is absolutely necessary. If we allow a wholesale dealer in
this country to import from abroad a manufactured article
and sell it, knowing that in doing so le is less liable to
prosecution than if he buys the same article from a Cana-
dian manufacturer, the wholesale dealer has an inducement
to go abroad for that article, which might be adulterated.
I think it is but just to our manufacturera that the wholo.
sa'le dealer importing from abroad should be put on the
same basis as the manufacturer in this country.

Mr. McLELAN. It is the intention of the Government
to put that in the Bill. However, it is a matter about
which I will have enquiry made, and see that it is put
beyond doubt in the Bill.

Mr. CASEY. There is no proviso here at all giving the
retailer recourse against anybody. Clause 20 would apply
practically, only to the retailer. Supposing a retailer here
at Ottawa offered for sale a case which ho had purchased
from a wholesaler in Montreal. If the Government found
that these goods which were in his possession were adul-
terated, they could be seized, but no penalty could be inflicted
upon the wholesaler in Montreal who supplied him with the
goods, unless somebody else took action against that whole
saler by having some goods in his possession inspected and
proved to be adulterated. Sub-section 2, of clause 23, cor.
tainly seems to have absolved that retailer from all penalties
when hcecan show that he did not know the article
was adulterated.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I would ask the Secretary of
State what he thinks with reference to sections 20 and 21,
whether they are interfered with by the provision in sub-
section 2 of section 23.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I have not taken special care of this
Bill, and hence my reticence in speaking about it. But In
the Bill of which I have charge, there is a similar clause
which I think ought to be dropped altogether, as it would
afford no protection. If the retail merchant sells an
article at more than $10 a ton which does iot contain, at
the minimum, the ingredients mentioned in the Act, he
cannot plead that he did not know it, because he is obliged
to ascertain. le sells it at his own risk, and if he sells it
he will be liable to prosecution and fine. In the Bill of
which I have charge, before you sell you are obliged to
show t the purohaer the certificate of analysis of the
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article you are selling, and if the certificate proves to be
wrong you are liable to fine.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I see a difficulty which does
not seem to be provided against. An inspector enters a
retail store and finds an adulterated article, which lie seizes,
and certain penalties follow. Then we propose to relieve
him from paying the penalty, and that he shall only pay the
eost. If that were done, there would be relief to that extent
for the retail merchant, but the retail merchant would not
be likely to prosecute the wholesale man. Then the whole-
sale man may contend that he bought the article in good
faith from the manufacturer, and perhaps he did, but nover-
theless he would have to pay costs. The wholesale man
would say to the manufacturer: The article I purchased
from you bas been proved to be adulterated. I showed I
bought it in good faith, but nevertheless, I have to pay costs,
and yon will either have to pay me the costs or I will have
to prosecute you for it. The person from whom he bought,
knowing it to be adulterated, would quietly hand in the
costs, and so there would be no punishment for adulteration.
liere is obviously a difficulty which the Secretary of State
does not seem to have provided against.

Mr. McLELAN. I will have the matter considered by
legal minds in. order to ascertain whether anything
additional is required to effect the purpose we all have in
view, before the final stage is taken.

On section 9,
Mr. CASEY. A schedule of the articles exempted

should have been prepared and appended to the Bill. It is
contrary to good practice and exact legislation to pass 80
many Bills as we do leaving schedules to be adopted by
Order in Council. The officers of the Department do not
know so much about the business of the country as do
members of the House.

Mr. MoLELAN. New articles are being constantly
brought into use, and the schedule would have to be con-
stantly amended.

Mr. CASEY. Of course specific articles could not be put
in, but I think there might b. such a classification of
articles as would include them all, as, for example, hermeti.
cally sealed and opened. I did not object to the frequent
amendment of the Bill, though perhaps some one else did;
but if so, it arises from putting the Bill through in an
imperfect form in the first instance.

On section 11,
Mr. PATERSON (Brant). That dispenses with giving

notice to the person, as the old Act required. What was
the reason for dropping it ?

Mr. McLELAN. We intend that the local analyst shall
not know whose goods he is analysing, and for that reason
the notice has been dropped.

On section 12,
Mr. MILLS. This is determining a person's civil rights,

not by an ordinary judicial tribunal, but by an irresponsible
person.

Mr. CASEY. The chief analyst is appointed to exercise
the functions of ajudge, with a special scientific knowledge
of the case, and I do not sec why there should be any refer.
ence to the Minister, except to subject the Minister to a
great amount of worry and solicitation by persons whose
goods are condemned, and to put the Minister in a very
invidious position.

Mr. MoLELAN. Cases might arise in which the chief
analyst on scientific principles might condemn a certain
article, and subject the offender to very heavy penalties,

while there might be mitigating ciroumstances whioh ought
to be considered by the Minister.

Mr. CASEY. The remarks of the hon, gentleman only
confirm my opinion as to the objectionable nature of this
clause. This Bill provides for the case of certain mitigating
circumstances, and there might be others put in the Bill if
necessary. It is left in the other clauses of the Bill to the
analyst to determine the factq, and to a court to determine
whether the mitigating circumstances exist, but here an
irresponsible party is empowered to take cognisance of
mitigating circumstances not mentioned in the Bill. If there
are mitigating circumstances they should not be left to
the judgment of a political Minister, who is not himself an
expert, but should be made part of the law. It will lead to
all sorts of political and personal pressure boing brought to
bear on him, which if he resists will make him enemies,
while, if he gives way to the pressure, he will be doing an
injustice. I think this provision should be struck out of
the Bill.

Mr. McLELAN. I have no doubt it would contribute to
the comfort and ease of the Minister not to have this
appeal, but I think it is proper that there sbould be some
final decision or else great hardship might be inflicted.

Mr. CASEY. Two analysts must have found the drug to
be adulterated before the Minister can intervono, and how
can a Minister who is not a chemist revise that deocision ?
How could the Minister presumo to revise his decision as to
the purity of the drug ? That is absurd-tho Minister will
not do so; he will simply say, the article being found to be
adulterated, whether the penalties of the law should be in-
flicted on the person who manufactured or sold it.

Mr. DAVIES. I fail to undersiand the effect of section
12. Section 11 provides that when an analyst has analysed
an article and declared it to be adulterated, hie certificate
may be given in evidence in a court of law on a prosecu-
tion for the recovery of the penalty, subject to the right of
the party prosecuted to cross-examine him beforo that
court. But by section 12, if an appeal is made to the chief
analyst, and the chief analyst makes his decision, which is
concurred in by the Minister, that decision is declared to bie
final, and there is no provision that the certificate of the
chief analyst shall be brougbt in in evidence at all. I
would like to know from some of the law advisers of the
Government what is to b the effect of that provision.

Mr. BLAKE Perihaps the hon. Minister would state
whether this clause is based on any English legislation.

Mr. McLELAN. I am not aware that it was taken from
English legislation, but it was adopted b Parliament last
Session. I suppose that the certificate of the chief analyst
would stand in the same position as the certificate of the
other analyst, and would ho used in the same way in the
prosecution. The word "final " in section 12 I take to
mean that process by wbich the certificate is reached
is final.

Mr. DAVIES. There is nothing which makes the ccr-
tificate itself evidence. The decision may have to be proved
otherwise.

Mr. CASEY. I think the question of the hon. leader of
the Opposition, as to whether this proposal to make the de-
cision of the chiefanalyst subject to the concurrence of the
Minister was derived from English legislation, must have
been rather satirical. I think it would be absurd to look
into any statute of England, where legislation generally
goes on the basis of common sense, for any such provision
as this. This is a Bill practically to establi h a court to try
the purity of food offered for sale-a court of two grades,
the analyst and the chief analyst. After these chemists
have analysed the article and decided it tolbe pure or im-
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pure, as the case may be, and have given their certifi-
cates to the Minister of Inland Revenue, all appearance of
common sense vanishes from the Bill, and we are told that
the Minister is to revise that decision and find out whether
the article is chemically pure or not. Nothing can be more
absurd or mischievous than to give a Minister power to
cancel a certificate of adulteration made by the chief analyst.
That is what he will be asked to do time and again; lie will
never be asked to cancel a certificate of purity; but when a
certificate is given by the chief analyst that so and so's
goods are adulterated, and that so and so will become liable
to heavy penalties, the.Minister is to take into account, as
he says himself,-the "mitigating circumstances," and by the
light of these he is to decide, not whether the man should
pay a penalty or not, but whether the article is pure or not.
That is to be decided by the mitigating circumstances, and
the only reason the Minister gives for this provision is that
it was passed last Session. There were a great many bad
precedents set by the legislation of last Session, and if this
escaped attention at that time, that is no reason why it
should escape now. The only effect of this section is to give
the Minister power to let off persons who are certified by
the two analysts to be liable to the penalty. If the Minister
is weak, it will only defeat the ends of jnstice, and if he
is strong, it will go far to defeat the Government. To avoid
any sucl dilemma, I move :

That the words, l if concurred ln by the Minister," be Btruck out.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I see that in the Act passed
last Session, there was a sub-section to the clause providing:

" This section shall not have force or effect until a chief analyst la
appointed, to whom an appeal under this section can be made."

That is not found in the present Act, I would take that as
an indication that the chief analyst had either been appointed
or was to be appointed after the lt of July, when this comes
into effect.

Mr. McLELAN. The chief analyst has been appointed.
Mr. PATERSON. The provision that the decision of the

chief analyst, if concurred in by the Minister, shall be final,
may give rise, it seems to me, to difficulty. I do not Fee
why the words, "concurred in by the said Minister," should
be there. The clause provides that the party proceeded
against shall have the right of appealing from the decision
of the first analyst to that of the chief analyst. If the two
concur, I think the decision should be final, and in that
respect this amendment has my support. If they do not
concur, there might then be occasion for reference to the
Minister.

Mr. DAVIES. That would be very improper. The question
is simply whether the article is pure or impure. The firet
analyst says it is impure. From that decision you appeal
to the chief analyst, and he either affirms or reverses it. In
eitber event, it is not a fact of which the Minister has cog-
nisance, for he is not an analyst. He ought not to have
the power of reviewing the decision of the chief analyst.
The amendment is a good one. The decision of the chief
analyst should inot be prejudiced by that of the Minister,
who has not the means of knowledge on the subject, and
the party against whom a decision may be given should
not be allowed to escape through, perhaps, political influ-
ence.

Mr. MoLELAN. Suppose that the first analyst declares
that one of the ingredients if impure. The vendor takes
excepton to that and appeals to the chief analyst. He
declares that the ingredient complained of is pure, but that
some other ingredient is impure, and the article should
therefore be condemned. There is a difference of opinion
upon the different ingredients of the article. In that case
the Minister would no doubt inform himself on the subject
from competent people outaide and give bis decision. I am

Mr. CAsEr.

i

sure however the daty is not one that the inister is anxi.
ous to have imposed on him, and I have no doubt my hon.
friend the Minister of Inland Ievenue would be glad to be
relieved from it,

Amendment agreed to.
Mr. DAVIES. I suggest to the Minister that, if he

intends this section to be workable, the certifdeate given by
the chief analyst should be made evidenee, which it ls not
now.

Amendment agreed to.

On section 13,
Mr. CASEY. Io it contemplated to publish the names of

the persons whose goods have been examined and found to
be adulterated ?

Mr. MoLELAN. No.
Mr. CASEY. It is a question whether it would not be a

part of the well deserved punishment of those who sell
adulterated goods to have their names published, excluding
the honestly ignorant retailer who is exempt from the
other penalties of the Act, but referring to the wicked and
mischievous fabricator of the adulterated goods.

Mr. MoLELAN.
the vendors."

We might insert " and the names of

Mr. MILLS. It has been reported to me that a manu.
facturer of spice and coffee receives orders for packages of
ground coffee at a price named which is les than the
actual price of the unground coffee. It is known that
chickory or roasted beans or peas must be put into the
article, and it is manufactured to supply a demand. People
know they are not getting a pure article. Everyone is
informed of the fact, and one manufacturer in the city of
London told me that, if he were to observe the law, he would
have to close his establishment.

Mr. MoLELAN. No, lie would label it 'lcoffee with bean
mixture."

Mr. CASEY. I hope the amendment will exclude the
name of anyone innocent of wilful adulteration under the
Act.

Mr.SUTHERLAND (Oxford). I hope the Minister will
agree to that amendment. The names of innocent parties
might be published to the world, and I cannot see that any
benefit would accrue to the public from the adoption of such
a change.

Mr. MoLEL AN. I will allow the clause to stand over,
in order to see if the views of hon. gentlemen can b. met.

Mr. DAVIES. I agree with the member for Elgin that
the clause would be worthless unless the pablie were
informed where they could find articles that were not adul-
terated. The object of the Act is to punish men who adul.
terate food, but we should be careful in punishing the guilty
not to implicate an innocent man.

Mr. FISHER. I do not see how an innocent man can be
hurt, because it is only when adulteration is found to exist
that a report is made.

Mr. MaoLELAN. At prosent the names of the parties who
have adulterated foods or drugs are published in the report.

On section 15,
Mr. MILLS. I am not going to detain the committee by

arguing the question of jurisdiction, but that question does
arise in many of these sections. There is nothing we are
doing here to interfere with the manner in which swperson
deals with these particular articles, that would notapply to
every other kind of property. We may say the aguicuktrist
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shall only sow a particular kind of wheat, that he shall not
engage in raisiuig a particular breed of cattle, and that if he
doesle shallie lubie tounishment ; or, if he wishes to
sell them, ho shall bringem into market imn a particulr
way. In ail these cases we are interferingwith the pos-
session cf prcperty, with the manner in w h l tshall ho
ield and disposed f. Now, I say in ail these matterle
are interfering with the jurisdiction of the Local Logis-
latures in matters of property and civil rights. I defy any
member of the committee to show in what respect the
Local Legislatures shall have control over proporty and
civil rights, if we have here power to do what we are
undertaking to do in this matter. We are undertaking
to say how property shall be hoeld, and the condition
on which it sha be effered for sale. We undertake to say
whether certain kinds of property or produets shall be
mixed, and what sort of inspection they ehall be subject to-
I say these are all outside our jurisdiction. They are not
withmn our functions, they are questions as to the possession
of property, the protection of property, and the protection
of the civil rights of the community. They are not matters
as to the regulation of trade at all. They are not matters
regulating commerce, but they are regulating the rights of
property, the mode of its ttansfer, and the civil right of
the party with whom the property holder for the time
being undertakes to deal. It does seem to me we are
wholly outside our jurisdiction ; and no matter whether the
legislation is wise or unwise, it is legislation that onght not
to be undertaken by this Parliament, but by the Local
Legislatures.

Mr. DAVIES, I have never been able myself to enter-
tain any clear opinion as to what legislation is within the
local jurisdiction or not, since the decision of the Privy
Council in the case of Russell vs. The Queen. They
based their decision on the right of this Parliament to
enact the Scott Act on the ground it was comprised in
the words "peace, order and good government of Canada."
I think the question is, at any rate, debatable, and at first
blush would commend itself to ny mind as a matter that
would be in the power of this Parliament to legislate
upon in the direction of preventing the general adultera-
tion of food, and would come within the words Ilpeace,
order and good governient of Canada," as much as the liquor
traffic-I should think so when taken in connection with the
sub-section of section 91, Trade and Commerce. There is,
of course, a great deal in what my lion. friend from Bothwellr
says; but since the decision of the Privy Council a widerc
opening has been given to the powers of this Parliament, andV
we base them to a large extent upon those words more than1
we did formerly. It does seem to me that it is for the good
government of Canada that we should have the power to i
legislate against the adulteration of food. Of course, we all
agree there is no more important subject than the prevention
of the adulteration of food and drink, and it eau hardly be
contended that the prevention of adulteration is purely a
civil right. I think it cornes within the power of this
Parliament.1

Mr. McLELAN. I think when there is a difference of t
opinion on this question it is our duty in the meantime to
see that the people are not being poisoned, and we ought
not to wait until this question is settled. The hon. memberli
for Queen', Prince Edward Island (Mr. Davies), has just .
said that it is a matter of great moment that the food and t
drink of the people shall not be adulterated. I certainly j
think it is, and therefore I think we ought to go on and pre-'
vent that adulteration. l

Mr. MILLS. I would just say in reply to my hon. friend I
from Queen's that the question of jarisdiction arises in C
every section of the Bill, and I do not think that the rule
laid down by the Privy Coundil in The' Qu'eenw s, Ru*ell, s
applies to this case.b

a10

Mr. POPE. The hon. gentleman has no right to diseuse
a constitutional question on the clauses of this Bill.

Mr. MILLS. I am discussing the question of jurisdic.
tion, and it is pertinent on every clause. Now, in that
case, the Privy Council said that the punishment of offen-
ces against the law with regard to the sale of liquor might
come within the jurisdiction of the Provinces if it oould be
shown that the Provinces had jurisdiction over the subject
matter; but unfortunately the parties who were engaged in
aring the case on behalf of the Provinces, did not seem
to ow that that would be a subject coming within pro-
vincial jurisdiction. If that fact had been shown it is le ar
froma the observations made by the Lords of Council, they
would have held that it was within provincial jurisdiction.
If I had the case here I could read the particular words
used by the Lords of Council to show that that was the
view they held, and it was because the parties who appeared
on behalîf of the Provinces failed to show that the judgment
was given as it was-at all events that is a somewhat
different case from this. It was a question of police regu-
lation throughout the entire Dominion. This is a question
relating to property, it is an attempt to protect the pur.
chaser against fraud on the part of the vendor. The rela-
tion between the vendor and purchaser is a civil right.
This is not a measure for the preservation of peace and
good order and good government, to prevent riots and
bloodshed or the disturbance of the peace, but for the pur-
pose of regulating the relations between vendor and pur-
chaser, and is an attempt to protect the purchaser against
fraud on the part of the vendor. That, I repeat, is purely
a civil right and as such is within the jurisdiction of tho
Provinces.

On section 17,
Mr. CASEY. I think some provision should be inserted

in this clause to provide that not more than a certain pro-
portion of fusil cil should be put in whiskey. I desire to
enquire whether the schedule covers ail chemical ingredients
that are put into whiskey.

Mr. McLELAN. Additions can be made to the schedule.
On section 19,
Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I want the Minister to con-

sider this point. The object of the Bill ie not absolutely to
prevent persons selling articles composed in part of ingre-
dients which lessen the value of what purports to be the
main article. Take, for instance, the article of coffee. If
chicory or some other foreign substance is found in it, it
would be an adulterated article within the meaning of the
Act. Well, if a person wanted a twenty cent ooffee it
would include a certain proportion of chicory, and what is
to prevent the manufacturer from putting in a larger
quantity and selling it at the same price ? I think it
might be arranged that there should be certain grades, as I
believe there are in England, aoocrding to the quantity of
the innocent foreign article introduced, and that the pur-
chaser might be secured in not paying for a grade ranking
higher than the actual quantity of the admixture would
entitle it to rank-whether, in fact, it was an article largely
adulterated or slightly adulterated.

Mr. MOLELAN. 1 think section 19, prescribing the
imite of variability, would meet the case, as it would pro.
vide fo« different standards. It provides alse that where
here are not existing standards, they may be prescribed
by notice in the Gazette.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). It seems to me that the
anguage of the clause would hardly cover what I mean.
can understand that under that clause the Governor in

Council might say that côffee must net bO adulterated, say
more than one-fourth. But what I mean is that the articIe
shall be ao labelled that the purchaser will know that he is
buying not only adulterated ooffee or confeotionery but tbe
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amount of the adulteration-the amount of the harmless
foreign article which is included in it.

Mr. CASEY. Perhaps the point would be covered by
stipulating that the person selling any of these mixtures
should state on each package in what proportion the differ-
ont ingredients are there.

Mr. WELLS. Suppose they are not in packages ?
Mr. CASEY. Of course there would be some difficulty

thon.
Mr. McLELAN. I do not think that it would be

possible to carry out that idea without a great deal of
trouble and expense to the dealer, in the way of stamping
standards and so on. I think it would be botter that such
articles should be declared exempt from the Act unless
they are labelled mixtures.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). That would render the whole
clause valueless.

Mr. CASEY. The whole Bill proceeds on the principle
that the purchaser has a right to know what ho is buying,
and if ho has that right with regard to simple substances,
ho surely has the same right to know the ingredients of
mixtures. Now, a great majority of the articles sold are
mixtures of non-hurtful substances-there are different
grades of tea, coffee, and so on. I do not see any difficulty
in providing that each package of a mixture should be
labelled with a statement of the proportion in which the
different articles enter into it. For instance, a pound of
20c. coffee mixture might ho labelled three parts coffee,
one part chicory. I think one-fourth or one-fifth would be
a low enough standard, and it would not give too much
work to the Department to make up these grades.

Mr. McLELAN. That would embarrass dealers very
greatly. It would lead to endless trouble in labelling ail
the various grades of goods, although it might be in the
interest of the public.

Mr. CASEY. If the grades were established, dealers
would have sets of labels, such as coffee mixture No. 1,
No. 2, No. 3, and so on. I do not think the amount of trou-
ble to ho undergone is any reason for shirking that trouble.
If we are going to provide for the inspection of food at ail,
we must make it thorough, no matter what it costs.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). It doos seem to me that,
without some condition of this kind, the whole usefulness of
that part of the Act will be destroyed. It is important that
when goods are put on the market the person purchasing
them should know whether ho is getting value for his
money or not. We contemplate saying to the manufacturer:
You shall have the opportunity of adulterating your goods,
provided the adulteration is not injurious to health; but it
reduces the value of the goods, and thorefore we make it
incumbent upon you, in proportion as you reduce the value,
to state on your label the quantity of the foreign ingredient
that you have introduced. For instance, if the article is
coffee, let the manufacturer be required to label it "coffee
mixture, three-fourths pure." If on an analysis it is found
te contain more than one-fourth of the foreigu ingredient,
he shall ho held to have violated the Act. This seems to
me se important that I think an effort should be made to
accomplish it; and in this way you will accomplish it
without any hardship on the manufacturer, and you will do
away with that competition which exists among the manu-
facturers, and which leads them to reduce the price of
the article sold by increasing the quantity of the foreign
substance in it. The tendency will also be to induce people
te demand a pure article, which will be in the interest of
both the trade and the consumer.

Mr. MoLELAN. This matter will ho considered by the
Uouse, and if it is the sense of the flouse that that should1

ur PÂAnox (Brnt),

be adopted, and that it would not be too onerous to the
trade to require the exact proportions of foreign substance
to be specified, I have no objection to its being added to the
Bill.

Mr. KRANZ. I believe that for practical purposes it is
not necessary to distinguish the various grades of adultera-
tion; we should only distinguish between pure goods and
adulterated goods. We want our people to use pure goods;
we want them to give them pure coffee; if they want to
adulterate it they can do so for themselves; but if an
article is adulterated, it is immaterial to know how far the
adulteration has taken place.

Mr. MILLS. If we have power to deal with the subject
at all, there can be no possible objection in requiring the
quantity of the foreign ingredient to be indicated. For
instance, a dealer in the country orders from a manufacturer
of coffee so much ground coffee, worth so much; ho wants
to get an article suited to the demand; ho knows that pure
coffee cannot be obtained for the price ho is willing to pay ;
ho knows beforeband that it is adulterated, but it is impor-
tant that the public at large should know. There can be no
objection therefore that the manufacturers should mark on
the packages the quantities in the mixture.

Mr. KRANZ. I think it would be very difficult to find
out the extent of the adulteration.

On section 20,
Mr. CASEY. There is a provision in this section which

may act harshly on the vendor. Articles of the same na-
ture is rather a wide description. For instance, if a sample
of adulterated coffee were found in a store, a strict construc-
tion of this clause would allow the excise to seize not only
ail the coffee adulterated but all the other coffee. The
sample is subject to analysis; it may take some time before
it will be analysed and in the meantime the vendoi will be
subject to the seizure.

Mr. McLELAN. We will insert the wordsI" of the same
kind and quality."

Mr. DAVIES. Thore will be some difficulty in carrying
that out. The Minister migbt rather state with other articles
of the same nature which belong to another person and
which are found in the same place at another time. If a
package is seized for analysis it may take some time before
it is analysed, and when the excise.officer went to seize the
balance it might be sold or have been taken away ; and to
prevent the seizure of other coffee obtained since thon, I
would suggust that the words "which may have been in the
place which at the time when the articles was seized,"
replace those in the Bill.

Mr. WILSON. How is the officer going to prove that
the article was there at the time. It would be very difficult
for him to prove that or for the vendor to prove it was not
there. This will be thoroughly impracticable. While we
are perfectly willing to provide that no article should be
adulterated, we ought not to embarrass the trader, and I
think we are throwing sufficient difficulties around him
already, and ought not to place him in such a position when
there is really no necessity for it.

Committee rose, and it being six o'clock, the Speaker loft
the Chair.

After Recess.

House again resoved itself into Committee.

On section 22,
Mr. FISHER. Does the Minister intend to include the

second sub section or not ?
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Mr. McLELAN. I propose to leave it in the Bill. I
stated to the hon. gentleman before recess that I would get
the opinion of the Minister of Justice on certain points
raised by gentlemen opposite in connection with this sub-
section, and some other clauses.

On section 25,
Mr. FISHER. I think when it is specified that a per.

son knowingly attaches the label, $5 is a very small bot-
tom limit for the penalty.

Mr. McLELAN. It may be $50.
Mr. FISHER. Yes, but it may be only $5. It seems to

me $50 would not be too much.

Mr. McLELAN, Make it not less than $50 nor more
than $200.

Mr. FISHER. I think that would be going a little too
far in the other direction.

Mr. McLELAN. I propose that it should be " not ex-
ceeding $100 and not less than $20."

Mr. WILSON. I think that is a very large penalty. I
think the clause as it stood answered all the purposos of
the Act.

Amendmet agreed to; and committee arose and reported
progress.

CULLING AND MEASURING TIMBER.

Mr. McLELAN moved that the House resolve itself into
Committee of the Whole to consider a certain proposed
resolution (page 2419) to amend the Acts relating to the
culling and measuring of timber in Ontario and Quebec.

Motion agreed to; and the House resolved itself into Com-
mittee.

(In the Committee.)
Mr. McLELAN. In 1877 there was an amendment to

the Act regulating the cullers, and provision was made for
reducing the number, as it was found that the number was
greater than the wants of the trade called for. At that time
there were about sixty cullers on the list ; that number
was zeduced, some of them were retired on annuities, and
the number was fixed for square timber. It is stili feund
that the number of licensed cullers is greater than the
wants of the trade require. There are now 47 cullers, and
it is proposed to reduce the number to 33 to be in active
service, limiting the number of deal cullers to 12 ; and also
it is proposed to retire certain of them on annuities. It
has been found in practice that while some of them earn
large amounts, others receive a very small income, owing
to the mode in which dealers select their culiers. lt is
true that every culler who is licensed is compelled to take
his turn in the office and to wait tillb his turn
arrives. But merchants sometimes arrange so as to
get the man they prefer by giving a small order to
the man, for instance, who goes on to-day, and another
small order to the man who is on to-irorrow, and the day
after their man would come on and they would give him a
large order. And so it went on, and a few cullers earned a
great deal while others earned a comparatively small
amount. The average pay to cullers last year was over
$800, and it is proposed to regulate their employment and
to make a uniforn salary of $700. The expenses con-
neeted with the office are proposed to be raised from the ser-
vices performed and from timber fees to be regulated
according to Order in Council, based upon the expenses
which it is desired to cover. There has been in past
years a considerable surplus, in consequence of which the
fees were lowered, and it is proposed to give the Governor

in Council power to change the foes from timo to time in
order to meet the expendituro that nay bo incurred, cither
in the paymont of annuitics, or of the salarios of Lhe calloe,
and the expenses of the office.

Mr. BLAKE. Have any communications ben roecoived
from the trado in respect to this proposed change ?

Mr. McLELAN. The lumber trado is not so much inter-
ested, perhaps, in this proposition as the cullers themselves.
It is proposed to put them upon a more uniform basis whilst
securing equal results.

Mr. BLAKE. No doubt the cullers are intorested, but
the trado is also, because I well remnember when this
subject was a burning subject, and whon the p-orsent
Auditor General, who ropresentod a luniber consitituency,
and my hon. friond fi-om the othor riding of Ronfrow (Mr.
White), and soveral other hon. membors, used to engage in
cousiderablo discussion, which culminated in the passing of
the Act to which the bon. gentleman has alludod. It cor-
tainly was at that time cousidored an objoct of some cose-
quenco to the trado. Thb hon gentleman has stated a panî
by which the trado coutld obtain its favorite cullors fi-om
time to time, and ho seems to point out. sono miscliefls
which have resulted-that some of the cullors got too much
and others too little; and he says it is proposod to regulato
their employmont by authorising the Governor in Council
to provide for a modo in which the work shall bo done. Of
course, that may bo a very important matter, a vory sorious
matter, for the trado. The hon gontlemai propomosï to
retire a certain number of mon who arc ut preoent on
active service. low is it proposod that the roquiroinorts
shall bo effcted ? Docs ho propoo te loavo i to the
Govornor in Council to choso the persons who shalt be
retirod ? The resuit will bc the addition of a vory largo
sum to the annual charges in regard to which no services
are to be rendered by the annuitants, and the chargos will
have to be increased. This reduction of staff is iin conse-
quence of the truado having docayod, and we must tako cure
not to increaso too lia-gely the charges on a docaying trade.
In that view the trado has a consideraelo interest in the
proposal of the hton. gentleman.

Mr. McLELAN. Not quito so many as I bave named
will bc retired. It is proposed to puy the cullers $700 per
annum, whereus last yoar they roccivod $800. The expen-
diture last yoar was not so large.

Mr. BLAKE. I am afraid the hon. gentloman's calcula-
tions will not work out. Some of the cullors receive barely
anything in fees, and those, I supposo, will be retired at
$300 a year. Ls it intended to pay each caller rotained $700
whetbor he doos much work or not ?

Mr. McLELAN. Yes.
Mr. MILLS. It is important thot the House should know

the amount of work performod by thoso mon now, as con-
pared with some yeurs ago, and the number of them em-
ployed now, compared witi formerly.

Mr. McLELAN. Thore was very much more workto do
a number of years ago than there is now. At that time
there were sixty cullers employed. In 1877 the numbo of
square timber cnllers was r-duced to cighteon, but the num-
ber of the whole still remained over forty. Lt is now pro-
posed to reduce the number to thirty-throec, which ia duo to
the roduction of the work required to bc done and the cir-
cumistance that the trado has changed largely.

Mr. BLAKE. bas the surplus been pretty nearly ex-
hausted ?

Mr. McLELAN. Yea, and it is under consideration
whether the fees should not now be increased.

Mr. BLAKE. Well, if the surplus has hbeen exhamsted,
the hon. gentleman ought to bec prepared to give us figures

1885. 2475



COMMONS DEBATES. JUNE 11,

showing his whole scheme, and how it will balance the
account. We know that a good deal of noise takes place
when fees are raised, and quite lately the hon. gentleman
has been beset by deputations asking that the canal tolle
should be lowered. The same thing may happen if he pro-
poses to raise these other fees.

Mr. MoLELAN. I do not think it would be wise to pu&t
in the Bill any scheme of fees. It would be botter to leave
that in the hands of the Governor in Council to arrange as
the requirements of the service demande.

Mr. BLAKE. I think so far as the public revenue is
concerned it would be well that he should provide that
these annuities should be provided out of the fees, and not
made a charge on the consolidated revenue. In this wa
the accounts would have to be stated in a more thoroug
manner than has yet been done.

Mr McLELAN. There is one difficulty connected with
that, and that is, that though the account may not balanee
in a particular year, owing to the state of the trade, if two,
years were taken it might balance.

Mr. MILLS. What we are entitled to expect at the'
hands of the Government is a general statement, showing
what amount has been received in fees, what the diminu-
ation has been, taking a series of years, and what is the
probable amount of fees received under existing charges.
We have had no estimate upon which an intelligent action.
can be takeni

Mr. BLAKE. Will the hon. gentleman give us a state-
ment of the expenditures for 1878, 1879 and 1880.

Mr. MOLELAN. In 1878 the expenditure was $49,940,
in 1879, $44,670, and in 1880, $44,652.

Mr. VAIL. I understood the Minister to say that there'
are 47 cullers now employed.

Mr. McLELAN. Not quite 47. There will be a reduction
in number.

Mr. BLAKE. The deficiency since 1879 has been about
865,000 as well as I can make it ont. Can the hon. gentle.
man say how the account stands to-day, whether we are on
the wrong side of the balance shoot or tot ?

Mr. McLELAN. We are on the wrong side. In 1879,
we had a surplus of $50,000, which has gradually gone
down until it is exhausted.

Mr. BLAKE. It is quite clear that there muet be a
deficiency of $10,000 or 815,000 now. In 1884 the
deficiency was about $11,000, so that it really becomes
a serious matter. If the practical result of the hon.
gentleman's change is a reduction in the expenditure,
that would be so far satisfactory; but I think the
state of things which has resulted in a chronic defici-
ency since the year 1879 is a state of things which
renders it absolutely essential that he sehould give us
some forecast of what the ultimate charges are to be.
The hon. gentleman knows how long annuitants live,
and I am afraid his experiments will hardly be satis.
factory. I trust that at the next stage of the measure
the hon. gentleman will be prepared to give us some
faller information as to how this scheme of his can
be entertained without any serious loss or liability on
the part of the public. The danger of making such
an arrangement as has been made is pretty well demon-
strated by the figures before us, and if we make a
readjustment we should see that it is such as will lead
in the future to the results which the hon. gentleman
has depicted.

Mr. CHARLTON. 1 would like to ask the Minister
what are the fees of culling staves and deals per hun-
dred now in force.

Mr. BLANIr

Mr. McLELAN. I have not the scale of fees here.
I will get the information for the hon. gentleman.

Committee rose and reported resolution.

AGRICULTURAL FERTILISERS.

Mr. CRAPLEAU moved the second reading of Bill (No.
122) respecting Agricultural Fertilisers. He said: 1-thinkit
would he botter to ask the Hlouse-to go into committee be-
fore giving explanations, because the Bill is composed of so
many little details that it might be more convenient to
discuss it in committee. I will explain, however, that the
Bill bas for its object that every manufacturer -and every
importer of fertilisers-and by the word " fertilisers " all
kinds of agricultural manure are not included, but ionly fer-
tilisers which I think would be botter called in this, as well
as in the Act which the louse has examined this afternoon,
by the appellation of commercial fertiisers, that is to say
fertilisers that are in trade-shall transmit to the Minister
of Inland Revenue at a certain period of the year, and we
say the month of Jannary, and before offering for sale, a
sample of such fertiliser, the quantity being 2 ibs., so as to
be preserved in the Department for the urpose of compa-
rison with any other sampletbat might aewards be transe-
mitted to the Department for comparison and for the dliffe-
rent objects of the Bill. That transmission is to be made with
an affidavit of the manufacturer or importer stating that the
,sample whieh ho transmits to the Department is a fair sample
of the article manufactured or sold. The second object of
the Bill is that no commercial fertiliser be offemed for sale
unless a certificate of analysis of the same be opely and
publicly printed or stamped or labelled on the package'or
bag or barrel, contaiming the said fertiliser, and, if theferti-
liser is in bulk, that the certifente of analysi-sof the manu-
facturer be also delivered with the artiele when sold or
offered £9r sale. You will.see by this that the object at fint
ils not t enforce an inspection, but to guarantee the publie
that the article which will be sold will bean article of which
a sample is preserved under the custody of the authorities,
and that the article sold is sold with that certifioate testify-
ing te he quality of the article, the correctness of which
may always be decided by the analyste of the Department
to which it belonge. The Bill goes further and says that, if
the manufacturer or the importer or the retailer wishes to
have a certificate of inspection, from the inspector, ho may
have it, and thon the inspector willattach to the package or
the other covering of the -fertiliser, not a certificate, but
what is called the inspector's tag, that ise, a label saying
that the fertiliser has been submitted to inspection.
That inspection, I must say, does not mean that
what the inspector shall detiver on the label
given by him will be another certificate of analysis by the
Department, but only that the inspector has seen that the
fertiliser sold contains, according to the analysis of the fer-
tiliser, a certain quantity of ingredients which are presumed
to be neeessary to constitute a fertiliser under the terms of
the Act, that is, a fertiliser at least of the commercial value
of $10 a ton. The inspector shall not furnish that tag or
label, or certify an inspection, unless the article ho inspecte
is presumed to contain the quantity of ingredients which
are mentioned in clause 11 of the Bill. Clause 12 mentions
the penalties that will be imposed upon parties guilty of
4the following offences. First, offering for sale an article-
and we must not forget that it is a fertiliser of a certain
value, bocause the law does not want to prevent the import-
ation of an article of-lower value, bringing it nearer to the
standardof ordinary manure-offoring for sale any fertiliser
unlss1every provision of the Act has been complied with,
unless the article which ie sold contains the ý ingredients
which are mentioned in these certificates of analysis which
the vendor is obliged to give to thepurohaser, and that if the
seller bas asked for an inspector's certificate, the inspector's
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certificate must ho guaranteed by the certificate
of analysis, and that the person giving to the inspector the
certificate of analysis, whereas the article sold would not
have the quantity of ingredients required, will also be
exposed to a fine. The other clauses are for those who
might force certificates or labels or tags, or who might
apply to one quality of fertiliser the certificate belonging
to another quality. 1n a word, the Act is limited to this:
First the manufacturer or importer shall be obliged to
transmit a sample of hie merchandise to the Department of

'Inland Revenue, there to be submitted to analysis; the
party selling a fertiliser is obliged to guarantee to the pu b-
Lie purchasing the product that ho selle, by a certificate of
analyeis that muet be attached to the packages sold or
given, when it is in bulk, that ho muet sell an article
equivalent in quality to the certificate of analysis he is
obliged to give; and, secondly, when anyone has put in
trade an article which bas been inspected, ho may require
from an inspector his certificate, and those not complying
with the provisions of the law, or complying with it
apparently but not really, will ho subjected to the penalties
mentioned in the Act.

Mr. FISHER. Before this Bill goes into committee, I
would like to say a word or two about it. I think the
Secretary of State is quite right in saying that the details
of the Bill are such it would be botter to discuss it in com-
mittee than on the second reading. At the same time,
there are one or two things I would like to refer to. I think
this BiH and that which we have discussed this afternoon
with regard the adulteration of food, drugs and agricultural
fertilisers are so intimately connected that it is a good thing
they have come up on the same day and can be so closely
compared. There are some parts of this Bill which I think
are unnecessary, in view of the provisions contained in the
Bill discussed this afternoon with regard to the penalties
to which the Secretary of State has alluded. I find that the
penalties under the two Bille, although they apply to the
same offence, are not exactly the same, and I do not see
why in one a different penalty should be attached to an action
than that which s attached to the same action in the othor.
The Secretary of State bas explained that the inspector
shall obtain.a certificate from the manufacturer, informing
him, and supposed to inform the public through him, of
what are the constituents of the agrieultural fertilisers
which are inspected, the inspector is thon required to
affix hie tag to the package or sample, and it is
suppose thereby ho is adding to the information concerning
that sample or package, but I find no provision in the Bill
which insiste upon the inspecter obt4ining an analysis of
the article. I do not therefore see that there is any great
advantage to be had in attaching this tag by the inspector.
Ie is sirnply acting on the information supplied him by the
manufacturer or dealer, and is obtaining no other informa-
tion of his eown. It sRems to me therefore that this attach-
ment of the tag of the inspector is really adding a fictitious
value to the goods, and is perhaps assisting in a fraud more
than guarding against a fraud. If in addition to the certifi-
cate of the analyst, which must be supplied by the manu-
facturer, the inspector himself were required to analyse the
sample, his certificate or tag .would be given a very great
additional authority, but, under the present system, 1 do not
see that it is any gain at all to the purchaser. I think,
therefore, unless some provision to this effect is inserted,
the provision of the Act in regard to adulteration of food
and agricultural fertilisers, by which the vendor is obliged
to put upon record a statement of the ingredients and the
standard to which the article comes up, would be quite
sufficient, and just such asmnuch as is really done in this Bill.
Merely drawing the attention Of the Secretary Of State and
the House to these points, which are general in their scope,

I will allow the motion to proceed and discuss the details of
the Bill in committee.

Mr. LANGELIER. I approve ontirely of the principle
embodied in this Bil, which, if I remember aright, is the
Bill that was suggested by the hon. momber for laldimand
(Mr. Thompson) some months ago, but I am afraid the 3rd
clause of the Bill will not obtain the object in view, that of
securing the sale of fertilisers of the proper strength. I am
speaking from something which came under my notice when
I was Commissioner of Crown Lands for Quebec. At that
time thore was a great, I might call it, lover for the manu-
facture of phosphates. Some very rich mines of phosphate
l;ad been found in the townships of Tomploton, Portland,
Wakefield, and some other townships in the Ottawa Valley.
Our exporters of phosphate came to me and asked whetlher
it could not be possible to have an inspection of the phos-
phate beforo it was exported, and the reason they gave was
that they were being defrauded in England to a large
extent. From the information they gave me this was
the way they were defrauded at that time, and I
suppose the same thing has gono on since. The
phosphate was sold here at so much a ton, accord-
ing to the amount of phosphorous or other fertilising
substance it containod, but the phosphate sent to England,
sold on those terms, was analysed. It was referred for
analysis to a chemist, who was generally quito a scientific
man, but of course ho only testod the sample which was
delivored to him. According to the test those phosphate
manufacturers in Canada made hoere boforo exporting, the
exported phosphate should have givcn suy 80 or 9Q por
cent. of phosphorous, but the smples analysod in England
wero found to contain orily 50 or 60 por cent. They
thought at first there was ignorance or dishonesty on the
part of the English analysts, but at last it was discoverod
that the English purchaser took the precaution to select
the very worst samples, and submitted them to the unalysts.
In every lot of phosphate thore are some lumps of inferior
description, which would give 40 or 50 per cent. only of
phosphorons, whereas the whole lot might contain un
average of' at least 80 or 85 por cent. The result
of the whole lot being averaged on these inforior
samples submitted to the analyst was that our exporters
were defrauded to such an extent that they said it was per-
fectly impossible for them to compote with exporters from
other countrios, for instance Spain, unless an inspection was
made by the LocalGovcrnnent in this country Iffore the
ore was actually exported to England.

Now, in section 3 of this Bill, the rame danger is to
be feared on the part of our exporters which has been
realised in an inverse mannor on the part of the
foreign purchaser. The section provides that every
manufacturer or importer of fertilisers for sale shal
transmit to the Minister of Inland Revenue, each year,
a fair average sample of the fertiliser manufactured or
imported by him. W0el, it is left to the manufacturer him-
self to determine the qnality of the sample to be inspected.
If in England the importer has been able to defraud our
exporters by selecting the very worst sample, it will be
very easy for our manufacturers-I do not say they
will te dishonest enough to perjure themselves-but
there will be great temptation to them to select a
sample which will certainly be above the average.
Averages are always very dangerous. I am afraid
we will not obtain au average oath from the manufacturer,
or an oath which will go very much above the average.

The best plan would be to have those phosphates inspected
urder the same rules which govern the inspection or other
articles. 1 do not say that inspection should be compulsory,
but provision ehould be made that whenever a purchaser of
phosphates or of any other fertiliser desires it to be inspect-
ad, the inspection should be made by a Government ofucer,
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and that the inspection should not be based upon those small1
samples which the manufacturers deliver once a year to the,
Minister of Inland Revenue. I agree with the hon. momber
for Welland (Mr. Ferguson) that a great deal of fraud is
committed against farmers by manufactures of so-called fer-
tilisers, and the inspection is certainly very proper.

Mr. POPE. I am flly in accord with the hon. gentle-
man as to the frequency of the adulteration of fertilisers,
but I cannot agree with him in some other of his remarks.
Suppose you have 50 barrels of a fertiliser in a manure. You
put that in a heap and divide it into quarters, then you
quarter each one of those again. And so you .go on until
you get a quantity upon which you eau make a proper
essay. The thing the hon. gentleman speaks of could not
happen in England. Now the course usually pursued in this
country, the United States and England is this: I am
going to send 100 barrels, say, of mineral to market. Fol-
lowing the course I have pointed out I make my essay, I
reduce it down by mixing it up in the way I have described
until I get it, perhaps, down to a shovel full, and with that
I make my essay. This cargo is sent to the furnace or to
the parties who buy it, and it goes through exactly the
same process again. If the two essays differ 2 per cent, or
whatever per cent is agreed upon, then the whole thing has
to be gone over again. The one is a check upon the other,
I do not know what it is proposed to do here, but if it is
really intended to take out a lump here and a lump there,
there is no certainty at all, and would not be a reliable
assay.

Mr. LANGELIER. I do not want to be considered as
charging the English purchasers of phosphate with intent
to defraud. I was only repeating the representations that
have been made to me; I know nothing personally about it.

Mr. BAIN (Wentworth). There is no doubt that
the question involved in this Bill is one of growing
importance to the agriculturists of this country. In
the older Provinces especially there will be each year
a growing demand for these artificial fertilisers, and
we ought to see, if possible, that the farmer receives
fair value for the money he pays out for these artificial
manures. From the very nature of the trade there
are special facilities for adulteration on account of the small
proportion, according to bulk, of the elements lu the man-
ure that are of special value to the farmer, and it is easy to
add to this a larger quantity of an uinferior grade.
Though it increases the bulk it depreciates the value
of the manure for agricultural purposes while
it increases the profits to the manufacturers. The case
referred to by the hon. member for Megantic (Mr. Lange-
lier) is a lair illustration of the difficulty. The very cir-
cumstances of the business show that the fertilhaing value of
phosphate direct from the mines must fluctuate according to
the condition lu which it comes from the mines. It does
not strictly come within the range of the article spoken of
by this Bill, for the reason that, while it is the basis of an
agricultural fertiliser, it is not in a condition to be avail-
able, because experiments have shown that phosphates,
when finely reduced and applied to the soil in their natural
condition, are almost of no value. They are simply the
basis from which a valuable portion of these artificial
manures are produced, but before they are of practical value
they require to be treated with sulphuric acid or some other
strong preparation to put them in a soluble condition,
The percentage of the valuable element in phosphate must
vary very mach according to the caio exercised in taking
it rom the mine, for the reason that phosphate is found in
veins running through rock which is useless for agricul.
tural purposes, and just in proportion as the phosphate is
separated from the rock will the analysis be high or low.
1 believe at present the best samples of phosphate vary from
80 to 83 cent eaolble elements. A. very large pro-

porticn of the output of the mines will not analyse more
than 60 or 65 per cent. It is clear that, so far as the farm-
ors are concerned, phosphate analysing 80 per cent. is
much more valuable than that analysing only 60 per cent.
It seems, however, difficult to establish any basis of inspec-
tion for phosphate, except an inspection of each lot shipped.
The crude phosphate is mainly shipped to Liverpool, Glas-
gow and Paris as ballast, it being mixed there with other
ingredients and converted into superphosphate and sold to
the farmers of the old world. With respect to the prac-
tical value of the artificial manures sold to farmers, it is
an entirely different branch of the question, and
it is involved lu the Bill now under consideration. Those
fertilisers vary very much in value according to the addition
of inferior matter to bring up the bulk and weight. It is a
matter of prime importance to the purchaser that they should
have a certain fixed standard of valuable elements, which
form a very small proportion of the weight of the article,
bocause in a comparatively pure state they would kill grow-
ing crops. Only last Session a Bill. on this subject, lutro-
duced by the hon. member for Richelieu (Mr. Massue), was
passed. That Act only went inte force on lst June last, and
it made provision that an analysis should be attached to
each of the samples of artificial manures manufactured and
placed on the market for sale. That is undoubtedly the
direction in which we require to go. I desire to ask the
Minister whether that Bill has been practically put muto
operation and whether it has been found effective; or whe-
ther the Government have simply assumed the Bill intro-
duced by the hon. member for Welland (Mr. Ferguson),
forgetting that the Act to which I refer was placed on the
Statute Book. I agree with the Minister in charge of the
Bill that this is a matter of growing importance to agricul-
turists; but I should like to know in what respect the Bill
of the hon. member for Richelieu, now on the Statute Book,
has failed to accomplish the object sought to be attained.

Mr. MASSUE. In answer to the hon. member who has
just sat down, I may say that the present Bill is far ahead
of the one I proposed last year, because I had no means of
asking the Minister to appoint inspectors. The Council of
Agriculture of the Province of Quebec would have been very
glad to induce the agricultùral societies, thereby the farmers,
to use for their crops the best of the fertilisera ; but having
no means of detecting the good from the poor qualities, the
council did not dare to induce the farmers in using what it
had no means to recommend; but with this Bill I think we
will be sure of the qualities of the different kinds of fertilisers,
and, in my opinion, the Bill stating that the inspection will
be under the control of the Minister of Inland Revenue will
be a great help to the farmer in securing a good article for
him, and to the manufacturer, in obliging him to be up to
the mark.

Bill read the second time; and the House resolved itself
into committee.

(In the Committee.)
On section 1,
Mr. FISHER. Some little time ago, after the Bill was

introduced by the hon. member for Welland (Mr. Fergus-
on), when 1 said a few words in support of the principle of
the Bill, I1 received a communication from one of the largest
fertiliser manufacturers of this country, known as the
Standard Fertiliser Chemical Co., in which they drew atten-
tion to several parts of the measure. 1 examined the Bill
pretty carefully with reference to the Bill of the hon. mem-
ber for Richelieu (Mr. Massue) last year, and also with
some reference to the Bill passed this afternoon. I find,
Sir, that these manufacturers have come somewhat to the
same conclusion that I had pretty nearly arrived at myself,
which was, that the law of last year, and the Bill putting
agricultural fertilisers in with human and cattle food, sub-
ject to the inspection of the Inland Revenue officers, there
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was really little necessity for this Bill at ail; that the
fact that the fertilisers were subject to inspection
would almost obviate the necessity of making a new
law. The suggestion is that if the manufacturors of these
fertilisers are obliged to put on the package a label stati ug
the qualities and relative proportions of the ingredients of
those fertilisers, and are subject to a penalty for the sale of
fertilisers which do not contain the ingredients stated in
the label, the desired object will be almost attained, especi-
ally if the officers of the Crown are given power to prose-
ente those individuals and to recover from them the pen-
alties which are in this Bill of the Minister of Inland
Revenue, called the Bill respecting the adulteration of
foods, drugs, and agrioultural fertilisers. Perhaps the Bill
has already gone too far for the Minister to withdraw it, or
to make such other provisions in the other Bill as would
obviate the necessity for this measure, and as notwith-
standing the disclaimer of the Minister of Agriculture there
is no doubt this Bill is a Government mosure, we can
hardly expect this stop to be taken. I understood that
though the Bill was introduced by a private member, the
First Minister promised to take it under his protection, an
announcement of which I was very glad, because I believed
then that the Bill was a necessity, and that such a Bill in
the hands of a private member could not be carried into law
this Session.

Mr. C HAPLEAU. Perhaps some people are confusing
this Bill with another, which may be called an extension of
the Bill with regard to agricultural fertilisers. This Bill is
expressly to prevent fraud in the sale of commercial ferti-
lisers, and it provides for that in an ample and complote
manner. No man can import or manufacture a fertiliser
to be sold at $10 a ton or over without giving an analysis
Of it, and a sample of it to the Department to which it
belongs. Everybody selling these fertilisers is obliged to
give to the public a guarantee that a sample of what ho
sells is sent to the authorities, ard that sample must be
accompanied by the affidavit of the manufacturer or
importer stating that it is a fair sample of what ho sells.
The second guarantee is that you cannot sell at retail or
wholesale, or as a manufacturer, unless you give to the
purchaser a statement of what it is composed of. The
third guarantee is that if you sell an article which is
under the grade that has been given to the public by
a certificate of the analysis, if you sell an iaferior
article, you shall be liable to a fine. The Bill may appear
rather rigorous but I do not think it will be found so in
practice. When it is known that the proper authorities
will be the guardians of the samples which will be analysed,
there will be the greatest precaution against trying to
defraud the public. I have aliso received some letters since
I have had charge of this B1ll, from manufacturers and
agriculturalists saying that they feared that;the inspection
will be compulsory, that they thought it might impose a
burden on the retailer, and that the cost of an article selling
at $2 a ton might be increased by about $2 a ton, which
would be a high percentage on the article sold. I shall
proceed to the examination of the different clauses, and I
repeat that the Bill is essentially one to prevent frauds by
people selling commercial fertilisers.

On section 2,
Mr. CHIAPLEAU. After the words "lof this Act " strike

out all the other words until the word "they" at the end
of the line, and instead of "$12 " insertI "$10". Aiso in
the fourth and fifth lino strike out the words "or potash."

Mr. BAIN (Wentworth). I would ask the hon. gentleman
under what application this reduction in value is made from
$12 to $10 a ton. I speak, of course, from my personal
knowledgeonly, but with us in western Ontario, it is mostly
the high priced super-phosphates that are offered on the

market, for which we pay $30 to $40 per ton. We are not
familiar with those low grades which are placed on the
market at less than $10 per ton.

Mr. CIIAPLEAU. The demand was made by myself
originally to the hon. member for Welland. I had occasion,
w hon presiding over the Department of Agriculture in Que-
bec, te have imported some bi-phosphates which are made
out of sea-weed, the refuse of fish and bones. These bi-phos-
phates wore commercial fertilisers, and were sold at $10,
and I wanted them to be embraced in this Bill. They were
good fertilisers, but at the time they were imported, by
some accident, they proved unequal to thoir reputation, and
wore te a certain extent a failure; and consequently agri-
cultural societies lost faith in commercial fertilisers.

Mr. BA[N. I can understand how desirable it is to
bring all these agricultural manures within the range
of the Act. Certainly I do net object to the Minister
changing the figure from 812 to $10 per ton; I was asking
for information. I can understand a manure at $10 a ton
being really cheaper to a farmer than another for which ho
pays $40 a ton, in its effects upon his crops. There is,
however, this difficulty. If you apply the same test te both
manures that is roquired of all the manuros which are exa-
mined by a practical analyst, and which contain a certain
proportion of ammonia, or its equivalent of nitrogen, there
wilil b a great doal more of impure ingredients added to the
high-priced manure, unless you have some process by which
you can roach the manufacturer of it. It ought te bo richer
in ammonia and its equivalents which roally form the value
of those manures for growing plants. I think it desirable
that the Bill should b brought to apply to as low-priced a
manure as is otfred te the farmer for those purposes. I
bolieve that in the oastern Provinces thero is a largo quan-
tity of that manure manufactured from fish or bones and
other ingredients which are othorwise of very little value,
and I agree with the Minister that it is desirable that all
theso things should be brought within the range of the Act.

On section 3,
Mr. CHIAPLEAU. I propose in the second lino to insert

the word "January; "in the third lino, after the word
" year," to add "person offering the said fertiliser for
sale ; " in the fourth lino instead of 4lone pound," to
insert " two pounds ; " and in the fifth lino after the words
i fertiliser, manufactured or imported by him " to insert,
éwith the certificate of analysis of the same."

Mr. FISHER. Sometimes a manufacturer is asked to
make up a special fertiliser by ordor; and I suppose by the
section as amended, ho would bo obliged when ho sont that
order te send a jr at the same time te the Department.

Amendments agreed to.

On section 5,
Mr. CHAPLEAU. This section, which appears te be a

repetition of section 3, is not. During the course of the year,
when an offence may be prosecuted, the inspector will have
a right te ask for a second sample from the manufacturer.

Mr. FISHER. Since the bon. Minister has amended the
third clause, se that a certificate of analysis bas te be sent
with the sample, it does net seem te be necessary that
another sample should be sent, especially as section 3
requires the manufacturer te send a speci mon of overy kind
of manure which ho may manufacture. It scems te me the
5th clause is entirely unnecessary, and will only give the
offieers of the Department work that is not intended, as
weil as hamper the manufacturers.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. It is the intention, I dare say, of the
Department every year te publish with the analysis a de-
scription of the different kinds of soil to which each fertiliser
would espcially apply. That I think would be a great
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advantage to agriculturists, but I do not think that need be
inserted in the Bill.

Mr. BAIN (Wentworth). If the Department is pleased
to furnish that information attached to the analysis of ench
sample, I have no doubt the proprietors of those manures
will take special pleasure in publishing that in circulars for
their customers.

Mr. FISHER. I quite agree that that is a desirable
thing to be done ; but I am afraid that if it is put in the
report of the Department of Inland Revenue many
farmers will not see it.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. The intention is to put it on a little
card along with the analysis for free distribution to the
public.

Mr. CASEY. Why are all these samples te be sent to
the chief analyst ? I think it would be cheaper to allow
them to be analysed by the local analyst.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. As the hon. gentleman will see by
section 7, there must be a number of references. When the
inspector will givo a certificate of inspection, be will give
it with a certain number. That number will answer exactly
to the number of the sample which has been taken by the
inspector and sent to the chief analyst to be analysed. As
to having the analysis made by substitutes, I suppose the
Department might arrange that.

Mr. CASEY. This clause states positively they will be
sent to the Minister of Inland Revenue for subrission to the
chief analyst.

Mr. CRAPLEAU. Submitted to him for analysis, not
necessarily analybis by him.

Mr. CASEY. These words mean the chief analyst is to
analyse them. If the thing is to be submitted to the chief
analyst for analysis, the intent is for an analysis by the chief
analyst.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. So much the botter.

Mr. CASEY. The hon. gentleman gave his opinion a
little while ago that it would probably be well to have that
analysis made in many cases by local analysts.

Mr. CIIAPLEAU. 1 said if thought proper it might be
done.

Mr. CASEY. This clause does not give that power, and
if the hon. gentleman wants to have liberty to have the
analysis made by local analysts, the clause must be
changod.

Mr. BAIN (Wentworth). The analysis to be of value
requires the stamp of some one whose reputation will give
that analysis value. I think, on the whole, the chief analyst
ought to exorcise his own discretion ; it should be done
under his supervision, and he should be responsible.

On section 6,
Mr. CHAPLEAU. At the end of the first clause I want

to add "if it is in bulk, the manufacturers certificate shall
be producod, and a copy given to each purchaser," and
instead of section 2, I would substitute this : "No fertiliser
shall be sold or offered or exposed for sale, unless the cer-
tificate of the analyst and a sample of the same shall have
been transmitted to the Minister of Inland Revenue, and
the provisions of the foregoing sections have been com-
plied with."

Mr. FISHER. That is already in the Bill in the 3rd
section. Every manufacturer is to forward a sample,
together with the certificate, and it is not necessary to have
another section to say that before hoe sells any ho shall do

Mfr, QCRPLEA.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. This makes it clear. You shall not
have the right to sell any of these articles until that has
been done, and until you have complied with the foregoing
clause. It looks like a repetition, but it is only an affirma-
tion of the thing that is said.

Mr. BLAKE. Why should we re-affirm in one clause
what is said in another?

Mr. CASEY. That is affirmed already, and no harm can
be done by re-affirming it, but I do not see the necessity.

Mr. BLAKE This Bill ought to be submitted for
analysis. It is being adulterûted by adding to the bulk
without improving the strength.

Amendments agreed to.

On section 7,
Mr. CHAPLEAU. I want to propose this amendment in

the first line. Af ter the word analysis, strike out the words
"if he deems it advisable so to do," and after the word
" shall," in the second lino, add these words, " shall if
requested to do so by the manufacturer or importer or per-
son selling the same."

Mr. FISHER. Does this clause mean that the inspector
shall not apply his tag unless requested by the vendor ?

Mr. CHAPLEAT. Yes.
Mr. FISIER. And that when he does so place his tag,

it is not nececssary to show that any further analysis of the
article has taken place, but simply the vendor's certificate ?

Mr. CHAPLEAU. Yes.
Mr. FIS FIE R In that case, I do not see any good in

the following four sections. The Minister stated that the
Bill was for the purpose of soeing that a commercial fer-
tiliser was not sold unless it came up to a certain standard.
I pointed that we had accomplished, in the Bill respecting
the adulteration of food, drugs and aei-Rcultural fertilisers,
all that this Bill is going to a-ccomplish. We provided that
anyone selling an agricultural fertiliser may stamp thereon
the ingredients of that fertiliser, and that if he sold it and
it was analysed by the public analyst, at the request of
anybody, the officers of the Department or anyone inter-
ested, and it was proved not to come up to the analysis
stamped upon it, ho should be subject to a penalty. That
is all this Bill provides for, and I cannot see what object
there can be in providing the same thing over again. This
will practically be an impediment in the way of the manu-
facturer and the vendor. I am anxious that every safe.
guard should be given to the farmers to secure that they
shall receive due value for their money, but I do not wish
to throw unnecessary additional impediments in the way
of the manufacturers or the vendors, because whatever
expense they are put to will have to be paid by the person
who uses the fertiliser.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. We have received representations
not te force that inspection upon the retailer or the mer-
chant. We do not force it, but there is no doubt that the
certificate of inspection will add to the guarantee to the
public in a certain measure, because, when that inspection
is given, it will be a guarantee to the public that the
inspector has taken a sample of the article, has numbored
it and sent it to the chief analyst for analysis. I admit that
perhaps it does not add so much as if the inspeer was
himself given the certificate of analysis of the chief ana-
lyst; but the expenditure, which my hon. friend is afraid of,
would really be too large, if it was a necessity that the
analysis should be made of ever y article sold. The guaran-
tee exista in the fact that the analysis has been made some-
where, and that, if there is any complaint, that analysis,
with the comparison of the sample that has been given to the
Department, will be the best evidence that the fraud has been
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committed, if thore has been a fraud. I think that, as it is,
we are preventing the useless expenditure of money, in case
the pu blic would be satisfied that the inspector has not given,
as will be seen by clause 11, that certificate of inspection,
except when ho was convinced that the produce which is
sold is one which contains the ingredients which give a
certain standard to the fertiliser.

Mr. CASEY. I want to understand more clearly what
the inspector's tag is to have upon it. Is it to be a statement,
simply, that samples have been taken for analysis, and not
that the analysis bas been made?

Mr. CHAPLEAU. It does not state that the analysis
bas been made.

Mr. CASEY. Or, if it has been made, what the result is ?
Mr. CHAPLEAU. It does not state the result.
Mr. CASEY. I do not see that there will be any good in

that. I cannot see any force in the hon. gentleman's argu-
ment that that certificate will be any safeguard to the pub-
lic. I admit that it might croate a certain impression of
safety in the public mind, and I foar that it would. Any
official tag of this kind would be taken by the public, who
were not thoroughly acquainted with the Act, to
be a certificate that the fertiliser was all right, and
would be accepted by them as a certificate of the genuine-
ness of the article, which it is not, in any degree. I think,
instead of providing a safeguard, it would be very apt to
mislead the public, and to be the very reverse of a safe-
gaard, to be an injury to them, by making them think the
article had been analysed and found satisfactory, when it
had not been analysed at all. I do not suppose the Minister
had any other intention than to provide all the safeguards
possible; but if ho wishes to provide a roal safeguard for
the public, and to give a recommendation of meritorious
articles of that kind, ho should insist that the sample sont
up by the inspectors should be analysed as soon as sent up,
and that the result of the analysis should be printed or
written on the tag given out by the inspector. I do not
see that there would be much more expense in putting that
on the tag than in putting something else; and as far as
the analysis is concerned, there is no use in our having a
chief analyst, and paying him fees, unless we get sonie
work out ofhim. But even in that case, there is some risk of
the public suffering, from the fact that a manufacturer of
compounds of this kind cannot be expected to have a perfect-
ly uniform sample throughout the season; and although the
sample examined by the chief analyst might be all right,
a subsequent sample might be worse, without any corrupt
intention on the part of the manufacturer. If a detailed
certificate were given as to the goodness of the first sample,
the custorner might take that as meaning that ho had a
right to expect the rest as equally good. But there is no
safeguard in the more statement that samples have been
sent up for analysis.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. There would ho this safeguard, at all
events, that it would complete the chain of evidence against
fraud. And there is the farther protection that the inspec-
tor, seeing this is produced, and that it bears the same num-
ber as the sample which has been sent off for analysis, it is
not to be presumed that after the chief analyst has analysed
a fertiliser and having the certificate of the manufacturer,
as against his own experience, would allow the inspector to
give a certificate to that article, unless the analysis of the
chief analyst coincided with the certificate given by the
manufacturer. But there is something in my hon. friend's
suggestion, and I will see that an amendment is put in the
Bill, that immediately after the analysis the inspector shall
be supplied with a copy and attach it to his tag.

Mr. CASEY. The hon. gentleman does not intend that
the inspector shall put the tag on until after the analysis
has been made and found satisfactory.

au

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I think, after the analysis, the inspeo-
tor should be informed that ho ehould not give a certificate.

Mr. BLAKE. I think it would be very likely to mislead
the publie if there was an official announcement of this cha-
racter, unlose in cases where there bas been a satisfactory
inspection. If the public find there has been an inspection
they will not scrutinise its resulta very olosoly. If there is
some reason why any cortifleate should be given before ana-
lysis, the tag ought to contain a distinct statement that it is
not upon analysis, or that it is not upon inspection-some-
thing that would show to the publie that it was not intended
to do that. When we consider the number of inisleading
advertisements, and how easily the public is gulled with
illusory trade marks, we at once se0 how valuable such a
tag might be in the case of a low grade.

Mr. CIIAPLEAU. I kuow that in France very severe
laws have been passed against adulteration, and still the
manufacturers have been suceessfut in evading them, to some
extent. I think that suggestion of my hon. friend should be
adopted, that is to say, that after a certain standard for cer-
tain fertilisers bas been given by the chief analyst, the insper,
tor should be supplied with a oopy of the analysis, and thon
a person selling under that certificate would be expoeod to
the rigors of the law if the article did not contain lhat corti.
ficate.

Mr. BAIN. The protection to the purchasers of man ure
is the fact that the analysis of the test sample that has been
supplied to the Inland Revenue Department is the basis
upon which we assume that ail these grades shall be tried;
and if, at a subsequent date, a farmer purchased a sample
of this manure and found that it did not test equivalent to
that sample under which ho had received a certificate from
the Department, J should think ho was open to the penalties
provided by this Act. There is another difficulty. This
Act applies to manure worth only $10 a ton. Now, the
first question a farmer asks is: Will this thing pay ? If
there is to be an analysis again, if' thore is to b a super-
vision of these goods introduced in bulk, and if thoy are to
be sub-divided-and I think it will be found that the great
bulk of these manures have to bo sub-divided, either into
sacks or barrels-it will almost necessitate that each one of
these samples will require tags attached to them if tho
inspection is going to be of value. A douer may bring in a
couple of car loads, perhaps 25 tons, but most men will only
purchase in quantities of, say, one ton. The resuit will be that
this inspection and these certificates and tags, toe ocof value,
would need to be applicable to this whole consignment,
divided into quantities. Now bore is a large field 1or the
dishonest dealer. It is the easiest thing in the world to
mix into those agricultural manures a certain quantity of
worthless raw material that will add both to the bulk
and weight, and until it is applied to the crops and its
quality is known, the farmer bas no alternative and no
redress. I think it is a matter to be considered, before you
provide for this inspector's certificate to be attached to the
samples, whether it would be worth the cost involved,
because if the inspection is made and tags have to be fur-
nished for those articles it will all cost money, and it must
be added to the price of the fertiliser. The great protection
under this Bill to the purchaser is the fact that the dealer
has to furnish to the Department a test sample, which must
contain a certain percentage of these valuable ingredients,
and a farmer, by preserving the sample ho has purchased
from the retail agent, and having it analysed agan, shows
that it does not grade up to that standard could thon prose-
cute the dealer for fraud-if such be the case. There, it
seems to me, is the place where you can catch the disbonest
manufacturer.

Mr. FISKIER. If that is the view of the bon. Minister,
the 3rd section, which provides for sending a sample to the
chief analyst for analysis, ought to go a littie further, or
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another section should be added, to the effect that the chief
analyst should immediately analyse that and show that it
agrees with the certificate of the analyst which the manu-
facturer himself has had, and then when the inspector is
informed of that he will be able immediately, before his
own sample has been sent to the inspector, to apply his tag,
with the analysis upon it, and thereby give the official
stamp. I do not think it is at all wise that the inspector
should be allowed to put his tag or official stamp upon a
package before he has obtained official recognition of the
analysis of that. No doubt, if the tag was attached the
majority of farmers would suppose the analysis was a correct
one. The manufacturers will have to have constant com-
munication with the inspector. That officer will have to
constantly visit the manufactories as special compounds
are being placed on the market.

Mr. JENKINS. The committee should bear in mind, in
discussing this question, that the manufacture of fertilisers
is a business largely open to fraud. I have spent many
years in testing manures, and my experience has been an
unfortunate one. I do not think I have obtained a cent's
worth for all the money I have invested. The proposed
tag will not be of much value in detecting bad manure. On
the contrary, it may be made use of by a manufacturer, if he
is inclined to swindle, to help him in doing so, and we should
hesitate before we place an additional means of swindling
in the hands of the manufacturer. I should be sorry to
say that all the manufacturers of fertilisers are swindlers;
but, so far as my experience goes, the majority are in great
haste to get rich, and are not very particular as to the
means, and, as a rule, they endeavor to get rich at the
expense of the farmers. We should therefore be very care-
ful before we place any additional means in the hands
of the manufacturers to swindle the farmers. I do not see my
way clear as regards this tag. It may be detached, and made
use of by a manufacturer to get rid of an inferior
article at the price of a prime article. It is a very difficult
subject, and the farmer will have more protection from the
act that an analysis is de'posited with the chief analyst,
and if the sample sold does not correspond with that
analysis, the vendor is open to prosecution. That is suffi-
cient protection to the farmer, and I believe it will be a
greater protection than if we applied any tag.

Mr. CHAPLEAJ. There will not be great temptation
to place a tag on an inferior article, because the person
doing so will be liable to a fine of $500. The tag will be
very useful as a link in the chain of evidence to convict
the person who endeavored to defraud the public by selling
an inferior article.

Mr. FISHER. Then the tag is a mere voluntary arrange-
ment on the part of the seller?

Mr. CHAPLEAU. Yes.
Mr. FISHER. And the manufacturer has to send a

sample to the Department, whether he likes it or not ?
Mr. CHAPLEAU. Yes.
On section 11,
Mr. CHAPLEAU. I move that the minimum be reduced

to 5 per cent. on soluble phosphoric acid, and that, instead
of 10 per cent., 8 per cent. be inserted.

Mr. BAIN. Will that not make the inspection valueless,
as regards'high-priced manures ?

Mr. CHAPLEAU. If a man manufactures a high-priced
fertiliser, a sample must be sent to the Department, and he
must sell according to the analysis; but the inspector shall
not be allowed to place his tag and certificate upon any pro-
duct which shall not come up to the minimum grade.

Mr. FISHER. Has the Department received any inform-
ation from experts in these matters, as to whether $10 per

Mr. F sua.

ton will coincide as a standard of value with the standard
of quality fixed in the Bill ?

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I have taken these figures from the
hon. gentleman who presented the Bill, but who, I am
sorry to say, is not here to-nigLht. We will not, however,
ask concurrence before the hon. gentleman has arrived,
when a better explanation may be given. I understand,
however, from the head of the Department, that he sup-
poses this figure will cover it.

Mr. BAIN (Wentworth). I would suggest that they
obtain through the Department some information directly
from the experts in these matters, because the Bill will be
valueless unless this percentage is fair and equitable as
between the farmers and the manufacturer.

Mr. CHAPL EAU. I may say that the information from
the Department lias come from the experience and legisla-
tion in over half a dozen of the United States, where the
greatest attention has been given to these matters.

Mr. FISHER. There is another point mentioned in the
letter from the manufacturing firm to which I have already
referred, and that is, as to the necessity of allowing a cer-
tain margin, if it should happen, that by reason of age the
compound phosphates should become resolved into insolu-
ble phosphoric acid. I think it would be desirable that the
date of the analysis should be stated in the certificate of
analysis, and that some allowance of that kind should be
made, in case the compound reverts to its irrsoluble form.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I have received some information on
that point, but it is one that I can leave to the hon. mem-
ber for Welland, as hoeis going to submit an amendment,
providing for 5 per cent. soluble sulphuric acid against 2
per cent. reverted.

Mr. BAIN (Wentworth). The margin left is, I am afraid,
a very small one.

Mr. CASEY. Some of these manures are not permanent
compounds, but will spoil by keeping, and it stands to
reason that if they should spoil by keeping they should not
be sold as of the same value as before. The manure may
retain its value, though it reverts to its insoluble form,
which may not be of any great value, unless some new
chemical compound is formed.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. Finely ground phosphates, which some
consider not so valuable, because the soluble phosphate acid
does not appear, are, by others, considered very valuable
manures, because the effect is produced afterwards, though
it is not visible at the time.

Mr. CASEY. The purchaser ought to know that it will
only become valuable after it has been in the ground for
some time.

On section 12,
Mr. CHAPLEAU. At the fourth line, after the word

"package," I wish to add "bag or barrel," and then, in the
next line, after the word "inspector," add "to accompany
the bill of inspection of such inspector." On th.e 26th line
of the page, after the words "preceding section," I wish to
add "or who sells, or offers, or exposes for sale, any fertiliser
which does not contain the percentage of constituents men-
tioned in the manufacturer's certificate accompanying the
same."

Mr. CASEY. Is not this covered by the words from the
19th line down to the 24th line.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. The Bill originally made the inspec
tion obligatory; now it is only permissive.

Mr. CASEY. I think the amendment should say: in the
case of goods that are not subject to inspection.
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Mr. BAIN (Wentworth). It would not apply, in any

case, to any of those goods put on the market. We ar
applying a minimum basis, but a manufacturer furnishes a
higher grade to the Department, and he allows the saleable
article to be a lower grade. It seems to me the words in
the clause are necessary.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. If a person sells an article for $40a
ton, I want him to be obliged to give what he says he i
giving.

Mr. CASEY. With the Minister's explanation, I agree
that the words are necessary; but I think the cases of those
who have to submit to inspection are covered by the words
used before, and these words are intended to apply to goods
not sold at all.

Amendments agreed to.
Mr. FISHER. I would like to ask the hon. Minister

whether there is to be any penalty imposed on the manu
facturer who adulterates ? This clause provides for the
person who sells; perhaps it includes the manufacturer.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. If the manufacturer keeps the article
for himself, there is no great danger to anybody. Re will
have punishment enough.

On section 13,
Mr. CHAPLEAU. I would propose that the penalty be

made $500 instead of $100.
Mr. CASEY. I do not know why a person who attaches

a tag to a package it is not meant for should not be placed
in the same position as a person who forges or utters a cer-
tificate. His crime might ba made a misdemeanor, the
same as the other, so that the second sub-section might be
struck ont.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. The first sub-section relates to a
misdemeanor, because it is forgery of public writings, and
we attach the same penalty to it as exists in the cases of
forgery of that description. I think the fine provided in
the second sub-section is punishment enough for the offence.

Mr. CASEY. Should not imprisonment be added, in case
of inability to pay the fine ?

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I think my hon. friend is right, we
should add, "and in default of payment, imprisonment for
a term not exceeding 12 months."

Mr. BAIN (Wentworth). If all these penalties are to go
into the public revenue it strikes me that a farmer who
purchases an inferior manure and is defrauded ought to

ave recourse for damages.
Mr. CHAPLEAU. That is provided for by common law.

On section 14,
Mr. CASEY. Does the Act permit any person but the

inspector to institute a prosecution ?
Mr. CHAPLEAU. Any person can prosecute when

there is a penalty imposed. A ny person may be the com-
plainant.

Mr. CASEY. But when the Act specially states that a
particular person may prosecute, that would shut out any
other person.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I would move to strike out the clause.
It might look as if we wanted to prevent any other person
from prosecuting.

Motion agreed to.

On section 15,
Mr. CHAPLEAU. I wish to strike out the words after

the word "shaIl" te the word "to," and make the section

y read: "Ail penalties recovered under this Act shall form
e part of the Consolidated Furnd of Canada."
a eAmendment agreed to.

On section 16,
Mr. CHAPLEAU. I propose the following amendment:

a " All the provisions of the Adulteration of Food Act, of
s 1884, or, in the event of a repeal thereof, of any Act sub-

stituted therefor during the present Session."
Amendment agreed to.
Mr. FISHER. I hope the Minister will try, on the third

reading, to give us the information be promised.
Mr. CHAPLEAU. Yes ; and I shall have to find a clause

for the prosecution and recovery of the penalties.
Bill reported.
Amendments read the first and second times, and con-

curred in.

LAND GRANTS TO RAILWAYS IN THE NORTII-
WEST.

House again resolved itself into Committoo to consider
certain resolutions (p. 2440) to authorise grants of Dominion
lands to certain railways in the North-West.

On resolution 1 (North.Western Coal and Navigation
Railway Company),

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I explained yesterday the
object of this resolution. I think the papers were laid
before the House some time ago, showing the different
phases through which the negotiations betwon that com-
pany and the Government went. In theu case of that com-
pany, as well as the other companies, the terms under which
certain arrangements were made between them and the
Government for lands in aid of the construction of this lino
had to be changod, from time to time, until the 17th
January, 1885, when an Order in Council was passed,
providing that, subject to the approval of Parliament,
the reserve of land made by the Order in Council of
September, 1884, should be increasd to 3,840 acres por
mile, from Medicine Hat to the coal lands of the
company on Belly River. The company will pay 10
cents per acre for the survey and other incidental cxpenses.
The condition of this grant is that the line will be completed
by the month of August next. I understand that this con-
dition will be fulfilled. The railway is being pushed with
vigor, and if anything should occur to delay it, it would be
only on account of the troubles which have existed in the
North-West; but I understand that thero is very little
chance of any delay taking place. The lino is now pushed
with great vigor, and will give access to these lands, which
promise to give geood coal, not only to the railways, but also
to the settlers in that neighborhood, and further east and
west.

Mr. BLAKE. I think it is a matter of regret that the
Orders in Council and other papers connected with those
various grants should not have been printed and laid on the
Table some time ago. The papers themselves have been
laid on the Table time enough, but it is obvious that those
members who have not had the opportunity of reading the
papers in the manuscript form in which they came down,
and the number of these is naturally very limited, have not
had any means of ascertaining the particulars. I would
ask the hon. gentleman one question of a general nature,
and applicable to the whole of the rosolutions, whether it is
proposed, in the Bill to be founded upon these resolutions,
that the grants should be stated to be in the terms and con-
ditions in the Order in Council submitted to Parliament in
each case, or whether it is intended to give the Governor in
Council an absolute power to grant these lande, irrespective
of any terms and conditions whatever ?

1885. 2483



COMMO1"B DEBATES. JUNE 11

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The intention is to draw
the Bill in such a way as to conform to the conditions-of the
Order in Council.

Mr. BLAKE. Hear, hear.
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Of course, the hon. gentle-

man will observe that the first Orders in Couneil have been
ehanged.

Mr. BLAKE. Of course; I mean the last orders.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. It is the intention that it
shotild be so. If there were any reason afterwards to vary
those Orders, of course we would have to come to Parlia-
ment.

Mr. BL AK E. That answer is quite satisfactory, and is
just in accordance with what I should have thought reason-
able. This case happons to be one which doos not furnish
an exposition of so many phases of the different policies of
the Government as some of the others which come on later,
because, if I rightly understand, the first application in the
case of this particular railway was as late as the 13th
September, 1883. I may say to the hon. gentleman that I
find some difficulty, from the papers in this case, whieh ho
will agree with me is rather a special case, both as to the
gauge of the railway and as to some other circumstances,
I do not find sufficient information to enable me to appre-
hend whether the land through which this railway passes
for the 110 miles is deemed by the Government to be agri.
cultural land. I rather gather that the main object, of
course a very important object, which the Government
expects to serve by the prosecution of this railway, is the
coal supply ; and I was anxious to know whether it is the
eopectation of the Government that agricultural settle-
ments will be formed along the lino cf this railway, as in
the case of the other railways.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. It is.
Mr. BLAKE. Then the land may be expected to be of

the ordinary character of agricultural land in the North-
West?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Yes.
Mr. BLAKE. The first application is of 13th September

1883, from Sir Alexander Galt, who refors in that to the
letter which, so far as I can judge, is not brought down, of
the 22nd of June previous, but who makes a statement of a
personal examination of the territory over which is is pro-
posed the lino shall pass. In that ho states that ho had the
advantage of Langdon & Shoppard, contractors, with whose
names we are familiar, upon the subjeot of a practical route,
and that the firm expressed their willingness to contract for
the railway, and thoir engieeer is now making a thorough
examination of the entire route with this view. Thon he
States:

"The coal from the Lethbridge mines has been thoroughly tested by
the Canadian Pacific Railway, and pronouneed suitable. Subject to
the construction of the railway, I have agreed with them for the supply
of all the coal they require at Medicine Pat, for $5 per ton."

So tnat, thon, the notion was that this road would be com-
pleted by the 1st of September, 1884, and Sir Alexander
Galt was able to secure a contract from the Canadian Pacifie
Railway for 20,000 tons, as a minimum, a year, at a fair
price for the company's interests as mine owners. Thon,
other promises are made:

"The Canadian Pacifie Railway also promised every assistance in
their power in the construction and working of the line."

So that ho secured from the Canadian Pacifie Railway their
favorable offiees for the construction and also the working
of the lino. Thon, Sir A. T. Galt procoeds to say:

"ITo enable the railway to be built within the next twlve months,
which is in every respect to be desired, it is necessary that the funds be
provided this winter and the steel rails and ties procured before spring."

Mr. BL AKE.

And he points out some of the difficulties in the way of
obtaining an incorporation in time to go on with the work,
and of the particular method of escaping from those difficul-
ties, with which it is not necessary to trouble the commit-
tee. Then he proceeds to point out:

" To enable me, therefore, to obtain the approval of the North-Western
Coal and Navigation Company to such an extension of their operations
and responsibilities, it bas become absolutely necessary to obtain an
early decision of the Government as to the assistance they are willing
to grant to the undertaking."

Thon, further on:
"The privilege of purchasing 6,400 acres, to be taken from the vacant

suitable agricultural land, at $1 per acre, with expense of survey added,
subject to such conditions as may be determined by the Government.
The privilege of immediately selecting as part of the foregoing land the
quantity nDot exceeding 15,000 acres of what are understood to be coal
lands, the present land now in occupation of the company, under Order
in Council or by departmental authority, to be considered as part of the
said 15,000 acres."

He asks, also:
" The free admission of the steel rails and other materials for con-

struction."
And he points out:

"lThe public grounds upon which I venture to submit this application
are-

" That the construction of the railway guarantees to the entire
country, as far east Winnipeg, a regular and ample supply of excellent
fuel, at a moderate cost, as it can be delivered in Winnipeg at about $10
per ton.

" That it establishes the important fact in relation to the future work-
ing of the Canadian Pacifie Railway, that its entire consumption of fuel
can be provided at the central point of Medicine Hat at the low price of
$5 per ton.

" That it affords the important McLeod district railwaytfacilities which
cannot be otherwise obtained; and also will bring to the Canadian
Pacifie Railway the cattle and mining traffic of northern Montana.

" That the development of a large mining industry by the company will
require, -n their part, the most strenuous efforts to promote the early
settlement of their lands hereby applied for, also of the wholetistrict.

" That without the railway no sales of public lands on any extensive
scale can be effected, and that those conveyed to the company will
realise the full price of such lands under the present regulations earlier
than in any other mode ; if this railway be not completed within two
years from the first of September, of this year, this application to be
void."

He does say one thing that is rather peculiar:
" I propose that the ordinary agricultural lands should be taken

along the line of railway in alternative townships, where found suitable
for oettlement, and that the surplus be selected from any unappropriated
lands south of the Canadian Paciîc Railway belt, and west of Medicine
Hat, the operation of the homestead law not to apply to the townships
or blocks chosen."

Thon, I want to cal] the attention of the committee, at this
stage, to the fact to which I have referred-and it seems to
me to be One of considerable importance, in dealing with
the application-the fact, namely, that this proposal to
grant a concessioD, not merely of alternate sections on the
lino of a projected railway, but also of a quantity of land in
bulk at the terminus of that railway, a quantity of coal
lands. The Order in Council of the 19th of October, 1883,
is accompanied by a plan which shows the terminus of the
railway at the coal lands, and which shows a comparatively
moderato quantity of coal lands, which are already in the
possession of the company itseolf. But they ask for, and
this plan shows, a very large block of land, comprising, I
think, some 16 sections in all, of coai lands surrounding
their township, a parallelogram surrounding their terminus.
They, therofore, obtain an immense area of coal lands, and
all those whichwere in the immediatevicinityof the terminus
of the railway, which terminus itself was chosen from its
being presumably in the centre of vast mines. This initiated
an application by Lethbridge and others for certain mining
lands, which we discussed some years ago in Parlia-
ment, and I thon suggested the danger that might
arise from an exceptionally large grant of coal area to
one individual. Well, these areas, which are larger than
those ordinarily granted by the Government, are now to be
supplemented by others, making the whole area, I think,
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something like five times as large as the original grant.
I think it is very important, with respect to the future of
the country, that we shouid remember what we are doing
when we are dealing with this company, which is at once a
mining company and a railway company. We have got to
consider whether we are not practically establishing a
monopoly in the coal supply, so Jar as regards a coal supply
from that region. The ordinary rules, of course, as to the
regulation of freights and fares, do not apply. They furnish
no protection whatever in this case, because the protection
in shipping by the ordinary rules, as to rates and fares, the
power of the Governor in Council to regulate them, and
the provision that they will be equal for other persons and
goods, under like circumstances, travelling a like distance, do
not in the least degree apply to the case of a company which
is itself a large owner of mines, as between itself and the
public. This company is the mine owner itself and is also
the railway owner. It charges itself no frieght for carry-
ing its own coal over its own railway, and therefore you,
cannot make any arrangement that will protect the
public, in the sense that the public may be supplied by
other mine owners in the same neighborhood carry-
ing their coal over the railway on as advantageous
terms as the coal of this particular company. That
is really, to my mind, a very important consideration.
We do not want to give the public domain to assist in
increasing the value of a coal concession, unless we are able
to guarantee to the country ut large the prospect that there
will be a large development of coal mines by others, and
they will have a fair chance at that development. You
depress that chance when yon combine the mine owner and
the railway owner in one hand, and thus accomplish the
reiult I have indicated, namely, thaL there can bebo uc om-
petition on the part of the outside pioprietors of coul areas
with the proprietors of the enormous block of land sur-
rounded by the railway, for they, themselves, as owners of
the railway, with which they can make their own terms as to
the carrying of their own coal, will secure entire control of
the market. This is a consideration which, it seems to me,
deserves the attention of the Government, and upon which
we should have an explanation of their policy. I need
hardly repeat my general observations, that I am making
no opposition to the grant in aid of any of these railways,
not even this one; but this one involve ; special considera-
tions, and whether the hon. gentleman may attach more or
less weight to that suggestion, it is a matter deserving of
attention, as we are making the first concession of this par-
ticular character. The first proposition I have, is, therefore,
that the owners of a large coal area, and one of the condi-
tions of the grant is a very large enlargement of that
coal area, I think amounting to 10,000 additional acres,
besides the coal lands of which they are now absolute pro-
prietors-I find the conjunction of the coal mine owner and
the owner of the coal railway is, under these circumstances,
not an encouragement, but a check upon the development of
other coal areas, while competition with coal mining com-
panies is of the last consequence to the future of the North-
West. Take, for example, the very statement Sir Alexander
Galt makes. ie states that coal will be supplied ut the con-
tral point, after being carried 110 miles, ut $5 per ton. I do
not know exactly what the quality of the coal is, how it
compares with best heat-producing locomotive coal. It is
very gratifying, however, to know that the coal is useful aund
available, and that the Canadian Pacific Railway Company's
engines will be able to burn it profitably; but there are
various grades of coal, and I do not know this particular
grade. But $5 for coal only 110 miles from the mine is cer-
tainly not a very low prise, and as that is stated to be a
wonderful price, it seems to me ail the more important that
we should consider what encouragement we are going to
give tO parties competing to reduce that prise to the lowest
possible limit. I have on more than ome occasion declared

that there was no subject that more deserved our atten-
tion than the question of dealing with the coul supply
of the North-West, and I have ventured to express, in this
Hlouse, on more than one occasion, the opinion that we
should not, by any action of ours, place too urge coal areas
in one hand, or grant great powers to one corporation. I
say, if you look at the coal supply of this con tinent, and con-
sider what is to be ascertained upon the subject, you will
find that the price of coal is, in the first instance, the cost
of getting the coal te bank and a very small margin besides.
Those are the elements, putting aside questions of combina-
tions between coal and transport companies, and I must
remind the committee that we are not without the light of
experience on this subject, and that the people of the United
States have oxperienced very great difficulty and disadvan-
tage from the great power that enormous corporations in
their great coul supply regions have obtained through the
aggregated powers of ownership of immense coal areas, and
of being the transportation company besides. We know
what has been donc by tho Reading Coal and Iron Company,
and other corporations similarly circumstanced The
price of coal, I say, is to be ascertained by the price
of cutting the coul and getting it to batik, and a small
fractional sum, a certain number of cente per ton,
added ; and the price of ceal to the consumer, under normal
conditions, depends on those figures and the cost of
transportation. Those elements, when there are only 110
miles of railway to be traversed, do not seem to me fairly
to be met, and there dos not seem to be any vory great
boon corferreJ on the public by placing the price of this
coal ut 85 per ton. The price will, of' course, bo a great
dil more elsewherc. By the torms of construction ian
sorr-y to say the cost of the coal will b added to unneces-
sarily, because the railway is not of the Canaditan Pacific
Railway gange, and therefore, when it is proposed to trans-
port coul to other parts of the North-West, every shipmient
will involve a transfer ut the terminus of the company's
railway fron one set of cars to another. That is #jnatter
very much to be regretted. I do not now blame the
Government because they have acceeded to the company's
proposition, which is to a narrow gango rond ; but in con-
sidering the bensfits to the North-West, so far as it will
be dependent upon this railway and coal supply, it is
an unfortunate fact that upon every ton of coul thut is
to reach the general public over the Caniadian Pacific Rail-
way there should be a break of gauge ut that terminus,
Those considerations demand, I think, some examination
before we shall pledge ourselves te the prirnciple of giving
very favorable concessions to a coal and railway company,
in the shape of coal lands and agricultural lanuds, without
providing some exceptional power, on our own part, to
remedy the inevitable monopoly which, I have pointed out,
goes with its construction, and securing to the publie the
benefit of competition in the supply ot fuel. Thon the Order
in Council which was passed first upon this subject was
passed upon a memorandum of the Minister of Interior,
dated the 8th October, 1880, in which he recited the lottor
of Sir Alexander Galt, to which I have reforred, and the
privileges which he asked for. HIe asks for 15,000 acros of
coal lands ut the terminus of the road, and :

IThat the Goverrment shaH forthwith reserre froa sale and on tod e-
ment, te be sold to the North-Western Coal and Navigation Oempany,
limited,or to the proposed Alberta Railway and oaiOompany,at the time
and on the termas and conditions hereinafter stated, 3,sso acres of land
per mile, for the whole lenth of the lino, from Medicine Hat to the coal
banks, the reserve to commence at the point where the line intersects
the southerly limit of the canadian Pai fic Railway belt, and to conoist
ot the odd-numbered tections at the disposal of the Government in the
townships long the Lin of railway, for a distancer f six miles un "&ha
side thereof, &oC. 0*0 And that the G;overnment shIH fnrther
reserve for the oempany, forthwith, 10,000 aeres of coal Iands, in one
equilateral block, at the western terminnus of the lice."

Then it was propoed:
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"That upon the completion by the company of the whole of the line,

the same being adequately equipped and running, the company be
allowed to purchase from the lands reserved for that purpose 3,840 acres
per mile of the railway, at the rate of $1 per acre, and the cost of survey
(nothwithstanding the provisions of the Order in Council of the 4th
June, 1883, fixing the price of such lands at $1 50 per acre) and 10,000
acres, or such less quantity as the company, after examination, may
select, of coal lands at the western terminus of the line, at the rate of
$10 per acre.

Now, I have twice asked the First Minister to bring down
that Order in Council of the 4th of June, 1883. I saw it
when these papers first came down, and it seemed to me
that it was of importance, in considering the policy of the
Government, that we should have it; but it has not been
supplied. I asked the Minister of Public Works to take
note that this Order in Couneil refers to a general Order in
Council of the 4th June, 1883, fixing the lands at $1.50 per
acre, aud that we should have that Order in Council before
proceeding to a further stage of the resolution. Then, Sir,
as to the provision of 10,000 acres at the western terminus.
The Government was alive, at that time, to the importance
of reserving, as far as possible, the mining rights at the ter-
minus, and this is a very praiseworthy precaution on their
part, which I am endeavoring to make as effectual as
possible. Then, before the patent is issued the lands are to

e paid for in cash, at the rates mentioned, that is, $1, and
the survey price, and the whole line is to be constructed
and equipped within two years from the lst September,
1883. At that time the Government did not acquiesce
that this grant was made without reference to the pro-
position that it should be a narrow gauge road, because
the whole condition of the Order is that the standard
of construction shall be the same as that of the
Canadian Pacifie Railway I think, Sir, it is very unfor-
tunate -that it was thought necessary to depart fron that
gauge, because the question-upon the statement the hon.
gentleman made to me just now, that they considered these
to be agriculture lands, and that they expected a large
settlement in that district of county and along the dine of
railwayo-involves, of course, the consideration of the
general settlement of the country ; and what I have said
with reference to the cost of transport of coal, dealing, first
of all, with that question, applies, of course, to every pound
of grain and every head of cattle that goes out, and every
pound of comsumable that comes into that territory over
the line of the Canadian Pacifie Railway, or of this railway.
And if it were at all possible, even to-day, I beg the Govern-
ment to take into further consideration whetber it is not
practicable to arrange that the railway shall be of the sane
gauge, so that we may have a standard gauge for that part
of the country. I very well remember the old battle of the
gauges, though I was not then in publie life. I remember
when we had a national gauge in the Province of Canada,
and the Minister of Public Works, I dare say, recollects that
in the Parliament of the old Province of Canada, it
was thought very important that we should not adopt the
American gauge. In fact, it was the inception of the
policy which has broken out in late years in other direc-
tions -the policy of isolation. I remember the battle of
the gauges coming out, later on, in the peninsula, in the
Province of Ontario, under the Administration of Mr.
Sandfield Macdonald, when he declined to permit a railway
to be constructed in the Province of Ontario on the Ameri-
can gauge, because he thought it was not fit. He thought
we should keep our own gauge, though that railway was
expected to exist by traffic from each s:o of the line. We
know the loss, the harm, the difficulty which arose. I
recollect the breaking out of the same feud here. I recol-
lect the construction of the Intercolonial Railway, and the
gauge proposed for that road; and the same difficulties
with reference to that question of gauge as with reference
to the question of steel and iron. Now, we have settled
down to the notion that it is of the first consequence that

Mr. BLAxE.

there should be uniformity of gauge, and if you are dealing
with an important district in the North-West, not merely
with reference to coal, but also with reference to agricul-
ture, it is extremely important that we should consider the
question of gauge. We, in the Province of Ontario, were
persuaded to adopt the principle of the narrow gauge some
few years ago, on the theory of certain enthusiastic railway
projectors, who said they were going to give us efficient and
cheap lines of railway in that way. It was found that that
line of railway was not much cheaper, and, as a practical
result, not much cheapness resulted from it, though 1 am
prepared to admit that there are some remarkable instances
in the north-western States of the United States of
wonderfully cheap railways built on the narrow gauge. But
there are also some remarkable instances in those States of
very cheap railways built on the standard gauge, in the
last two or three years. If the hon. gentleman looks at the
reports of certain railways there, he will find that they
have been built for $6,000, $7,000, or $9,000 per mile. Now,
when we can find ordinary gauge railways built for these
figures, I look with very great regret upon the introduction
of the principle of breaking gauge in that great country,
whose distances are so enormous, whose remotness from
the seaboard is one of its main difficulties, and with reference
to which, therefore, anything that can block or obstruct
transport and increase cost is matter of the extremest
moment. An Order in Council was passed on the 19th of
October, which gives the right to grant 3,840 acres a mile,
at $1 an acre cash, and the cost of survey, as the aid thought
of at that time for this railway, the land to be taken from
the odd-numbered sections. Then there is a report of the
Committee of Council on the 27th of September, 1884 :

" The Minister submits that lie has received a communication from Sir
Alexander Galt, stating thatthe company have failed toraise the capital
necessary for the construction of the railway, and representing that in
the present state of the British money market the privilege accorded to
them of purchasing 3,840 acres of land per mile, at $1 per acre, and the
cost of survey, is no aid to the company in their financial negotiations,
but, on the contrary, if accepted, would be a positive burden, inasmuch
as the capital necessary to pay for the land would have to be raised in
addition to that required for the construction of the railway, and he (Sir
Alexander Galt) therefore asks that the company may be allowed to
surrender one-half the allotment of land along the line of railwaT, and
that the other half be granted to them at the cost of survey only.'
There you have the proposal made, as late as the 27th of
September last, not that 3,840 acres should be granted, at
$1 per acre, but that one-half of that quantity should be
given free:

" The Minister observes that Sir Alexander Galt states that if his
application be granted, he will obtain the capital necessary to construct
the line; that indeed a considerable portion of the amount has been
promised to him by leading capitaliste, and lie bas no doubt he will be
able to obtain the balance that the company propose to reduce the gauge
of the railway to 3 feet."

There you have a statement, as late as the 27th of Septem-
ber last, by Sir Alexander Galt, that if 1,920 acres are given
free he will be able to raise capital, and that indeed a large
proportion has been promised. The Minister says:

'- The Minister attaches great importance to the opening and working
of the coal fielcs on the Belly River and the cheap transport of their
product, which, in hie opinion, would tend greatly to reduce the price
of fuel to the settlers along the whole length of the Canadian Pacifia
Railway."

There, you see, the Minister and I are entirely at one, not
meruly as to the importance of opening up the. Lethbridge
mine, but the coal fiolds along the Bow and Belly Rivers.
What I am anxious for is, that we should not make such pro-
visions as will prevent competition betw een this company
and other coal mine owners, but that we shall accomplish
the result which the Minister looks for. The Minister adds :

"f e ie farther of opinion that it is not unreasonable te suppose that
for the 1,920 acres of land per mile, proposed te be surrendered by the
company, asseming it to be open for settlement by the projected rail-
way, the Government would receive as much as they would have
received for the 3,840 acres of land per mile allotted to the company at
the price at which the ompany had the privilege of purchaing it. The
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enhancement lxi the value of the laid in tue whole district traverued by

enhancement ln the value of the laad in the whole district traversed by
the railway could not fail to be important."

The Minister's notion, as late as beptember last, was that he
would get as much for the 1,920 acres as would have been
got for the whole 3,840 acres, because the 9,120 acres would
be worth $2 an acre, and he thinks no pecuniary loss would
result from granting 1,920 acres free. Upon that the Min-
ister says:

'The Minister of the Interior, after giving the question full consider-
ation, recommends that the application of Sir Alexander Galt, on behalf
of the Alberta Railway and Coal Company, be granted, and the price of
the land be reduced to 10 cents per acre, on the following conditions:
That the reserve of land along the line of railway, ordered to be made
under the Order in Council above recited, be reduced one-half, viz., to
1,920 acres per mile, for the whole length of the line, from Medicine Hat
to the coal banks, a distance of about 110 miles; that the gauge of the
railway may be reduced to 3 feet, on condition that the railway and its
equipment shall, at all times, be sufficient to afford prompt transport for
the passengers and freight of the district ; that the sale of land herein
recommended to be made to the company shall depend upon the noces-
sary capital being assured and the line being put under contract, both
te the satisfaction of the Government, before the lt day of December,
in default of which the Order to be made upon this recommendation to
b. null and void."

Mark, Sir, that this Order in Council, made in September,
was upon the condition that the capital should be raised
and the line put under contract on the 1st of December
last. Then an Order, it is not material to read, as to the
name of the company to which the grant should be made,
was passed. Then, on the 9th of January, 1865, comes
another memorandum, which is the present governing
Order in Council:

" The Minister submite a statement of the former Order of the 27th of
September, 1884, and a communication from the company, of the 27th of
October last, attached to this Order, and covering a copy of the contract
entered into by the company for the construction of the line, and asking
that the grant be increased to 6,400 acres per mile, being an increase
of 4,480 acres per mile, on the ground that that quantity has been
granted to other companies."

Now, you will observe that this company had asked the Gov-
ernment, in June, to give it 1,920 acres free, in addition to its
concession of 10,000 acres of coal lands, and leave to build
a narrow gauge railway. That the Government had agreed
to that, and that Sir Alexander Galt had said, on behÂlf of
the company, that upon that concession ho had the promise
to and no doubt would raise the whole of the capital. You
may observe thatin Octoberthe company enclosed tothe Gov-
ernment a copy of the contract which they bad already
made for the execution of the line; so that they had actually
arranged, under the Order in Council in June, and actually
raised their capital and made their contract for the con-
struction of their line; and having made their arrangements,
they then come to the Government and ask the Governmont
-for what ? To give them 6,400 acres of land per mile.
And on what ground ? Not on the ground that they had
found themselves disappointed in their expectations, which
is the ground the First Minister gave, in answer to my
objections the other evening, not on the ground that they
found, after trial, that the promises they had made could not
be carried out, but on the ground that, although they had
found those terms sufficient, although they had raised
their capital, although they had entered into the con-
tract, it was right that they should get 6,400 acres
per mile, because other companies, quite differently
circumstanced, as I shall show you when we come to deal
with them, and offering different facilities, were going to
get a grant of 6,400 acres per mile. Mark you, that is the
ground on which Sir Alexander Galt, on behalf of this
North-Western Coal and Navigafion Company, asked that
the grant should be increased to him. Because the other
companies got more, he asked that his company should get
more. Now, the Government gave more to the others
because they found it essential to the construction of their
lines; they gave as little as the) thought was essential to
the construction of those lines. That you find from the

papers in connection with the other applications, and from
the statement of the First Minister, on the motion to go into
committee. Hie stated that the grant was regulated bythis
consideration: This is as little as we c:n get the linos built
with, and we have given no more away than was necessary
to accomplish the public purpose. That is a very good
statement of the case, but it is a statement of the case that
does not apply to this grant, this additional grant of 1,920
acres, because, as 1 have said, and repeat, this company had
promised, in June, that they could do the work, and had
already done part of the work, and raised the capital noces-
sary, upon the minor grant of 1,920 acres. In October
they said they had done it, and they sent the ovidence of
that to the Goveanment, and they accompanied that with a
request for 6,400 acres, because they saw that other compa-
nies had got that amount:

"The Committee further asks that of this quantity 1,920 acres per mile
be granted on condition that the narrow gauge lino now under contradt
be completed on or before 1st September next, and that the remainder,
2,560 acres per mile, ho reserved for future soelection, conditional on the
assimilation of the line to the standard gaugze within seven years. The
Minister observes that the North Western Coal and Navigation Com-
pany is the only railway company which bas recently succeeded in rai-
sing capital for the prosecution of its undertaking and placed the same
under contract,"

Thore you see the furthor proof of my statement, which was
sufficiently proved by the letter of Sir Alexander Gait. The
Minister states, in his recommendation to the Council, that
this company has raised its capital and placed its lino
under contract, and that ho was informod by Sir Alexander
Galt that the work of construction was actually in progress
-the capital has been raised, the contract had been made:

" And that while the company, under the Order in Council granting
the land, has until the lst July, 1886, to complote the lino, yet it would
be possible, by incurring a large additional expense, to complote and
open the same for traffic during the month of Auguist next, and that the
company is prepared to incur suoh additional expense, provided the land
grant be increased by 1,920 acres per mile, as now applied for."

There is the statement. The company had one year more
to build their lino; they said, however, they were prepared
to complote it by August next, but would have to incur
large additional expense in doing so, and that if thoy got
1,920 acres per mile additional they would complote it in
that time. That is the only condition proposed for this
additional grant of 1,920 acres.

" The completion of this lino will not only furnish railway facilities to
the districtextending from the Canadian Pacific Railway to within about
25 miles of Fort McLeod, a distance of 110 miles, but will aiso open com-
munication with theael ceadg on the Belly River, and if ruaning in
Auguet next, will render a large additional suýIpIy cf fuel for nert
winter's use along the whole lino of the Canadien acific Railway, as far
east as Winnipeg. The Minister of the interior is of opinion that to
attain these objecta it would ho reasonable, and in the public interest,
te restere te the comnany the full quantty cf' 3,840 acres cf land peor
mile granted to it by Order in Council of the 19th October, 1883. That,
subject to the approval of Parliament, the quantity of land granted te
the company by the Order in 0ouncil of the 2 'th Septemnber lait be
increasedatoy3,840 acres per mile, for the whole distance onthe beanadian
Pacific Railway, at or near Medicine Hat, to the coal fields near the Belly
River. That the company shall reimburse to the Government the cost
of snrvey and incidentai expensea.da * TLe increase to be depen-
dent upon the hune being completed and running during the mont h cf
Auguit."

That is the Order which was passed. Thorefore, you find
that while the arrangements have been made for the corn-
pletion of the railway on a grant of 1,920 acres per mile, it
it now arranged to pay them another 1,920 acres per mile, in
order that the opening of the railway may be expedited a
few months. That is a transaction which requiresourne
explanation. I have hoard from other sources, soures
open to everybody, tht this capital had been raised, that
this lino was being proceeded with, and 1 was Vyry much
surprised to find it was being proceeded with under terme
such as these. The Minister, in Septomber lut, ays: I
will make out of these linos 82 an acre." That is his own
statement in these Orders in Council. There are 110 miles,
and very nearly 200 acres to the mile, which would givo
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you 220,000, say 216,000 acres of land, which the Minister,
in September, valued at $2. That would be 8420,000 put in
cash, and that is what the Minister bas given,
according to his own estimates of value, in Septem
ber, in order that the railway might be completed
a few months earlier than otherwise it might have
been. If it be a prudent thing, I must say it does
now so strike me. must, therefore, ask the hon. the
Minister of Public Works to give some explanations to the
committee of the two main points to which I have referred:
first, the junction of the coal and navigation company to
the railway company, and the arrangements made to
secure to the country the benefit of competition; secondly,
the question of the gauge of the railway; and thirdly, the
additional grant given for the inadequate resuilt of
expediting its completion a few months.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. This application of this com-
pany was the first of the kind, and the Government thought
that the importance of opening up these mining lands, these
coal lands, and obtaining a large supply of coal for the
railways as well as for the settlers, was a very great advan-
tage, and that the Government should help the company
in opening those mines and producing the result which was
intended by the building of this road. The hon. gentleman
pointed out that from the lst of June, 1883, to the end of
January, 1885, there have been different changes with
reference to the land grants and the conditions that were
given to this company. That is perfectly correct ; these
changes have taken place. They have taken place
with regard to this company as they have with
regard to all the other companies that are men-
tioned in these resolutions before the committee,
and the reason of that is obvions to those who have had
time to look over the papers which have been laid before
the House. The -object was, in the first instance, to
encourage the opening of those roads. That has been the
constant object of the Government, and, unfortunately, the
conditions that were thought, in the beginning, to be suffi-
cient to obtain that result, have failed. The companies have
been unable to obtain the capital necessary, and the Gov-
ernament have been called upon to aid them, in order to
raise the necessary capital. In the case of this coal coin-
pany, the North-Western Coal and Navigation Company,
there have been changes two or three times. The hon.
gentleman shows that, in the second change, we reduced
the amount of 3,840 acres to 1,920 acres, the company
declaring that, instead of it being a boon to them to pur-
chase these lands it would really be a rain to them, and that,
instead of that, they should have a gift of those lands, on
the same footing as we promised lands to other companies,
subject to the consent of Parliament. True, that company
made arrangements for the building of the road, and the
bon. gentleman says the contract was signed and
the construction was on the way. I have not the
papers here, but I have no doubt the hon. gentleman has
quoted those papers correctly. Taking that as a basis,
I must say that the question put by the hon. gentleman is
a fair one, to know why, when this railway company has
already raised the capital, or a certain amount of the
capital, to build their road, we were induced to increase the
grant from 1,920 acres to 3,840 acres. The amount of land,
as the hon. gentlemen will observe, which the company, in
the last instance, asked the Government to grant them, was
6,400 acres, the same as theother companies have obtained,
subject to the approval of Parliament. The Government
did not think tbey should grant the company 6,400 acres a
mile, but they reverted to the first grant of 3,840 acres of
land, which had been fixed by a previous Order in Council,
but following it with the same condition which had been
imposed by the Order in Counoil of the 27th September,
1884, which gave the-land to the compeay sbject to the

Mr. BLÂK

payment by them of the cost of the. survey, and so on, to .the
extent of 10 cents an acre. The Government thought that,
under the circumstances, should they grant this additional
amount of 1,920 acres, this might be granted on account
of the curtailing of the delay in opening the road. We
thought that, by reducing the time one year, it was of very
great importance to the North-West, to the settlers, to ail
parties, and for the future of that country, to obtain the
opening of these mines and the bringing of the coal out on
the railway to be sold, as mentioned in the statement
made by Sir Alexander Galt, that that should be done
as soon as possible. We thought it was of such
importance to have this coal brought out in the month of
August this year, instead of waiting another year, that we
did not hesitate to decide that we would grant-not the
6,400 acres, but the same amount of land which was fixed
by the Order in Council of the 19th October, 1883. I still
believe that th3 Government were right in doing this ;
though it is a sacrifice of land, in a certain way, it is an
investment which was an important one, because this was
the first railway of the kind that had obtained money with
the aid of lands from the Government. We thought that,
the object being not only to open a section of the country,
but to open the mines-to bring a large quantity of fuel
from them, and furnish that at a comparatively low price,
it was a matter of very grave importance; and, besides
that, this should be done immediately instead of waiting
another year. That is why we granted these lands, and I
think the Government were perfeetly right in doing so.
The hon. gentleman seems to be alarmed about the quantity
of land which has been granted, and he asks whether it is
not to be a monopoly in this case, and if other companies or
individuals would be deprived of opening mines and con-
peting for the market there. The hon. gentleman may be
sure that the Government have no such intention. The
Government gave these privileges, and asks the sanction of
Parliament for the purpose-not of giving these people
an absolute and exclusive right to the mines there, but in
order to begin by opening these lands. The hon. gentle-
man may have thought 10,000 acres of land at the terminus
of theroad to be a large area. It is a large area, but it is not
too large an area, when you consider that these corporators
had to raise the amount of money, not for the purpose of
opening up that country for settlement. That was not their
object. Their real object was to go to the coal mines and
get the coal out. It was a speculation, and a proper oue, on
their part, and the Government thought they should help
that speculation in the interest of the North West, in the
interest of the settlers; but nothing prevents any other
company obtaining lands in that region. I understand, by
the surveys that have been made, that the coal lands extend
over a very large area of that Territory. They are not con-
confined to this comparatively small area of 10,000 acres,
but there are hundreds of thousands of acres of good coal
lands, and therefore there will be a healthy competition
between the companies. If the hon. gentleman looks
at the map he will see that these lands are accessible,
not only by this road, but that they can be reached easily
from other points on the Pacific Railway. In this
case the railway goes 110 miles to Medicine Rat.
There are other points not so far east, but a little more in a
north-westerly direction. The road would probably be
shorter, and they could obtain an outlet for their mines in
that direction. Of course, the hon. gentleman will see that
this corporation, being the first in the field, has an advan-
tage over others. And that immense Territory, where we
expect such a large population, and with the Territories
being opened in other directions by these other three rail-
ways that are to be opened up, will be in want of coal; the
market for coal will be increasing every day, as the popula-
tion increases, and therefore one mine will not be suificient.
Several mines will be required to furnish fuel for that coun-
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try, and therefore I do not think there need be any appre.
hension of a want of healthy competition in the coal trade
in the North-West. For the coal lands the Governmnent
have charged $10 an acre, and that price was mentioned, if
I mistake not, in Parliament, before this Session, and the
documents were laid before Parliament. It was wellknown
that that price had been fixed for these lands. I have no
doubt that any other company that would apply to the
Department of the Interior for coal lands would be treated
in the same way as this Company hu been treated.
The hon. gentleman has also spoken of the narrow gauge,
and ho thinks it is to be regretted that this railway
bas not the present standard gauge of the country. Well,
perhaps it is so, but the building of a narrow gauge road
will produce, at ail events, for the present, the effect the
company designed to obtain in opening up that country.
The hon. gentleman says it will be increasing the cost te
handle the coal at the junction of the two railways. Well,
I suppose the company found that they could not raise
sufficient money to build a broad gauge railway, that is, a
railway with the present gauge of ail the railways in Can-
ada, and they had to limit themselves to a narrow gauge
road. But this railway is not, after all, a very long one-
only 110 miles, and when you consider the extent of coun-
try, I have no doubt that that exception to the gauge of
the other railways in the North-West will be lost sight of
when the country is boing opened on all sides. I admit,
with the bon. gentleman, that the standard gauge of
the country for railways should be, as far as possible,
adhered to. 1 think it is in the intereste of the country
that it should be o, and it will be botter that our railways
should have that gauge. In the case of two long rail.
ways, the South-Western and Manitoba and the North-
Western, I think the hon. gentleman will seo that the
gauge has been adhered to, and that we may expect
the benefit of that gauge in respect to these two railways.
About the lands on the lino of railway, I stated to the hon.
gentleman that these lands were considered agricultural
more than coal lands, and the reason of the Government
believing so was, that if these lands had been really coal
lands the company building this railway would not have
built a road 110 miles-

Mr. BLAKE. I did not say agricultural more than coal
lands; I wanted to know whether they were coal lands.

Sir IHECTOR LANGEV[N. But I am explaining that
we believe these lands are agricultural rather than coal
lands, for the reason that the company, instead of trying to
procure their coal nearer to the Pacific .Railway, have gone
a distance of 110 miles to secure coal for many years past.
I r.epeat that we, as a Government, believe that it is of the
greatest importance that in the first attempt to open up
these ceal lands in the North-West we should give an
advantage to the Company making that attempt, and put
it on such a footing that the coal may be brought out as
easily as possible. I do not know whether I have answered
ail the objections and observations of the hon. gentleman
about this road, but I have endeavored to do so. Of course,
the hon. gentleman knows that this is not exadtly a matter
whieh comes under my special cure in the Department of
Public Works; nevertheless, I have done my best to answer
his questions, and I hope that if hoeis not perfectly satisfied
with my observations ho will, at ail events, be satisfied that
the Government desire to encourage the opening Of these
mines as soon as possible, in order to benefit the railways
as well as the settlers of the North-West.

Mr. FERGUSON (Leeds and Grenville). I wish to refer
to one statetement made by the leader of the Opposition,
which, owing to that country being purely a prairie eountry,
might be misleading. Ho stated that Sir A. T. Galt had
made a contract with the Canadian Pacifie Railway for a

312

1885. 2489
1

certain quantity of coal, at $5 per ton. I know nothing of
the contract, nor why such a bargain was made, but if it is
'true, I consider it a pretty soft bargain.

Mr. BLAKE. It is made, and for five years.
Mr. PERGUSON. It is in the interest of the settlers that

I rose to my fet, because I know, as a matter of fact, all
along the railway you can get coal for $2 a ton, at almost
any place as far as Calgary. From Fort MacLeod, over the
lino ef railway south, and through the wbolo country, I do
not know any district where scarcely 20 miles would bave
to be traversed whore a settier could not procure coul with his
own cart. I desire to prevent a misleading estimate boing
placed upon the value of fuel ia that country. Why they
have come 110 miles, I do not know; but I know that the
same coul deposit extends 25 or 30 miles west of Medicine
iat, and borings have since been made by the railway coin.
pany, I understand, with good results. I know that in the
Bow River district thereis a belt of coal showing outerops a
mile and a-half or two miles wide and 5â to 7 feet thick, and
better coal than at the coal bank.

Mr. BLAKE. Perbaps the hon, gentleman will be able
to inform us tho cost of putting coul on bank.

Mr. FERGUSON. I happened to be there during the
time of the coal strike in Pennsylvania. I mot a repre-
sentative of the miners, and ho said ho would bo prepared
to put coal on bank at Medicine Hat for $1.10 per ton.

Mr. BLAKE. That strikes me as about the figure
which I possess. The figures vary a little in Ohio and
Ponnsylvania, but that is about the average. The hon.
gentleman knows the price at which coal is carried on the
Intercolonial to western points, namely, ½ of a cent
per ton per mile for the long haul. The short haut is, of
courso, highor, for the shorter the haut tbo groater the cost
per mile. Tho ordiriary charge on the western lino, when
thero is no striko and when tho haut is a comparatively
short one, say between the Suspension Bridge and Toronto
is 1 cent per net ton per mile, which is a very high and
remunerative rate. Take, thon, $1.10 for transportation.

Mr. FERGUSON. Fifty cents.
Mr. BLAKE. I will tako the liberal prico of 1 cent

per ton per mile, which gives $1.10 for transport. The cost
of putting coal on bank 1 place at $1.10 per ton. I add 50
cents for royalty; and that is a very handsome thing, for if
100,000 tons are raised, there will 850,000 per annum
simply for being proprietor of the coul lands. The onormous
area of coal lands which this company will possess, 12,000
or 15,000 acres, will supply ai the north-western country
for a long time to come. Hon. gentlemen opposite will be
surprised to find the quantity of coal in an acre of land.
The company charge $5 per ton to the Canadian Pacifia
Railway Company, or 100 per cent. profit. That is a bar.
gain they have made. You may estimate what they are
going to charge to settlers from that figure, for Sir Alexander
Gjalt tells us, se an inducement to this arrangement, that
the moderate price of $5 has been made by him. At the
terms stated, a contract bas been made to supply the
Canadian Pacifie Railway Company with a minimum quan-
tity of 20,000 a year, for five years, for their own consump-
tion. It is, as the hon, gentleman has said, a prctty eoft
thing. I do not care for that, for I think the pioneer enter.
prise should be treated liberally.

Mr. FERGUSON. That was not the point I mada.
What I wanted to show was the cost at which coal could be
produced.

Mr. BLAKE. I understand that; but the Government
have proposed this grant with the notion that coal would
come from the Lethbridge mines, and that it is therefore
necessary to build the proposed railway Of 110 miles t



COMMONS DEBATES. JUNE 11,

reach the coal. But if you can get coal 25 miles from
Medicine Hat, yon had botter build a broad gauge road over
those 25 miles, whieh will cost us no more, and will give
connection with the Canadian Pacifie Railway. That, I say,
will not cost us more, and it will be infinitely botter for the
North-West. The hon. gentleman bas said there is a botter
seam there than at the Lethbridge mines.

Mr. FERGUSON. IL is under the lino.

Mr. BLAKE. Then, the Canadian Pacifie Railway do
not need this supply, and the whole basis on which the
grant is asked falls to the ground, and the road now under
consideration becomes simply an agricultural railway. I
am, however, unable to deal with the matter upon that
theory. I have not the hon. gentleman's facts, which hie
has no doubt communicated to hon. gentlemen near him.

Mr. FERGUSON. I have not.
Mr. BLAKE. The hon, gentleman is too reticent. Sup-

pose the hon. gentleman is not quite correct in his asser-
tion that coal can be got everywhere. We know that a
certain quality cau be got in many quarters; coal which
would serve the settler can be got on his own farm; but
as to the high and comparatively high qualities, I am not
prepared to say how far they are disseminated. But I
hope the lon. gentleman's statement is quite correct. My
point, which the Minister of Publie Works has not
attempted to meet, is as to the necessity of making a spe-
cial provision to ensure competition, because it is not
enough to tell us that another railway ca be built.
Another railway, I dare say, will be built in other parts of
the country; but surely it is botter, when we are making
so considerable a grant-I believe the hon. gentleman has
said it is a prairie country, and a road can therefore very
easily be built-to take Eome stop that the conjunctive
position of coal miner and railway owner shall not prevent
other coal miners in the neighborhood, naturally tributary
to the railway, getting their coal transported on terms
which will enable them to compote in the market. You
will not get competition unless there is the advan-
tage of fair terms offered. If the hon. gentleman's
statement is correct, that there is fine coal on the
lino of the Canadian Pacifie Railway at Medicino
Rat, there is not very much use in bringing coal from the
Lethbridge mines, a distance of 110 miles. If that be so,
the whole basis on which this application is made falls to
the ground, and it is unnecessary to grant a large area of
coal lands to aid the company, and save $400,000. If the
statement of the hon. member be true we must alter the
proverb about carrying coal to Newcastle, and say, it is like
carrying coal to Medicine Rat. This is really a serious
subject. In asking assent to this grant on the theory that
the coal supplies for particular sections of the country, ay,
and as far down as Winnipeg, is to come from the Leth-
bridge mines, and if iL is to be supplied at Winnipeg at
the moderato price of $10 a ton, as stated in the memoran-
dam, I think we had botter consider whether we cannot
get it supplied at Winnipeg a little cheaper. I am anxious,
before we get to the subsequent stages of the Bill, that the
hon. gentleman should consider whether ho will not make
arrrangements by which this railway may be used on
moderato terms for getting coal from other mines as
well as giving us competition. The hon. gentle-
man misunderstood me when he supposed I asked
whether these lands were agricultural or coal lands.
I asked him if they were agricultural lands, though I was
of the opinion that the company would not haul the coal
110 miles if they could get it at the shorter distance; but
the hon. member for Leeds tells us that that is not the
company's view; that although there is botter coal near the
terminus, they do propose to haul it the greater distance.
But, being under that impression, whioh I shared with the

Mr. bLAKz.

Minister of Public Works, I did not ask whether it was coal
or agricultural land, but I asked, rather, whether it was
agricultural land, as I thought it might be waste land or
ranching land, or something of that kind. Well, the lion.
gentleman says it was very little to give this additional
grant of land. Now, I do not know what the nature of this
contract is. It is not laid before us, and as it is annexed to
the letter of Sir Alexander Galt, which was submitted to the
Government on the 27th of October, I think the hon. gentle-
man should feel no difficulty in laying it on the Table.

Sir KECTOR LANGEVIN. I will bring it down.

Mr. BLAKE. I do not know that we will be much the
wiser when we get that contract, because the curse of
these railway arrangements W watered stock, excessive
bonds, and enormous costs, which swallow up the advantage
to the public of the bonuses they give. The First Minister,
when answering me the other day, adverted to the enormous
shrinkage of American railway securities, which, of course,
re-acted upon the minds of English capitalists with refer-
ence to these securities here. There has beonthat srinkage,
but it was not due to the inflation which preceded it, but
bocause there has been that which I can call nothing else
than a fraudulent system of making a false nominal capital
in the construction of railways in the United States. In
the two years preceding the last three years, when the great
depression commenced, the increase in the nominal capital
in stock and bonds of the railways of the United States
was, in round figures, about $2,000,000,000, and a liberal
estimate made by experts of the sum of money exponded,
and which was reprosented by that $2,000,000,000 was
$1,050,000,000, so that there had been spent, wisely or
unwisely, $1,050,000,000 of capital stock and bonds
representing that $2,000,000,000, or about $2 for every
one actually spont, and an unhappy public in the
United States, in England, in Belgium, in Germany,
very largely, was gulled into taking these figures
as representing value and expenditure. The result was
that when the period of depression and railway competition
came, the period at which the inflated charge could not be
maintained, the bottom dropped out of the concern. But if
anybody will examine the trunk lines, if ho will look at the
values even of a large portion of the railway property of
the United States, enormously depressed as it is, if ho will
look at the mileage value to-day, and will ascertain what
the roads will cost to build to-day, lie will find that in many
cases the prices at which they are held, and which are
supposed to be ruinous prices, are greater than the actual
cost of building them to-day. 1 make that observation
because I think it is a question that we should consider.
We have had the same thing introduced here on a small
scale in the provincial railways and on an enormous scale
in the transcontinental railways. We have given subsidies
in Ontario to railway after railway, and though they have
largely been built by the municipalities and the Govern-
ment, yet they have been bonded for amounts which
represent more than the whole cost of construction, and the
public is taxed to pay tolls on more than the whole cost of
construction-yearly, although the groater part of the cost of
construction was a free gift. I feol, therefore, that it is
important for us to consider, on entering on this policy of
giving large and liberal grants to these roads in the
North West-and I think we ought to give pretty large
grants-we should consider what that cost is at the
bottom price. We should know, in some measure, what
the real value of construction is, that we may see what we
are doing for the company and for the public. I do not
want that the public should practically pay the cost of build.
ing the railway, and that the private corporations should
obtain a large profit on the whole cost. We want that those
with whom it is a speculation, in a certain sense, who have
advanoed a certain portion of the money, should get a
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liberal return on the investment, but that they should not
get a large profit on all we gave them as well as upon their
own adventure. This road is one presumably over a prairie
country, built in a cheap fashion, a narrow gauge fashion,
and I take the Minister's estimate of $2 per acre, which
I find would approximate nearly 88,000 a mile, taking his
valuation of the land, irrespective of the coal lands conces.
sion. I do not remember whether the Order in Council
fixes the price of the coal lands, but I do remember that the
policy of the Government with reference to the coal lands
has een limited areas to each person. They feel the
importance of some concessions being made in order to give
free competition, as far as possible, and therefore this is a
very considerable departure from that arrangement. I do
not quarrel so much with a pretty large concession of the
coal lands, if we had a security that that did not involve a
practical monopoly in the conjoint control of the railway
and the mines.

Mr. FERGUSON. You oannot corner the coal lands.
Mr. BLAKE. I dare say not, but you can corner the

transport. I shall not protract the discussion just now. I
am sure that the hon. gentleman will agree that the ques-
tion is one of very great importance, that it is of an
importance, in my opinion, far transcending the area of the
grant. I think the question of gauge and the question of
the accessibility of the public to the coal supply-unless it
is wherever you stick a pick in, as the hon. member for
Leeds puts it-aie questions of magnitude far exceeding
the question of a few thousand acres of land. I shall not
to-night renew my suggestion, wbich is one of general appli-
cation, as to the condition of the land being open for settle-
ment at a fixed maximum price, although I intend that the
discussion shall be renewed on that point at a subsequent
stage of the measure.

Mr. FHRGUSON. The land of that region is both good
agricultural land and coal land. There are a couple of
hundred feet on the surface which is a fair basis for agri-
culture; but there is such a large area of that agricultural
land between there and the foot of the Rocky Mountains,
and the water and timber supply are su deficient, that it
will be many years before there will be many settlers along
that road. Therefore, 1 think the estimate of 82 an acro-
not disparaging the value of the land, but because there is a
surplus-is entirely too high.

Mr. BLAKE. Of course, I only took the Minister's state-
ment, made on the 27th September, 1884. I have no means
of knowing the value of the land; but if it be a fact, as the
hon. gentleman says, that there is a deficiency in the water
supply, if it will be many years before the land will be
settled, and if the coal areas are so great, I am afraid Sir
Alexander Galt will not make much money out of his enter-
prise.

Mr. ROSS. I agree entirely with the hon. member for
West Durham in opposing the narrow gauge. I think this
road should be built on the ordinary gauge, as it is not at all
as important for the coal as it is as a colonisation road to
open up the country. I think it is as important to the coal
people themselves as to the settlers that the road should be
of the ordinary gauge, because they will experience a great
deal of trouble in transferring the coal from the narrow
gauge cars to those of the Canadian Pacifie Railway. That
country is largely a grazing country, and if the range peo-
ple are going to use this road for the shipment of cattle it
should be of the ordinary gauge, because they would rather
drive their cattle the whole distance to the Pacific Railway
than to carry them on this railway and thon tranship them.
I do not believe in narrow gauges at all, except, perhaps,
in a country which is so much broken up that a road
of the ordinary gauge would cost very much more and the
terminus be on the sea-board. But in a prairie country I
do notthink it is at all necossary. I think it would be botter

for the Government to increase the grant, if necessary, in
order to have a wide gauge. With reference to the coal
lands, I agree with the hon. member for Leeds, to some ex-
tent. There is a difference, however, between the ceal at
the Lethbridge mines and that ut Medicine Hat.

Mr. FERGUSON. The coal in that country seems to be
disposed in three belts-one cutting the boundary lino
sout h of Fort MacLeod, running along the Belly River to the
Lethbridge mines, and cutting the Bow River at Grass
Island. That is, oxcept the coal in the pots found in the
mountains, the best coal in the North-West. The next best
coal is that of the belt running from Medicine Hat to the
Red Deer River. The next is the Souris coal, which will
not bear transport. The Lethbridge coal is the best coal
we have in the west.

Mr. ROSS. I now agreo with the hoD. gentleman in
his description of tle coal belts, and also as to the superiority
of the Lethbridge coal; its advantago is, that it is more
highly bituminisel than the coal of Medicine Hat, and that
is the reason I suppose why the Pacific Railway C>mpany
have made the contract with the Lethbridge mine for its
supply. The Medicine Hat coal i good enough for house-
hold purposes; but the Canadian Pacific Railway C.mpany
have just as good coal as the Lethbridge coul, in my
opinion, on their own railway, near Crowfoot; it is of the
same quality as the Lothbridge coal; and why this road
should be built, merely to get coal out, I do not understand.
I also agroe with the hon. membor for Leeds as to the vast
quantities of coal in thut country. The whole country is
oee vast coal bed, and the fact that coal is under a man's
section does not add one dollar to the value of the land.
There are from 5,000,000 to 15,000,000 tons of coal under
one section of land, and we have thousands upon thousands
of those sections.

Mr. FERGUSON. And good wheat land, ut the same
time.

Mr. ROSS. Thore is no doubt about that. Tho reason
one man's coal section is worth more than another is
its proximity to the railway, or the fact that a ravine
runs through it, which enables you to got out the coal
more easily than you could do on the level prairie.
I do not anticipate that there will be any difference
made in the cost of coal by this road running into
the Lethbridge mines, because there is so much coal
in the country. If thia railway were the only railway
running through the coal lands I could see the force of the
remarks of the hon. member for West Durham; but as the
Canadian Pacifie Rail way runs through the same seam, and
opens up the same coal belt, I do not anticipate any change
in the cost of coal to the country or any danger of monopoly.
The Medicine Hat mines alone can supply all the coal the
country will require for many years to come, except for
steam purposes ; they have supplied coai to Winnipeg
during the past winter at $7 a ton. The man in charge of
those mines informed me that it cost about $1.80 a ton to
get out the coal, but that they intended to reduce the cost
to $1.50, and hoped to nitimately get it below that. At the
Lethbridge mines the cost of getting the coal out is 82 a
ton, but there were special reasons for the cost ; after they
opened the mines up more fully, tbey expected to get it out
at $1.50 a ton. With regard to the advisability of having the
ordinary guage, I agree with the hon. member for West
Durham (Mr. Blake).

Mr. CAMERON (Victoria). I have had occasion
to give some little consideration to this question of coal in
the North-West, but on one question I do not agree with
the hon. member for Lisgar (Mr. Ross). Re states his inform-
ation is that the Crowfoot coal is equal in quality to the
coal of the Lethbridge mine. My information is thatit is not
quite as good; that the Lethbridge, or the Galt coal,
is the best bituminous coal, or quasi-bituminous coal,
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yet discovered in the North-West, and that the Leth-
bridge coal is botter than the Medicine Hat coal.
Al can be used on the railway, but of course only
in proportion to the carboniforous qualities. I saw
recently in the office of Mr. Van Horne, in Montroal, four
samples, one of Pennsylvania or Ohio coal, one of the Galt
coal, one of the Crowfoot coal, and one of the Medicine
Hat coal, which had all been exposed for several weeks, if
not months, to the heat from a radiator in his room,
with t he view of testing the different qualities of the differ-
ont coal; and you could tel, from the extent to which the
square blocks had cracked, thoir relative combustible qua-
lities, and there was no doubt that the Medicine Hat coal
was not as good as the Crowfoot coal, that the Crowfoot
coal was not as good as tho Lethbridge or Galt coal, and
that the Letbridge coal was not as good as the Eastern coal.
As to the diffrence betwoen narrow gauge and the ordinary
gauge, I entirely agree with the hon. member for Lisgar
(Mr. Ross). I think it is a mistake that the Galt Com-
pany have commenced the construction of a narrow gauge
road. It would be much moro satisfactory if the Govern-
ment had required the road to be constructed on the ordinary
gauge, even if it had involved the granting of un additional
subsidy in the way of land to that company for that pur-
pose. I presume, however, the capitalists interested in the
company felt they had to cut their garment according to
their cloth, and could only build such a road as their
financial resources would enable thom to do, supplemented
by the Govornment subsidy. There is no question that an
ordinary gauge road would be infinitely more useful to the
country. The ihon. member for Durham will recollect the
discussion which took place some years ago in the Ontario
Legislature, when it was decided, with roference to several
roads, that a narrow gauge road suited their purpose, and
possibly no other could be constructed at the time. Expe-
rience has since shown that narrow gauge roads could be
widened to the ordinary gauge, and no doubt, in a few yeurs,
as the North-West develops, the company will widen the
present narrow gauge to the ordinary standard road.
However, it is a case of half a loaf botter than none ut ail.
I think a narrow gauge road will be of some advantage to
the country, though an ordinary gauge road would be of
much more advantage to it. But if the resources of the
company are only sufficient to build a narrow gauge road,
by al means let us have that first, and if the resources of
the country, later, justify additional expense, no doubt we
will have that road widened to the ordinary gauge.

Mr. SPRO ULE. It is well that the Government should
come to the assistance of parties who are endeavoring to
build roads which will be of great importance to the set-
tiers, and no doubt very useful to the country ; but from the
experience that I have had in connection with narrow-gauge
roads, I think it would be a very great mistake for the Gov-
ernment to give one acre of land to assist any company in
building a narrow gauge road. No sooner are these roads
built than it is found impossible to get up the necessary
speed on thom; the engine has not sufficient power, and as
the gauge does not agree with other roads, everything has
to be transhipped, including coal, the handling of which
will entail an additional cost of from 50 to 75 cents per ton.
To make the road effectual at all, the gauge must be widened
the same engines cannot thon be used, the rolling stock
will have to be transformed and renewed at considerable
expense, and the expense of changing, in fact, willbe almost
equal to half the cost of building the road. It was proposed
at one time that a narrow gauge road would be more suit.
able to our country than a broad gauge, because the
grades were havy and the curves were short; but
after the road was built it was found that, on account
of the grades, more powerful engines were required and a
broader gauge road. The road waa widened, and though the

Mr. CAIOnN (Vitoria).

curves are sharp, the track not having been changed, there
is not as much difficulty experienced as was experienced on
the old narrow gauge road. Our experience is, that a broad
gauge road could have been built for nearly the same
money as a narrow gauge one and perform double the
service. Everything that lias to be transferred from one
road to another creates a large additional expense, that
must be taken ont of the profits of those who use the road.

Mr. WATSON. I agree with the hon. Minister who has
charge of the Bill (Sir Hector Langevin) that it is of
greater importance that coal should be got and delivered to
settlers and to the railways as cheap as possible, and as
good as can be had. I do not agree with the hon. member
for Leeds and Grenville (Mr. Ferguson), who stated that
coal at Medicine fiat was as good as that in the Loth-
bridge coal mine.

Mr. FERGUSON. I did not say so. I am satisfied, from
my own observations, as well as the experience of railway
men, that it is not as good.

Mr. WATSON. I beg the hon. gentleman's pardon. I
bolieve it to be of the greatest importance that the best coal
to be found in that country should be procured to the settler
as cheap as possible. I agree with the First Minister, as
far as he stated that any company that undertakes to get
out the coal ought to be encouraged. At the sanie time, in
aiding an enterprise of this kind, we ought to have in view
what the possible result will be. Under the present pro-
posal, there is danger of a monopoly of the best coal, that
of the Lethbridge mine, being created, by the granting of
large grants of land for the construction of a narrow gauge
line of railway, of which the mining company shall have
sole control, and can impose what rates they please for the
carrying of coal to the Canadian Pacific Railway. From
information I have from the foreman who works in the
Medicine Hat mine the cost of putting out coal at the
Medicine Hat mine; is $1.25 per ton. The freight from
Medicine Hat to Winnipeg, 660 miles, is $4 per ton. That
makes $5.25 a ton for the coal dolivered ut the railway
station in Winnipeg. It costs on an average, 75 cents a
ton to deliver it round the city, making $6 in all. The
price of coal in Winnipeg is from $7 to $7.50 per ton,
leaving a net profit of $1 or $1.50 per ton.

Mr. FERGUSON. Last year it was put in the yards by
contract at $7.

Mr. WATSON. The quality of the coal delivered in
Winnipeg at $7 or $7.50 per ton is about a due propcrtion to
Amorican coal, for which we pay $11 a ton. I believe the
Lethbridge coal is much botter than Medicine Hat, although
we have not had an opportunity to test it yet in the stoves
in the West, because most of the coal delivered in the cities
and towns has been the Medicine Hat coal. I believe the
coal from this Galt mine is very superior coal, superior to
that now in use.

Mr. BOWELL. By American coal, I suppose you mean
the anthracite or hard coal.

Mr. WATSON. Yes; it is the hard coal. It is sold at
$11 per ton, and it is just about as cheap to buy the one as
the other. One ton of the American coal is equal to a ton
and a-half from Medicine Rat. By being exposed to the
air, the Medicine Hat coal pulverises very soon. I think, if
this grant is to be made to this railway, the Government
ought to reserve certain rights, as to the freight rates, and
that any coal tendered by other parties should be carried by
this new railway at a certain rate. If not, and coal of
the sanie quality cannot be found within 110 miles of
the Canadian Pacifie Railway, it will certainly croate a
nonopoly, because no other company eau build a compet-
ing lino without reciving a grant. I agree with hon. gen-
tlemen who have spoken against a narrow gauge roud. I
believe it ls a bad thing to allow any oompany to build a
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road on to which you cannot run a car from the main lino
of the Canadian Pacifie Railway. If yon are shipping
stock, you would not be bothered with the tranship-
ment, for the sake of 110 miles. You would rather
drive. The road is, consequently, worthless for carrying
stock. If the country is as good as the hon. member for
Leeds and Grenville (Mr. Ferguson) says, for settlement-I
have not seen it myself, but ho has-we ought to have a
broad gauge road, for the narrow gauge road would
be of little or no use, because of the transhipment
required. My principal objection would be to giving
this grant to any company, without reserving restric.
tions as to the control the Government would have
over the road. They should compel it to carry freight
for other companies who might wish to open up mines
in that country, and should be restricted to say 1 cent a ton
per mile, or something of that kind, and any reasonable
amount of coal tendered to the company should be freighted
within a reasonable time. If that provision was put in, I
think it would be very good, and would be in the interests
of the whole settlers of the North-West, who wish to
receive cheap coal, and it would be in the interest of the
Government to make that one of the conditions. But I
would much rather see a broad gauge. The cost betwoen
a narrow gange anda broad gauge road is not a great deal
on 110 miles, and it would be a road good for all purposes,
and if the mines be opened up there, and the coal is so
much botter than the Medicine Hat coal, a road would have
lots of work to do, and would pay in carrying coal, because
we can hardly estimate the amount of coal that will be
required for consumption in the prairie sections of the West,
A broad gauge road should be bailt, and if the coal is what
it it is said to be, and I believe it is, it would pay any com-
pany,'as a railway enterprise, leaving out the coal interests
altogother. I bolieve there will be roads built in that
country, and if that road has the carrying of the coal, and
also of the merchandise into the country and the grain out
of it, it ought to pay well.

Mr. CAMERON (Victoria). A monopoly of coal in that
country is simply ont cf the question. Coal is so abundant
there, underlying the whole country, certainly from
Medicine Hat westward, that it is impossible that at any
period of time a monopoly could be established. As to the
qaality of the Galt coal and the Medicine Hat coal, I have
had the opportunity of comparing the analysis of the two
coals, and I have arrived at the conclusion, after consulting
a person skilled in the business, that the difference of
froight, the cost of carriage to the Canadian Pacifie Rail-
way, of the Galt coal, a distance of 110 miles from Medicine
Hat, or where they are to strike the railway, was hardly
equal to the difference in value; in other words, that the
Medicine Hat coal, at the price for which it is put on board
the cars at Medicine Hat, is as valuable and as cheap as the
Galt coal. In other words, the cost of freight was equal to
the difference in the quality of the two coals. The cost of
freight for 110 miles, and the cost of the construction of the
railway, was a very considerable item. Thon, when you
get to Medicine Hat you must remember it ha to be
carried on the Canadian Pacifie Railway, thence to the
point of consumption, Winnipeg or Portage la Prairie, or
any other point. The Canadian Pacifie Railway has the
power, by its control of the rates, to put ona position of equal-
ity al the coal dealers or producers in all that country, and I
believe they have not only done so, but have graduated their
rates in such a way as to put the eastern and western coal pro-
ducers on an equality at Winnipeg-the eastern coming
from Port Arthur, some 400 odd miles, to Winnipeg, and
the Medicine Hat or other western producers, with 600 or
700 or 800 miles to carry the coal. They have the power
of graduating thoir rates, so as to put the two compotitors
for the traffic on an equal basis at a common point, and they

have framed a tariff, based upon a determination to keep the
eastern and western men in competition, so that the settlers
along the line and the people of Winnipeg should get the
coal at the lowest possible rate. Their interest and the
interest of the people is the same. Of course, they want to
get as high a price as they reasonably can for carrying
coal, but they have made a tariff, which carries it
at a very reasonable compensation to them, and
graduated it so that neither the western producers
nor the eastern producors derive any advantage.
The fear of my hon. friend from Marquette (hfr. Watson),
that the grunting of this subsidy to the Galt company might
give them a dangerous monopoly is, 1 am quite sure, entirley
unfounded. There is not only the bituminous coal to be
taken into account, but there is also the valuable anthracite
coal found in the Rocky Mountains, of far superior quality
to the bituminous coal, and useful for certain purposea, where
the other cannot be used. This anthracite coal is of a very
high quality, equal to the best Penusylvania anthracite, and
will, no doubt, shortly come into general use in the North.
West. So I think we need have no four about the most
ample and reasonable cheap coal supplies of the North.
West.

Mr. WATSON. The hon. gentleman has exactl stated
the reason why I four this road las a monopoly. e says
the Canadian Pacifie Railway have power to treat the coal
merchants as they sce fit. Knowing that we have but one
railway in the North-West, and in view of the monopoly
given it, I object to giving the same privilege to any other
road. The hon. gentleman knows that the owners of this
coal mine alongsido the (alt mine, with just as good coal,
cannot get a cent ibr it, because they have no railway, except
the Canadian Pacifie Railway, which charges such rates that
you cannot afford to ship it. People who made a rush for
coal lands in the North-West some time ago imagined they
had a fortune when they got a quarter or half section of coal
lund, but when they desired to realise they found that it
was not worth anything to them. The country is covered
with coal, but as it is a question of freight, there is no
encouragement for any company in attempting to work a
mine. This company will certaiily use this road to thoir
own advantigo, and we cannot blame them. If it were a
private enterprise, receiving no aid from the Government,
it might be well enough to lot them go on and build a road
at their own expense, but the country is building this road,
and we ought to see that the people derive some advantage
from it. it will be the Galt company who will derive
advantage from this road, and not the consumer of coal,
and that is the reason why the Government ought to
preserve the right to compel this company to curry coal
for other companies at a certain rate per mile. When this
Government gives a charter to any company te build a rail-
way bridge they provide that other companies shall have
running powers over that bridge; and in the same way,
when we grant aid to a railway, we should provide that the
company be compelled to carry freight at a certain rate.

Mr. FERGUSON (Leeds). The difficulty apprehonded
by the hon. member for Marquette, I think, is completoly
covered by the control the Government will have over the
freight rates of the Canadian Pacifie Railway. That com-
pany being disposed to operate the rond in the interests of
the people, as the hon. member for Victoria (Mr. Cameron)
says, they will necessarily prevent any short lino like that
putting on exhorbitant rates. But they have power to pre.
vent the Galt road or any other similarly situated road from
taking advantage of the public, even on the quality of the
coal; for my contention is, notwithstanding the statement
as to the relative values of coal by the member for North
Victoria, that the coal of the Lethbridge mine is the best,
fie cited an instance where he saw ceal in the railway office
at Montreal, but I think ho misapprehended the statement
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of the manager. He saw this specimen, and if I recollect
aright-and my own judgment leads me to believe that
my recollection of the statement made by the manager
is correet-the sample taken from their own pit on the
Crowfoot Creek Valley, which I contend is the same coal as
the Lethbridge coal, was, in the manager's judgment, equal,
and he seemed inclined to give it preference-perhaps be.
cause it was his own coal-but I contend it was precisely of
the same character and of equal quality with the Lethbridge
coal, and that belt of coal now is known to be from 15 to 25
miles wide, where the railway runs across it, and where it
can be tapped at every point. So, if the Canadian Pacific
Railway is disposed to operate in the interests of the settler
in that country for cheap coal, there is no far to be appre-
hended from the Galt mine or any other mine.

Mr. WATSON. No; because they have it in their power
to charge the Galt mine what they see fit.

Mr. FERGUSON. But they have unlimited control, so
that no possible monopoly can exist in coal in that district

Mr. WATSON. It is not on coal; it is on freight.

Mr. TEMPLE. I think it is a great mistake to build
narrow gauge roads. I have had some experience building
a road down in New Brunswick, and although a narrow
gauge was fixed by tho engineers, I opposed it mysolf, as
one of the directors of the road. We have now a uniform
gauge all over the country, of 4 feet 8j inches, which, I
think, is the proper gauge; and whatever company is build-
ing this road, they arc making a great mistake in building a
narrow gaugo road. If it is to be built through a prairie
country it will cost very litile more to build a broad gauge
than a narrow gauge road of 3j feet. The only extra
cost there would be is in the iron - the difference
between the cost of a 40 or 45-pound rail, which
we had at that time, and a 56 or 60-pound rail. That
is where the difference of expense comes in, and beyond
that the expense will be very trifling. It seems to be the
opinion of hon. gentlemen here that this is to be, principa ly,
a coal road, and if you transport this coal down to the
Canadian Pacifie Railway, on a narrow gauge road, and then
tranship it, there will be greut loss, both in shrinkage
and breakage, sufficient, I believe, to counterbalance, in
three or four years' time, lI the difference in the expense of
building a broad gauge over a narrow gauge road.

Mr. BLAKE. The hon. Minister of Public Works seems
to be almost alone in the defence of the gauge of this road.
The hon. member for Victoria (Mr. Cameron) said he had
found that the difference in quality between the Medicine
Hat coal and the Lethbridge coal was such that it was about
equalised by the extra cost of freight from tke Lethbridge
Mine. May that be about 1 cent a pound ?

Mr. CAMERON (Victoria). I do not recollect the precise
figures. I consulted a gentleman about it, who, after con-
sidering it from a business point of view, arrived at the con-
clusion that the difference in the cost of freight was about
equalled by the difference in quality.

Mr. BLAKE. One cent per ton per mile is a pretty
high figure, even for a short haul. Under a contract made
with the Canadian Pacifie Railway, the coal Company will
receive $3.90 per ton at bank. Hon. gentlemen do not
suppose that coal worked on Canadian Pacifie Railway
land at Medicine Hat will cost that sum : it will probably
eost $1.10 per ton. So, the difference of cost must be very
great, if the contract be at all correct. This question of
monopoly comes up immediately on the conflicting state-
monts made. The general consensus of opinion, I think,
fron those who have spoken, is that the Lethbridge coal is

Mr' FERGUsoN (Leeds and Grenville).

the most valuable coal. Of course, if they have an advan.
tage in that particular locality and in that particular vein
-I do not speak only of the coal owned by this company-
equal to $2 or 83 per ton, it is quite clear that that gives
them a command of the market, with respect to the coal in
that region, within a similar haul to market.

Mr. WHITE (Hastings). At the time the contract was
made the Canadian Pacific Railway had not discovered the
coal at Medicine Rat.

Mr. CAMERON (Victoria). There are other circum-
stances that may mean a good deal.

Mr. BLAKE. I admit that the hon. gentleman's observa-
tion means much and may mean more.

Mr. CAMERON. It may be in the interest of the
Canadian Pacific Railway that they should not be bound to
one particular mine or one particular source of supply.
My information as to the difference in value of the coal
was for ordinary domestic use. It was not for railway use,
and a coal that may be perfectly good for ordinary domestic
use may not be suitable for railway and steam purposes,
unless it were mixed with.other coal, or the furnaces altered
to suit it.

Mr. BLAKE. I agree with the hon. gentleman's observa
tion. I say his observation means a good deal and may mean
a good deal more. The hon. gentleman bas also pointed out
the great benefactor and providence that can make all these
things right; ho says the Canadian Pacifie Railway can fix
it up. Already it has shown its power of regulating the
commercial affairs of the North-West, by regulating the cost
of coal and provoking a healthy competition betweén the
coal traffic of the East and the West, and it can make
arrangements between parties on equal terms. I recollect
something of the grinding monopoly that prevailed in Win-
nipeg and Port Arthur during one winter. I remember the
cost of coal in Winnipeg when one firm had the whole supply.
The great power which a railway company possesses may
not always be exercised so beneficially as the hon.gentleman
suggests. That was a proof of the difficulty. I am not so
clear as to the hon. gentleman's statements as to the prices
-I do not know exactly how it works out; but the practi-
cal result is, that coal is sent to Winnipeg from Medicine
Rat at $7 per ton, and competes with hard coal at $11 par
ton. Sir Alexander Galt states, as one of the great bene-
fits to be derived from the proposed railway, that he will be
able to supply coal at Winnipg at $10 per ton. I do not
know whether it would be able to hold the market at that
price. It is quite possible that while coal from Medicine
Rat is being supplied at $7, Sir Alexander Galt's coal might
realise $10, and still hold the market. If that be so, if there
is a difference in the value of the coal of fron $1 to $1.50,
then it is of the greatest consequence that we should see that
the railway competition is assured. It is important that
we should see that the best domestic coal in the North-West
is not practically in the hands of one company. I think the
Minister will admit that this is a subject of very great
consequence; and I hope, at a further stage of the Bill,
we shall have some information upon these points we have
been considering, and probably some practical information
with respect to the relative values of the coal may be
obtained from some of the Departments. If it be a fact that
there is almost equally good coal scattered all over the
country, the argument that there is no danger of monopoly
is a sound argument. But if the Lethbridge coal is worth
even $1 per ton more than the general run of coal, it
is 'of great advantage, and it is of the utmoet impor-
tance that the power of distributing that coal should
not rest entirely in the hands of one company, but in the
hands of all who may mine it,
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Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I have taken a note of

the observations of the hon. member for West Durham, and
of some other hon. members. I could not be expected to
give all the information asked. I will take care to have the
information desired furnished, as far as possible, at the next
stage of the measure, and I have also taken a note of the
papers which the hon. member wishes to have brought
down to complete the papers already before the House.

-Committee rose and reported progress.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved the adjournmont of
the House.

Motion agreed to; and the House adjourned at 1:45 a.m.,
Friday.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

FRIDAY, 12th June, 1885.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at halfípast One o'clock.

PRAYERS.

FRANCHISE PETITIONS.

Mr. MoNEILL. I think it is due to inyself and to the
Ilouse that I should say just a word with respect to the
petition which has just been read from Wiarton. It will
be in the recollection of the House that a short time ago a
petition was presented from Wiarton against the Franchise
Bil, which petition purported to be signed by a number of
Conservatives. At that time I ventured to say that those
signatures had been obtained by misrepresentation of a
gross kind. I have, since that time, been obliged to go home
on pressing private business, and I had an opportunity of
learning something with respect to that petition and the
manner in which signatures were obtained to it. In tho
first place, a number of signatures, which profess to be the
signatures of Conservatives, were not those of Conservatives,
I desire that the House should understand exactly what
the feeling of the people up there is with regard to this
matter. I think there are some five Conservatives in
Wiarton who do not approve altogether of this Bill as it now
stands. I think there are five who would like to see the
clause with respect to Indians amended in such a way that
an Indian who is able to vote should also be liable to be sued.
There is not, however, I think, one-perhaps there may be
one, but I think not-who objects to the principle of the
Bill, the principle that this Dominion Parliament should
regulate the franchise for the Dominion. Those gentlemen
who have signed the petition which I presented the other
day, in order to have their names removed from the
original petition, signed it because they say they signed
the original petition on the understanding-at all events,
they were given to understand so by the gentleman
who went round with the petition-that every adult male
Indian in the Dominion was to have a vote, irrespec-
tive of any property qualification whitever, whereas no
white man could vote without a property qualification.
Now, Sir, I venture to repeat what I stated on the floor of1
this House before, that those names were obtained by gross1
misrepresentation. I say that misrepresentation more grossj
than that it would be very difficult to imagine. No such«
proposition, as hon. gentlemen on both sides know perfectly1
wel4 was ever made. I should be glad if I could stop
here, but I am obliged to go a little further. There was a

document presented to this House by the hon. member for
West Ontario (Mr. Edgar), which purported to be signed
by Conservatives who had signed the original petition, and
it was for the purpose of sustaining that petition. Now, I
have got to say that the names upon this document were
net all names of Conservatives. One gentleman who signed
that document refused to sign it as a Conservative at all,
though ho was requested to do so, and it was thon suggested
to him-he having refused to sign it as a Conservative-
that he should write the word "ditto " after his name, te mis-
lead this honorable House, and lead hon. gentlemen to
believe that he signod the document as a Conservative. This
gentleman, who is one of the most respectable and respected
Reformers in Wiarton, refused to bea a party to suoh grogs
conduct; ho refused to sign the document as a Con-
servative, or to put the word "ditto" after his name, and he
alleges that ho wrote the word "Grit" aftor his name. That
is so, of course, but what is opposite to the name now
I confess I am unable to say. It looks like two "d'8; " at
all events, the reporters of Ransard and the reporters of the
Globe have had this document, I think, and they assumed that
the document was signed by him as a Canservative, through
the mark which is now after his name. The persons who
obtained this signature have troated it as the signature of a
Conservative; they have placed commas under it and after
the names following, for the express purpose of leading the
House te believe that ho signed as a Conservative. I venture
to say that a grosser fraud could not be attempted to bo
palmed off upon this honorable flouse. But I have to g o
further. I say that on the original petition there is tobe
found the name of George Kidd, merchant; and I have to
say that Mr. Kidd did not sign that petition at all, that ho
authorised no one to sign it for him, that ho was in ignorance
that his name appeared on the petition for days afterwards,
that ho was informed accidentally that his name appeared
upon it, and that ho objected to having his name upon it at
all. I will read the statutory declaration made by Mr. Kidd
with reference to this matter:
"COUNTY oF BRUCE, 1, George gidd, of the village of Wlarton, lu the

Il20 Wit: county ot Bruce, morchant, do solemnly deolare:
'1. That I did not sign a-iy petition against or condemnatory of the

proposed Franchise Bill now under consideration by the flouse of Com-
mons of Canada.

ol 2. That sme time during the latterpart of last month I was informed
by a resident of the said village that my name appeared amongst the
signatures appended to a certain petition purporting to have been aigned
b personas reaiding i the said village against the said FranchiseaBill,
and I say that up to that tume I was quit. unaware that niy name
appeared amongst the said signatures, and I fnrthor say that I did not,
at any time, either directly or indirectly, or in any manner whatsoever,
authorise any one to sign the said petition for me or on my behaif.

"l3. That ene Alexander A. Campbell, of the said village, druggist's
clerk, came to me some time last month and presented t*e document,
read, as I am informed and believe, by Mr. Edgar, M.P., in the flouse of
Gommons, and negatived the use offraud or riarepiesentationiu the
obtaining of signatures te the oaid petitien, te me for signature, and
said Campbell then said to me that he bad been accused of forgery lu
connection with the obtaining ot the said signatures, and asked me to
aign the said document, anudIdeclined te do se, telling said Campbell,
at the saine time, that my name had been placed ou salmd petition with-
out any authority and without my knowled ge.

"4. That I never was, at any time, and I am not now, opposed to the
passage of the said Bill.

p 'And I make tiis solemn declaration, e&c.
"OBEO. 8. KIDD."

Now, Mr. Speaker, I may say that if it wore necessary that
I should do so, I am prepared te prove that some signatures
were obtained to anothor petition against the Franchise Bill,
from another part of my constituency, by gross misrepre-
sentation also; and that it was endeavored to induceoEr
Conservatives to sign that petition by making use of similar
gross misrepresentation. But I do not wish to multiply
words upon this subject. The indisputable and disreputable
facto speak for themselves much more powerfully than I can
do. I do not wish to ask this honora ble flouse te resort to
that process which would be necessary in order to infict
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upon the person who has treated the House with such gross
contempt the punishment such conduct desorves; but I
hope it will be understood, in future, that if anyone is guilty
of such conduct the House will resort to such means as will
make the recurrence of such conduct in the last degree
improbable. I think the right of petition is a most valu-
able privilege-but, unfortunately, petitions are rapidly fall-
ing into disrepute, and it behooves us, as guardians of the
public interest, to endeavor, in every way that we can, to
surround that valuable privilege with safeguards. I venture
to think that if we do not do so the value of that privilege
will disappear very soon.

Mr. EDGAR. Rather a broad discussion has been opened
up by the observations of the hon, gentleman who has just
sat down. As ho bas referred to me in connection with the
presenting of some petitions, I would like to say, with
regard to the third and last petition, which bas come from
the same gentlemen, that I have a letter in my hand which
I received yesterday or the day before from Mr. Campbell,
of Wiarton, who sent me down the petition originally, about
which all this fuss las taken place. Mr. Campbell says
that the hon. member for North Bruce was in his county
working up this matter himself, and he goos on to say :

"1I have been told that there are a few names on that said p2ti-
tion "'-

ie refers to the last one-the last recantation of the hon.
gentleman's friends-

" who had signed that declaration which I got up, and the names of those
parties are respectively E. A. Pennock, John West, and Thomas Vogan.
I took the trouble in calling on the above parties, and was astonished
to find t bat they did not kncw what they were signing. I asked Mr.
Ponnock did he know what was written on thqt petition. He said
positively he did not. I then next called on Mr. West, and I have wit-
ness to this. He said that he could not tell what was on that paper,
but he understood that it was something about Crocker Indians, and I
signed it. Lastly I called on Thomas Vogan. I have witness to this.
Be sail he signed it on condition, and if there is no written conditions
attached opposite his name, it is valueless. He said I signed it on
these conditions. If the heading of your petition says that all Indians
in the Province of Quebec and Ontario shall have votes, qualified as
white men aie, and so soon as they are enfranchised, that they shall
be liable ior any debt they may contract and separate themselves from
the tribe, and are in every respect as white men and not minore,
then I will sign your petition."

Now, thero is one substantial point arrived at, so far as I
can sec, and only one, because these gentlemen are as willing
to sigu one petition as another, apparently, and the point
is this: My hon. friend admits that ten Conservatives in
the village of Wiarton are not satisfied with the Franchise
Bill.

Mr. McNEILL. I have not done anything of the kind.
Mr. EDGAR. I think the hon. gentleman said five of one

kind and five of another kind of Conservatives.
Mr. MoNEILL. I did not. I can twice say five without

meaning ton.
Mr. EDGAR. I beg the hon. gentleman's pardon. Per-

haps he only said five of one kind.
Mr. McNEILL. Five.
Mr. EDGAR. There is another fact the hon. gentleman

bas admitted, that is, that some persons represented they
were Conservatives and are now Reformers. I dare say
that is the case, as it is in other places besides Wiarton.
However, I gave the hon. gentleman the paper ho las taken
up to his county. He has thoroughly investigated it, and I
was very sure when I presented it that it would be investi-
gated. I am very glad that it has been, as I do not wish to
prosent anything to this House that is not genuine; and if
any mistakes have been made, I arn as glad to have them
corrected as the hon. gentleman himself.

Mr. McNEILL. I only wish to say, in reply to what the
hon, gentleman has said, that any person who would obtain

Mr. McNZILL.

the name I have referred to on this eonfirmatory document,
and would allow that name to appear as having been signed
as a Conservative, when it was signed to that document as
a Grit name, and who would also have Mr. Kidd's name
placed on the original petition without Mr. Kidd's know-
ledge, is perfectly capable of writing such a letter as the hon.
gentleman has read.

Mr. SPEAKER. Order.
Mr. E DGAR. I understand that the hon. member for

South Grey (Mr. Landerkin) can give us something with
reference to the way in which Mr. Kidd's name was obtained.

Sir JOIIN A. MACDONALD. This matter must be thor-
oughly understood. I know Mr. George Kidd and Mr.
Joseph Kidd, two of the most respectable mon in Canada.
Mr. Kidd has solemnly declared, in a paper which is equiva-
lent to his affidavit, that his name was forged, that ho never
signed the petition and did not know it was in circulation,
and only heard of it accidentally. He aiso says that this Mr.
Campbell, whose letter has just been read, tried to coax him
to sign a subsequent petition.

Mr. EDGAR. I believe it is important that this matter
should be understood, and I believe the hon. member for
South Grey has some information upon it.

Mr. LANDERKIN. Some few days ago I received a
letter from a respectable gentleman living at Wiarton, who
bas given me the privilege of reading the letter, which will
throw some light on this very obscure question. It is very
desirable that the House should be placed in possession of
the facts, so as to be able to decide whether these gentlemen
have been taken in in connection with these petitions. This
gentleman says:

"I beg to advise you that the local celebrities who have interested
themselves in making light of the petition and alleging fraud as the
prime factor in the securing of namei, are employés of the Dominion
Government, placedin position through Mr. MeNeill's influence, and are
well paid for their allegiance to the Tory party; and they are straining
every nerve to whip the Conservatives, who dared to act for themselves,
into line, and have tried to get them to sign another document retract-
ing what they have done."

Further he says :
" One point he will no doubt bring up is the name of George Kidd,by

forgery, producing an affidavit from Kidd as evidence. Please note,
Kidd is ou the petttion, not on the declaration that followed it. H:s
name was signed by his book-keeper, to whom Campbell 1resented
it ,--

Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.

Mr. L ANDERKIN. Hear me, and you may laugh
afterwards. He who laughs last, laughs best--

" and he as sured Campbell he had perfect right and authority to do
so, that he signed Kidd'a name to other petitions, and he had always
recognised it as done by himself."

There is another little matter which it is, perhaps, just as
well to understand:

" He may also advance that sorne so.called Conservatives are
Reformera, but entered as Tories on the list. It is not true. There may
be one or two of Independent ideas, but they have Conservative lean-
ings, and have always been treated by us as of that persuasion. One
man says he signed the petition as a Grit, meaning he was a Grit in
being opposed to the Franchise Bill; but he signed the declaration
afterwards as a Liberal-Conservative, which he is."'

Farther on he says:

"They have catechised the signers thoroughly and have tried to so
represent the Bill, and the stand they have taken in thinking for them-
selves, that they may have caused one or two weak-kneed individnals
to acknowledge themselves "Darwin's missing link " or anything else, if
it wilI please Mr. McNeill; but those who have stamina enough to
assert their manhood, have not been workable in his hands, and a
general retraction cannot be obtained."1

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I ask that letter teobe
laid on the Table. I think the House ias a right to it, and
must insist on it.
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Mr. LANDERKIN. I have laid that portion of the

letter on the Table that I intend to lay. It is a letter I had
authority to read.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Name.
Mr. LANDERKIN. Tho nane I am at liberty to give

if it is necessary, but I do not think it is necessary. The
writer says :

"[ [suppose there will b no need of giving my name. You are aware
of that ; but do not let a charge of cowardice keep it back."

I have read the clauses which bear on this important matter
of the poor innocent Conservatives of Wiarton who were
deluded into signing a petition. I was told by another
gentleman that anybody who lived within a few miles of an
Indian reservation would have no difficulty in getting names
to a petition of this kind.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I have only one thing to
say more. The right of petition and the protection of Par-
liament against fraudulent petitions is of the utmost im-
portance to this House. The hon. gentleman has read a
letter, and bas not given the name; but ho las made him-
self responsible, in some degree, for the respectability of
that letter.

Mr. LANDERKIN. I do.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Well, that letter states

distinctly that the bookeeper of Mr. Kidd, stated that ho
had full authority from his master to sign that petition.
Mr. Kidd las sworn that he gave no authority, and did not
know anything about the petition. Now, Sir, it is neces-
sary to protect the right of petition, and alter the statement
of the hon. gentleman, it will be my duty to take steps to
bring this same bookeeper before the louse.

Mr. McNEILL. It has been alleged that the gentlemen
who got up this petition, which I presented, were employés
of the Govornment. That is quite untrue, it was a medical
gentleman who obtained the signatures.

Mr. LANDERKIN. Is ho not now in the employ of the
Governmen t ?

1r. McNEILL. Not that I kon of.
Mr. LANDERKIN. L1 lie not tha modical man to the

Indians up thero? Of course ho is.

Mr. McNEILL. The hon. gentleman has reminded me
of a fect which, in itself, was so insignificant that I had for-
gotten it; and further, that gentleman bas frequently
expressed his intention of giving up that place, becausO it
was valueless to him.

Mr. LANDERKIIN. I call on tho hon. gentleman to
retract bis first statement.

Mr. SPEAKER. Unless there is a personal explanation,
I cannot allow the rules of debate to be tran2gressod by
hon. gentlemen by speaking so often. The House is in
full possession of the facts. Tte hon. gentleman has
admitted that he had forgotten the fact.

THE STAFF OF TUE HOUSE.

Mr. SPEAKER. I have the honor to submit for the con-
sideration of the louse a series of resolutions accompanied
by certain schedules adopted by the Commissioners of
laternai Economy of the IHouse of Commons, providing for
the better qualifioation and arrangement of the salaries and
staff of the flouse.

CHI[NESE IMMIGRATION.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I move that on Monday
the House will resolve itself into a Committee of the Whole
to consider certain resolutions regarding the immigration
of Chinamen.

313

ADULTERATION OF FOOD ETC.-REfUNERATION
TO ANiYiSTS.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved that the House resolve
itself into Committee of the Whole on Monday next to
consider the following resolution:-

That it is expedient to provide that the Governor la onnoli may
cause such remuneration as he deems proper to be paid te the analysti
to be appointed under the Bill now before the House, intituled : "lAu
Act respecting the Adulteration of Food, Druges and Agricultural Fer-
tilisers; " and such remuneration, whether by fees or salary, or partly
in one way and partly in the other, may be paid to euch analysta out of
any auras voted by Parliament for tht purposes of the Act.

HARBOR COMMISSIONERS OF THREE RIVERS-
GOVERNMENT LOAN.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved that the House resolve
itself into Committee of the Whole on Monday neit to con-
sider the following resolution:-

That it Is expedient to provide that the Governor In Connell may
authorise the raising by way of loan, in the manner prescribed by the
Act 35 Vie., cbap. 6, as amended by 38 Vit , chap. 4, of a um of
money not exoeeding eighty-two thousand dollar, at a rate of interest
net exceeding four per cent. per annum, and to advance out of the anm
se raised te the Harbor Oommissioners of Three Rivera, on thoir bonds
as such, bearing interest at four per centum per annum, and beling a trot
charge on their income from tolls and other revenues, such Oum of money
as may be required to redeem the outstanding debentures of the com-
missioners and interest accrued thereon, and for the payments to be made
on account of their works now under contract; such advances te be made
under the approval of the Governor In Council, on the report of the
Minister of Public Workg.

THE DISTURBANCE IN THE NORTH-WEST.
Mr. BLAKE. Are the papers which were laid on the

Table yesterday bearing on the North.West troubles all the
papers which the Government intend to submit ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No, there are some addi-
tional papers being prepared and some daily arriving, which
will be laid on the Table as they are ready from time to time,

HEALTH OF THE FINANCE MINISTER.

Mr. McGREEVY. Beforo the Orders of the Day are
called, I would liko to ask the Govornment whether there i
any truth in the rumor-and, I am sure, the country will
be delightod if it be true-that the Governmont have infoar.
-mation as to the improved health of the Finance Minister.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I am glad to say tho
rumor is true. A successful operation bas been performed,
and ho bas been relioved of the stone; and ho is mont likoly
to be restored to perfoot health.

THIRD READINGS.
Bill (No. 113) respecting proofs of entries in books of

accounts kept by officers of the Crown.-(Mr. Chapleau.)
Bill (No. 122) respecting agrieultural fertilisers.-(Mr.

Chapleau.)
LAND GRANTS TO RAILWAYS IN THE NORTH-

WEST.
House again resolved itself into committee on resolutions

(p. 2440) to authorise grants of Dominion lands to railway
companies in the North-West.

(In the Committee.)
On resolation 2 (Manitoba South-Western Colonidation

Railway Company).
Mr. HESSON. Carried.
Mr. BLAKE. No ; not yet. The hon. member for North

Perth is very anxious to have this carried withoutknowing
anything about the matter. I would ask whother the hon.
member has read any of the papers upon the subject of this
railway ? I thought not. I agree with the hon. gentleman,
however, that this resolution sbould prevail, but I have
arrived at that conclusion from a porusali of the papers, anti
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I think it ought not to be carried without some discussion
and without some further information. Of course, the hon.
member for North Perth (Mr. Hesson), who has arrived at
the conclusion that this resolution should be carried, does
not need any further information, but I think the other
members of the committee are entitled to some further
information on the subject.

Mr. HESSON. You spoke yesterday for an hour and
a-half upon it.

Mr. BLAKE. The hon. gentleman thinks I spoke yester-
day upon the subject of the Manitoba South-Western Rail-
way. I was not fortunate enough to convey to the hon.
gentleman the subject upon which I was speaking, but he is
mistaken. I did not say one word about the Manitoba
South-Western Railway, nor did I touch upon the rosolution
iow proposed to the committee.

Mr. HESSON. You spoke generally on the resolutions.
Mr. BLAKE. I beg the hon, gentleman's pardon; I did

not speak generally on the resolutions. I spoke upon the
resolution which was passed through the committee last
night, and upon it atone, and I did not speak upon any
other topic embraced in these resolutions.

Mr. McCALLUM. Speak now thon.
Mr. BLAKE. Yes, I intend to speak now. The original

resolutions with reference to the Manitoba South-Western
Railway were of a character very different as to dates and
circumstances from those one would be led to beliove from
the statement of the First Minister when he answered me
in the general remarks I made upon the occasion of the
motion to go into committee. The hon. gentleman stated
that the original proposals on the subject of aid to branch
railways in the North-West were made at a time when
everything was couleur de rose, when the boom was on, when
it wis supposed that there was a very large profit to be had
in lands, and that the difficulties which had supervened
since that time and the changed policy of the Government
were due to the falling out of the bottom of the boom, to an
altered condition of things in that respect. That
may be the case with roference to some, or to
one, of the branch railway projects in the North-
West, but it is oertainly not the case with reference
to the Manitoba South-Western Railway, because the
proposal with reference to it was made as early as
December, 1879, and that was anterior to the period
at which the boom had been fostered under the impulses of
hon, gentlemen. On the 1st December, 1879, I find Mr.
Schultz, the present Senator Schultz, applies for the privi-
lege of a land grand of six miles on each side, purchasing it
at $1 an acre. At that time, the policy had been inaugur-
ated by hon. gentlemen of the establishment of belts of rail-
way land for 100 miles, I think, on each side of the Pacifie
Railway; and the fifth boit, boing a boit of fifty miles, was
on sale at $1 an acre, payable 10 per cent. down, and the
balance in nine annual instalments. On the 26th January,
1880, Senator Schultz applies for leave to buy 30,000 acres
in belt E, on behalf of the company; but, between the
prime meridian and the 14th township, he finds the land
had been taken up by those speculators to whom the hon.
gentleman's policy at that time gave favorable opportunities
of acquiring lands, not under conditions of settlement, by
paying a sum of 10c. an acre on account of them,
and therefore ho points out that ho is desirous to
select the land in the townships west of the 14th township,
and wants to deposit the cash in advance even of the oppor-
tunity of selection. On the 19th February, 1880, he asks to
buy in boit E, in the two ranges west of the existing survey,
and of which survey returns are now being made, and offers
at once to deposit $3,000, being the cash instalment on those
lands; and, on the 28th April, 1880, ho asks to be allowed

Mr. Bass.

to buy the 2,500, or if possible, 3,000, acres a mile along the
line of the extension chartered that Session, and declares
that, when the Government indicates the quantity of land
they will allow, the company will show the exact location.
That was the condition of things, briefly stated, so far as
appears from this correspondence, with reference to the
Manitoba South.Western Railway, up to the period at which
the Deputy Minister reported to Council upon the general
question of what the railway policy of the Government
should be in this regard. That report was made on the
22nd June, 1880, and it reports an application made by the
Souris and Rocky Mountain Railway Company to buy rail-
way lands near their line at 81 an acre. It reports that the
officer has given much consideration to the question. The
statement made is:

"The undersigned has given much consideration to the subject of
affording direct encouragement to companies willing to undertake the
construction of second class or colonisation railways throughout the
North-West Territories, by making a sale if lands along the line of such
railway, at such a price as would afford a fair margin of profit to the
company upon the sale of suchland by it on the building of the railway
being assessed ; and he is of opinion, as regards the application in
question, that the ternis hereinafter suggested are such as will commend
themselves as in the public interest, besides which he is given to
understand by Mr. William Bannerman, M.P., acting on behalf of the
railway company mentioned, that the sane will be acceptable to the
company. The undersigned therefore recommends the following to the
favorable consideration of the Council :

" 1. That Ihe gauge, grades, plans and location of said road shall be
submitted for the approval of the Government.

" 2 That, upon the Governmernt being satisfied that said company
will build the railway, the company may purchase all the railway lands
for Eix miles on each sile of the line for a dista nce of 50 miles along the
lino at the rate ot $1 per acre for sneh lands.

"3. The quantity of land which the company will be permitted to
purchase, as above, per mile, to be 3,810 acres.

I 4. The company to pay in cash for such lands at the time of pur-
chase.

"5. The company te reimburse the Government the cost of survey of
the lands purchased by it, the average rate teobe obtained by averaging
the cost of survey of the several townships on each side of the line of
railway for each 50 miles independently.

"6. The company to build sach 50 miles of its road within one year
after the Canadian Pacific Railway shall have been completed to the
proposed point of junction of the company's lino with the said railway.

I7. On completion of the 50 miles in accordance with the next pre-
ceding paragraph, the company to be allowed te purchase the railway
lands within the said belt of six miles for a second stretch of 50 miles
along the line."

A.nd so on, on the understanding that 50 miles a year at
least shall be completed. The provision is made that the
purchase of railway lands along the first 50 miles will com-
mence at the outer limit of the five mile belt along the
Canadian Pacifie Railway, that is to say, the company will
not be allowed to purchase any railway lands in the five
mile belt. Thon,

In the event of the company not building a given 50 miles in any one
year, tbe Government te have the right te cancel this agreement so far
as relates te the portion of such 50 miles not completed.'

Thon there is a provision for the case of squattèrs, and for
organisation, and then the officer recommends:

" That the above provision be extended te the South Saskatchewan
Valley Railway Company, alse chartered during the recent Session of
Parliament. An application of a similar nature te that made on behalf
of the Souris and Rocky Mountain Railway Company having been pre-
ferred by Dr. Schultz, M. P., as representing the ManitobaSouth-Western
Colonisation Railway Company, the undersigned recommends that the
sane be dealt with on the sane basis hereinafter proposed, the only
exception being :

" (a ) That the Manitoba Soutb-Western Colonisation Railway Com-
pany wiLl be required te have 50 miles of its road in operation in the
course of the year 1881 ; and

" (b ) That the sale of lands along this company's line at $1 per
acre shall commence from the westerly limit of the Province of Mani-
toba."

That was the proposal which the officer made and that pro-
posal was submittel by the direction of C ouncil to two
Ministers, the Minister of the Interior-the present First
Minister-and the Minister of PRailways, and they, on the
26th June, report upon it as follows:-
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" The under3igned, to whom this subje at of sale or disposition of landswero extremoly serions to the Nerth-West. Numbera of

in the North-West in aid of colonisation railways has been referred, beg o r
leave to report that they concur in the recommendation of the Deputy came intothat country and located in varions parts,
Minister of the Interior and submit the same for the favorable consider- pon the strength, flrst ef ai, of the original location of the
ation of Oouncil." Canadian Pacifie Railway by the way of the Yollow flad
And upon that, the Conneil o:dered that. Now, the hon. Pass, and aftrwards upgn tho knowlodgo that a lino protty
gentleman, alluding to the faectwhich is now too well known, mach upon thut location frei the point cf.janction with a
which he acknowledgod to be well known, that the Manitoba more southerly route of tho miin lino, was projeed by the
South-Western Colonisation Company is at present owned Canadian Pacifie Bsilway te the sonth ef f1anitoba, upou
and controlled by the Canadian Pacifie Railway, answered the Iaith ot'tho propostals, the arrangements, the
my statement with reference to the Canadian Pacific Rail- charter for this Manitoba Southeru Colonisation Com.
way Company's relations to the branch linos of the North- paUy that we now have boro us, and afterwards for the
West, by saying that it was quite true that that company tanadian Pacifie Railway Corpany's rival proposai for
did contempiate building branch linos, but that it was also a south-oastorn road of its own. But these expoctatiens
absolutely necessary they should build the main linoeof thoir which wor:ised by the Manitoba Suth-Eastorn arrange-
railway before they built the branch linos, and that there- monts, and by the (anadian Pacifie Railway Company's
fore their operations in the way of branch lino building were proposais, were ai, so fur as thoy involved an extended area
necessarily deferred. Such was not the statement made upon Of branch lino construction in the North-West, doorned te
the occasion of the debate upon the Canadian Pacific Rail- disappointment. Thoy wore net carriod eut, and the result
way; such was not the policy of the Canadian Pacifie Rail- was, net meroly that the dovoVpmcnt of tho country was
way Company itself. Their policy was to build branch linos checked and thwarted, but that a serions wrong was don
before they had completed thoir main lino through theentire to a large number of persons who Bettlod upon the solo
portion of the prairie section up to the Rocky Mountains. ground and oxpoctation of theso announoed and publishcd
On the 4th September, 1881, a meeting of the board of thepolicios being carried ont in accordance with the annouace-
Canadian Pacifie Railway Company was held at Winnipeg, monts, and who fonnd themselves disappointcd, who fonnd
and the results of the meeting were published. That was thomselvos injnrod, who found thomselves unable te obtain
not the earliest statement of' theirs, becauso, even before that settlement in thoir immediate noîghborhoci which
that, they had made an application to the Government to they had expected, and who found it almeet hopeless te
reserve lands along-I cannot exactly remember the mile- raide grain upon their farme, bocause they could net dispose
age, but I think some 1,200 or 1,500 miles of branch rail-cf it, and conld net get to markt tho grain they had. And
ways which they had projected and had sent in an approxi- tint was tie condition cf things which could net but redound
mate location of these linos with a view to the reservation uniavorably te tbe prospects cf tho conntry, redeund more
of lands, and had indicated their intention to go on with uufavorably than if thore md been ne settlern n that
them. On the 4th September, 1881, certain resolutions were particular locality with suci results. 1 have time and again
reached by the board and-were published in the newspapers: stated te the buse that in my opinion the moat satisfactory

"1. To proceed with line to Calgary. evidence which yen can offer to tho world and upon which.
"2. To build line from Winnipeg to Portage la Prairie, direct Loca- yen can hope te get a settlemont thera la the statement cf

tion at once. bthose whe are there as te the resnîts of their going in; and
"3. South-west branch line, Winnipeg to Pembina Mountains, located.wien yeu find statements made by tie settiers of disap-

Immediate construction ordered. . pointment,ef its being uscless for themate continue te raiso
"4. Branch line resolved on to be called theAssiniboine Branch, leav-

ing main lins about 20 miles east of Brandon, going north-west towards grain, suci statements as thon were made with reference te
Littie Saskatchewan, Fort Ellice, Riding Mountain and Touchwood that most favorably circumstanced portion of Our North-
lills. Location and survey ordered immediately.

" 5, Branch line determined to be constructed from Grand Forks of theWt demin, tic lthansth-wesn, prtbui
Qu'Appelle, north-westerly, passing to the southward of Battleford, to
be called a 8aekatchewan Branch. Resolved to proceed at once with ihat there le a check te develepmnt which it requires years
survey and location, with a view to immediate construction. ver. Now, 1 make these observations becanso Par-

"6. Also decided to construct a branch te be called the 8ouris Branch,tgt
to co'nmence near Brandon, going south-westerly in the direction of
SDuris River and Turtle Mountain District, to within 24 miles of posais made te Parliamont for the develepment cf the
the international boandary, then westward to the 104tb meridian, par-North.West by railways, which bas been donc hitherte by
allel to boundary; immediate survey and location ordered. Executive action, bocausa wo have net Iithorto had the

Now, Sir, that was the formal decision of the Canadian parlianentary proposaIs made and stibmitted for our con-
Pacifie Railway Company as to the immediate operations in sideration as legislators. I signalise the ,înfortunatc resuits
the way of constructing branch linos, which it gave to the which have aready talen placa frein FÀxecutive action cf
public on the 4th September, 1881. We are now very eue kind or another as indicating tic importunce ef themo
nearly arrived at September, 1885, and I point to tho fact matters, whioh arc vital te that country, being submittod,
that the company, at a time when it was not proposed te upon some intelligible and well con8idered plan, te tie
construet the main lino fron Callander to the Pacific Ocean consideration of the people's repcentatives, a settlod
in a period short of ton years from the giving of the contract policy based apon such plan boing aioptod bore instead ef
in 1880, were contemplating, and wisely contemplating, tho course bcing pursuod, whieh was pursued, cf Exeutivo
if their contemplation was serions, if they really intended action, nuder wide and general parliamentary powers,
what they proposed, the immediate construction of branchand, 1 regret te say, rash, vacillating, ill-considored,
linos through the Province of Manitoba to the North-West unhappy Executive action, ai hasbeen demonstrated frein
Territory-I say, Sir, that that policy, if that was their those p4ers..Now, Sir, we find that the Canadian Pacifie
policy, was altered afterwards, and altered upon arrange- Railway Company came eut as a rival te tic Manitoba
ments made botween thema and tie Administration of the Souti-Western. Tic hon. gentleman said it was net hostile
day by which they determined to employ such portion of teManitoba South-Western. focs tic hon. gentleman
their resources as were to remain after the purchase of east- remembor tic iistory cf tic bonus tint the peoplof Win-
ern extensions and the application of a lot of money, another nipeg were about te vote te the Manitoba Sonth-Weitern
transaction to which I will not at present allude-[ say toRailway? J)es ho remember the sudden visit by a special
put all their remaining resources into the immediate con- train frei St. Paul cf the autherities cf tic Canadian Pacifie
btruction and completion of the main lino from ocean toRailway te t wn of Winnipeg te prevent tiat bonus of
ocea, to the prjudice of the scherne of branch lines. Now $200,000 b:inggranted? Doeshert

the onsquece f tat oliy, ad tat hane o poi settnlne rs meinthat couy notd in ariouspArts
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does he remember that that was immediately followed by au
application from themselves that they should have that
bonus with reference to certain conditions which they
intended to fulfil to the people of Winnipeg if they would
give $200,000 of their money in addition to their published
subsidies, and which otherwise they would not fulfil ? There
was, I maintain, a condition of marked bostility on the part
of that railway compay to the Manitoba South-Western,
a condition of marked hostility which, followed up, aided
and abetted as it was by the Government, resulted in a
thwarting of that scheme in those early days when, but for
that course, it would have been completed long ago, to the
great advantage of the locality which it was par-
ticularly designed to serve, and of the whole
Province of Manitoba and of Canada at large. I
have pointed out to you that, as early as 1879 and 1880,
Dr.SChultz, the original applicant and reprosentative of the
company, was pressing to be allowed to buy some land.
Bis demand was reasonable. IHle wanted to buy land on the
same terms as the public wore allowed to buy it, without
any condition of settlement, to the extent of 3,800 acres per
mile. le pointed out that speculators were getting in
before him, that they were buying the land and paying 10c.
per acre down, that the land, the value of which was going
to be enhanced by the railway, was being bought up by
speculators, and he asked the Government to be allowed to
deposit $3,000 to secure the odd sections along the line, so
that the company might have the benefit instead of specu-
lators. But he found difficulties and delays in obtaining
concessions of this kind, which resulted, of course, in creat-
ing difficulties for the company. Then the Government
came, in June, 1880, to the general conclusion to which I
have already referred. And thon commences a correspon-
dence as to the station grounds and as to the timber, and
some difficulty existed with respect to the station grounds
and the timber to be used for the construction of the rail-
way. On 24th September, 1880, Dr. Schultz writes as to
the purchase of railway lands. He says the company
will very early be in a position to complote 100 miles
west from Winnipeg, and ho points out that the quantity
will be 2,768,000 acres, and they will be prepared
to pay therefor shorty by the close of the current year.
That is the close of 1880. He asks whether the Govern-
ment is in a position to carry out their arrangement. iHe
then, on 27th September, 1880, writes to the Government
again with respect to Victoria Park, a proporty which the
railway company desires to acquire some rights over as a
station ground and so forth in Winnipeg; and he also men-
tions that negotiations with a London syndicate, to which
he alluded in a former letter, are about being closed. On
24th September, 1880, he applies for liberty to purchase
Government lands between Winnipeg and Rock Lake for
five miles on each side of the railway; and ho states then
that the contract has been lot, and the company is anxious
to complete the purchase at once. On 13th August, 1880,
the Minister of Public Works who was thon acting Minister
of Railways wrote to Dr. Schultz, stating that the letter
with map of the location from Winnipeg to Rock Lake was
received. le points out that under the Order in Council
the location with plans would be required, but he says:
"I may say, however, having mentioned the matter to
several of my colleagues, I am under the impression that a
Seneral description of either of those lines would
e acceptable to the Government." Then on Octo-

ber 6th, 1880, the secretary of the company tele-
graphs to say that a map showing the location will be
sent to the Department at the earliest moment;
and the Deputy Minister replied on the same day that it
was important they should know at once the probable time
that the maps would arrive. On October 14th Young says
the exact location will be sent, and the map is in the office
of the Minister of Railways. He points out that the outlines
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of the country are broken and it would take some time to
obtain a minute survey. I need hardly say, Mr. Chairman,
that the main point to be decided at that time, it appearing
that the road was practicable, was, that general location
would be acceptable. Upon that the Minister of Public
Works bas decided that either of the two general lines that
were laid down on the map of the territory would be accept-
able to the Government. Thon Young declares on 4th
November, 1880, that a verbal assurance had been given by
the Government, he understood in London, to Madison
& Co. for the lands, 3,840 acres per mile for that
part constructed in Manitoba; that the contract for the con-
struction of 119 miles was made; and ho asks whether the
double belt is to begin at the western limit of Manitoba.
The committee will sec that it was arranged from the begin-
ning that the company should get the land grant outside
of the western limit of old Manitoba inasmuch
as a large portion was to be earned inside Manitoba
and it was necessary there should be a double
bolt in order to enable the company to obtain
the land grant for the mileage inside of the portion
of the territory and outside the Province; and the secre-
tary asks wbether the double belt is to commence at the
western limit. All this was going on with the apparent
acceptance of the Government of the project, the Govern-
ment acceeding to the views of the company; but a change
took place very soon afterwards, not long after the Canadian
Pacifie Railway contract was lot. Up to a period shortly
after the letting of that contract there seems to
be no difficulty in regard to the Manitoba South-
Western Colonisation Railway Company; but very
soon afterwards it appeared that the Canadian
Pacifie Railway was desirous of crushing out the
company in one way or other, and then difficulties
occurred, resulting in a postponement, an apparently indefi-
nite postponoment, of the work. On 4th November, 1880,
the secretary wrote to the Government that the company
is now able to go on rapidly, and he sent in evidence the
mortgage trust deed to trustees to secure, by a mortgage of
the enterprise, the repayment of the bonds which were to
bo executed for the construction of the road. I may say,
however, that a copy of the deed just referred to in this
correspondence is not brought down with the papers, and I
think it should have been. Ho also encloses a contract for
119 miles of railway, and he states that the work is going
on and that several miles are graded. That is as long ago
as 4th November, 1880. le adverts to the fact that passen-
ger and freight stations which were being built in Winni-
peg, under arrangements with the municipality, were
nearly completed, and arrangements as to the right of way
were being pushed. On the following day, 5th November,
1880, Young refers to Dr. Schultz's letter of 24th Septem-
ber, and says the board are now prepared to buy, according
to the arrangement of 23rd June, 1880, 3,840 acres per
mile for 59 miles and pay 81 per acre cash for it. Then
you find almost immediately the first evidence of conflict.
lu November, 1880, tbe Crown timber agent writes that
conflicts have occurred between the agents of the Canadian
Pacifie Railway and the Manitoba South-Western, each
claiming to take timber off the same land, and he wants to
know what is to be done to settle the difficulty ; and some
instructions are given him upon the subject. On 29th
November, 1880, the secrotary telegraphs to Mr. Dennis
that the location and grades will be furnished in a few days,
and he asks whether Sooble's report, which had been sent
the secretary from Dennis, had been receive4. On
the 27th he asks him to open Scoble's report.
That report was sent on 24th December, 1880, by
Scoble to Dennis, and it is brought down in the papers.
It gave a very full report of the character of the country
traversed upon this location and the practicability of the
looation he arrived at. On the 14th of ,Deember, 1880,
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Mr. Young writes to Mr. Dennis, sending the plan of loca-
tion prepared by Mr. Scoble, and on the 17th January, 1881,
Mr. Dennis reports the map of the lands, on which is
shown to the eat of the limit, between the 23rd and 24th
ranges, the lands which would fall to the Manitoba South
Western Colonisation Railway at the rate of 3,840
acres per mile, and to the west of the limit,between the 23rd and 24th ranges, the sections
which would fall to the company at the rate
of 6,000 acres to the mile. Ie reports that a promise had
been made to Dr. Schultz that the sale of 3,840 acres por
mile to the company should be considered as for the whole
lino, and that the company should take the acreage ropre.
senting the mileage within the Province at some point
further west; and he adverts to a letter which he had
written, by authority, to Dr. Schultz at the time when Mr.
Codd, the company's agent, was going to England to make
financial arrangements. He says that the question was
then whether the Minister would allow the company to
commence at the xisting western boundary of the Province
of Manitoba, at the rate of 6,000 per mile, and permit them
to acquire the additional acreage elsewhere, or whether ho
would restrict them to the existing arrangement. There
you find the actual arrangement of the map showing the
Manitoba South-Western land, and we find that such a map
was actually issued from the Department. We know that
it went to a limited extent into circulation, and having gone
into circulation it was recalled, and recalled because the
Canadian Pacific Railway Company had decided to build a
lins over this same territory, and they wanted to get
hold of these lands, and thus it was that the thwarting
process went on. Thon, on the 15th March, 1881, the
First Minister refers to an Order in Council of 1880
and to an application made by the Manitoba SouLh-
Western to increase their acreage to 6,400, and ho pro.
poses the cancellation of the former Order in Council,
and that the company should be allowed 6,400 acres per
mile of their lins from Winnipeg to a point in the vicinity
of the Roche Percée on the Souris River; that the lands to
be sold to the company-the estimated length of the rail-
way being 312 miles-comprising in ail 1,996,800 acres
were to be disposed of in two separate transactions-.3,840
acres on the western boundary of the Province to the term-
ination of the railway. The company were to pay one-
third of the purchase money in cash, and the balance in
two equal instalments, and the order was made accordingly.
Thon we find that Dr. Schultz asks for the privilege of pay-
ment in ton annual instalments, and that it should be
de emed necessary to alter the usual conditions of sales by
the Gavernment, no greater change would be made than
the payment on one-fifth in cash and the remainder in four
annual instalments with interest. This ho says would leave
the company free to push their work rapidly with their
present financial arrangements, and enable them to build
the road faster. On the 13th June, 1881, an Order in
Council was passed reserving some of the lands.
In October, 1881, there appears to have been a location for
58 miles laid before the Government. But a difficulty
existed in the city of Winnipeg. The location crossed the
track of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company and
that company objected-I am not in a position to
say, unreasonably-perhaps it was not unreasonable
-I know nothing about it-but, in consequence of
the location of the road at the commencement,
the whole location was disapproved. An amended location
was put in, on the 3rd November, 1881, and after corres-
pondence and interviews with Mr.William Macdougall, Q.C.,
as agent of the company, arrangements were made by
which at a cost to the company of $100,000, for the work
they had uselessly done on the other location, the location
was ohangsd, and this location was agreed upon. Now
there is the state of things as it existed at that time. Then

other influences came into play to which the hon. gentle-
man alladed. He said there wa an unhappy dispute on
the board-a difficulty which obstructed things. Well, of
course, we know something of that, and what was the real
reason at the bottom of that difficulty ? There were two rival
parties wanting to get control of the railway, one being the
greater interest, and the other the original promoters or
those who were acting in their interest, and
there was difficulty about that. Now, as long
ago as 1871, according to this roturn, settlers came
into one of the counties in the region which was to bo
traversed, or partly served, by this railway, and in 1880
they gave a bonus of $100,000 on certain conditions as to
location, and there are petitions and prayers for consider-
ation by the ratepayers of that municipality as to what
should be done, as there wore with reference to another
county at a Inter date. Ultimately it was made plain that
the company had been unable to obtain approval of its
grant. The location was approved for 58 miles, but they
novor were able to get a declaration from the Governmont
that the grant was made. They struggled on, and they
managed to complote the 58 miles, but finding a dead weight
of pressure upon thom which thoy could not got off, finding
that thoy could not got the lands for the further con-
struction of the road approved, finding that thoy could not
mako progress, that in fact the groater power was hostile
to them and could prevail over them at headquartors, they
ultimately sold out, and the Canadian Pacifie Railway
Company acquired control of the enterprise. In the mean-
tine the Canadian Pacifie Railway had itself started an
entorprise dcsigned to sorve-though not exactly in the
saine lino ail through, but dosigned in its prolongation to
serve the same country-its south-western brancb. On the
8th of May, 1S81, the great railway company having got
control of the small one, proposais are made for
extensions of accommodation, and here we got a
condition made with roference to this railway that is not
made with reference to any of the other railways
and to which I call the particular attention of the commit-
tee, as requiring explanation. It is universally concoded, 1
believe, that the territory of South-Western Manitoba is on
the whole, one of the most favorable sections of country in
the North-West, and the proposai which was made when
the enterprise got into the hands of the Canadian Pacific
Railway, was that the land grant should consist of lands al
fairly fit for settlemont. The general Order in Council had
not been of that character. Tho grants to nons of the
other railways at any time proposed, were of that character.
Ail the grants, so far as I know, have been on the lands as
they came in the five mile boit on each side, or the six mile
bot, as the case might be. That has been the universal
practice also with reference to the United States subsidies
to railways, so far as I know. The railway company took
the good and the bad, the rough and the smooth ; it took
its chances with the Governmont and the country, and that
was the policy of'the Government with reforence to ail
railways except the Canadian Pacific Railway itself, to
whom it had given the right that those lands should bb
fairly fit for settlement. But so soon as the Canadian Pacifie
Railway Company had adopted this child, they made
the same demand in favor of the infant that they had made
for: themselves, and that demand the Government concedod
that the land grant to them should be exclusivoly of land
fit for settlement, although that proposai is not made with
reference to the others. The proposal was made as I have
said, on the 8th May, 1884, providing that the time shall
be extended for the payment of the 960,000 acres of land
which is to be fairly fit for settlement. On the 25th of
April, 1884, the new organisation, under the auspices of
the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company, communicates to
the Government that they have been unable to make the
necessary financial arrangements to eale them to pro.
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coed with the construction of the road, on the existing
arrangement, and they ask for a modification with a view
to strengthen their financial position, and that
instead of paying for the lands in advance the pay-
ment shall be postponed until the company are
required to give title to settlers or purchasers.
ln all 960,000 acres, to be paid for as they are sold by the
company, On the 30th of April the Government passed an
Order in Council agreeing to the condition that the lands
shall be paid for by the company as they are sold within
the limit of seven years; so that the company would have
that period within which to sell its lands and pay the money
to the Government. It provides also that the lands should
be fairly fit for settlement. The argument of the company
was: 58 miles of the road are constructed; they were con-
structed by the old company witbout the benefit of a
land grant, though with the promise of a land grant; we
now require that you will give us 6,400 acres for the whole
distance at 81 an acre and the price of survey, and a lati-
tude of payment, and upon those terms we agree to go on.
But, subsequently, they declare that a new arrangement
will have to be made. On the 27th of September, 1884, Mr.
Van Horne, the president of the company, writes that not-
withstanding the advantages accorded to them, they found
it impossible to procure the necessary means for the con-
struction of the railway; and ho says:

" As to the question of modifying the manner in which the Govern-
ment should assist the company in order to ensure the construction of
an additional 100 miles of railway during the next season, the board
consider that that result could only be made certain by a free grant of
the lands applicable to the line already constructed, and the substitu-
tion of a Enbsidy in money for a grant of land, say in the proportion of
$1 per acre, in respect of the road to be constructed."

Their statement is: You must give us a free grant of
6,400 acres a mile for the 58 miles already built, althougb
they were built under no such promise, but under the pro.
mise of a sale at $1 an acre, and for the rest you must give
us a money bonus of $6,400 a mile for every mile we build.
They say:

" This would be much less than the value of the lands themselves: but
statements from Canada, disseminated broadcast through the Empire,
though probably not here implicitly believed, necessarily destroy their
value as a security; and the sum mentioned, which represents lesa than
balf the value of the lands, would be more effectuai in furthering the con-
struction of the railway than a free grant of the lands themselves. With
such a subvention in money the company would undertake to complete
the required ICO miles during the season of 1885. But I have further to
state that if the Government could make a free grant of the whole of
the lands, applicable to the entire line constructed and to be con-
structed, of a quality suitable for settlement, and accessible to railway
communication, the company would make a further effort this autumn to
raise the necessary funds for proceeding with the railway; and though
not sanguine of the reault, they would use every means in their power
to attain that object."

There is the statement of Mr. Van Horne, the president of
the company. He says: We will assure you that we will
make a further effort this autumn to raise the necessary
funds for proceeding with the railway if you give us 6,400
acres a mile free for the 58 miles already built, and $6,400
in cash per mile for the 100 miles we are to build ; but if
you will not do that, if you will give us 6,400 acres a mile
for what is built as well as for what is to be built, although
not sanguine of the result, we shahl make an endeavor this
fall to go on with the work. Upon that the Minister of
the Interior reports, recommending to Council the pro
posal. He pointe out the circumstances that there are
many settlers in Southern Manitoba and their condition ;
he points out the modification of the grant, and ho recom.
mends that 6,400 acres per mile of land fairly fit
for settlement be given for the whole lino; but ho
also points out, which was no doubt the fact, that
the practical result of that operation was to give
6,400 miles of land fit for settlement along the
line of railway as a bonus for what had been construoted.
That is equivaient to 60 pr oent, more than 6,400 aores per
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mile for what is teobe built or 9,600 acres per mile for the
line still to be constructed. Having so decided, as the
Council approved of the proposal of the Minister, on the 7th
of October, 1884, Mr. Drinkwater, Secretary of the Cana-
dian Pacifie Railway Company writes that Mr. Stephen had
left for England, and wanted an investigation of the lands
to be made so that it might be ascertained what lands were
fairly fit for settlement, and so that lands enough might be
taken up. There is an arrangement made, therefore, for an
examination of the lands by a board appointed, so that it
may be specified what lands belong to the company. I
think under these circumstances, when the company itself
declares that with 9,600 acres a mile of land fairly fit for
settlement along their whole railway, freely given as a sub-
sidy, they will strive, although not sanguine of success, to
make arrangements with capitalists in England last fali,
when you find the papers disclose that the land was taken
up in order to carry out these arrangements, when
you find the statement that Mr. Stephen went to
England in the fall, and was dealing with this
question, it is extraordinary that the Government be-
fore coming down this Session to propose this free grant of
9,600 acres a mile for the lino to be built, should not have
obtained some further evidence of the results of those
negotiations last fall. All the evidence we have is the
statement of Mr. Van Horne, that they did not succeed. I
think we ought to have some other information. We know
there have been nogotiations, but what they have been we
do not know. We know there have been negotiations with
the people in that territory for a long time. There was a
deputation from the settlers sent to Ottawa, and that
deputation met the Minister of Railways and made a pro-
posal that some 25 or 30 miles of the original Manitoba
South-Western Railway should be built, and that the rest uf
the mileage to be constructed should belong to the Canadian
Pacifie Railway South-Western ; and it is reported in the
newspapers that Mr. Stephen wrote a letter that he had no
objection to that arrangement provided the Canadian
Pacifie Railway South-Western received a proportion of the
land grant, and that ho believed the bonus or subsidy could
be changed, but about that we have no information. The
people of southern Manitoba have been greatly disappointed
by the failure of the construction of either of these railways
an)d disappointed by the action of the Government in with.
drawing from homestead and pre-emption a vast block
of thoir territory at a moment's notice, and thon offer-
ing it for sale without conditions of settlement.
They have been exposed to many disappointments. I think
it is the duty of Parliament when a proposal is made for at
length realising those expectations which, since the year
1879, they have been indulging in, at length realising that
hope deferred which has made their hearts sick so long-it
is the duty of Parliament to ask the Ministry of the day for
such proofs as they have, and, if they have not, for the
reason why they have not obtained such proofs of the
stability and soundness of the present plan, and more par-
ticularly when the only evidence the Administration lays
before us is the statement of the president of the company
that he is not at all sanguine that he will be able to succeed
on the proposal under discussion. I ask therofore for infor-.
mation, and shall rejoice tò know if the Goverument has
received formal assurances from the Canadian Pacifie Rail-
way and the Manitoba and South-Western that they are
prepared to succeed. I am not sure about it, because there
is one other piece of evidence, and that is the letter of Mr.
Stephen, laid on the Table and bearing date 18th March, in
which he says, on condition of the Government acced-
ing to the large proposals ha laid before them
in that letter, and which the Government did
not acceed to, the company would be able, ho
believed, to make arrangements for the completion of
the Manitoba and South-WesternRailway which is so much
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wanted. Therefore, aceording to Mr. Stephen's view on
the 18th March, they required greater financial backing,
some other arrangement than the free grant of land which
was proposed in October, 1884, and which is now proposed
to us to enable the Canadian Pacific Railway to assure us
the Manitoba and South-Western road will be built, because,
Mr. Stephen says, if you make this large financial arrange-
ment proposed, I think I can say the Manitoba and South-
Western would be built. That shows that, in his opinion,
on the 18th March, it required a groater prop than the hon.
gentleman's proposal, and it would not stand alone. I am
very sorry to think not, because the Manitoba and South-
Western is not an expensive line to build. It is true it is
not an absolutely prairie line, true, if you read the report
of Mr. Schofield, there is a good deal of broken land, but,
upon the whole, it is not an expensive lino to build, and we
know how cheap all railway construction and material have
been for some time past. We know that the last two years
have been the cheapest years for railway construction
known in the history of America. Therefore, to say that a
free grant of 9,600 acres of land, every acre of it fairly
fit for settlement, along the line of the South-Western
and Manitoba road, is not sufficient financial backing to
enable the railway to be constructed, is something whioh
surprises me to find stated by Mr. Stephen in his letter.
We ought to grapple with the question. I am very muach
disposed to the view that in this question of branch line
generally we should have proof that the proposal is ade.
quate to the object in view, and I think the hon. gentleman
will agree that the history I have given and the statements
I have read of the president of the Manitoba South-Western
lRoad and the president of the C.mnadian Pacific Railway
upon the prospects are such as to justify me in asking
further information on that subject.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The speech of the hon.
gentleman certainly contains an interesting history of the
avents connected with the commencement of the Manitoba
South-Western Railway, and of the various attempts of the
Government to aid in its early construction, but I do not
see it is particularly relevant to the motion before the
Chair, which is to authorise the Government to make par.
ticular grants of land to this in common with other rail-
ways. The hon, gentleman, however, has made a micro-
scopic review of all the Orders in Council, of all the papers
tbat were laid on the Table. Many things have happened snae
the firIst discussion of this subject, since the first communi-
cation with the gentlemen of the Manibtoba and South-Western
Railway Company, which was promoted by Senator Schultz.
At that time, in 1879, Senator Schultz made the statement,
I believe, that with the assistance given him he could build
the road. He was however disappointed, and again andi
again applications were made to the Government for ex-
tended powers, and assistance and aid. Dr. Schultz, no
doubt, truly believed he had made arrangements with cer-1
tain brokers in England, certain money brokers, Mason &k
Co., and perhaps also in New York, for the construction ofi
the road. As avents proved, he was however mistaken ink
all this. Neither his correspondents in New York nor his(
correspondents in London could materially help him. He1
was disappointed in what were, I dare say, his reasonable1
expectations, that he would receive the necessary funds to
proceed with the railway. It is quite true thare was at first1
great difference of opinion as to the character of the north-f
western road under that charter. It was known that a great1
many American speculators took an interest in the lina. E
It was believed, in the old country especially, and believed
generally, that the efforts to bauild a line on condition of g
getting certain grants of land were made in concert with
certain railway influences, railway enterprises in the United
States, which were hostile to the construction of the Cana- 1
dian Pacific 1 ilway. That conviction was strengthened f

by various circumstances wbich have sprung up from time
to time, and there was a strong opinion, in which I myself
for a time shared, that this was going to be used for the
purpose of strangling the Canadian enterprise. In that sus-
picion, no doubt, the Board of Directors of the Canadian
Pacific Railway strongly participated, very naturally,
because they believed that influence was golug to be used
for the purpose of strangling the Canadian enterprise. Then
the hon. gentleman says truly that I omitted, in making
rny remarks the other night, to say that there had been
early a hostile feeling in that regard. No doubt there was,
but it was not material to the argument, nor is it material
now. The hon, gentleman quoted the prospectus of the
Canadian Pacifie Railway in Soptember, 1881, in which they
declared it was their intention to build a series of branch
lines. We must look back to the general inflation in 1881
as in 1879 and 1880, which existed all over this country
with respect to railway construction -an inflation so great
that it has caused all the subsequent depression and strin-
gency in railway operations on this continent. It has
operated against the Canadian Paciflu Railvay, as it las
operated againt avory other railway enterprise, whether in
the hands of Dr. Schultz, or Mr. Stephen, or Mr. Andrew
Allan or anybody else. At that time, in 1881, the company
believed they would have no difficulty in building the main
line, and they ware naturally desirous to have as many
feeders to the main lin as possible. It was their interest,
it was also their duty to those who had invested in the
company as well as themselves, to encourage the laying
out of main linos, and thoy laid down a very inviting pro.
gramme as to the best mode of opening up the best sections
of the country by building braneh linos; but they knew
perfectly well, and we knew perfectly well, that no portion
of the funds from the proceds of land grants or
no portion of the money subsidy, 825,000,0U0, could
be appropriated to any one of these linos. The
whole proceeds of the subsidy and the sale of lands
must be and could orly be expeinded on the main lin,.
So, therefore, when the Canadian Pacific Raiway Company
published to the country that they intended to complote a
number of branch lines, they could only have meant, and
the country could only have understood, that, with thoir
influence and with the feasibility and the advantage of
these lines, and the prospect of a profit, they would bo able
to obtain the condance and support of capitalists in
Eerope to enable them to complote these branch lines.
Nobody could have supposed for a moment that any portion
of the subsidy to build the main lino would be appropriated
to the building of the branch lines. We know perfectly
well how completely that favorable picture faded, we know
the dissolving view that took place in consequence of this
reaction and in consequence of this railway depression.
There had arisen, as we all know, in England the most
violent, the most unprecedentod opposition to tha Canadian
Pacific Railway in the English market. No effort was
spared to decry the railway, to destroy its prospects, and,
in order to do so, to decry the value of the country, tbe
state of the country, the fertility of the country, the
climate of the country. It was attacked in every possible
way by the Grand Trunk interest in England. That proved
to be a very formidable opponent, in consequence of the
ramification of the immense quantity of stock and bonds
held in the English market, the number of persons,
from the poor man who lad a bond for $100, up to the mil-
lionaire, who were all interested ; and the whole stock
exchange had been using the different securities of the
Grand Trunk as a permanent means of speculation and of
çambling, the whole of the stock exchange and all the vast
proprietary of the Grand Trunk worked against this
Canadian Pacific Railway, aided by the st-u.jgest represen-
ations and misrepresentations from the United States and
from the varions railways running parallel, through the
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United States, with the Canadian Pacifie Railway, aided, I
mnst say, by the unpatriotic efforts made from Canada,
whicb were quoted largely as being evidence that could not
be controverted, that could not be disputed, that the line
would never pay, that a groat portion of the country
through which the Canadian Pacific Railway passed was
worthless for agricultural purposes. Al these representa-
tions, these unpatriotic representations which were used
unscrupulously, and exaggerated by the American influences
-for there was not an expression, sometimes an honest,
true expression of the opinion of a Canadian gentleman,
whether mistaken or unmistaken, adverse to that county,
but was republished, sent to England, exaggerated, used
with the most malignant purpose, with a view to destroy
the prospects of the Canadian Pacifie Railway and of the
great North-West of Canada-all these things combined
together, the influence of the great proprietary of the
Grand Trunk and the whole of the stock exchange il Eng.
land, almost as one man, and the influence of the rival
Pacific railways crossing the continent, who feared the
superiority of the Canadian Pacifie Railway when it was fin.
Ished, and the attacks which were made and quoted f rom
Canada, operated to destroy the fair prospects of the Cana.
dian Pacific Railway, to destroy its credit and its pres.
tige. It was driven off the British exchange; no bond
could be sold in England; it could not be quoted in the ex-
change lists in England; and it is wonderful that, under all
these adverse influences, under ail these fierce, malignant
and persistent attacks, that railroad should have, by the
energy of those who control its destinies, approDh now to
completion, and if they have not been able to carry out all
that they promised and all their expectations, it is no fault
of theirs. Certainly, it will be admitted by friend or by foe
of that enterprise, or of the gentlemen who control it, that,
whatever may be said of them, though they may be called
extravagant or rash, they cannot be called weak men or
timid men. They have acted with an enthusiam unparal.
leled in the history of railway enterprise, and they have
pushed that enterprise through at an enormous sacrifice to
themselves, and with the utter want of the expected hope,
the reasonable hope that we, the people of Canada, as well as
they, the railway managers, entertained that, with such
a promising enterprise, with such a magnificent country to
g o through, and with the very liberal and generous aid that
Parliament bas given them, that road would have been
built and there would have been a rush of investors to inest
in that great road, and that there would also have been a
strong desire to invest in the various branches running
through magnificent countries, connecting with that road
and acting as feeders to it, growing with its growth,
strengthening with its strength, giving and receiving
strength, and at the same time settling that country. Al
these fair promises were crushed, ail these expoctations
failed, because of these hostile influences, hostile influences
that men in Canada will regret, and which the gamblers on
the stock exchange, who have been endeavoring to ruin
this enterpriso will feel as a disappointment and a regret
that, instead of speculating and swopping jack-knives in
the way of bad securities with the Grand Trunk, they had
not, like sensible men and honest money brokers, had faith
in the Canadian Pacific Railway, and applied their ingenuity
and their f unds to its support. The hon. gentleman says
that the company ought to have built their railway across
the prairie, and that the expectation was-if I remember
his words, though I do not remember his language exactly
-that the company ought to have built the railway
across the prairies, and thon to have devoted their ener-
gies to the building of the branch lines. I know that
has been always the policy of the hon. gentleman; I know
ho always denounced the building of the railway to the
north of Lake Superior, and always oppose the extension
through the sea of mountains into British Columbia; I know
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that he was always anxious to confine the road to running
across the prairie. What would have been the fate of Can-
ada, what would have been the value of that railway to
Canada as a Canadian enterprise, if it had not been for the
construction of the Lake Superior Railway ? We would
have built a railway across the prairie to -run down and
connect at all convenient pointe with the United States
system of railways, and all the commerce extending from
the eastern slope of the Rocky Mountains would have been
carried along the Pacifie Railway, and safely delivered at
some point upon it, Brandon, or Portage la Prairie, or Win.
nipeg, and then it would have gone by the United States,
and all the money of the Canadas, and all the burden of
taxation that we have willingly encountered and accepted,
would have been applied for the settlement of that partiOn.
lar country certainly, but also to carry off ail the trade of
that country to the United States. I will say that I know
that originally the individual opinions of some of the con-
tractors of the Canadian Pacifie Railway were that it was a
great task that we were forcing upon them to build the
Lake Superior branch. I am at liberty to say that Mr.
George Stephen at first thought that might be postponed,
but ho has said to me that ho is now convinced that my
obstinacy, as ho calls it, in insisting upon the building of
the Lake Superior branch, was the salvation of that railway.
It would not be anything like what ho knows it will ho now,
If that portion of the railway had not been built it would not
have been a Canadian railway, it would not have served to
carry off the grain trade of the North-West through the
Provinces of Ontario and Quebec to Montreal; it would
have been simply an adjunet feeding the American railways.
And, Sir, what is the case now ? That railway being under
one management, having one set of servants, having one
description of cars, having the whole road from ocean to
ocean under one management, can carry at half-price-aye,
I may almost say, at quarter price-and without loss, the
products of the North-West to Montroal; whereas the other
railways not one of which bas control from the Pacifie
to the Atlantic, and ail of'which are obliged to pull, wilh
two or three, or four railways, are obliged to make local
and disadvantageous arrangements in order to have control,
or anything like control, of the traffic across the continent.
This single road, under a single management, must and will
compete successfully over ail other railways across this con-
tinent. I will not now allude to the political consequences,
and the advantages of building that road. Late events
have shown us that we are made one people by
that road, that that iron link has bound us together
in such a way that we stand superior to most
of the shafts of ill-fortune, that we can now
assemble together, at every point which may be
assailed, or may be in danger, the whole physical forces of
Canada by means of that great artery, against any foreign
foe or any internal insurrection or outbreak. The hon.
gentleman says that the Government has been rash, vacil-
lating and unhappy in their railway policy. Those expres-
sions are very strong, the expletives are very good in their
way, but they are rather inconsistent. Vacillating policy
is not generally a rash policy. Now, our policy has not
been rash, nor yet has it been vacillating. The hon.
gentleman used the expression that we were very rash, and
at the same ftime ho said we were rather too slow in the
arrangements made, in the granting of these varions appli-
cations of the Manitoba and South-Western Railway. We
proceeded cautiously, but we proceeded steadily, and there
was no vacillation in any way. We tried to encourage
ail these different railways in the hands of different pro-
moters, te the utmost extent that we safely could. We
granted what they wanted, and, as I said the other day, it
would be a profligate waste of the public lands and the pub-
lic moneys if we granted more than they themselves said
they required. When the companies, ful of hope in the
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thon circumstances of the English market, applied for 3,820
acres at $1 an acre, we said: Yes, you shall have it. They
said then that 3,820 acres a mile would be sufficient, but they
came afterwards and said: We find this will not help us ;
we have gone into the market but we cannot, on this secu-
rity, raise the money. They asked us to give them more,
and we gave them more at their request. They asked for
an extension of time for the payment of the 41 an acre
and we gave them what they asked. This was not rash.
ness, and this, at the same time, was not vacillation. To
be sure, we became more liberal in our grants; when they
showed us proof that our previous grants were insufficient,
we granted them what they wanted. Mr. Chairman, I am
free to say with the hon. gentleman, this Government is not
sanguine of the speedy success of all these railways. Why,
Sir, we have had several of them-we have had the Souris
road, we have had the North-Western road, we have had
the South-Western road, and others roads, still paper
roads-we have had them before us, and we have encour-
aged them all. We have looked at the list of those who
promoted these railway enterprises, and we know they are
respectable men, we know they are not mere shysters, to
use the Americanism, but that they are men, some
with more and some with less, means, but all mon
of character, and all, we believe, with an earnest
desire not only to enter into a legitimate and profitable
enterprise, but to carry out the enterprise in good faith.
But we know they have not greatly succeeded yet, except
the North-Western, which, perhaps has been the most suc-
cessful. Now, Sir, with respect to Mr. Van Horne's state-
ment that ho is not sanguine. Mr. Chairman, he could not
be sanguine when the Canadian Pacifie Railway had been
driven out of the market, both in New York and in London,
from the various influences that I have mentioned. But,
Sir, as there was a time of inflation, and as there bas since
been a time of depression, I am glad to see that there is a
break in the cloud, I am glad to see the blue sky is appear-
ing again; and I do believe that in the early future the
Canadian investments which have been hitherto so depressed
are going to take a logitimate position, warranted by their
real permanent value, going to take a safe and satisfactory
position in the English market. The hon. gentleman says
that we are now brought face to face for the first time with
these grants. Of course we are, because the application is
to give our land. The Government have no power to give
away lands, the Government must come to Parliament for
power to give away lands. All the previous action has
been Executive action, but it has been within thestrict lines
of the empowering clauses of the various Acts on the Statute
Book. The original Dominion Lands Act provides that
the land shall be offered at 81 an acre. We insist
upon $1 an acre, we hold to that ; and as we were
obliged to sell to anybody and everybody under the original
Act at 81 an acre, that being the original provision
of the Dominion Act, and that being the normal price of'
the land, we could have no hesitation, when we were
selling to other persons for settlement at $1 an acre in
granting it to railway companies who promised, as a con-
dition of getting the land at $1 an acre, to build a
railway which would make those lands valuable. We did
that readily whenever we were satisfied of the responsibility
of parties applying. Hitherto the enterprises have not
proceeded far ; yet we hear now that the times are
getting botter; we see that the Manitoba and North-
Western is going on with the road ; we see that the rail-
way running from Regina to Long Lake is now in actual
progress; and we hope and believe that in consequence of
the botter times, the South-Western will b completed. It
is true that we cannot prophosy, but I hope and believe
that if the relief is granted to the Canadian Pacific Railway
Company which they have sought, and which is now before
Parliament, that will of itself lead to the completion of the
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road and its complete success ; and the marvellous pro-
gress of its traffic in its incomplete state will give it such
a credit in the market, will give it such a new start, that
it will rise superior to the opposition which bas so long
depressed its energies in England and elsewhere, and that
the Canadian Pacifie Railway and the other enterprises
will have a fair field in the English market. Meanwhile I
would say that this grant will, I have no doubt, be given as
it ought to be given. The hon. gentleman at the end of
his long speech said that ho did not oppose it.

Mr. BLAKE. Certainly not.
Sir JORN A. MACDONALD. Very well; thon all that

romains for me to say is, that I fancy it will recoive, having
his sanction, the unanimous approval of the House. The
speech of the hon. gentleman was an at.tack upon the land
policy of the Government. Froi my general recollection
of the facts-not having recently perused the papors so
closely and so anxiously- as the hon. gentleman, I mnot
give them lino by lino-but from my genoral recollection I
am perfectly sure that throughout the whole of our trans-
actions with those railway companies the Government have
not any one single thing to regret. I do not admit, as [ do
not see, they have made ono single mistake. I say they
have from the beginning met the roasonablo roquirements
of all the different railway entorprisos, and when circum-
stances bocame more adverse, and as the clouds over tho
different enterprisos grow more dark and dense, and thore
was necessity for tho companies to apply for additionai
assistance, the Goverument granted them additional assist-
ance, and we come now to Parliameut and ask it to sanction
that assistance. And I believe, after many days and many
disappointments, and after some injury to particular indi-
viduals, no doubt, to particular settlers, who believed, as
everyone believed, that those railways would have mado
botter progress-notwithstanding all theso facts, theso rail-
ways will now take a new life, and wo hope to see that
country ere long covered with railways which are main-
tained, and which could not be maintained but for the action
of the Government, with the assont of Parliament.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Mr. Chairman, if the
hon. gentleman does really believe that noither he nor his
Government has anything to regret in the course they
have pursued, more espocially towards those unfortunate
persons settled in the particular district which this pro-
jected railway is intended to serve, ail I can say is that his
conscience must have been seared with a red hot iron. It
has happened to me and to other members of this House
to have travelled, years ago, through that district, un
exceedingly fertile district, I do not say the best in the
North-West and in all Manitoba, but one which may com-
pete with any district there. And to those who traversed
that country five or six years ago, and who recollect what
promises were thon held out, what steps were taken by
those unfortunate settlers and by their representatives to
secure railway communication, who know how they
have been frustrated as the hon. gentleman even to-
day bas to admit, largely by the direct action
of the Government and by causes to which the
hon. gentleman has rather alluded than recited
in ful-I say anybody who recalls the position in 1879,
1880 and 1881 and who knows anything of the present con-
dition of those settlers, and that not only those settlers but
ail Canada suffered in consequence of the policy of the
Government, moist have been as much astonished as I and
a good many other hon. members were when the First Min-
ister declared that the Government had nothing to regret
in connection with their railway policy in the North-West,
and more especialily in connection with the railway policy
in south-western Manitoba. Why, 1 myself, and I dare say
other hon. members were present, remember perfectly-it
was before theo Canadian Pacific Railway Company was in
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existence, before a contract was given out-that we had the1
extraordinary spectacle of a deputation from south-western
Manitoba coming down to this Parliament, and asking for
leave to construct a railway at their own expense to enable
them to cultivate their lands at a profit and settle them
with Canadians. They made that application to the
present Government. They were refused by Government,
and I am bound in justice to Sir Charles Tupper to say
that ho took the opportunity of expressing his extreme
regret at being obliged to refuse them, and, if my memory
serves me, he also declared that the Government would
make it their special object (this was, we must remember,
in the early part of 1880) to take care that, although
the Government were obliged for reasons of State policy
to refuse to those people the right to construct that
railway at that time, they would see that at a very
early period they were supplied with railway facilities
and railway communication. Since that time five years
have come and gone, and those unfortunate people for
all practical intents and purposes are no nearer having
railway communication, are no better supplied with
iailways than they were in 1880. And yet the First
Minister tells us that he las nothing to regret and his
Government have nothing to regret in connection with
their conduet towards the South-Western Railway. How-
ever, I shall have a word or two to say on that point
later on. I desire more particularly at this moment to
call attention to some of the extraordinary statements
which the First Minister has just made in regard to the
total discomfiture which his policy las met with and to
the total discomfiture which the policy of the Canadian
Pacifie Railway has met at the hands of capitalists all over
the world. The First Minister was perfectly correct in saying
that the magnificent promises which were held out in 18'79,
and on which, as the House knows, the Government built
so much, and in consequence of which the Government
induced Parliament to entrust to them and to the Canadian
Pacifie Railway Company such huge subsidies as I venture
to say were never given to any other railway under
the sun-have been unfulfilled. It is perfectly true
that not one of the promises made by the First Minister and
bis Government bas been realised in a single particular;
that all expectations which they held out to the people of
the country as to the settlement of the North-West have
been falsified ; that all expectations held out to the people
of this country for the relief of their finances, which would
arise from the sales of land which were to be made in
the North-West, have been likewise falsified ; that Canada
to-day is burdened to an extraordinary degree in con-
sequence of the profuse and lavish expenditures which
between them the Goverument and the Canadian Pacifie
Railway Company have been guilty of, and for which up
to this day nothing that at all approaches to a decent
account or to a fair honest statement as between the
company and the nation has yet been submitted to us.
If it were indeed the case, as the First Minister alleges,
that the whole world had entered into a conspiracy
against the present Government of Canada and against
the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company; and that in
consequence of this hostility, this unprovoked hostility,
that magnificent and patriotie dream which danced before
the mind of the hon. gentleman had failed of fulfilment,
thon I could understand the justice of the plea which the
First Minister bas now addressed, somewhat unnecessarily
and Eomewhat irrelevantly, in opposition to the indict.
ment of his plicy on this particular question which my
hon. friend as preferred. But, Sir, as ho las chosen
to take that line, as he bas chosen to tell us that all thesej
difficulties have arisen from the extraordinary and unpro.
voked opposition to the Canadian Pacifie Railway and to
Canada, which existed as ho says in London, in New York,1
and elsewhere, I desire to take this opportunity, in reply to
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the First Minister, of calling attention to the reasons why
this hostility, if it did exist, had arisen. And Sir, in the
first place I may say as respects the whole policy of the
Government, I take issue with it from the commencement.
I say there never was and nover could be a greater mistake
than to hand over one quarter of a continent-because
practically that is what we did-to the clutches of one
gigantic corporation, to give to a monopoly such privileges
and powers as those against which we have so often pro-
tested in this House. Now, the difficulties the company
have encountered result mainly from three fatal errors on
their part. First of all, they grasped at a great deal too
mucb. I believe that had they confined themselves to their
legitimate enterprise, had they contented themselves with
constructing the Canadian Pacifie Railway from the point
at which it was originally intended to start to the
Ocean, and at the same time carried out the policy which
they themselves avowed to be their policy, of settling up
Manitoba and the adjacent parts of the North-West; if they
had constructed a reasonable number of branch linos, wu,
to-day, instead of seeing 200,000 people scattered thinly over a
line of 1,200 miles, would have had a compact, strong, and
prosperous Province,with probably its three quartersof a mil-
lion, in the immediate vicinity of the old Province of Mani-
toba, and the Canadian Pacifie Railway would have been on
the bigh road to thorough success. And what was the course
which that company, aided and abetted by the present Gov-
ernment of Canada, saw fit to pursue ? Instead of confining
themselves to what the hon, gentleman has nightly called
the huge and gigantic task which lay which before them, is
it not known to every member of the House and every man
of intelligence in the country, that the very first thing that
these gentlemen did was to plunge into wholly unnecessary
and uncalled for railway enterprises all over the remaining
portion of Canada; to divert to those enterprises the funds
which would have enabled them to bring their legitimate
enterprise to a prosperous and a profitable conclusion. That
is the cause why the engagements made by them have been
broken, why after receiving such enormous grants and
subsidies as they did receive, they returned to us last
year for a nominal loan, but a real gift of $30,000,000,
and that is why to-day, on this table there are pro-
positions for setting aside the security which we
were told last year was a seourity of the first order,
and for granting more millions and more millions and
additional subsidies and grants, either to the Canadian
Pacifie Railway directly or to branches and side roads in
which that road takes an interest. And that is the reason
why the whole progress of the North West las been
starved, why it is impossible to construct branch lines ; that
is the reason why they have most needlessly drawn upon
them, to their own great injury and the great injury of
Canadian credit, the, lhostility of the Grand Trunk and its
friends, which the hon. Minister says, whether truly or
not he knows best, rendered it impossible to place a
bond of the Cnadian Pacifio Railway on the Stock Ex-
change of London. Sir, so far from that hostility being
unprovoked, I say thatno one could well have gone further
out of the way to invite hostility than those gentlemen. I
say in the broad sense-though individual sections may
have bonefited by it-that nothing was more injudicious,
unwise, or unstatesmanlike VIan to encourage a com-
pany, which had engagements infinitely more weighty
-than it was likely to discharge, infinitely more than
it las discharged or eau discharge, to engage in hos-
tility with what the hon. gentleman described as
one of the most powerful corporations in England,
at any rate as regards its effect on the London Stock
Exchange. Now, it is not my present purpose to say any-
thing about the hostility between those two comparies.
let them fight ,it out as they see fit between themselves.
But I say the Government which encouraged this company
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in engâging in a great variety of operations, the tendency
of which was te withdraw funds whieh otherwise would
have been available for the construction of branch lines
and the completion of the Railway is not entitled to come
here and talk as if this was an inexplicable conspiracy on
the part of the English capitalists and the capitalists of the
world against a road which otherwise might have been a
magnificent success. Sir, the Government had before them
in 1880 a very plain course. lad they chosen to have
taken proper precautions for the construction of that line,
to seeing that that line when constructed whether by them-
selves or by the company, should be placed under such res.
trictions that men forming companies to construct other
lines in other parts of the North-West, would have been
safe in dealing with them, thon the natural result which
has followed in many otber portions of North America,
would have followed there. Other capitalists would have
been ready to come forward, ready to construct those
independent lines; the North-West would have been
filled up with people and we would have had to-day
a populous compact and powerful province, probably
three quarters of a million strong, from the trade
and commerce of which the Canadian Pacifie Railway
and what is more than that, the people of Canada would
have derived immense profits, and by aid of which trade
they would no doubt have no difficulty in fioating thoir
securities in England and elsewhere. But, Sir, the bon.
gentleman says that in addition to the hostility of the
Grand Trunk Railway, they had to contend with the
unpatriotic representations of hon. gentlemen opposite-
because that was what ho meant, though h hardly dared
te say so. Sir, that is net true. No bon. gentleman on
this side has decried the North-West, no hon, gentleman
on this side would decry the North-West ; no bon. gentle-
man on this side bas the smallest intention of decrying
the North-West. I admit, I have always admitted, that
the future of Canada is bound up with the successful settle-
ment of that country, but what we do oppose and denounce,
is the unpatriotic and unstatesmanlike conduct which has
turned al these many opportunities which the hon. gentle-
man depicted just now, rather into sources of injury and
waste, Of extravagance and mismanagement, than of any
benefit to the people cf Canada. The hon. gentleman tells
us that whatever else we may or may not say about the
Canadian Pacifie Railway, we must admire the wonderful
energy with which they have pushed the road. Well,
Sir, they have displayed considerable energy in pushing
that road. But when I am called upon to admire their
wonderful energy, to give credit to them for the way
in which that road has been pushed, I call to mind at whose
cost that energy has been displayed, out of whose pocket
and with whose money that work bas been done. I say
that if that road was fairly valued from end to end, I for my
part do not believe, and I will not believe until I can get
infinitely botter proof than any yet submitted by the
Government to the country-I believe that the money
which we have given would have been amply sufficient,
and more than sufficient, to do everything that las been
done on the line proper of the Canadian Pacifie Railway
from Callender to Port Moody. Sir, we have given these
men, besides building 700 miles of road, $25,000,000, thon
$10,000,000, the proceeds of our own lands, thon a loan of
$30,00,000, and now we are asked for a loan of $5,000,000
-in ail, roughly speaking, 870,000,000 have been given to
the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company for the constructionI
of a work which the late Minister of Railways, Sir Charles
Tupper, over and over again, in the hearing of members
of this House, told ns could be constructed for $48,000,000.
I am not going, as I said, to anticipate the discussion, which
will probably have to be gone into in detail, as to how this
money has been enigloyed, or what there is to show for it;
but I do protest against the First Minister claiming credit

for these gentlemen, as if great sacrifices had been mado
and great cost incurred by them in the construction of this
line. That remains to be proved. It may be that in their
subsidiary enterprises they have risked and lost much ; but
I do say that the aid which las been given for the construc-
tion of the Canadian Pacific Railway by the people of Cana-
da bas been enough to discharge every reasonable expense
which had to be incurred for that lino; and the onus rests
first on those gentlemen who declared that those portions
of the railway could be constructed for somethîug like
$20,000,000 less than has been actually expended, to show
how it is that the company have contrived to spond what
appears to me to be a sum vastly in excess of the legitimate
cost of sncb a work in the various sections which were
confided to their charge. With respect to the Manitoba
and South-Western Railway, as the hon. gentleman knows,
there has been a large settlement existing in the country
specially interested in that road as far back as 1879. That
was a settlement of the very best class. It was composed
of Canadian settlers from the most pros perous parts of
Ontario, who brought with them very considerable amounts
of capital, and it only required a railroad to have brought
tons of thousands--l might almost say hundreds of thou-
sands-of people into that region, who would to-day, had
the Government done its duty, have been prosperou set-
tiers. If the hon. gentleman wants to know whoro those
people who would have settled there have gone, I would
recommend him to go, or to send sone trusty agent, to the
northern portion of the State of Dakota and thre hoe will
find a Canadian settlement, which, had it been planted on
the northern side of the boundary lino, would have addod
enormously to the wealth and the prosperity of that
country. It is not merely the loss of population which
we have te deplore; but the hon. gentleman knows
that where you find a very large number of people froin a
particular section of country settling in the United States,
the tendency is to croate a constant drain. These people
inform thoir friends, and send for their acquaintances and
relatives, and the thing goes on. Therefore it is, as i con-
ceive, in a high degree the duty of the Government, when
they find the people of Canada desirous of settling
in this quarter, to take stops to opon up the
country in the only way in which it can be done-by the
constructionof a railroad ; and my hon. friend is perlctly
justified in calling on the Government to say whether, in
proposing this vote to the Manitoba South Western liailway
Company-which neither ho nor anybody on this side, so
far as I understand, intends to oppose-they have taken due
precautions to secure the construction of this road. Noth-
ing could be worse than to set apart large tracts of land
without knowing whether or not they will bo utilised in a
short space of time. Nothing could be more unwise or
unpatriotic than for the Government te put 600,000 or
700,000 acres-much more, several millions of acres-into
a reservation which they allow no man to settle in or meddle
with, and wait, perhaps throo, four or five years, before the
expectations which are now held out by hese companies
are fulfilled. When you bear in mind that it was largely
due to the action of the Government themselves that
those people were disappointed in regard to the con-
struction of a railway-because the Government refused to
allow them to secure the construction of a railway at
their own cost-in the case of this particular railway
the Government are doubly and trebly bound to
see to it that the expectations likoly to be raised by
their action are not again disappointed. Upon that paint
I speak with knowledge. I have several correspondents
in that district, and I have seon several of the persons who
have settled there, and they are all agreed on this point,
that if they do not speedily obtain a railway, the settlers
who have remained there so long, under great discourage-
ments, are likely to abandon Manitoba altogether ; and I
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need not point out to the House that settlers who go to any
particular part of Manitoba and afterwards abandon it
necessarily exorcise a most prejudicial influence on the
future settlement of the country. I have always believed
mysclf that a prosperous settler is the only immigration
agent of real value. We ail know it is the experience of ail
North America, that when men prosper in a particular
locality there is is not the slightest difficulty in inducing a
large immigration there; and that those people would
prosper I have not the slightest doubt if this road and other
roads proposed to be constructed in other localities should
b put into active operation ; but without them it is utterly
impossible to encourage any further settlement or to
meet the practical difficulties which always encounter
pioneers. There is another point to which I desire to call
the hon. gentleman's attention, to which ho alluded the
other evening. I had occasion, in the course of a
speech I made last year at Winnipeg, to say, speaking
for myself, that I entirely approved of the idea thon afloat
in the North-West that the Government should make free
grants of land to those roads. I approved of it then, and I
approve of it now ; but I also thought, looking at the
whole condition of the country, that the Government, if
they relaxed their claim on the road, ought to take pre-
cautions to see that those lands were not locked up for any
considerable period of time. I do not agree with the
First Minister in saying that by placing a moderate
price on those lands, you would be likely to materially
diminish the value of your gift. It may be true, with
regard to special localities along the lino of railway, that
the Government would desire to make moderate roser-
vations to create towns and villages; that is not a point J
desire to dwell upon now ; but if you fix a moderate price
under which any bonaftde settler may go in and take up land
I believe the company would be able to do just as well
with the free grant ho proposes to give them; and by that
means a very great and serions danger to the future of the
country would be avoided. I had communication mysolf
with some gentlemen concerned in these roads, and they
assured me-I cannot say whether or not they have changed
thoir minds since-that there would be no objection on
their part to some fixed maximum price being settled by
the Government. The hon. gentleman, of course, having
very recently communicated with them, may be in a
position to say that their views have altered on that point;
but when you recollect that he proposed to give these compa-
nies 6,400 acres a mile, and that the roads cannot b particu-
larly- expensive in construction, I think that the House
will see that no very serious injury could be done to their
prospects by fixing some price at which settlers could de-
pend on being able to obtain possession of those lands.
I believe that that policy will be in the interests of the rail-
ways themselves, as I am quite sure it would be in the inter-
est of the country at large; and that is one of those points
on which I think the Government will not act wisely if they
refuse to make such a concession, which, as the hon. gentle-
man well knows, has been loudly demanded in Manitoba and
other parts of the North-West Territories. In any case, I
believe that although very late, although after sustaining very
great loss, it is almost aboslutely necessary for us to secure
the construction of branch lines in that country. I believe that
had that been done, as I hold the Government ought to have
made a point of seeing that it was donc, four or five years
ago, the population of that country would have been trebled
and quadrupled, and I have no doubt the position of the
Canadian Pacifie Railway would have been enormously
improved. Still, it is botter to do it even at this very late
day than to let that country remain practically locked up,
as it has been; but the Government to-day should not make
those grants until they are well assured that prompt steps
will b taken to give those people railway communication.

Sir RiCHAD CARTWRIGHT.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. There is a short limit to
the grants.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I know there is a
short limit to the grant, but we all know that when that
short limit expires, particularly in the case of the Can-
adian Pacifie Railway, immense pressure is likely to be put
on the Government, if it does not suit the convenience of
the company to build within the time agreed, to extend the
time. It will be extended, very probably, for another short
period, and thon for another, and then another, and so on. I
attach exceedingly little importance to a time limitin dealings
between the Government and a corporation in such extremely
close relations with it as the Canadian Pacifie Railway; I
think that something more than that is required in order to
insure completion, and I have no doubt that, unless the hon.
gentleman does secure completion, very great and permanent
evil will be wrought through the whole country in the North-
West. We have practically invested one hundred millions of
the money of the people of Canada in this enterprise, and it
is quite clear that unless we succoed, and succeed very
shortly, la throwing a very considerable population into the
North-West, that that sum, and the interest we will have to
pay for it, will constitute a tremendons millstone around
the nock of the whole Dominion. I believe that, at last,
the Government are makirig an endeavor to take some stops
that will partly remedy the mischiefs their negligence has
caused. I have always affirmed, if you grant monopoly powers
to a great trunk railway, you, of necessity, take away from
private individuals the power of constructing anybranch
unes, because, unless under the most extraordinary circum-
stances, it is very clear that no man or no corporation will
ever put their earnings wholly and completoly at the power
of a huge corpration like the Canadian Pacifie Railway.
That would ho, in almost any case I can conceive, the
necessary consequence of building a line of railway from
som point in our own territory to some point along the
line of the Canadian Pacifie Railway. Every one knows
what the policy of great railway corporations has been
in the past, and will be in the future, towards all these
short and subsidiary lines. Unless they are owned by
influential members of the corporation, they will be
treated as sponges and squeezed to the very last drop; they
will be allowed to make only the lowest profit that will keep
their roads running, and the invariable result is that the
settlers for whose bonefit they are to be constructed, the
district they profess to serve, will have to pay two rates,
one to the branch or subsidiary railway, and the other to
the main line. This has been the experience of the past,
and will be that of the future. Had theFirst Minister taken
the opportunity to acquaint himself personally with the
position and the needs of that country, ho would have long
since seen the terrible mistake that ho had made in giving
this great corporation such absolute and uncontrolled
powers, and I do not believe the North-West will prosper as
it should until these monopoly clauses, at any rate, are
blotted off our Statute Book.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). I am not aware that any hon.
gentleman on this side has expressed any desire to oppose
the resolutions now before the House. There is no reason
why we should. Those resolutions embody the policy of
the Liberal party in regard to the construction of railways
in the North West for the last ton years. It was the policy
of the late Government that branch railways, openmg up
that vast section of the country, should be subsidised, from
time to time, by the Government, and with that object in
view, the hon. member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills), when
Minister of the Interior, introduced a Bill into Parliament,
the object of which was that large and liberal grants would
be made for the purpose of aiding the construction of branch
railways. What we complain of, and what we have a right
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to complain of, is what the people of the North-West, espe-
oially the people in south-western Manitoba complain of,
that the hon. gentleman has neglected so long to discharge
the duties ho ought to have discharged years ago. In his
report to the Governor in Council, the hon. gentleman
admits that a large number of settlers made their homes in
south-western Manitoba upon the assurance that the
Government of the country would open up that
region within a reasonable time, by the construction
of railways. The Minister of the Interior so states
in his minute to the Governor in Council. We know quite
well that the people in south-western Manitoba for years
had every reason to expect that reasonable assistance would
be given by the Government for the purpose of constructing
a railway opening up that vast fertile region. Up to this
hour the people of South-Western Manitoba have not been
so accommodated. I know that a large number of the people
from the counties of Huron and Perth settled in south-
western Manitoba upon the assurance that after a short
period of their settlement the country would be opened up
by railway communication. I venture to say had hon.
gentlemen opposite not so hampered the Winnipeg and
South-Western Railway, that railway would have been con-
structed out to Clear Water Lake long ago. What the Gov-
ernment now propose to do ought to have been done years
ago.

Mr. WHITE (Hastings). Why did not you do it ?
Mr. CAMERON (Huron). There was thon no settlement

of the country. You have been seven years on the Treasury
benches, doing absolutely nothing to open up that country
for settlement. If we had con tinued to occupy the seats
which hon. gentlemen opposite;have so unworthily occupied
for years, branch lines in the North-West would have
been constructed long ago. But the Government of the day
have not been alive to the duty that devolved upon them;
otherwise they would have assisted to build the SoutIr-West-
ern Railway in the way they now propose to assist the
Canadian Pacifie Railway to build it. But hon. gentlemen
opposite, by their sympathy, aid and assistance to the Ca-
nadian Pacifie Railway, so hampered the Winnipeg and
South-Western Railway that the latter was never able to
extend their line beyond 58 miles of Winnipeg. What has
been the result of this policy? It is apparent to everybody
in the country that of the large number of immigrants
settled in south-western Manitoba, 50 per cent., I venture to
say, have left the country. Why have they left the country ?

Mr. WHITE (Hastings). No, they have not.

Mr. CAMERON. The hon. gentleman says no.
I make no statement on the floor of Parliament that I am
not pr<pared to prove, and I am prepared to prove it from
the organs of hon. gentlemen opposite, especially the organ
published in the city of Winnipeg. I say, without fear of
successful contradicdon-the hon. gentleman may shako his
wise head, but he will not venture to contradict the state-
ment-that owing to the apathy, the indifference, the care-
lessness, the criminal neglect of hon. gentlemen opposite,
in not opening up the country as they ought to have done,
to the large number of settlers in that part of the country,
they have left it within the last few years. The hon. gentle-
man says it is not so. I suppose that he, who follows hie
leader so faithfully, will accept the statement of the Winni-
peg Times, a paper published in the intereets of the
Government, a paper whieh reflects the views of
the Government, and which would say nothing against the
Government unless driven to do so, by patriotic motives.
The hon. gentleman knows, if he has taken the trouble
to examine the files of the Winnipeg Timea, that two years
ago it drew the attention of the Government to the way
in which settlers in the North-West, and especially
in south-western Manitoba,.were treated by the Government.

Not once or twice, but over and over again, it drew the
attention of the Government, and especially of the Minister
of the Interior, the man charged with the administration of
publie affaire in that country, to the unfortunate position in
which those settlers were placed by the policy of the Gov-
ernment, not only their land policy, but the other portions
of their policy, to which I do not at present propose to direct
my attention. fle will find, in the Winnipeg Times of the
17th May, 1883, an editorial article containing the following
statement:-

" On the lands sold south of the railway belt there are scores of squat-
ters who, at this moment,are planting their cropa in blissful ignorance
of this fact, that some speculator will soon own their farms and the
labo repent on them. It is true the Department professed, some time
ago that compensation for disturbances would be given to those squatters
who had made Improvements, the compensation to be determined by a
Government valuator ; that as a matter of fact, the buyers at the sale
bny not only the land but the improvements ; and even within the mile
beit the Government will find it a difficult matter to inspect the farms
sold and appraise the improvements. South of the belt, this wiU be
utterly impossible. Then all, looking at its pecuniary results, is a fai-
lure. To reserve a vait quantity of land in the market at a time when
money is exceedingly tight and the richest speculators poor, was mad-
ness. It is reasonably safe to say that Commissioner Walsh did not
advise the step. It was no doubt taken in pursuance of that Incompre-
hensible policy which the Department has adopted at that suggestion of
ignorant or interested friends. But the failure of the sale, in a pecuniary
sense, is a small matter compared with the evils it is bringing to the
country. A squatter who has gone lu upon land, now being sold, and
ploughed and sown it, will think himself justified in holding it against
ail-comers, and his neighbors will think so, too.

" Mr. Metcalf, of Kingston, has an easy task in selling the land,
pocketing the commission, but the Department will find when lt cornes
to evict the squatter, that human nature in the North-west l much the
sane as in Ireland. If we cannot prevail against the Govorrnment and
the speculator, the squatter can, at least, leave the country with a
curse.''

That is the language of the Winnipeg Tirmes, with reference
to the land policy of hon. gentlemen opposite.

Mr. WHITE (Hastings). You were one of the speculators
at the time spoken of.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). I bought my land and paid
for it second hand. I bought nothing from the Govern-
ment of this country, except what I bought from this
Government. I bought the larger portion of my land from
a late Minister of the Crown, whose sons were allowed to
speculate in Government land at the rate of about $1 an
acre.

Mr. WHITE. Like other speculators.
Mr. CAMEBRON. That is not the way in which you got

your timber limite or your coal mines.
Mr. WHITE. I got my timber limit more honorably

than that.
Mr. CAMERON. I say the Government have so ham-

pered the settlers in the North-West, and especially in
south-western Manitoba, that very many of them have
become dissatisfied and disgusted with the treatment they
have received, and a large number have left the country.
They have left it with regret; but, as the editor of the
Times says, they have left it with a curse, not upon the
country, but upon the outrageous and scandalous policy of
hon. gentlemen opposite, which drove them out of the
country.

Mr. WRITE. It was speculators like you that drove
them away.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. Order.

Mr. CAMERON. If the Government had pursued a
proper policy-if they had, three or four years ago, done
what they are doing now, that portion of the Provinoe of
Manitoba would be settled by a large number of prosperous,
industrious and valuable settlers.

Mr. WHITE. Let me say one word.

some hon. MEMBHim, Order,
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1fr. CAMERON (KIuron'). Never mind; he fI only
earning another timber limit.

Mr. WHITE. Mr. Casey would be better off to-day if
your road had been built.

Mr. CAMBRON. On the faith of an Order in Council
declaring the whole of the odd-numbered sections south of
the 24 mile helt open for sale, a large number of settlers
went to south-western Manitoba, especially from the Pro-
vince of Ontario, and settled there. You are aware that, in
the eyes of many who have visited all portions of Manitoba
and te North-West Territories, the south-western portion
of Manitoba is considered to be the garden of Maaitoba and
the whole North-West. Relying upon the Order in Council,
knowing the character of the soil, and the climate in south-
wstern Manitoba, a large portion of the settlers located
upon theftnds, and how have these men been treatedby the
Giverament? Have their élaims beon recognised? Have
they been enabled to obtain their patents? Ras the Gov-
ernienit treated thein as it ought to treat settlers who are
prepared to encounter, and who do enoounter, all the diffi-
oultis of se#ttlement in a new country 50 or 60 miles
from the nearest railway accommodation? I hold in my
hand a letter written by a resident of the county of Huron,
who, with his two-sons, emigrated to the North-West, and
lôoated upon land, a portion of which Wéas lb6ted upon on
the faith of this Order in Council.

Mr. PARROW. What yar did he locate'there ?
Mr. CAMRON. Three years ago, I think my hon.

friend opposite has some interest in this matter, too, and I
hope he will give his honest convictions upon this subject.

Mr. FARROW. I will.
Jwr. CAMERON. This gentleman writes me a letter.

I will give his name; i is no secret. It is aommunication
addressed to me as a member of Parliament, and if time
had permitted, I intended to call attention to it in another
way. Hie ris . George MoKensie, latelya'resident of the
toWn of Wingham-

Mr. FARROW. I know him.
1fMr QAM RON. Ad fornierly a resident in my town.

He saye:
"In the year 1881 thers MthaOrder in Coùneil fiing the prise of

odd-numbered sections south of the 24-mile belt at $2 and $2.50u acre.,
There '#ere a great many settled on thoeesections, b1tidngttrèy would
get the firut chance to purche ofmoaon uthe agen got ýirstruoticuso to(
a o. Such instructions noyer came. There are many settieru who have
been onteir lwhds threegea'a and have tot no title. Letissouee ew
the used the settlers. I will give you one case. One John Roberom
settled on section 33C)5 19. Be broke, back-set and prepared for crop
80 acresaisoo built 'ouas 25 by -34e two atons high, fre , sud
made other improvements amtoui:in au to about $2,500.

'There was an inspector sent to the country who pretended to be in
the interest 'f tlie settler, but to our sóorow,'he ttirned out Ûotto be so.
He pnts8auacre on the hall aection that Mr. Robrtson improved,'and
$6 on the otherhalf. They-notifded him to attend the sale ai Winnipeg,
and ho would get the firet chance at the unset price . but if ho did not
attend it would bendld to the lághest bidder. Re fooliuhly accépted
their terms and made two pwyments, atdthen as forced to abandon
the place, which is now growingiupin -weedsaad lkely to become a
curse to the Mttlers. However, that won't matter much asI do not:thnk ihere 11 be he left in two yoars but'will ourse thebovrament
and leave the country as he did. You need not be afraid to mentItn
these facts, as I am preared to prove every word. My own couin en-
neftion withthe Cana Pa'ife Railway,ùIs'siilar to Ôthwere.'

Now, this man does not leave the country on account of the'
climate; he does not leave the country on noeòdMit of the
soil.

]Er. FARROW. I wauntito ask who notifLed them to go
and buy land ?

Mr. CAIMRON. He ayi, the inàpeetôr.
Mr. FARROW. Was it the Hudson Bay Company or

wus it the Governrefit, o'r was it the CaUttiPah lc
om y?

fr. G AÉf ON (Huron). He sàys it'wis the Inspector
*ho was sent there. We know they h&d land tosé1 at
Winnipeg. If theihon.gentleman hsd read the artïièelefom
the Times he would know more about it. I say these men
did not leave the country on accouint f the soil or the
elimate. Mr. McKeuzie goes on to decidre:

"There is no finer climate for owing grain ind stoek-raising uder
the sun. I have 245 icres under crop. My beys do all the work,
within themelves, and they have taken care of thoir own stock.
Where is the country where two boys could handie this amount of
cropa ? Notwithstanding this, we have turned our last furrow in this
.ountry, und we intend to allow the land to grow up with weeds, as
lnany hundreds will do in southern Manitoba."

I say that letters of that kind, coming to members of Parlia
ment from men who have been in that country and intend-
ng to make it their permanent home, exhibit an e±tra-

ordinar condition of affàire. These men do niot complain
unless there is sorne ground of complaint. They weiit there
with a view of living t1íe're, and they find that owing to the
policy of the Goérnmeit, owing to the ,want of railway
communication, owing to the land policy, owIng to the
difficulty of getting their titles recognised and ultiühtely
getting their atents, many men have done as Mr. Robert-
son and Mfr. MeKenzie have donc, and have left the country
never to return there again. Now I say that hon. gentle-
men opposite, in dealiag with this qnestion, ought to be
careful that the rights of the settlers upon these odd-num-
bered sections are protected. I apprehend that this road,
extending to White Water Lake, will pass through a region
of country that was opened up under the Order in Council
to which I have alluded, and will pass through a country
many of the odd-numbered sections of which have been
settied upon and improved. Now, before this land is handed
over to the Canadian Pacific Railway the Government
should be careful that every safeguard is thrown about the
rights of the settlers and that their present position is made
safe.

Mr. BOWBLL. Was that letter written by George
MKenie ?

Mr. CAMRRON. Yes. The Ietter says he has left
Manitoba, and he inténds to let his farm grow up to weeds,
s Mr. Robertson's was allowed to do. More than that : he

bays he is preéPred to prove before a committee every state-
nient.that bho has made. Sir, the hon. gentleman went
further than diàcnssitig the -policy of this resolution. He
itold'U'that ihe' 'idbervfb ithe'Weet i-id1rig'e us a micro-
isòópicla andiitótehtlig hhiËtoiy of the difflultiôà'and'trîais
ethe South-WesternIRailway had to encounter. The hon. gen-
îtleman himself gave us a microscopical, 'but not a very
intéreetihg, hisryoffhe difficulties andtki'lis'the-Canadian

1PÉeifib Railway had to encounter in the financial world.
!He'tld us, that oMaÈg to the combinations between the
Am1ëericain railway'o*ners and capitaligts, and -hos inter-
ested in the prôgress of the Western States, and Itie*Grand
Trrink Railway Company of Canada, and that, furthèrowing
to the utàpatriotic utterances of Canadians, the Canadian

cPàific Païway CXtipany was not able to 'complete its
ihancial transactions. If there were unpatriotic utterances

by, lOdanidians they were from hon. gentlemen opposite.
!I chaHenen hon. member opposite to quote one word
-frd- ethêlate'd l pres of Canada depreciating either the
iclhiâlate or theil-of the North-West. I challenge thetn to
qtëot& nb fttnanee-of any Liberal member rof1rffament
Ithat eer depéeited the soil or ehmate of that conntry.
ibis true, Mr. Chairmn, ithat sitting upon this side of the
HeOse, in view of otr duties and responsibilities to the
coantry, Weba'e occasionally been obliged to'criticise, ind
totritioige sharply and-,se'verey, the policy of hon. gentle-
mdnp 1obite with ttpect to MLnitoba andthe North-West.
Weh ocasion to point out, more than onde, that thir
polinr 'was fal toetepeace,~and progress, dd p _ eperity
efu1ùoouMý-i hald .dk yeu, Oly, if ourpeotêsts haYe
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not ben 'fuit by su qunt evPnts? HavO wse
not se theorhres cornie4, ICth «,oly representatiyo
bQdy luthe wbolo. 2;orth-West territ»ns, prte¢ing, year
after ygr,agamt the policyof hon. gentlemen opposite, with
referencet their raiwypokiey, and their trade policy, as
ingunioup nd 4etrimeuta-to the peace, the progres and the
proýprenty of the ortb-West Ternitory. Have we not seen,
in the press of hon. gentlemen opposite, for two or three
years baok, the clearest possible utterances of their antago-
nism to the policy to which the hon. gentleman com-
mitted this country? Sir, if hon. gentlemen will refer
to the meetings of the Board of Trade, in the year 1883, in
the town of Winnipeg, they will find that the warmest sup-
porters of hon. gentlemen opposite, politically, declared, at a
public meeting assembled to consider the grievances of
Manitoba and the North-West, that the policy of this Gov-
ernment was not in the interests of that country. Do the
hon. gentlemen not know that at Moose Jaw, upoa
this line of railway, two years ago, there was a meeting
of Conservatives, who protested, in the strongest posi-
ble language, against the land policy, the railway
policy, and the trade policy of hon. gentlemen oppo-
site? Do they not know that even this year there
have been remonstrances innumerable coming from
every part of Manitoba and the North-West Territory
against the policy of hon. gentlemen opposite ? Is it any
wonder, then, in view of those protests from the supporters
and friends of the Government in thtt country, that the
financial operations of the Canadian Paci#e Railway Com-
pany should be hampered.? Sir, I say tiat no man in
Canada to-day ever did so much to discredit the North-
West Territory as the First Minister of this Dominion. I
take up the hon. gentleman's own reports for the last three
years, and out of his own mouth and the mouth of his offi-
cials in the North-West Territory it is cpable of the
clearest demonstration that the hon. gentleman, in his
reports, bas so decried that country that no farmer from
England orfrom the continent of Europe would ever think
of settling north of the Canadian Pacifie Railway, if he bad
taken the trouble to read the hon. gentleman's own reports.
Wht has tiye, hon. gentleman been telling us during the
last four yea.rs? It is possible that the Firat Minister, like
the Minister of Militia, has not read bis own reports; but,
if the hon. gentleman has not read them, he ought to have
read them, and he ought not to have allowed those state-
menta to have gone abroad, not only to the people of this
country, but to the people of the old world, and to emi-
grants who are seeking homes in our North-Weat Territories.
If those who are opposed to the progress and prosperiy of
our North-West, if those who wish to cripple the energie3
of our people and desire that our North-West shall not be
opened up, wanted an argument-if our American friends
across theline, who have their own north-western States to
open up, desired an argument to preveut settlers going to
the Canadian North-West, the most potent aiumept they
could find would be found in the lion. gentleman's ow¥I
reports during the last four years. He bas bepn telling theq
people,,solemnly, in the Blue Books submitted to Parliament,
over and over again, not oe year, or two years, or thrae
years, but four years, not on one page, or in one report, but
in innumerable reports, that wheat cannot be grown north
of the Canadian Pacifie Railway. He has been pro
claiming in the Blne Books-and the page and wOrds of
the hon. gentleman I bave under my band -that the
crops in such and suchi a locality were all destroyed,
owing to frost, in- July and Auguat-that the wheat
crop was a failure, owing to the early frosts. Not only
the hon. gentleman's understrappera but th, hon. gentle-
man himself, with the responsibuiity of a Minister of the
Crown resting upon him, not heavily, because the hon.
gentleman never allows official responsibility to rest heavily
on his shoulders, nevertheles, on the responsiility of a Miq-

atr bmh deglam tha t bNoxth-West, that portion of tbe
Deingion of which we think &0 much, is utterly unft for
agricultural settlers, who are leaving the old oountr in the
hope of finding homes on the prairies of the west, he hon.
gentleman told us, in is report, that in Angust, 1883, the
crpps of the Sarceesat Fish k wer eut down by Jul
frosts ; that the crops of the Blackfeet band were deatroyz
owing tosummer frosts ; that the crops at the f"owing
instruction farms had been badly injure4 by au»mr
frosts: Wgy-way-see-cappo, Birdtail Creek; the Gambler,
Cote, Fort Pelly; Mus-oow-pe-tang, Qu'Appelle; Day Sta,
Touchwood Hills; Mosquito, Eagle Rills; Poundmaker,
Assiniboines; Blackfeet, Pheasant Refserve; Old Man, Yet
the hozý. gentleman las obarged hon. members on this aide
of the ouse with endeavoring to injure the North-Wesì-
,nd prevent settlement, wheu the hon. gentleman himself

ha publiahed, in his Blue Book, more than enougli to des-
troy the reputation of any country as to soil and climate.
In the hon. gntleman's last report sirailar statements are
contained. In his report of 1881 the bon. gentleman
himself, not his agents, speaking of the heavy frost. on the
morning of ist July, says: At Way-way-see.-cappo's band
reserve, "Heavy frost on the morning of ist July eut dowp
all the potatoes." At Keesee-kous.'s reserve, "ITh frost»
struck their pqtatoes in July." White Cap's reperve,
"Summer froats destroyed their crops." New Pheasant'i
band, "Crops destroyed by August frost." Lean Kan's
reserve, " Crops destroyed by August froat." Thunder
Child's reserve, "Crops destr9yed by August frost,"

Mr. WHITE (Hastings). It is not pleasant to offer re-
marks with respect to personal affairs; but as I have endea-
vored to steer clear of all matters of personai beneft to
myself, I wish to make a few statements, and if the hou.
gentleman doubts them, we had better have a committee of
investigation. The bon. gentleman bas, in fact, asked.for a
committee, The hon. gentleman has said I have a timber
limit, and tht I am working for another timber limit. Thé
hon. gentleman's statement is not true. I have not got a
timber limit, and I am npt working for anot Qr one. I
applied for a timber limit in the North-Wet, t hsanm a
any other person did. I paid the Government $850 for it.
I spent nino weeks in going there, but I could not reach it.
I spent $500 in going there. I have surrendered the limit
to the Government, and have not therefore now got -it. I
see the hon. member for Subury (Mr. Burpee) smies. H.
has been in the lonse aPgood whileand he bas not known
me to be onnected with anything improper, and he wiil not
charge me with telling anything that is untrue. I say I
have surrendered that limit to the Goverument. I think I
have done nothing wrong. The limit cost me $754, and I
have not got it to-day. Hu. gentlemen who twit me with
having a timber limit say what is not correct and what is
not true. I wish that to be thoroughly and distinctly un4ern
stood. That is my position, so far as timber limits are en-
crned. The Government have reoeived my $950, Lot
han. gentlemen go and examin the books and they will fin4
such is the case ; they have the money and I have a receipt,
They have got the timber limit back, after I have speut
money in buying it, and have spent nine weeks eof my
time in respect of it. Did I make anything in specul4tig
in timber limits in the North-West.? But what is said
about the hon. gentleman? Hle bought land in southern
M.anitoba. I have been told by gentlemen from that section
of the country that the road now built 50 miles is not
paying running expenses. I do not say that is true or un,
true, but Ibeard so. The lon. gentleman from Huron (Mr.
Cameron) bought land for $1 per ate in southern M*itoba,
and sold it to an bon. member of this House, or to, a syndi-
cate, at $10 an acre. He is the gentleman who ha specu-
lated ; hois the manwhohas made the money ; and yet he
isthe party w4o tands. upnard put hilhand on hig0et
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and speak as sanctimonious as a Christian in denouncing
others. His bank account shows well; I wish I had specu-
lated as he bas done-it would be a good thing for me. An
hon. gentleman in this House bas been mentioned in the
press in a way I am sorry to see, owing to the transaction
of the member for West Huron and the gentleman in front
ofhim. I have never been accused of anything of that kind;
I have never in my speculations to put any one in the courts,
to show why he did not meet his engagements. He says, so
far as the Government is concerned, that the Government
bas not done their duty to the North-West. I contend they
have, and that there is no people in the known world who
have been so well treated as the people of the North-West.
They have got every favor from the people of the older
parts of country, and I believe they ought to be satisfied.
As to the dissatisfaction in that country, I believe there is no
tariff that bas done so much to produce dissatisfaction as the
speculators-the men who have gone up to lend money, the
men who get hold of the settlers' patents. I will be bound
to say to-day, that two-thirds of the titles in that country
are not in the hands of the settlers, because the speculators
have got them. How much of the half-breed scrip bas
been left in the hands of the balf-breeds ? Half of it bas
been bought by speculators like the hon. gentleman, yet he
talks in a sanctimonions and an apparently honest way about
corruption, and in his beart ho knows that ho bas speculated
himself, and to his own advantage. He 'ays the policy ofthe
Government bas hurt the settlers, and he refers, I suppose,
to agricultural implements. Well, Sir, to-day, in Winnipeg,
you can buy agricultural implements as cheap as you can
in Ottawa, than you could two years ago. I will be bound
to say that you can buy articles manufactured in Brantford
as cheap in Winnipeg as you can in Brantford, with a differ-
once for freight, and 4 or 5 per cent, extra. I contend that
the Government have done everything they could to build
up that country, and particularly southern Manitoba.
There is no hon. gentleman in this House, hardly, but bas
friends and relatives in southern Manitoba, and we are all
anxious to see the road built and to give it every assistance
we can. I only rose to say, that with regard to this timber
limit that I have not go it, that it is not in my possession,
that the Government have it, and that, whatever money has
been lost in connection with it, bas been lost by myseLf.

Mr. WATSON. The bon. member for Huron said that
the First Minister decried the country, with regard to the
froSts and the quality of the soi, and now the hon. mem-
ber for Hastings (Mr. White) decries his timber limits, and
says that they are not worth $250, and that he had to give
it back,

Mr. WHITE (Hastings). I said nothing of the kind. I
said that, so far as the limit was concerned, which they said
showed that I had speculated with the Government, that
sooner than be twitted about it i had surrendered it. I said
nothing about the timber or the land. I am as anxious
as yon are about the prosperity of the country, and if you
rose to make that statement you rose to make a statement
whieh is not true.

Mr. WATSON. I do not think anybody wôuld wish the
hon. gentleman to be deprived of his timber limit after he
got it. He should have stuck to it when ho got it, perhaps
as a favor, as he might as well have kept the game as ho
gets the blame. I may say that I, along with those who have
spoken on this side, am in favor of every encouragement
the Government may see fit to give to this railway, as I
believe no road is more needed in that country. I believe
that if the Government had doue its duty, the Manitoba
South-Western Railway would have been built years ago,
and that hundreds of dissatisfied people who went across the
boundary line from southern Manitoba would have been in
the country to-day. I believe that road would have been
built had it not been for the action of bon. gentinen

Ir. WMIE (Hastings).

opposite in aiding the Canadian Pacifie Railway to choke
off that project. The First Minister stated that the Cana-
dian Pacifie Railway found that there were fears that some
American capitalists were interested in the Manitoba
South-Western, and that they also feared that that road
might come to be a competitor with the Canadian Pacifie
Railway, and therefore he went on to justify the action of
the Government in not encouraging that road as much as
they should have done. That road was surveyed, in 1879-80,
for 285 miles, and the lotation for 51 miles was approved of.
Those 51 miles were built within one year, and pians were
laid before the Minister of Railways for the rest of the road,
but he would not approve of them, and consequently the
company could not go on. While this was going on, a
little double shuffle took place, which ended in the com-
pany, owing, I believe, to some men interested in a rival
company, not being allowed to go on with their work.
There was some delay took place, during which the Cana-
dian Pacifie Railway surveyed their line through southern
Manitoba, practically shutting off the other road. The
First Minister stated that he gloried in the fact that the
railways in that country were under the control of one
company. The other day, the hon. member for Provencher
(Mr. Royal) spoke of the trunk lines of the country in these
words:

" Hon. gentlemen opposite have endeavored to show that the policy
of the Governnent has prevented the construction of branch lines. Well,
how is it that this very acheme is now proposed at the requeat of those
branchline companies? Do hon. gentlemen opposite suppose that those
companies do not look after their own interesta? Do they think those com-
panies fo-get that there is only one trunk line of railway in Manitoba and
the North-West Territory ? Do they forget that the branch lines will
necessarily have to make freight arrangements with the trunk Une ?
They know, as well as we do, that such ls the case; and yet, notwith-
standing, it m t be admitted that the branch lines know their own
interests a littie better than hon. gentlemen oppisite."'

Now, I believe that is the great reason why branch linos
have not been built. If the Government would grant
charters to other companies, who would build independent
lines, we would have railway facilities without land grants
from this Dominion. But, as Bon. gen demon know, the
the charters in that Province have been disallowed, for fear
there would be competition with the Canadian Pacifie Rail-
way. In my opinion, the policy of the late Mackenzie
Administration for building railways in that country, was
the true policy, and I believe if it had been carried out we
would have had railway communioation across the prairies
long before the Canadian Pacifie Railway will have it.
As for the need of a railroad in southern Manitoba, it can-
not be over-estimated. Settlers who, to my own knowledge,
went in there four or five years ago, with the expectation
of having railway communication in a short time, broke up
large tracts of land and sowed their grain, and bave ha
their grain lying in their granaries ever since, and it is
worthless without railway communication. Last year
these farmers either left the country or simply rested on
their oars, in the hope of getting railway communication.
A deputation from southern Manitoba, consisting of Mr,
Rogers and Mr. McKay, visited Ottawa and waited on the
Government, and alse on the Canadian Pacifie Railway
authorities ; and they returned under the impression that
such aid would be given to railway companies as would
secure railway communication this season. They also
received a letter from Mr. Stephen, saying that if certain
concessions were given to the Canadian Pacifie Railway,
they would agree to build this road. I believe this depu-
tation wished to have a portion of the old South-Western
and a portion of the Canadian Pacifie Railway South-
Western bruilt. on. gentlemen probably know that the
Canadian Pacifie Railway Company have built 100
miles of their south - western line friom Winnipeg,
and that 51 miles of the Manitoba Sôuth Western are
built. I would like to know whether this grant
is intended for the old Manitoba South - Western or
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for the Canadian Pacific Railway South-Western. It is
very necessary that we should have some information on
this point. During the discussion that took place last night
on the road to be built from Medicine Hat to the Galt coal
mines, the hon. member for North Victoria (Mr. Cameron)
used the same arguments as the hon. member for Proven-
cher (Mr. Royal). 'He stated that, having only one railway
in that country, it practically governed the price of coal to
the consumer; and yet, with such arguments coming from
hon. gentlemen opposite, they insist on retaining this poweri
of monopoly in tlie Province of Manitoba. The hon. mem-i
ber for East Hastings (Mr. White) has stated that there
are no people in the Dominion of Canada who have been
used as the people of Manitoba. He is perfectly right; I
do not think any other people in this Dominion have been
deprived of the right to build railways in their own Pro-
vince. I know, for a fact, that the Emerson and North-
western Railway, which was disallowed, would have beon
built. Although it had no land grant, 15 miles of that
road had been graded, and it would have been a competing
line with the Canadian Pacifie Railway.

Mr. WHITE. Your leader disallowed two Bills. He
said there was no use of any Government or any company
undertaking to build the Canadian Pacifie Railway unless
they projected the traffic, and he disallowed both Bills or
defeated them in committee. The hon. member for West
Durham knows that to be true.

Mr. WATSON. I had some experience of that kind of
action with a Bill I introduced this Session, for the purposo
of incorporating a railway to connect with other lines, to
open up valuablo timber limits aud to obtain closer commu-
nication with the Lake of the Woods. I had reason to
believe that that Bill would pass. The House had assurances
from the Minister of Railways, a little over a year ago, that
such Bills would be allowed to pass the House; and resting
on that assurance, I introduced that Bill, and was vory much
disappointed, as were the people interested in it, at that
charter not being granted. You cannot expect any men to
undertake the construction of a branch lino of railway if
they have to make terms with the lino with which thoy
expect to compote. That is the way people feel in- tho
North-West. lowever, as it is the policy of hon. gentle-
man opposite not to allow competition, I suppose we
shall have to submit quietly, for a time; but there is
a great deal of dissatisfaction in the country. Not
only the Liberal press, but the Conservative press of Mani-
toba, has, at different times, denounced both the land and
railway policies of ihis Government; stili, the Government
will not yield to the requirements of the people of that coun-
try. The hon. First Minister stated that the Canadian
Pacifie Railway Company could not be expected to build
branch lines, because the resolutions passed a little over a
year ago, granting $30,000,000 to them, would not allow thom
to spend one dollar of that money on branch lines. I voted
against those resolutions at the time, and I claimed that it
was more important that a portion of that monoy should be
devoted to the construction of branch lines than that it
should be devoted wholly to the construction of the main
line. The money spent has not yet been enough to com-
plete the main lino, as the company are about to ask Par-
liament for further aid. The cost of, perhaps, one mile of
the road north of Lake Superior, would build ten miles in the
prairie country, which would be of infinitely greater value to
the country, as a whole and to the settlers of Manitoba.
However, I have certainly no objection to the Government
granting most liberal aid to the construction of any branch
lines in the Province of Manitoba.

Mr. FAR ROW. I desire to say a few words on this
resolution, knowing seomething about southern Manitoba,
and the character and circumstances of the settlers thre.
As the hon. member for West Huron (Mr. Cameron) has
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stated, a great many of them have gone from Huron and
Bruce and the adjacent county of Perth. I have a great
many relatives there mysolf. I visited that country in
1880, and I saw the hon. member for South Huron (Sir
Richard Cartwright), and also the hon. member for West
luron, there ut the same timo.

Mr. WHITE. Both speculating?
Mr. FARROW. I believe they ongaged logitimately in

speculation. I was a poor man, and had no money for
speculation myself. I think their speculatione were legiti-
mate; all I think they were wrong in, was in blaming the
Government for not building a railway to enhance the value
of their spoculation. My hon. friend from Hastings is more
modest. He has got a timber limit, but ho is not blaming
the Government for not building a railway to it.
I think there is; I say that their spoeulations were legiti-
mate. I do not blame them. If I had money, I would
have speculated in the same way; the speculations were
open to any man. I am in accord with this resolution. A
great deal has been said about grievances in the North-
West. I believe I roceive as many letters from southern
Manitoba as any hon. gentleman, for many of my own con-
stituents in the east riding of Huron have gone there, with
many of whom I am intimately acquainted. I know Mr.
George McKenzio very well, and Mr. John Robertson, and
I am very sorry that the lion. momber for West Huron
(Mir. Cameron) has, I will not say intentionally, misrepre-
sented their cases, but I will touch upon that a little later.
I have asked theso mon, personally, I have asked them by
letter, what grievances they have, and they said thoy have
no grievance, as regards the price of agricultural imple-
ments, for they can buy them there cheaper than
they could in Ontario, but they have a griovance, and
that is the want of a railway. 1 have come in
contact with them, as they have visited my place on short
visits, and Isaid to them : You have only been out there
since 1S79 or 1880, but when did you come into the county
of Huron ? hey said : We came there in 1856, when it
was ail bush ; and I asked them: low did you struggle on
without a railway for twonty-fio years ? And yot you
complain bocauseoyou havenot arailway out thoreealthougli
that country has not been opened up for fivo years ? They
could not answer me. Why did not you robel against the
Governmont of Ontario, I said, when you were twenty-five
years without a railway ? Oh, they answered, wo are dif-
ferently situatod now. I know one man who bas gone
there from my neighborhood, three years ago, and ho had
2,500 bushels No. 2 spring wheat in his granary, and it is
there to-day.

Mr. BLAKE. Why is it there?

Mr. FARROW. I am going to tell you. He said: I have
a team worth $500, but if I take the team to carry the grain
to Brandon it would kill the toam, and rather than lose the
team I would lot the grain rot in my barn. The great cry
out there is for a railway, and I am glad by those resolu-
tions they are going to get it. But I want to know
whether this will build the railway, and will it be built now.
These are the two great points: Will this grant of 6,400
acres per mile-

Mr. BLAKE. It is 9,600 acres.

Mr. FARROW. Well, if it is 9,600 acres it will more
than build any road through there. If I had the capital, I
would, from the knowledge I have of that country, taue that
land to-morrow and build the road, and equip and run it,
inside of a year. There is no question about these men
wanting a railway and they must have it. The hon. member
for West Huron (Mr. Cameron) is almost equal te any tsk.
I have met him on political plahforms, and some timos ho
thought it convenient to keep away, but ho is oqual to any

1885. 2518
1



COMMONS DEBATES. JUNE 12,
occasion; lie can make black appear white or white black. were questions te b. considered in reference to this remolu-
Did he not say that George Mackenzie had left the country. tion. In the first place, the hon. member for Huron said

Mr. WHITE. Yes, and never returned. the grievance was the railway, and that wusthe enly griev-
ance, and he pointed ont that it was rather an unreasonable

Mr. FARROW. George Mackenzie has a very fine pro- grievance. Ne pointed out that, when lie and ethers went
perty in southern Manitoba and he las erected on it a fine into ]uron, they struggled for tweuty-flve years in
building, and has returned to his business in Goderich, as a the bush without a railway. No doubt they did, but
hardware merchant. I know of a man who was out there tle railway era, tle railway age, came on, and
for a year; he broke up a small portion of land, some 60 tlose whe left a country wlich lad railway
acres, and has rented that clearance for $180 a year, and accommodation and went into the &North-West, in
returned home to Ontario. the expectation that they would have railway accommo.

Mr. WHITE (Hastings). He has not gone to the States. dation there, under the pledges and promises that railways
Mr. FARROW. I will deal with this matter. I know would permeate tlat country, who were told that in modem

most of those people in Eouthern Manitoba. My friend, times immigration is te be aided by the railway being alead
Mr. Robertson, is what I call a noted character; he is a of the immigrant, and wlo found that tle great distances
relative of my hon. friend from East York (Mr. Mackenzie), theywere frem the market se materially affected the price
a cousin of his, and I know of two boys who went there, oftlieiginatitas bsovey vita te liftoe
one of whom unfortunately got an odd number and the way, might naturaye ry much agrethey
other an even number. I suggested: Why did yo not both
get on an even-numbered section; did you not know the promised it, more than the settiers in Huron would b., who
odd-numbered sections are set apart or the railway ? But went in there 25 years before, without the promise of a rail-
they wanted to be together. One of these boys has made way, and when there was but little railway accommodation
$2,500 worth of improvements on his property, and I would in the country at allEBt that las nothing te do with tle
advise the Government that these men who went there as question before us. We are net discussing the conditions
early as 1881, and many ofthem sold good places in Ontario under which the old settiers went into the country, but we
and put their money into the country, and have borne the are discussing the present railway pelicy in the North-
]heat and the burden of the day, should have their lands at a West. We are considering the present by the light of the

reasnabe fgur. Isaytîn tIcGovmn ent inniaingpast, and it is the admitted policy ef Canada that the North-reasonable figure. I say that the Government, in makingWet ii stopseri ohaelclalwy T r-this grant, should see that those settlers will have the landss tbifitistoser, is te lav e sionas.ther-
ut a reasonable figure. One dollar an acre has been m on. eterefirneusn discussingathefquestasmt e
tioned, and I think ti is plenty for these men to pay. They en
have been the pioneers,the men who bave set a good example, they were reasenable; J say that fer them the mailway was
who bave shown that :this is a country flowing with milk
and honey, so far as grain-raising is concerned. without tînt expectatien and witheut the promise and

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The grain muat be in the the public pledge made by persons in wlirnthey lad
milk. reason te confide, tînt theme would le mailways built there,

Mr. BLAKE. No; it is the man who is in the milk. rany of thcn would net have gene; we would net have
Mr. FARROW. I know that some of these men have lad them in there, and yen will net get more in, excopt

raised. 30 to 40 bushels of spring wheat to the acre, and upen the expectation and pledge of railway development.
40 bushels of barley, and 80 bushels of oats; and really Thon he says ho wants te see that the railway will be
these crops are something tremiendous, compared with the assumed, thouglie thinks tley are unreasonable in cer-
yield we get in even some of the best parts of Ontario. I plainingtînt tley have been without the railway for five
was going to say that I hoped the Government will make years, when they were twenty-five yeara in Huron withoutandfai temi ithti.Canda aciie Raiway oron.. He admits that it is a necessity, net only for them,
strong and fast ters with the Canada Pacifi Railway, oruresettement, and e say it is wanted surely
whatever company is going te get this land. I believe the and speedily. Wall, I am with hir in tînt, and my deubt
want of a railway is the only grievance these people have. is,>tînt the hon, gentleman, wîose knowledge of railway
That is all they have represented to me. As to the hon,.building I do net dispute, whose capacity te value lands 1
member for West Huron saying that 50 per cent. of the do net deny, whose power te judge of the availability of a
people had left the country, I am in a position to say that ailway grant I do net at ah depreciate, is, unfortunately,
is a very extraordinary statement. 1 have made it my at issue with Mr. Van Home and with Mr. Steplin on the
business to ask different parties with whom I have subjeet. I have read the staterent et Mr. Van Home, in
come in contact, both personally and by letter, and September last, thnt if le got the free grant of land ho was
they have told me that in their special neighborhood,li at ail sanguine that li would be able te build this hue.
inside ranges 19 to 25, west of the prime meridian, in the Re inys: I will try te build it, but I arnnt sanguine.
Turtle Mountain district, very few have left the country, Mr. Stephen went te England, as 1 find from these
but the great grievance is the railway. f am very glad this te see if .eould obtain tue capital, and
resolution las come down. I am glad it is so liberal. I
know there is enough in it te build the railway. If IVanHnert fromh i,1andthomMm
were a capitalist, I would be glad to take the land and build September tUs teok place, and Dow, in the mentI of
a firat-class road, and I do not see why the money cannot b. June1 find ne information thnt the effort wlich was made
raised to build sc na road. I believe it can be raised, and if met faitt get Engliel capital on the basis of tus land
the Government stick to the company, no doubt it will beg so pne
built. The settlers have only this grievance, and if it ishow il cores te b. 9600 acres a mile. There was an or-
built, there will be a happy southern Manitoba. ginal grant of 6,400 acres a mile, at $1 an acre, and there

Mr. BLAKE. I am sure the hon. gentlemen, whom the were 50 miles built under fiat. The.corpany las 100
hon. member for Huron (Mr. Farrow) supports, will have miles te build. The Gevemnment las ngreed te give 6,400
listened, with interest and attention, to some of the obser- a mile fer tînt 100 miles, and on fie construction of thnt
vations h. made, and whiob, if he will permit me to say se, 100 miles t give 6,400 acres a mile for fie 50 miles thnt
strongly supported some of the arguments I have been pre they have constrcted. That maires about 9,600 acres n
senting, in the effort to persuade the committee that there mile for tIe construction of the 100 miles, besides the 50

Mr. FAJuIw.
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miles already built. The hon. gentleman says this grant
will build a first-class railway, but Mr. Van Horne is not
sanguine as to its being built. On the 18th March, I find
Mr. Stephen saying to the Prime Minister, and the Prime
Minister laying the letter on the Table about a month ago,
that if he gets all ho asks from Government and from
Parliament, which ho doos net get, because the proposais
made by the Government are different from what Mr.
Stephen asks, he will undertake to bauild the Manitoba
South-Western. It is clear that he had not got, on the
18th March, an independent basis upon which ho could
build the Manitoba South-Western, but if you pour into the
Canadian Pacifie lRailway Company the resources I ask, he
says, I will agree to build the Manitoba South-Western. That
is the evidence, and in connection with the hon. gentleman, I
raiso my humble voice to demand sncb reasonable assurance,
based upon the statements of Mr. Van Horne and Mr.
Stephen, and of the two corporations, that we are to get the
railway surely, as I agree with him we ought to get it, with
this grant. For, what are the prospects of the North-West
at large? What can we honestly say about the prospects of
the North-West at large, if, inu an old settled, a fertile, a
favored section of the country, a free grant of 9,600 acres a
mile, along the lino of the railway, and overy acre to be
fairly fit for settlement, is not sufficient encouragement to
enable you to build a railway in that part ? If that cannot
be doue, what is the future of the North-West ?

Mr. FARROW. It can be doue.

Mr. BLAKE. The hon. gentleman says it can be done,
but those who ask for the aid say they doubt it. Tho hon.
gentleman adverted to another thing, to the low price of
lands which ho thought ought to exist for the settlers, and
ho pointed out difficulties that had ensued by reason of these
men taking up odd and even sections. What was more
natural in that country than that men should desire to be
near one another ? That men of the same family or of the
same neighborhood should feel, when they were
going into remote country, almost alone, without the
advantages of schools or churches and without that usual
admixture that they had in the happy county of Huron,
as it has been in those later days, with its villages, with its
schools, with its churches, with its railways, and so forth,
that they should cling to the notion: Well, at any rate, we,
old friend, old ally, old neighbor in the bush, brother,
cousin, father, will stick together. I feel for those wbo
took the risk of settling on an odd section to get near their
brother on the even section, and I always felt that reserv-
ing large blocks, under the system of alternate sections, in
advance of a railway, in a fertile country, was one, unless
there were circumstances to enable individuals to settle
together, which would give rise to great difficulties. I want
somothing to be done in connection with this which will
ensure that the same difficulties shall not subsist along
the lino of the Manitoba South-Western and these other
roads. The Government are going to give the free grant
along the lino of these railways, so far as they
are unsettled. I want to be assured that the odd
sections may be purchased at a reasonable price, so
that those people may settle together, and I think the
hon. gentleman will agree with me that that is reasonable.
I think the hon. gentleman will agree with me 'that it is
reasonable. Now, Sir, I do not intend to enter into the
argument of the First Minister. lie gave us a very admir-
able discourse, delivered with great power of voice, great
freedom of utterance, great eloquence, and some latitude of
statement, upon the subject of a Canadian Pacifie Railway.
Ho argued as to the prospects of that road, as to the position
of that road, as to the difficulties of that road, in a manner
which, I think, deserves, as it ias received, some and sufficient
dissection from my hon. friend from Huron. Ho. pointed
out the depreciating process that had gene on in many

respects with reference to the prospects of the road, as ho
said, from a hostile press in Canada, and which had been
repeated and exaggerated in England. I noed not to-day, I
suppose, tell this louse what I have froquently told it
before, of my opinions as to the nature of the contract, and the
prospects of the Canadian Pacifie Rail*ay underthis contract.
They have been frequently stated, and I abide by thom still,
as the condition of things at the time they were uttered.
Last Session and the Session beforo I was obligod to
point out how these prospects had been cloudod and, to
some oxtent, marred, by what I thought was the mistaken
policy of the Goverument and the policy of the railway
company togother. But the bon. gentleman adverted to
the policy of which I spoke-a policy of vigorous action in
the prairie, and cautious and tentative action with roference
to the ends of the lino, and ho denounced that as a policy
unworthy of a statesman, and that statement is cheored on
the other side of the louse. le also objected to my saying
that the policy of the Governmnort had beon vascillating,
rash and inconsistent. Well, now, does the hon. gentleman
reco:lect what bis colleaguo, the Minister of the Interior,
thought of his policy in the year 1873 ? Does ho recollect
the view that he took as to the Canadian Pacifie tailway
policy at that time ? Does ho recollect the publishoed letters
that ho wrote with reforence to the Canadian Pacifie Rail-
way policy ? Why, Sir, ho very much dissonted from the
policy of the bon. gentleman. I have hore an article from
the Montreal Gazette, of 12th July, 1873, an editorial article,
speaking of the views of Senator McPherson, in the follow-
ing language:-

"The question of policy could notbe affected by the fact of whether
he (Macpherson) was president, or Sir Hugh Allan president, of the com-
pany to construct the railway; and we have here another illustration
of Mr. Macpherson's disingenuousness in the whola matter. 8o long as
he thought there was any chance of eecuriug for himself te chiet po-
ition in connection with the company, he steadfastly aivocated the con.
struction of the railway by mean3 of a company. The very moment
that ho founi that hii own vanity was not t, b ministered unto, that
instant ho threw what influence lie had poessessed-which, thank Godi, i
not very great-in cbitructing the entorprise which he protessed to
desire to promote, and into urging a policy which he did not for a
moment think of while the thinking of it might have secured its adop-
tion. The letter will not certainly add much to the personal or public
character of Senator Macpherson, while it will expose to the world the
motives which govern his extraordiuary conduct in the Senate during
the last Sassion of Parliament, and will render harmlesis anr further
efforts that ho may may make in the same direction.

There was the view of a Conservativo newspaper on the
subject of Sonator Macpherson's views, the gentleman wbo
is now Minister of Interior, with roference to the Canadian
Pacifie Railway Company policy of the Governmont in 1873.
Now, I come down to the year 1877, when Sonator Macipher-
son had become reconciled to the hon. gentleman, and sus-
tained him in the Sonate ; and what did ho think about the
Pacific policy thon ? Why, Sir, I have here a pamphlet
which was circulated by hon. gentlemen opposite by tens of
thousands in the year 1878, and was, in fact, their platform
at that eleoction. They have oven boasted that it was the
means by which they largely carried the country, and the
Senator was rewarded shortly afterwards by a seat in the
Cabinet for his exertions during that campaign. What did
ho say, in the year 1877, upon that subject ?

" Thon, with respect to the maiu lino, the Government saw fit to
commence it on the section betwean Thunder Bay-or, rather, between
Fort William, on the banks of the Kaministiquia, six or eiht miles from
Thunder Bay, on Lake Superior-'nd the Red River, a distance of 410
miles, through a wilderness, no part of which, worth mentioning,
according to the testimony of Mr. Sindford Fleming, Chiot Engineer of
the railway, in fit for settiment. Mr. Fleming' oevidence upon the sub-
ject is in full accord with that of al lother persons who have visited the
region. It abounds in mall lakes, quagmires and rock. Through a
considerable part of the country the construction of the railway will b.
difficult and costly, there being much rock cutting and some tunnelling.
When finished it will only be a s aqamer road, open for five months in
the year, and run at an enormous loss to the country. Long before It la
finiaed the American line from 2 aluth to Pembina, on the frontier of
Manitoba, i certain to be complaied, uid will be, open Vid St. Paul ail
the year around.."
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There, Sir, when an honest effort was being made to con-
struct that line, which was material, in order to give con-
nection between the great North-West and the Canadian
seaboard, in order to enable the people, in the season of
emigration, to go tO the North-West by our own lines,
through our own country, from Port Arthur to Winnipeg,
and in order to enable the grain to come down to Port
Arthur and through the lakes to Montreal, that was the
statement which the hon, gentleman sent out to the country,
endorsed by their imprimatur, written by the man whom
they afterwards rewarded, by taking him into the Cabinet,
as to the prudence of the expenditure for completing that link
in the through line. How good does that look for the great
national enterprise ? How good does that look for the
eneouragement of a through line, for the Canadian Pacifie
Railway to represent to the people that it was an
injurious and improper thing to build that link from Port
Arthur to Winnipeg? But the hon. gentleman bas corn-
plained of my policy-which he bas not accurately stated.
I never proposed to Parliament, nor to any portion of the
people, that the Canadian Pacifie iRailway, as a through line,
should be abandoned. I declared that the ends of it should
be postponed, and that the centre was the part which
demanded our first, our earliest, our most active exertions;
and in that view I think I shall be found to be sustained by
more than the opinions which I have read. I have shown
you that Senator Macpherson was largely of that view in the
pamphlet from whieh I have read to you, in the year 1877,
as to the construction of the piece from Port Arthur to
Winnipeg.

The committee rose, and it being six o'clock, the Speaker
left the Chair.

After Recess.

House again resolved itself into Committee on resolutions
respecting land grants to North-West railways.

(In the Committee.)

Mr. BLAKE. When you left the Chair, Sir, I was point-
ing out that the policy which the Liberal party had advo-
cated, with respect to the construction of the Canadian
Pacifie Railway, was a policy which was not confined to
them exclusively. But others, besides themselves, had
entertained those reasonable views, and I had promised to
give you some prof t'of that statement. I had referred to
the utterances of a distinguished member of the present
Cabinet at an earlier period in the history of the Canadian
Pacific Railway discussion, namely, in the year 1873. But
I pass to a later era, to the period of 1877 and of 1878,
when Mr. Mackenzie's policy had been inaugurated, and
when both parties were preparing for the struggle which
was to take place in 1878, and I ask, what was the policy,
at that time, of many distinguished persons, who now, and of
late years, have decried the policy which I have alluded to
as a sound one, in language something like that which the
First Minister employed this afternoon, decrying it and
denouncing it as an unreasonable and insensate, mean and
contracted policy. Allow me to read a few words which were
spoken in 1877 :

" But surely the whole expenditure between Lake Superior and the
Red River is premature and unwise. That section of the railway will
cost not less than twenty millions 5f dollars; the interest will be one
million of dollars a year, and with the loss of working the road (which
I shall not venture to estimate), will amount to an enormous sum to be
borne by the tax-payers of this Dominion. I may say my own opinion
bas always been that we should have been content, for a time, to use the
United States lines for our all-rail route to Manitoba, and begin our
Pacifie Railway at Pembina, thence to Winnipeg, and on through Mani-
toba and the North-West, combining with its construction a comprehen-
sive and attractive scheme of immigration, under which immigrants
would be assured of employment and land-employment firat, and land
afterwards."

Mr. BLAKE.

I hear some hon. gentleman cheer that anti-national senti-
ment, that unpatriotic sentiment, that United States senti-
ment, and I might almost say, that annexation sentiment.
The words I am reading are the words of Senator Mac-
pherson.

Mr. McCALLUM. You followed in the same channel.
Mr. BLAKE. I was a little before him.
Mr. McCALLUM. And you followed him.

Mr. BLAKE. I am following him now with a sharp
stick :

" The lands retained by the Government in the North-West, owing to
the settlement of adjoining lands, would have been enhanced in value,
and their sale wduld have provided funds to aid in extending the rail-
way, as required, without over-burdening the Domibion exchequer. l
this way the Canadian Pacifie Railway, east of the Rocky Mountains,
could have been built as fast as required, for very little money, and our
prairie country would have become quickly peopled. A similar course,
as far as adaptable to Britieh Columbia, rmight have been pursuecd in that
Province; and when the Goverument decided to build the road as a
public work, no reasonable objection could be urged against this policy.
Had it been followed, the Dominion, from the Atlantic to the Pacifi,
would have been more prosperous than it is to-day. We should have
been free from the heavy engagements that weigh upon us, and free,
also, from the financial peril that stares us in the face-imminent if
not inevitable. Our expenditure, to this time, upon the railway, would
have been comparatively small, and would increase ouly as might be
convenient, for it would be subject to our own control. As it is, the
outlay in connection with the Pacifie Railway to 30th June, 1876,
(according to the Public Accounts), amounts to the large eum of
$6,254,280."

With those words, expressive of his policy, with those
remonstrances against an enormous and inordinate expendi-
ture on the Canadian Pacifie Railway, with those alarms
and apprehensions of the consequences to this Dominion of
expending money at so rapid a rate, did Senator Macpher-
son address the electors of Canada, prior to the general
elections of 1878; and with these views distributed broad-
cast throughout the country did the Conservative party
endeavor to succeed, and they did succeed, in carrying the
popular vote, so far as the Canadian Pacifie Railway policy
was concerned. It was the common policy, at that time, of
both parties, not to increase the taxes of this country or its
burdens, in order to build the Canadian Pacifie Railway, and,
as I have shown, the Minister of the Interior pointed out
that $,,250,000 was a very large expenditure, and that the
hon. member for East York was going too fast and too far
in incurring that expenditure in building the road, from a
financial point of view. In his view we ought to limit that
expenditure; we ought to proceed, with respect to the ends
of the roads, cautiously; we ought to develop the country and
ought to make a backbone for the road ; we ought to attend
to that, in the first instance; and in that view I heartily
concur; for, as I bave said, it was my view before
the hon. gentleman expressed it, and it bas continued to
be my view since. But since that time, how have those
alarms and apprehensions been realised in his practice and
in the practice of the Government. We have taken, in
increased and added taxes, $20,000,000 to build the Canadian
Pacifie Railway, according to the bon. gentleman's policy,
and we have borrowed or are borrowing or engaging for
close upon $100,000,000 for their Canadian Pacifie ktailway
policy. Contrast that state of things with the state of things
which the Minister of Interior deplored as being calculated
to produce serious results to the Dominion, when the hon.
Senator felt so keenly about $6,250,000 having been expended
during many yoars on the Canadian Pacifie Railway ;-
when he felt so mach what is a trifle more than a year's
interest on the sum for which we stand at present engaged
to pay, or have actually paid, in respect of that enterprise.
It is all very well for the First Minister to talk of depres-
sion in American railway securities being the reason of the
depression ; but the cause, and the main cause, Of the
depression in Canada, to-day, is bis policy, and it is very
largely due to the Canadian Pacific Railway policy itself
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to a policy which abstractod from the Custom house$20,000,000 to build that road, collecting nearly
$30,000,000 out the pockets of the people, and taxing
our crodit and borrowing powers to a very heavy extent
for almost uncounted millions more. Then, tho First Min.
ister presented to Parliament an account of the prospects of
the railway in his own exuberant style. I think no greater
harm can be done to Canada, so far as its interests are
bound up in the Canadian Pacifie Railway, and to the
Canadian Pacifie Railway itself, than are such statements as
the First Minister made this afternoon. When you find an
hou. gentleman occupying the responsible position of First
Minister of Canada deliberately declaring, on the floor of
Parliament, that the position of that enterprise is such that
it will be able to carry freight from one side of the con-
-tinent to the other, at one-quarter the rates at which othor
systems of through lines carry freight, you have a stato-
ment made which every man, in the slightest degree
familiar with the subject, knows to b wholly unfounded,
which will be laughed at in railway circles, from one end of
the country to the other, if they think it worth while to
take notice of it at ail. The hon. gentleman knows very
little about it, if he really believes that the Canadian
Pacifie Railway system, in consequence of its being
one corporation, from ocean te ocean-but it is
not so, and the hon. gentleman's proposal will not make it
one corporation-will have the effect of enabling it to save
three - quarters of the cost of carrying freight. The
arrangements made for carryiug throught freight over the
varions systems, between the Atlantic and Pacifie oceans,
are very complete. At this moment, and for some nonths
past, I have myself seon public advertisements offering to
carry freight from an Atlantic port to port Victoria, in
British Columbia, ocean froight, European freight Of any
class, at $2. 10 per 100 pounds; and to tell us that the
Canadian Pacifie Railway can afford to carry that freight
for one-fourth of $2. 10 per 100 pounds, is to say something
which nobody, who has given balf-au-hour's attention to
the subject, would regard as other than perfectly propos-
terous. The truth is, that those systers of railway, as to
their arrangements for carrying through freight, are
involved in little more expense than a uniform system.
When a difficulty occurs, of course there may be some
hitch in, the whole chain of communication; but so
long as the communication lasts, the arrangements
are such as to involve very little advantage in
that regard. The hon. gentleman gave us, Sir,
a very highly-colored account of 'what the results of
the Canadian Pacifie Railway would be. II stated
that its prospects were of the brightest character,
and ho has complained of us for doing it an injustice, for
decrying those prospects. Well, I have said, and I repeat,
that I will invite any person who challenges my statements
with reference to the Canadian Pacifie Railway, its contract
or its prospects, to point out the speech of which hb com-
plains, the language of which ho complains, and I will have
something to say to him. As to general statements, like
those of the hon. gentleman, of course thero is no answer to
ho given, because, in their generalisation, they are not
capable of attack. Let us bear the particulars, if the hon.
gentleman alluded to me. But I admit that there have
ben statements made which would be calculated to affect
the Canadian Pacifie Railway in a different sense from the
hon. gentleman's speech of this afternoon. There have been
some statements made which, I suppose, the bon. gentleman
will denounce as inaccurate, untrue and unpatriotic. For
instance, a statement of this kind :

" I do not hesitate to say that the tariff which is now on the Tabk of
the House cannot pay the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company, and will
not pay them, for a considerable number of years. It would be impossible,
until a ,arge number ofpeople go into that country, to construet a tariff
which would pay then; because the climatic difculties are Ouc, that
1 ii.w. no beltation in 8ayiug tàe Mtst01tb&uling per tea per mile would

be four or five times as great in the North-West, in the present sparely
condition of the country, and the small amount of trafflt, as it woula be
on the Grand Trunk liailway, witb the enormous amount oftraffio which,
I amr glad to say, it is carrying and the milder climate in which it
operate8."
Now, that is terrible language to use. Is it right to declaro

f that it would cost four or fivo times as much to carry traffie
, on the Canadian Pacific Railway as it would to carry it on

the Grand Trunk ?-to declare that noither the tariff of tolls
which is on the Table, nor any which can bo constructed,
will pay the Canadian Pacifie Railway for a number of
years ? Do you mean to say that that is going to bc the
condition of the enterpriso ? Tho hon. gentleman May well
denounce the person using that language, but in doing so ho
will donounce one of his colleagues, Sir Charles Tupper,
who spoke those words, whon standing besido where ho now
sits, on the 4th of May, 1883, just two years ago. Theso are
the denunciations, and lot the hon. gentloman settle his
account with his Minister of the Interior, with bis High
Commissioner, before he comos forward to render an account
to the membors of the Liberal party. I have no intention
of engaging in a genoral Canadian Pacifie Railway debato,
upon which we will, perhaps, have a good deal to say when
the hon. gontleman's proposai comes down. I would not
have touched the matter, but for the hon. gentleman's own
statement and attack, which merited just this much reply.

On resolution 3, (Manitoba and North Western Railway
CJompany),

Mr. EDGAR. Are we to hear, from the hon. Minister of
Public Works, any particulars about this very important
grant, a grant of about 3,000,000 acros of land t

Sir IIECTOR LA N(EVIN. I thought I had alroady
given, on the introduction of the resolutions the other
evening, the explanations I bad to give about this grant. I
stated that the company had already built78 miles, which
have been worked for a year or two; that there were 50 miles
beyond that under construction, with a location of 75 miles
over and above that distance, which bas been approved by the
Government, and that the balance of the charter, after that
distance, was 250 miles, forming 443 miles, which will
bring the road from Portago la Prairio to Prince Alboit.
lion. gentlemen will soo the importance of the railway
if they refer to the map. Fromt Portago la Prairie to
Minnedosa, and thence to Prince Albert, as a rule, it passem
through a very fine country. A largo number of people
have settled there; but, as in the case of the Manitoba
South-Western, they require a railway, in order that they
may bring their produco to market. Under theso circum-
stances, the Government have come to tho determination to
mako this grant, subject to the approval of Parliament, from
Portage la Prairie to the crossing of the South Saskatche-
wan, 23 miles from Prince AI bort. When they reach that
point we bave no doubt they will reach the Prince Albert
settlement, which, I hope, by that time, will be a very quiet
and prosperous settlement. That dietance of 430 miles,
with the 23 miles to Prince Albert, makes up 453 miles.
The land will amount, in round numubers, to two millions and
three-quarters acres. The company will have to pay, also,
ton cents per acre for survoys and other exponses con nected
with that portion of the administration of the Department.
The land grant consists of the odd-numbered sections at
the disposai of the Governement, and the tracts are indicated
on the map. They are bound to complote a portion of the
road year by year, in order to be entitled to the grant.
And the whole grant is paid in tho same way as the grant
to the Pacifie Railway-as the road is being built, and as it
is reported to be built, in accordance with the contract, by
the Chief Engincer of the Department.

Mr. WATSON. I would like to ask the hon. Minister
whether, for that portion of the road already built, the
Government intend to grant the land pro rata per mile for
the whole distance at once, or for short distanes. How ig
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the land grant to be distributed over the 78 miles already
built ?T '

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. So far as I can recollect,
the quantity of land appropriated for those 78 miles will
be allotted to the company on the remainder of the road as
it is built.

Mr. EDGAR. I have looked at the Order in Council, and
the exact provisions of it in this case are, that for the portion
that is completed, the 512,000 acres are to be appor-
tioned over the remaining 350 miles, which makes the
grant 7,863 acres a mile from the present point to which
the railway is finished to the South Saskatchewan, and that
acreage is teobe conveyed te the company as each 25
miles of the railway are finished. Now, I do not rise at
all to object to the Government making this grant. I am
very much more disposed to coraplain because the Govern-
ment did not make a sufficient grant before now to bring
about the completion of this very important line of railway,
and I am anxious to see that the grant they are giving now
will accomplish that end. This lino is a special one; it is
not only a large railway in itself-430 miles in length, from
Portage la Prarie to the South Saskatchewan-but it
traverses the route which was laid out for the Pacific
Railway by the present Government; and when it was
publicly announced as the route of the great trans-conti-
nental highway, settlers flocked in large numbers into that
district, and they have been very much disappointed, and have
suffered greatly from the absence of the railway communica-
tion which they had been led toexpect. For that reason, among
others, the Government should have taken care that the
grants tbey have made to assist that railway for several years
past bore fruit, which they did not. If the Government had
taken care that this important line of railway had been con-
structed within a reasonablo time after the route of the
Pacifie Railway was changed, there would have been very
much less discontent in the neighborbood of the South Sas-
katchewan and Prince Albert than has been lately developed.
One of the minor causes which have led to the recent rebel-
lion-the dissatisfaction of the settlers with the lack of com-
munication with the outside world-would have been largely
romoved; and with a railway in operation to the Saskatch.
owan, at Prince Albert, an outbreak would have been very
easily suppressed. Thut those settlers have reason to com-
plain is very evident from the papers which have been laid
before the House. As long ago as 1881, when this company
first applied to the Government for assistance, that fact was
represented. The memorial of the company said:

" The line adopted by the Portage, Western and North-Western Rail-
way Company is one which was early occupied by settlers, in the
expectation they were led to indulge In by maps issued by the Govern-
ment and the earlier reports of the Engineer-in-Chief of the Canadian
Pacifie Railway, and years of deep disappointment followed, and only
now removed when, after the Canadian Pacific Railway Company
decided on carrying their main line so far to the south, the Portage,
Western and North-Western Railway Company undertook to meet their
wants, believing tbey could do so in fuli harmony with the intereats
of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company and the views of the Gov-
ernment."

Now, that was not only represented by the company, but it
was represented to the Government on sever al occasions by
representative men in the North-West. The warden of the
county of Westbourne, Major Boulton, represented to the
Government, personally, and also by memorandum, the
same circumstance, and pressed it upon the attention of the
Government. What did the Government do ? They
passed an Order in Council, in 1881, granting 3,840 acres a
mile for this road, with the promise that when it was half
finished they might give them some more. Then the
company went on struggling for a while, and were
able to do nothing with that assistance. A new
organisation was formed, in December, 1882, composed of
the late Sir Hugh Allan and his partners, Governor Dewd-
ney, and a number of other very strong mon, who informed

Mr. WATSON,

the Government that they had undertaken the work ; and
with a great flourish of trumptes they said that if it were
made clear in the Order in Conncil that theywore to receive
6,400 acres a mile on the whole distance, as far as the South
Saskatchewan, they would certainly be able to complote
the work. I think the Government might have been justi-
fied in believing they would. But they did not. After a
great deal of delay, from the year 1879, when the company
was first incorporated, until 1883, they had only succeeded
in building 78 miles out of 430, and I am sure it
must have been very gratifying to the First Minister, on
that occasion, to receive a telegram from the Premier of
Manitoba, as I see by the papers he did, congratulating
him on the magnificent feat which had been accomplished by
the Government of having 80 miles of this railway construe-
ted after the company had been incorporated for four years.
The one thing which the settlers required was a railway,
because they had been induced to go there far in advance of
settlement, and were disappointed as to the line of railway.
To show how earnestly they had this object in view, they
had given bonuses for the construction of a lino. One bonus
was given by the town of Portage la Prairie, to the extent
of $100,000, and the county of Westbourne gave a bonus of
875,000. There were many other things which they repre-
sented most earnestl y to the Government. They represented
that when the new company had obtained control of the
charter they were trying to get some more bonuses out of
them by changing the route. If the Minister would look
among the papers ho wculd find several representations by
the Warden (Mr. Boulton), and others, strongly urging upon
Government to u;e their power of fixing the location of this
railway at the mouth of the Shell River, and not allowing
the company to coerce the settlers into giving tbem
bonusos by threatening to take another route. I would
like to ascertain from the First Minister whether ho bas
complied with the views of thoso settlers or not. I will
refer him to one of the many communications upon that
question, a communication fro Mr. Boulton, the Warden of
Russell county. He writes from Ottawa to the Minister of
Interior, evidently not having been able to obtain an inter-
view, regretting that ho been unable to ascertain the conclu-
sion the Government had come to, and urging on the Govern-
ment to locate the route by the mouth of Shell River, the
one recommended in Mr. Marcus Smith's report, as other-
wise bonusos would be exacted from the people *hich they
could not afford to pay. That was written as far back as
the 10th March, 1883. It will bo very satisfactory for the
House to know whether the Government bas protected the
interests of the people in that matter of fixing the mouth
of the Shell River as the route for the railway. The railway
was originally chartered to Prince Albert, which is distant
about 450 miles from the Portage. Among the corres-
pondence, there is a letter from the secretary of the com-
pany to the Government, in which ho says, if the Govern-
ment desire it, the company will forego the privilege of
going the whole way to Prince Albert, and will only go to
the south branch, which is 20 miles nearer than Prince Albert.
I would like information as to how it is proposed the other
20 miles will be built, or why it is the desire of the
Government, as expressed in this letter, that the company
should abandon the line 20 miles between Prince
Albert and the South Saskatchewan. I would like to know
what assurances the Govornment have that this subsidy
will ensure the construction of the road. Among the
papers, I cannot seo any assurance of that kind. One of the
conditions of the Order in Council is that the company
shall construct at least 100 miles each year; that they shall
first construct an additional 100 miles to the 80 miles, before
the 1st October of this year, 1835; that they shall construet
100 miles each year after that. I do not see that the com-
pany have accepted that condition at all, or that they say
that they are able to do it or hope to do it. They speak of
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finishing 50 miles by lst of October, 1885, and 50 miles a
year after. It would be a pity that the House should not
know what assurance, at least, the Government got from the
company, even if the assurance was not a guarantee that
this subsidy will finish the line. In Betting apart the land
grants for this company the land was specified in two
schedules -one schedule, "A," out of which tbey
were to get the 2,700,000 acres in the odd sections,
and provision was made that in case of deficiency in
that they were to make good the deficiency out of schelule
" B; " if the land was found to be unfit for settlement in
schedule "A," they were allowed to take it out of the
other schedule. I do not know if the Government has any
information from the surveys, or from other sources, as to
the quantities of land in the general grant that are likely
to be unfit for settlement, because we know that that is a
new condition entirely introduced in the grant. When the
companies wer e supposed to be assisted by the offer to sell
to them, at $1 an acre, certain lands, they were not allowed
to examine them and reject those not fairly fit for settle-
ment. Now, by the subsidies in this case, amounting to
7,863 acres a mile, they have the option of claiming what
portion is not fairly fit for settlement, and thon they have
the right to fall back upon the land set out in schedule
" B." Has the Government any information as to what
porton of these lands in schedule "B" are likely to be
called for by the company. I see that a quarter of a million
is set apart there in addition to the twoand a quarter millions
set apart in schedule "A; " and it is a pity to
lock up such a large number of townships as will be locked
up in this way, if it can be avoided, and the Governmont
can release them for settlement.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The first question the hon.
gentleman puts, I understand, is whether the Gov-
ernment have any assurance or moral conviction that this
grant will be sufficient to secure the building of the road.
We have, in this case, what we have in other cases, the
knowledge that the company have asked for this, and that
we have given what we thought might do. After conferring
with the company, we think they may raise the capital and
build the road, aud therefore we hava come to Parliament
in order that this grant may be assonted to. It is true that
that quantity of land is reserved, but it is impossible to say
whether it will be absolutely required or not; it depends
altogether on the execution of the contract by the company.
It is true that it may keep that land without boing used for
two, three or four years; but it is worth while to run that
small risk in order to have the road built. It is the same
thing as when we were asked, in reference to the other road,
whether it would not be proper te have a security on the
land. Either we want to have the road built or we do
not. If we do, we must try to put as few conditions as
possible, so that the promoters of the undertaking may
raise the money on the land. If we put conditions
which will weigh on those lands, which will not leave
them free, the result will be that the money will not
be raised, and these companies will come to Us
again, and say: We cannot raise the necessary funds, and
we ask yon to do more. I think, under the circumstances,
the land will b sufficient, if we are to take for granted what
these companies represent to us, and I have no doubt that,
when they make these representations, they are convinced
that they will be able to extend thoir road and build it, at
all events, a sufficient distance to warrant the grant of land
or porportion of the grant of land that we are asking this
committee te sanction. The hon. gentleman asks Us what
about the other end of the road, the 20 last miles. The
company have undertaken to build their road te the South
Saskatchewan. To Prince Albert is 20 miles further, but I
have no doubt that, when the road is built to that extent,
the Company will feel themselves bound, or perhaps the

Prince Albert people themseolves will find it to their inter-
est to join together and to get some capitalists to join them,
to build the 20 miles to extend the road te their town. If
we can obtain with this grant the extension of this Mani.
toba and North-Western Railway from Minnedosa to the
South Saskatchewan River, we will have done very well,
and it will be time enough thon to seo to the building of
the last 20 miles.

Mr. EDGAR. I1 am net complaining that the Govern.
ment is not putting sufflciently onerous conditions upon the
railway company. I am oomplaining that I fear the Gov-
ernment, in this Order in Couneil, have imposed conditions
upon the company which are too onerous, according to their
own showing, for them to carry out. In this very docu-
ment, in the Order in Council, the condition on which, lu
section 8, this grant is given, is that the company shall
complote, adequately equip and have running, not less than
100 miles of the railway, in addition te the 80 miles now la
operation, not later than the 1st October noit, and thereatter,
by the lst October in oach year, shall complete 100 aldi.
tional miles in consecutive order, until the whole lino is
completed, from Portage la Prairie to the South Saskat-
chewan, and time is made of the essence of the agreement,
and the grant may ho forfeited if it is not carriod ont. In
this document the application of the company is reocited,
and the secretary says that ho has no doubt the money
will ho obtained to complote the road at the rate of not less
than 50 miles per annum after this year, so that in this
very Order in Council in which the application of the com-
pany is recited, the company say they think they can
complete it at not less than 50 miles per annum after
this year, and the secretary goos on to say that the railway
is now in operation for 50 miles, but the grading of 50
additional miles is being proooded with, and that such
50 miles will b completed by the lst October neit, in
time for the transport of the crops of 18S5, provided the
concessions now asked from the Government are granted.
What does the Goverrinment do for the company? They
ask for broad and the Government give thom a stone.
They are given the number of acres usked for, but when
they say they can only see their way te complote 50 miles
hy the 1st October and 50 miles ini oach year thoreafter, the
Government impose a condition, which is inexplicable to
me, that thoy shall build 100 miles by the Ist October, and
100 miles in each year thoreafter; otherwise, timo bein gof
the essenco of the agreement, the grant may be forfeited.I
complain that the Governient have put the company in a
position which they do not pretond they can carry out, and
i ask if that is a reasonable way to treat a company, and if
that is the way a road can ba built. Thero may be some
other communications, but I can hardly think the Govern-
ment would have introduced this communication into thoir
Order in Council if they have received an offer to build 100
miles this year, in time to take Out the crop of 1885, and 100
miles each year thereafter. It makes it a farce if they can-
not do this, because they are not to get any grant immedi-
ately for the 80 miles they have finishod.

Mr. WATSON. This is possibly the most important
road embraced in ths series of resolutions. This road runs
through a section of country which has been opened up for
a number of years, and which ia possibly more in need of a
railway, and has been longer expecting a railway, than any
other section in Manitoba. This road traverses the section
of country whereon the original Canadian Pacifie Railway
was located. In 1879 and 1880 settlers located along that
lino of survey, expecting that the Canadian Pacifie Railway
would be built on that line. They have been waiting there,
expecting a railway, for the last seven or eight yeara, and
farmers who went from Ontario with a fair amount of
means have exhausted their means in patiently waitig
It is of the greatest importance that every liberality s
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be shown to this company, who have exhibited so
much push and energy in constructing the 78 miles
already. It has been truly said by the Minister who has
charge of the Bill that this section of the country is one of
the best for general farming purposes throughout the whole
North-West. It is eminently fitted for farming, for grain
and stock-raising, and bas a lair supply of timber for fuel
and building purposes, and bas also fine water. I believe
the section of country that this road will traverse for 400
miles, from Portage la Prairie to Prince Albert, is one of the
best sections of country in the North-West for settlers; and
if such aid can bo granted to this company as will enable
them to build a road within a short period, I have
no doubt it will lead to a large influx of settlers; and
those who are already settled there, and have been
patiently waiting for railway communication, will be
greatly rejoiced. On account of the want of rail-
way facilities the settlers there have been reduced to
somewhat straitened circumstances. They have confi-
dence in the country and in its future, and are only waiting
for a railway. As bas been stated by hon. gentlemen who
bave spoken from this side of the House, I think the Govern -
ment ought to exorcise more control as to the location of
this lino cf railway. It is a common saying that railway
companies, as well as other corporations, have no souls, and it
is well known that railway companies will bleed a munici-
pality all they can, and drag the location of a road from one
side to the other, for the purpose of obtaining bonuses from
the municipalities. lu the county of Russell there bas been
a figh t over the bonus question, and I believe the county bas
offered a bonus. The same fight has taken place in the
county of Shoal Lake, as the First Minister is doubtloss
aware, as to the location of the railway. At Birtle, a
nice, smart little town, there was a good deal of anxiety
about the location of the railway. The company
stated they were going to run some miles north,
and by that means induce the people of Birtle to take upon
themselves the burden of granting a bonus of, I think,
830,000, in order to get the railway to run into their town.
The town of Minnedosa, of only a few hundred of a popula-
tion, has given a bonus of $30,000 to this company; the
munioipality of Westbourne bas given $8î5,000, and the town
of Portage la Prairie, $100,000. Now, it is to be regretted
that these new municipalities, as yet poor and sparsely
settled, comparatively, should be compelled to burden them-
selves with taxation in order to obtain railway facilities. If
there is one section of the country in the North-West whore
the settlers should have a railway, without being obliged to
pay large bonuses, it is the section which this road is to
traverse. It was the original lino cf the Canadian Pacifie
Railway, and the people settled there expecting, the road
would be built on that line. But the present syndicate saw
fit to deflect the road south, and consequently these settlers
were disappointed. But they are the pioneers of the
country, and I think the suggestion laid before the House
by Major Boulton, as warden of Russell, and othergentlemen
from tthe western section of the country, should be heeded, and
the Government should say where the road is to be located.
It should be located, as near as possible, on the old
line of the Canadian Pacifie Railway, as that lino bas been
surveyed and approved by the Government engineer, and
consequently must be a favorable one. The Local Legisla-
ture of Manitoba, last Session, passed an Act whereby they
intended to aid local railways. It is the intention of the
Provincial Government, on account of the depression in the
value of land, to issue provincial bonds to the extent of
$1 per acre for the land grants given by this Govern-
ment to aid the construction of railways. It is supposed
that this will aid the companies in building the roads. The
Government will issue provincial bonds and take land grants
as security at the rate of 81 an acre. This road bas
now been in operation, as far as Minnedosa, for about two

Mr. WATSON.

years, and it has done a great deal of good. The hon.
gentleman who has charge of those resolutions says that the
company intend to bauild 100 miles of that road this
year, I believe that the greatest distance they intend
to build is to Birtle, somewhere about 60 miles. I was a
little surprised to hear the statement made by the Minister
who has charge of this Bill, to the effect that the land
alrady earned by the construction of 78 miles was to
be distributed over the whole length of the lino, from
Portage la Prairie to Prince Albert. I was under the
impression that the company could not succeed in going
ahead with that road this year, unless they got that land
grant on some 100 miles of the road, or, in other words, that
when the road was built 100 miles farther they should
receive the fuli land grant on the 178 miles. It would be
wrong to allow the company to get off any easier than the
Government can help, but whatever is done by the Govern-
ment, they ought to try to ensure the construction of this
road for, at least, 100 miles, at the earliest possible moment,
because the settlers are there and are getting tired of wait-
ing. Any person having visited that country a few years
ago and visiting it now must be struck with the improve-
monts that have been made, and the increased attractions
for settlers which it now offers. - am glad to sce that the
Government is giving such a liberal land grant towards the
construction of this road, and I hope they will do every-
thing in their power to secure iLs construction as soon as
possible.

Mr. FAIRBANK. Unless the Government have informa-
tion that we have not, it occurs to me that the points taken
by the hon. member for Ontario (Mir. Edgar) are worthy
of careful consideration. I have travelled over that lino of
road and know something about it. The land in the vicinity
of Minnedosa presents all the qualities of a fine farming
country, and an inspection of the work of the company
convinced me that they were endeavoring to push the work
through as rapidly as possible, and of the necessity of push-
ing through rapidly there can be no doubt. I hold in my
hand a letter from a gentleman who went from my riding
and who lives about 60 miles beyond Minnedosa, a gentle-
man with whom I have for many years been well acquainted,
and whose statements I can rely upon most thoroughly. He
has been a resident thore for six years. Ho went into
that country with a- considerable amount of means,
with several grown up sons, and with high expecta-
tions. As long ago as four or five years, I heard
from him that his crop was, I think, betweea
2,000 and 3,000 bushels. But ho complains most bitterly
now, and speaks as a man almost discouraged. He says it
is not on account of the soil, not on account of the climate,
which are good though at times too highly colored, but on
account of the lack of railway facilities, of which ho com-
plains. lis observation during six years has been that the
crops are generally good, and have suffered but once from
frost. Ho says the difficulty is that they have no market,
and wheat is consequently of little value. He gives instances
in which, as he expresses it, a man wanting a grist could
get it at 30 cents a bushel. He has known it to be offered
at 25 cents, without finding a buyer. He speaks, also, of the
disadvantage of the alternate section plan; and one of the
results of my observations in that country, after spending a
month there, was that one of the groatest discauragements
was that it is still the " great lone land."

Mr. TROW. It is gratifying to know that the Govern-
ment has decided to grant this aid. I have travelled from
one end of the line to the other. The first portion of the
road was certainly a great boon to Minnedosa, and has been
of great practical use to settlers on both sides of the lino.
From Minnedosa to Birtle, a distance of some 65 miles, the
section of country is pretty well settled, more particularly
around Shoal Lake. Birtie is quite an old settlement ; it
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was settled many years ago, and probably the best tract of
land in .Manitoba, to my knowledge, with the exception of a
section round Portage la Prairie, is Silver Creek and Shell
River district. These are very large settlements, with very
extensive improvements, and they lie some 30 or 40 miles
from Birtle. From there to the moutt of Shell River there
is the best agricultural section in the North-West. I think
it is superior to southern Manitoba. From Shell River dis-
trict to the Touchwood Hills, a distance of 150 miles, a por-
tion of the land- is not so well adapted for agricultural pur-
poses, and the whole route, from Ellice, or the mouth of Shel
River, to Carrot River, near the terminus of the line, the land
is not adapted for farming purposes on the whole. . But the
Shell River district, embracing an area of probably two or
three good counties, is superior to anything I bave seen, and
is well settled, by people principally from Untario. The pro-
posed railway will be a great boon to that district, because I
know that two years ago the grain grown by settlers there
was valueless. It will not psy to team it to Brandon, which
is nearly 100 miles distant, and the farmers are so much dis-
couraged that they do not even take their grain to market.
Many settlers have had grain stored for years; and there
is no encouragement to them to make improvements, in
consequence of the want of railway facilities.

Mr. WATSON. I would remind the Minister of Public
Works that on the land granted I believe, after the
original grant to the company, there are quite a number of
settlers on the odd sections in the vicinity of Shell River
and Russell. It would be well that it should be provided
that settlers on odd-numbered sections should be allowed to
retain their lands at very moderate prices. The company
have had a man round, with a view to effect a settleinent
with the settlers; whether this settlement bas been effected
or not, I do not know; but it would be well for the Govern-
ment to see to it that the settlers on the odd-numbered
sections should be dealt with very leniently by the com-
pany.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). I trust, before the subsidy is
handed over to the Canadian Pacifie Railway or other
railway company which is to get it, the Government
will take care to make provision that bond fide set-
tiers who have located on the land will not be
interfered with. I do not know wbether the Gov-
ernment propose to give the odd numbered sections in the
townships or every alternate township; but it is of the
utmost consequence for the welfare of the country that the
interest of actual settlers who have gono there and made
improvements should not be disturbed by the railway
company. I therefore trust the Minister of Public Works,
who has visited the country himself, and knows something
of the wants of the settlers and the hardships they have to
undergo, will take care that ample protection is given in
this respect. I had not the pleasure of hearing the remarks
of the hon. member for East Huron (Mr. Farrow), and I
can only refer to his speech from bearsay. I understand
that ho said that Mr. Mackenzie, whose name was attached
to a letter, a portion of which I read to the House, was
a hardware merchant who had gone to the North-West,
who had subsequently leased his land and returned to
business. The hon. gentleman is entirely mistaken. The
Mr. Mackenzie to whom I referred never was a hardware
merchant, and is not so now. There is a Mr. Mackenzie
living in my town who is a hardware mierchant, who went
to the North-West, who leased his land and returned to the
town, but the Mr. MackenziO whose letter I read was not
that Mr, Mackenzie.

Mr. FARROW. All I have to say is, that there is a Mr.
Mackenzie, at Goderich, who went to the North-West and
succeeded there. ie has a very valuable farm in southern
Manitoba and very fine buildings on it. He resided there
two or three years-he never gave up business in Goderich

aie

-and ho rented his land and came back to live in Goderich.
It must be a brother that the hon. member rofers to, and I
think ho had a brother there. It is very strange that one
should succeed in southern Manitoba and the other could not
live there.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). There is no difficulty about it.
One brother homesteaded bis land. The brother whose letter
I read purchased a largo portion of land under the Order in
Council which enabled parties to purchase land south of the
24-mile bolt a, $2 per acre.

Mr. EDGAR. I cannot allow this resolution to pass until
the Minister of Publie Works bas informed the committee
with respect to these points that have been raised. Docs
the hon. gentleman intend to give this subsidy to the corn-
pany, and make it a condition of the grant that they shall
build 100 miles beforo the 1st Octobor and 100 miles every
year afterwards ?

Sir HlECTOR LANGEVIN. i wish to ask the committeo
to pass the items, and upon concurrence t will be able to give
an explanation of that point.

Mr. EDGAR. If they find that they cannot do 100 miles,
lot them do 50. I also drew the attention of the Minister to
the fact that in several places, in the papers before the Hous,
there are vory urgent representations about the route of this
railway. Theso petitions give nunerous reasons why they
appeal to the Government to have the old route maintained.
I dure say that this has been done, and that the Government
will find that they carried out the views of the sottlers and
others. Perhaps the Minister of Public Works will bring
down information on that point as well as on the other.

Sir HIECTOR LANGEWIN. Tho road from Portage la
Prairie to Minnedosa is built, and 50 miles boyond that
are under contract. Thon there are 75 miles beyond
that, the location of which was approved by the (Govern-
ment, and I sec by the location of the lino, as it appears on
the map, that the 50 miles now being built pass at Shoal
Lake, so that the hon. gentleman will see that the objoct of
those petitions appears to have bean carried out. Howevor,
I will make further enquiries.

Mr. ROSS. I think thore must be some mistake about
the 100 miles, bocause I had a conversation with Mr.
JBrydges the other day, when he was hore, and ho informed
me thon that the condition was that 50 miles should be
built this year, and ho said the company wore going to
build 50 miles.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. That is what I stated. I
think there is another Order, changing this, and making it
50 instead of 100 miles.

On resolution 4 (Qu'Appelle, Lrmg Lake ùnd Saskatche-
wan Railroad and Steambat Company.)

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. 1 explained this the other
day. The Order in Council of the :50th Decomber, 1814,
grants this quantity of land, subject to the approval of
Parliament, from Regina to Long Lake, a distance (f 2)
miles. The land is to b3 solected from the oIdd-numbered
sections, on condition that the lino shall buecompletcd by
the Lst of October, 1885, with a steamboat suitable for the
service on Long Lake, to be running by the lst of May,
18ý6, the company to be permitted to obtain a conveyance
of 50ooo acres at $2 per acre, on depositing$100,000 by the
21st of March. 1 seu, by a memorandum sent me to-day,
that $50,000 have been paid into the Rceiver General on
behalf of the company, and are now held in suspense
account. The object of that was that those advancing
money, that is, those purchasing land, wanted to be sure that
the money would be applied in that way.

Mr. EDGAR. I see by the Order in Council that a con-
tract was to be submitted to the Government before the
l t of May, 1885, satisfying them that the lino would be
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comploted, and satisfying them, I suppose, that the steam-
boat will be built before the 1st of October. I see that some
additional pressure has been used on the Ministry with
regard to this subject, and that Mr. John A. Mackenzie, of
Sarnia, makes a very touching appeal to them, to which 1
1 ave no doubt they gave proper attention, as ho is a gentle-
man they would like to oblige.

Sir RECTOR LANGEVIN. The contract has been sub-
mitted to the Department, and the company have already
begun some operations, in the way of importing horses, and
so on. The hon. gentleman must see that owing to the
delay in obtaining this vote the Government may have to
extend the time on the other end, if the company have been
delayed in their operations.

Mr. EDGAR. I think, by the papers, that they were
quite willing to take the risk, when the Government passed
the Order in Council, and the Order in Council was passed
on the 30th of December.

Mr. MoLELAN. The arrangement was that on the depo.
sit of the money they were to receive lands at $2 an acre;
therefore, if the route were not followed, or if the contract
failed in any way, the Government would have sold so much
land there at 82 per acre. I may say that the contract
for the grading has been lot, as well as the contract for the
delivery of the rails.

Mr. EDGAR. What about the steamboat ?
Mr. MoLEL&AN. I am not aware as to the contract for

that.
On resolution 5,
Mr. EDGAR. Are the incidental expenses and the cost

of survey both included in the 10 cents per acre?
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Yes.
Re-olutions to be reported.

BIALIFAX HARBOR MASTER.

Mr. MctELAN moved that the House resolve itself into
Cammittee to consider a certain proposed resolution (p.
2421) to amend the Acts respecting the appointment of a
harbor master at the port of lalifax. He said : The object of
this resolution is to increase the amount allowed to the harbor
master of Halifax from 81,600 to $1,800. The returns of
entries at the port of Halifax have about doubled within the
lst sixteen or seventeen years. In the year 1881 the col-
lections were reduced somewhat by the exemption of coast-
ing vessels from the payment of harbor dues. The expenses
of the officer in connection with his office, for rent,
boat hire, etc., amount to $600 or $800 a year,
which leaves him only from $800 to $900 as a clear
salary. Looking at the large increase of labor which he
has to perform, it is proposed that his allowance, which is
to cover all these expenses, shall be increased to $1,800.
It is also proposed to establish a summary mode of proce-
dure before magistrates, for enforcing the orders of the
harbor master for the botter regulation of the harbor. It is
found, in practice, that he has great difficulty at prosent in
enforcing his orders, as captains and others who wilfully
disobey his orders are able to leave with their vessels
before ho can proceed against them in the courts.

Mr. VAIL. Whore ie this increased amount to come
from ? Is the fund sufficient to pay it, or is it to be paid
out of the Consolidated Fund ?

Mr. MoLBLAN. There is nothing chargeable on the
consolidated revenue. The rule is, that where fees are
imposed the harbor master collects them, and he is allowed
a certain percentage out of what he collects, and the bal-
ance goes into the Treasury. In thielcase, we fix the limit
of what ho shall receive at $1,800. If ho only collecte

Mr. EDGAS.

81,500 that is ail he receives; if he collects $1,900, le
receives $1,800, and the remaining $100 goes into the
Treasury.

Mr. VAIL. Would the ultimate result of this be to
increase the tax on shipping?

Mr. McLELAN. No ; we do not increase the fees.

Mr. DAVIES. Will the hon. gentleman give the infor-
mation as to the fees received by the harbor master at
Halifax each year, so that we may know whether they are
much in excess of the 81,800 proposed to be given him ?
If the hon. gentleman bas statisties showing the nature of
the increase which the hon. the Minister bas referred to as
the duties of the harbor master, it would b interesting
information.

Mr. McLELAN. In 1881, $1,849.50 were the receipts,
of which $249.50 were paid into the Treasury. In that
year an Act was passed exempting coasting vessels from
the payment of fees, but that did not diminish the labors
of the harbor master. The tonnage of the port is yearly
increasing. During the past ten or fifteen years the ton-
nage of the port of Halifax has doubled. Although we
have exempted small vessels from the payment of fees
there is still the same labor required in regulating them,
and as the number of vessels increases the accommodation
at the wharves becomes more limited and the harbor mas-
ter has more labor to perform.

Motion agreed to; and the House resolved itself into
Committee.

(In the Committee.)
Mr. DAVIES. I would like the lon. gentleman to

explain why Halifax is singled out fer an increase in the
fees of the harbor master. If the general shipping of the
port has increased, why does not the increase become gen-
eral all over the maritime ports? I do not understand, from
his explanation, that any increased duties have been cast
upon the port officer. Ho did not explain at all what the
receipts were during the last two or three years.

Mr. McLELAN. It would keep the House too long to
find out the reasons why there has not been the same
increase in all the ports as in Halifax. In all the ports the
increase bas been large, but ut others the shipping has
remained stationary. The shipping of the port of Halifax,
for a number of years back,bas been increasing,0so that it is
almost double to-day what it was some years ago, and as the
number of vessels entering the port and seeking wharfage
accommodation increases, the la bors of the harbor master
correspondingly increase. The exemption of coasting ves-
sels from the coasting fees did not diminish his labor, but
rendered the fees less in proportion to the labors done.

Mr. DAVIES. The statement of the hon. Minister is, I
presume, based upon the examination by him of tables. He
has given a statement of the amounts received for 1881
and the amount paid by the harbor master into the
general revenue, after deducting bis fees, but lie bas not
given statements of what amounts were received since
1881. I would like, also, if he would put the House in
possession of the figures on which he bases bis statement
that the shipping at the port of Halifax las largely
increased.

Mr. McLELAN. I have not the volume here, but know
it is a fact. In 1881 the amount received -for fes was
$1,849; in 1882 it was $1,629, or $200 less, on account of
the exemption of coasting vessels, and in 1883 it was $1,647.
I have not the other years, because the memorandum I
have is one prepared last year, when Ipurposed to introduce
the Bill

Mr. DALY. That is an increase, in 1883, over 1882, of
$18.
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Mr. EDGAR. The hon. gentleman stated the number of

vessels had largely inereased.
M. MoLELAN. I said the tonnage.
Mr. VAIL. That is accounted for by the arrival of large

steamers which stopped to get coal. These steamers do ngt
give the harbor masters any trouble at all ; they go to their
agents, who have large wharves, and the harbor master bas
no trouble at all with them, Consequently, the increase of
tonnage does not add to his duties. I have no objection to
his receiving a fair salary, but I am a little afraid that in
the future, if the receipts do not amount to a sufficient sum
to pay the barbor master, the duos on vessels will be
increased. They may be subject to a tonnage charge, from
which they have been relieved. I cannot sec that the
barbor master's duties have been increased in the last two
or three years.

Mr. STAIRS. I do not think the member for Digby
(Mr. Vail) bas any right to assume that this will lead to
these duties being reimposed. I am sure the Goverument
see the necessity, as well as some hon, gentlemen on that
side of the House, of keeping these focs and all other
charges upon shipping coming into our ports as low as they
possibly can. Some hon. gentlemen who are not acquainted
with the facto may think that $1,600 is an ample salary for
tho harbor master, but he pays all his expenses out of
that, including boat hire and office hire, and it is not suffici-
ont to remunerate him for the work he has to do. I think
the harbor master has more trouble with vossels calling
for coul «than with ordinary vessels. The captains are
sometimes very difficult to handle, aud cases have arisen
which show the necessity for some more summary means
of enforcing the law.

Mr. DAVIES. It is not a question whether $1,600 is
sufficient pay or not. If the amounts received by the har-
bor masters in the different harbors of the Dominion are
not sufficient, that is a reason for considering the whole
question of an increaie to their pay all round; but I asked
why the harbor master of ialifax was singled out for this
increase. If there had boen an abnormal increaso in the
shipping coming into that port there would ba no more to
say. The bon. momber for Digby has explained that the
tonnage has increased, but that is owing to an eeptional
cause-the arrival of large iron ocean steamships; and if
the number of vossels has decreased, the work of the harbor
master bas decreased, and I think the committee have a
right to the information which the Miniiter is not in a
position to give. ie las stated that there was an increase
of $16 in one year, but he will not contend that that is a
justification for increasing the salary of the harbor master
$200.

Mr. McLE[LAN. I suppose the hon. gentleman knows
that almost every harbor in the l)omniuion uhas its own rega-
lations, and that in most cases the Act relating to the har-
bor fixes the maximum sum which we can pay the harbor
master. The Act respecting the harbor master of Halifax
limits the amount we can pay him to $1,000. The work
performed by the harbor master of Halifax, and the expen.
ses incurred by him for boat hire and office hire, and in
various ways, in preserving order among the shipping in that
rort, justifies the Government in giving him $81,800, provided

e collecta the sum. The tonnage in the port of Hatifax has
largely increased and is stili increasing, and in 1831, provious
to the abolition of harbor dues upgn coasting vesels in that
harbor, $1,817 was collected, out of which the harb'r mas-
ter received *1,600 and paid over $217. He bas been com-
pluining, and showing that his expenses wure very largo,
that his duties required the wholaeof his time, and were
sometimes very difficult to perform, and presented such a
case that I think he is entitled to receive $1,800, provided
the shipping of the port.furnishes feessufficient to meet that
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f sum. In fixing the aalary.of any harbor master weIname

the amnount he should receive ont of the fees oollected, and
in many cases we have authority to vary that from time to
time, and increase it if we find the labors have increased.
Halifax is singled out because the Act deflaes $1,600 as the
maximum the harbor master can receive, and I ask the
louse to allow me, if the money is colected-and if it is

collected, there is labor in connection with the collection-
to pay hlm tl,800.

Mr. VAIL. The Minister says that in some years the
amount collected has exceeded the harbor master's salary,
What bas become of the excess ?

Mr. MeLELAN. It was paid into the Treasury.
Mr. VAIL. It would be very unfair, if the amount

received in fees foll short of tho amonnt fixed for the
habor master's salary, to refuse to give him the amount,
when there is a sum standing to tho crodit of that fund in
the Treasury.

Mr. MoLELAN. The hon. gentleman is determined to
go one better.

Mr. DAVIES. The reason given by the Minister of
Marine for increasing the salary of the barbor master at
Hlalifax would apply to every other harbor master in the
Dominion. The Minister bas not shown that there has
been an inereaso in the special work at that particularoffice,
and if you incrcase his salary without showing any special
reason, how can you withhold an incrense of salary from ail
the other harbor masters ? I do not say that this man is not
eatitled to an increase, because I do not know the facts, and
the Minister does not seom to know them, and until the
House is put in possession of the facts we ought not to vote
the money. If it is voted, the result will be that the increase
given to this harbor master must be given to every other
harbor master in the country.

Mr. PAINT. Why should it interest the hon. member
for Queen's (Mr. Davies) so much? We know very well
that the barbor of Charlottetown is frozon over six months
in the year, while the harbor oft lalifax is open twelve
months, and bas a great deal more shipping, both in winter
and summor.

Mr. DAVIES. I would like to know if the bon. gentle.
mai bas onily just made that discovery. Did not that
exist some years ago, when you fixed the salary at $1,600.
The reasons of the hon. member for Riehmond (Mr. Paint)
are, porbaps, little botter tbari the roason given by the
Minister.

Resolution to be reported.

TUE GOVERNMENT LOAN.

Mr. BOWELL, in moving that the report of the Com.
mittee of the Whole b received, on resolution to authorise
the raising, by way (f loan, of such sum or sums of money
as may be required for the purpose of the floating indebted-
Dess of the Dominion, and for carrying on the public works
authorised by the Parliament of Canara, said : In answer
to the question put by the hon. member for South Huron
(Sir Richard Cartwright), I desire to call the attention of
the House for a moment to the powers to loan which hesaid
still.apparently existed, and which might be considered avail-
able as per the Supply Bill of last year. It will be seen that
most of the items have been taken for specfic purposes, and
they are balances of the loans which were formaly authorised
for the purposes indicated in the supply Bill, and conse-
quently not available, the most of them, not being for the
purposes for which the prosent loan is asked. There i, for
instance, for the Intercolonial Lailway, about $2,500,000 ;
opening communication and administration of the gov-
ernment of the North-West, $1,460,000 ; iuproving the
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River St. Lawrence, 82,680,000; Quebec harbor, 81,825,000;
Quebec graving dock 8600,000; the Canadian Pacifie Rail-
way, $4,866,000, and the item for general purposes
of being for savings banks withdrawals, Dominion stock
redeemed, sterling bonds redeemed, etc., making a total,
in round numbers, of $22,080,000. I may also mention
that these loans were available when the Finance Min-
ister asked for his last loan, and I presume, therefore,
he did not consider that they were available for the pur-
poses for which he required that loan, as they are not
available, I take it, except in a few small sums, for the
purposes for which the present loan is asked. After
investigating more closely the purposes to which the pre-
sent loan is toe hoapplied, I find from that the statement
placod in my hands the last time the question was before
the House, while partially accurate in itself, was not as clear
as it ought to have been. The statement I desire to lay before
the House now will be more satisfactory, and it is this: to
cover the temporary loan made, both in Canada and in
London, is $15,819,000, for capital expenditure, as per
Estimates and Supplementary Estimates, 1883-84-85,
86,699,000. The amount that will bo required to pay the
expenses of putting down the insurrection of the North-
West and for losses which we shall have to meet, I fear will
be about 84,000,000. Of course, as I before stated, this
84,000,000 is, to a certain extent, guess work, as it is utterly
impossible to say whether it will all be required, and per-
haps we may, though I hope not, require a little more.
Thon the presont loan proposed to be given tothe Canadian
Pacifie Railway, 85,000,000, and subsidies, 8750,000. Thon
the probable expenditure on railway subsidies, as indicated
in the other statements, $2,500,000, making a total of
835,049,000. Now, if the House should not grant the
85,000,000 proposed to be advanced to the Canadian Pacifie
Railway, to assist them to complote their road, the amount
would b about $30,000,000 to be covered by the loan. But
if that advanced to the Canadian Pacific Railway Com-
pany should be authorised, thon the amount that will
require to be covered will be "35,049,000. The amount
given to me as available under the late loan that
still romains unborrowed, is $4,800,000, or about $5,000,000.
This is the purpose for which the loan is now required.
In regard to the $15,0J0,000, some of the items formerly
given in the more detailed statement, I may mention have
been paid. The hon. member for West Durham asked the
question as to the probable amount that will be required
fer the payments on the railway subsidies which have
already been voted by this House. I am unable to say how
much of those subsidies will have to be paid. As the hon.
gentleman knows, it will depend, in a great measure, upon
the ability of the different railway companies to which we
are paying those subsidies to go on with the work. There
may possibly be required but $1,000,000 or probably the
82,500,00, or not half that amount. Some of the enter-
prises are likely to lapse, while others will be carried
through, and it is impossible, under the circumstances, to
give even an approximate estimate.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What are the details of
the capital expenditure as per Estimates and Supplementary
Estimates for 1884-85 and 1885-86, those amounts aggregat-
ing roughly 87,000,000 ? There is, independent of the
Canadian Pacifie Railway, about 82,360,000 asked for 1885-86,
and about $4,000,000 asked for 1884-85, approximately,
independent of the Canadian Pacific Railway. But I con-
clude that a very large portion of that has been paid.

Mr. BOWELL. Some of it. There will be Supplemen-
tary Estimates coming down for 1884-85, up to 30th June,
in which the hon. gentleman will find other sums which
that is proposed to cover. I am not able to give the differ-
ent items just now.

Mr. BOWELI.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. One year is a little
long for Exchequer bills. That amount you calculate to be
repaid by the Canada Pacific Railway at the expiration pf
that time ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Positively.

Sir RICUAID CAITWRIGRT. Withou4t fail?
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Sir RICHIARD CARTWRIGHT. The amount is con.
siderably larger than I should have anticipated.

Mr. BOWELL. This statement agrees precisely with
the statement I made last night.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The 87,000,000 is not
put in any part of the temporary loan, as I understand?

Mr. BOWELL. No.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. That would involve

additional Supplementary Estimates, to the amoant of some
$3,OOO000. This last item of probable expenditure on
account of railway subsidies, under 46 and 47 Victoria, is
what the hon, gentleman expects to expend out of the
88,700,(000 of which ho spoke the other day.

Mr. BOWELL. That is the sum given me. It may
reach that, and it may exceed it.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. This sum, thon, of
$35,000,000, as we have it bore, would appear not to include
the proposed loan of $5,000,000 to the Canadian Pacifie
Railway.

Mr. BOWELL. Yes; it is there.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Canadian Railway

land and subsidy-is it part of that ?
Mr. BOWELL. Yes. The $5,000,000 covers what is

termed the amount of loan to the Canadian Pacifie Railway ;
and the other amount is for subsidies earned or to be earned.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. If the hon. gentleman
includes in the sum of $6,979,000 what is still due to the
Canadian Pacifie Railway on subsidy account-

Mr. BOWELL. I was in error in stating that the amount
included the 85,000,000 proposed to be loaned. It does not.
The $5,000,000 odd is to cover loan and subsidy already
granted by Parliament.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Then, speaking in
round numbers, what is required to be borrowed now, in
order to put us quite clear, would amount to $40,000,000.

Mr. BOWELL. That is including the $5,000,000, in case
it should be voted.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. That is in addition to
the 825,000,000 refunded the other day, making in all about
$65,000,000. So far as I can judge, that would cause an
increase in the amount of interest to be paid of not less than
8400,000 or $500,000. Has the hon. gentleman any informa.
tion on that point ?

Mr. BOWELL. I am not prepared to answer that,
because the Estimates and Supplementary Estimates have
not yet been laid before the House. I might mention, for the
information of the House, that if the 85,000,000 which it is
proposed to advance to the Canada Pacifie Railway be
granted by Parliament, it will be paid in Exchequer bills, to
be covered at the expiration of the loan.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGAT. Those Exchequer bills,
as is the custom in England, will bear interest-4 per cent.,
or what rate ?

Mr. BOWE LL. They will bear interest at 4 per cent.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. You propose to issue

them for one year?
Mr. .BOWELL. For one year; that is the time of the

loan.
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Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Without fail.
Mr. BLAKE. We are going to give our note to the Can-

adian Pacifie Railway Company for a loan.
Mr. BOWELL. The Premier says he will endorse it.
Mr. BLAKE. The hon. gentleman thinks ho settles the

payment when ho gives an Exchequer bill for it. This is a
style of financing on which we are now entering for the
first time, in order to assist the Canadian Pacifie Railway.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I understand, thon,
that the whole of the existing fIloating debt is intended te
be paid off-816,000,000, in round numbers.

Mr. BOWELL. It is intended to pay it off.
Mr. BLAKE. There might be some further detail of

the amount of two and a-half millions which the hon. gen.
tleman conjectures is the amount which will be required in
respect to the railway grants. It seems to me to be a very
small proportion to calculate upon, considering the large
sum of railway grants which we have voted and are voting.

Mr. BOWELL. This is the proportion, under the Railway
Subsidies Act. It is hoped that the revenue will justify us.
in doing what has been done in past years, that we will, in
fact, be able to pay these subsidies out of revenue. And if
the revenue will justify the payment of all these grants
annually, I taire it for granted that they will be so paid. But,
under the circumstances, it is deemed advisable to ask for a
sufficient amount to cover these grants in case it is required.
The hon. gentleman knows that in the past three or four
years many of the subsidies which have been granted to the
different railways have been paid out of the annual surplus.

Mr. BLAKE. My question was rather in. an opposite
sense from that which the hon, gentleman has suggested. I
understood him to be asking for enough, in his view, to
cover railway subsidies, assuming that he would not be able
to pay thém out of Consolidated Revenue Fund, and on that
assumption it seemed to me to be rather a smnall amount to
demand for that purpose. I was anxious to learn what was
the detail upon which ho bases this calculation, to which of

tese roads, and to what amount does ho expect to have to
pay it.

Mr. BOWELL. I cannot inform the House upon that point'
because it is almost impossible to say which roads will go
on. Experience has taught us that ail these roads will not
be built, but it is deemed advisable to provide a sufficient sum
to cover ail the claims which are likely to be asked for and
earned. As the hon. gentleman very properly said the other
night, some of these subsidies run over a number of years,
and under the circumstances, it may not be necessary te
take a sum to cover ail, as all will net fail due for
some years to come. It is believed, however, that this sum
will be sufficient to cover ail demands which may be made,
perhaps, for two years, because they have a certain time in
which to commence operations, and a certain time to com-
plete, and they are not entitled to receive these grants until
certain work has been performed.

Mr. BLAKE. It 1e in effect a conjectural estimate.
Mr. BOWELL. Yes; it is.
Mr. BLAKE. Does it include the additional sums in the

resolutions on the Table, notice of which was given the other
day ?

Mr. BOWELL. Yes; that sum includes ail these roads
that it may be supposed will ask the Government to pay
them any portion of these subsidies. There are good hopes
that the road, from River Ouelle or River du Loup to
Edmonton, to make connection with the New Brunswick
system, may possibly go on. I think there is every prob-
ability-

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. A certainty.
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Mr. BOWELL The Premier says a certaitty that this

road will go on, which will form one that will make a claim
Upon us.

Mr. BLAKE. As the hon. gentleman seems disp, sed to
apply the prospective surplus to the payment of railway
subsidies, and t he diminution of the amountcharged, whic
otherwise would be created a permanent charge, hid ho not
better-perhaps it is a hypothetical discussion, upon which
it is not worth while to waste much time-but had ho not
botter apply the surplus to the payment of the war debta.

Mr. BO WELL. Well, whon the accounts are balanced,
I do not think it will make much difference where it gces-
to the war or to the railway. We hope the war debt will
not absorb the whole 84,000,003; and if not, of course it
will not be used.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Speaking rougily, as
I understand, the total amount that they required to add to
our debt within the last twolve months will be about
$65,000,000, irrespective of the $25,000,000 which have just
been refunded by exchango.

Mr. BOWELL. I suppose that will ho the effect of it.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGIIT. And that would leave

us still, if I correctly apprehended the hon. gentleman's
statement the other evening. $5,000,000 unborrowed, after
allowing for the Exchoquer bills and this loan of $30,000,000,
which would leave us, roughly speaking, a liability of about
86,250,000 for these miscellancous railways, which may or
may not become due within the next two or t ireo years.

Mr. BOWELL. That is about the position.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. But that does not in.

clude the capitalisation of the grants for $170,000 and
$30,000, which would amount to a couple of millions more.

Mr. BOWELL. To $2,550,000.
Mr. BLAKE. With reforence to this Exchequer bill

operation, is it expected that we shal raise the money our-
selves in cash, and band it over, or that we shall give thom
our notes ?

Mr. BOWELL. We give them the bills and they rait
the money themselves.

Mr. BLAKE. And the Canadian Pacifie Railway will
themselves finance the Excbequer bills of Canada?

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I assume that some
care will be taken not to allow any discredit to be oast
on the general credit of Canada, by allowing those bills,
under any circumstances, to bo parted with below par,
or so nearly at par that it would be equivalent thereto.
It would be rather a serious reflection upon us if our
Exchequer bills should be, by any unlucky chance, disposed
of for the emergencies of a railway at a rate below par;
and I call the attention of the Government to that, because
nobody can exactly tell what may be done with them after
we are through with them.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Without going into par-
ticulars, I may say that these bills will not be allowed to
float in the market, but will be kept intact until restored
to the Govérnment.

Resolutions read the second time and concurred in.

Mr. BOWELL moved for leave to introduce Bill (No.
145) to authorise the iaising, by way of loan, of certain
sums of money for the public service.

Mr. BLAKE. Does the hon. gentleman inclade in that
Bill provision for the two votes of credit fnr wxar purposes ?

Mr. BOWELL. No; it does not include them. It only
covers the $30,000,000 we propose to borrow.
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Mr. BLAKE. They muet be put in a Bill. The hon.

gentleman knows what was done in England with Mr.
Gladstone's .Bill for the recent vote of credid, and it will be
impossible to get these sums through the regular Supply.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I remember the hon.
gentleman asked the Minister of Militia the question,
whether he intended to introduce a Bill, and he said yes. I
supposed the intention was to put the amounts in the Appro-
priation Bill; but I do not know but it would do very well
to put these two sums in this Bill.

Mr. BLAKE. Perhaps it might complicate the loan
transaction to introduce them in this Bill.

Mr. BOWELL. I have the other Bill ready.
Bill read the first and second times, considered in com-

mittee, and read the third time and passed,

CONSOLIDATED INLAND REVENUE ACT.

Mr. MoLELAN moved that the House resolve itself into
committee to consider certain proposed resolutions (p. 2421)
to amend the Cansolidated Inland Revenue Act, 1883. He
said: The amendments we propose to ask the Rouse to make
are comparatively few. It is considered advisable, for the sake
of convenience, to dispense with the marks that have hitherto
been required to be placed on boxes of cigars that have been
warehoused. The previous Act charged the duty on the
weight of cigare as well as on the number. It is proposed to
amend that, as we charge the duty on the number of cigars,
requiring that the number shall be marked on the outside
of the box, so that the clearances from the warehouses can
be made much more conveniently than before, In order to
prevent the unlawful sale of malt as well as spirits, it is pro-
posed to apply all the regulations hitherto applied to spirits
to malt. Section "c " provides for preventing fraud by the
use of packages that have already been used. The old Act
simply declares that the vendor shall see that the old stamps
upon the package shall be obliterated ; we propose that it
shall be the business of the vendor of the contents to see that
the stamps shall be obliterated before the packages pass from
his control. Paragraph "d" relates to the enforcement of
penalties. In paragraph "e" it is proposed to allow an
abatement of duty on spirits for shrinkage by evaporation,
allowing the Governor in Council to impose an additional
duty of 5 cents a gallon on spirits, and prohibiting spirits
being entered for consumption before a specified time after
manufacture. It is found that by retention of spirits there
is an evaporation. It is proposed that the Department, under
Order in Council, shall be permitted to have these spirits,
after manufacture and distillation, tested, and the duty fixed;
then, at a certain period afterwards, they shall be tested
again and allowance made for evaporation in quantity and
strength. This is the system followed in England and the
United States. It is proposed to fix the maximum per.
centage of reduction that may be made, under Order of
the Governor in Council, not exceeding 6 per cent. the
firet year, 4 per cent. the second year, 2 per cent. the third
year, and 2 per cent. the following year, up to seven years in
all. The keeping of whiskey unused for a certain time will
improve its condition, and renders it less injurious to the
health, and with that careful consideration for the health
of tbe community which this Department has always mani-
fested, it is intended that the whiskey will be purified by
age, as far as possible, and in that view it is proposed to
provide that after the lst July, 1887, no spirits shall be
removed from the warehouse for sale until they are one
year old, and after the let of July, 1890, none shall be
removed uulessitwo years old.

Mr. BLAKE. Is that, also, English or American legisla-
tion ?

Mr. BoWELL.

Mr. MoLELAN. I am not prepared to say that it il
English legislation, but in some cases we are in advance of
English legislation, and if we eau improve the quality of
the liquor it will be a benefit to the community.

Mr. BLAKE. I am glad to accept the opinion of a good
judge of whiskey.

Mr. McLELAN. I am not prepared to say whether I am
a good judge or not, but the opinion of the hon. gentleman
can be given of this. It is claimed to be the effect of age
that improves whiskey, whatever it may do with other
things. As the allowance of a reduction for evaporation
would result in a loss of revenue, it is proposed to impose 5
cents a gallon additional duty to compensate for that, so
that the improvement by age may not be at theexpense of
the revenue. We propose to allow an increase in the num.
ber of sizes in which tobacco may be packed.
We propose to allow manufacturers to use 10, 25,
35, 45, 60, 100, 110 poind packages. The present
regulations prevent the manufacturer from having in the
show room a sufficient number of packages for the inspec.
tion of customers; we propose to allow him to eut open a
larger number, stamped and duty paid. We propose to
red uce the nu mber of cigars that may be entered for ex-ware-
house; under the present law the number ot cigars that may
be entered at one time is specified, and it is proposed, now
that the duty is increased, to reduce that number.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. As regards the minor
features of this Bill, probably they had better be discussed
in committee, where we can debate them in a more con-
versational fashion than we can now, but this clause "e,"
allowing the Governor in Council to impose an additional
duty of 5 cents on each gallon of spirits, has either, design.
edly or accidentally, been used for the purpose of borrowing
a very considerable amount of revenue from next year for
the benefit of this year. Whatever construction may be
put upon it inside the House, or in the Department, it
appears that the trade have looked upon this as a etate-
ment absolutely that the Governor in Council would, at
pleasure, impose an additional duty of 5 cents, and have,
consequently, ex-warehoused, everything they possibly
could and paid it in. That may be very convenient, but it
is a very questionable piece of floanciering. It is not very
desirable to borrow, in the eleventh month -because I see
these resolutions were introduced on the 7th May-a
million froi the natural revenue of 1886 and put it into
the year 1885, and it is very likely to cause very consider.
able further injury to the public credit, and to the revenue,
a little later on. As the hon. gentleman has explainel it,
the matter is not quite so objectionable as it looked
at first, because, undoubtedly, the permission to the
Governor in Council to impose a duty at any
moment to be selected by themselves is one I should
feel dispoeed te oppose to the uttermost, unless very
strong reason was given for it. It is very inconvenient,
and it opens a very serious door to possible fraud. In any
case, there is very little doubt, as i said, that about a mil-
lion dollars have been taken out of the revenue of next year
and put to the credit of this; and this description of practi.
cally cooking our accounts is not likely to improve our
credit anywhere. This has been done once or twice before,
and in the whole of the aocounts whieh have been submitted
to us this year it is tolerably clear that a good deal of
pains have been taken to cook them. Items, like the items
for receipts on account of publie lands, have been placed, or
are to be placed, to the credit of our ordinary revenue,
while the charges for those same public lands are charged
to capital account. Now, that kind of thing does not help
Canadian credit, either et home or abroad; and I do not
think the result of this particular experiment-even if it
does, to some extent, help our credit this year-is likely to
be particularly usefal to the state of our revenue next year.
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It seems to me that these resolutions ought not to have
been placed on the Notice Paper a whole month and more
before the time came for putting them into law. It las
never, heretofore, been our practice to give notice of changes
in the revenue to the trade for a period of something like
five weeks and more in advance of the time when they can
possibly come into effect, and I think the practice is exceed-
ingly objectionable.

Mr. MeLELAN. I do not suppose that could have been the
effect upon the manufacturers, to induce them to take those
goods from bond, because of so small a duty as 5 cents,
when there wiIl be connected with it a rebate for evapora-
tion caused by age to the amount of the percentage I have
named.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The proof of the pud-
ding is in the eating.

Mr. BLAKE. It may be that the Department was very
much disappointed and the Government very mach grieved
when they found over $900,000 of an excessofiExcise revenue
received in the last month over the corresponding month of
the preceding year. It is possible that they felt alarmed at
these results ot their action, and that they id net at all con-
template them ; but, if so, it must have been because they
were very short-sighted, because the trade bas taken a dif-
feront view. Else, how does the hon. gentleman account
for the very large excess in the receipts of the Inland
Revenue Department in that month? It was not the
passing of the Temperance Act in a great many coun-
ties that did it. What cause is it attributable to, except
the hon. gentleman's notice ? It seems to me a most objec-
tiowable thing to have put this notice upon the Paper in
this way. The presumed rule of Government with reference
to tariff changes, in the Excise, particularly, is that they
are brought forward without prior notice of any kind, that
the previous negotiations and discussions are conducted in
the highest confidence; the telegraph wires are taken
possession of, as a rule, in order that there may be no
chance to affect the revenue injuriously by the intended
alteration, and that there may not be that speculation and
those possible advantages obtained by individuals which
would accrue if such proposals were placed upon the Paper.

Mr. MoLELAN. There could be no gain to the manu-
facturer, because, in connection with this 5 cent duty,
there is a rebate.

Mr. BLAKE. It-may be that the manufacturers are very
stupii. I believe they generally are. They are not acute
persons at all; they do not know their businees very well;
the hon. gentleman finds it difficult te persuade them to pay
all the revenue they owe, and he does not find it necessary
to have gangers and detective officers te secure the transac-
tion of business in proper time; they are an innocent, soft,
stupid, dull class of the community, who, doubtless, did not
appreciate the hon. gentleman's resolutions, and conse-
quently took a large quantity of spirits out of bond and
paid a large sum into the revenue. That is the story the
bon. gentleman wishes the louse to believe. I do not very
well know what the object of the hon. gentleman was, or of
his colleague, whose place ho so well filis upon this occasion,
in bringing forward this resolution, in the shape of giving
this notice and leaving it upon the Paper for a long time,
nor do I know what the object of the Government was in
bringing forward this notice in the way in which it is
brought forward, asking that the Governor in Council may
be permitted to impose this duty. I certainly object entirely
to entrusting the Governor in Council with power to in-
crease the charges upon the people. The character of the
charge is a matter of indifference; the principle is that
which is involved. The hon. gentleman may say this is
not really going to be an increase, because, upon the aver-
age, it wili be a decrease; but that is no matter. Ris

proper duty to Parliament was to have prepared hie plan,
and, if his plan involved an increase of duty in the first
instance, in respect of which thore was to h a rebate in
respect of this allowance for evaporation and the losas of
alcoholic proporties, to have brought down the whole plan.
We are determined that we will make these allowances.
We are determined that we will increase this duty. We
take parliamentary authority for increasing the duty and
making the allowances, for it is Parliament that must
increase the duty in this as in all other cases. It is net
the Governor in Council who is to bu entrusted with the
power of increasing a duty. Therefore, in point of form,
and apart, altogether, from the question of policy, I object
to the form of this resolution, and maintain that it must be
so moulded as shalt make the Act which creates a greater
charge upon the people the Act of the Legislature and not
the will of the Executive. Now, with referenco to the hon.
gentleman's particular proposal: Of course, we have one
great advantage in the absence of the Minister of Inland
Revenue and in the presence of the hon. gentleman in his
place. We have an hon. gentleman who is able to speak to
us with knowledge, skill and experience, on the subject
matter of the resolution, who is able to explain te us the
degree of strength which these spirits will lose from being
kept in the depository of the bonded warehouso or of the
manufacturer, instead of going to their ultimato and unfor-
tunate destination, the stomach of the people. 1 say, we
have the advantage of having the hon. gentleman's state-
ment, which has been cloar, distinct and intelligible, as to
the operation of this, as to the greater salubrity, the greater
healthfulness of his proposed mode of drinking whiskey.
I see h likes his whiskey old. I dare say ho is quite right.
Ihavo scn someo advertisements in tho newspapers, in
which tho advantagesof old whiskey are highly lauded, and
I dare say the hon. gentleman is quito correct. Now ho
says that the Government is so anxious for the welfaro of
the population that from sanitary consideratinns, the same
high views which have induced them to propose measures to
prevent the adulteration of food, drinks and manures, indu.
ced them to propose to ronder whiskoy a more healthful
and satisfactory drink for our consumption. The statoment
of the hon. gentleman is that it is proposed to make allow-
ances of 6 per cent. for the first year and 4 per cent. for
the second year, and that no whiskey shalh bu sold after a
certain time. This would make the maximum allowanco of
10 per cent. for the two years. The hon. gentleman is add-
ing 5 per cent.-I think the duty at present is $1-he
is adding 5 per cent. to the duty. The allowance,
at the end of two years, is to be 6 per cent., and
at the end of one year, 4 per cent. You get
a reduction of 10 per cent. and au increase of 5, so that you
make a loss of 5 per cent., according to the hon. gentleman 's
statement, if the whiskey is sold at the arliest period at
which it is proposed, after 1890, that the whiskey shal ho
capable of sale at ail. So that the proposition is in effect
for a reduction of the duty on whiskey instead of an increase,
Of course the whimkey will probably cost the public as
much, because a few years holding involves interest, ware-
bousing, etc. 1 presume it is to bu kept in a bonded war<-
louse, and therefore the-duty will not be paid until the
end of two years. The result will be that the public rnay
pay nearly as much, but as far as the revenue is concerned,
it is clear it will not be so effectually provided for by the
spirit daty under these arrangements, when it assumes its
regular form, as it is under the existing plan.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). There can be no doubt from
this resolution having been placed on the Notice Paper for
so long a time, it has had the result of greatly augmenting
the re :eipts eof the Dominion for the present year at the
expense of the revenue for the next year. Whether
deuigned or not, it bas aooomplished the gathericg in to
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the public Treasury during this year, of about a million of
money that would not have come into it, in the regular
course of trade, until the next year. It is not usual to give
notice of changes whereby the revenue may be affected,
as bas already beer. pointed out. When the Minister put
this notice on the Paper we were engagedin discussing a
measure which necessitated several weeks' discussion, and
ho must have known that all other business must stand
until that Bill had been put through committee. Now, as
he must have known that, the putting this resolution upon
the Paper does seem, upon the face of it, designed by hon.
gentlemen opposite to bring into the public revenues a
million dollars this year which will be that much towards
balancing the accounts of the Dominion, if it does not
enable the Government to show a surplus. The Acting
Minister of Inland Revenue says no; there could have
been no design of that kind, because the manufacturer
would have no object, because he proposed to allow him. a
rebate, by way of evaporation, while ho proposed in this
notice to charge him 5 cents a gallon additional by
proclamation of the Governor in Council; and he would not
at all be alarmed by that because the same notice tells him
that we intend to make an allowance of a certain percentage
for evaporation, and therefore it does not inrease the duty'
upon spiritg at all, because the extra 5 cents ho will have
to pay will be more than counterbalanced by the amount of
the percentage that would be allowed him for evaporation.
I dare say this notice, if it had contained only those two
clauses, would not have resulted in the extra million of
revenue coming in, but the Minister has put in another
little notice, and it was that which led to the additional
million, and it is this:

" For allowing the Governor in Council to impose an additional dnty
of 5 cents on each gallon of spirits, and for prohibiting spirite being
entered for consumption before a specified time alter manufacture."

This, it was, that led the manufacturer to take his liquor out
of bond. If ho had an intimation that ho would be allowed
to remove any of it from bond or put any of it in the
market for two years from the present time, ho would want
to avail himself of the privilege of disposing of it now. If
the Minister of Customs can say it was not so, I shall stand
corrected, but ho cannot deny that the result has been to
add a million additional to the revenue, which we should not
otberwise have had. That bas come no, doubt, largely from
spirits. As a result of the Government leaving this notice

thn 11A Pi th 4k,.h b ,d-.fi.A 1 0an

brought some distance. It could not occur in regard to an
article that was in bonded warehouses at the time, and could
be removed at the shortest possible notice. The notice has
been on the Paper nearly six weeks, and the distillers took
the precaution to remove their goods.

Motion agreed to, and the House resolved itself into Cam-
mitte.

(In the Committee.)
Mr. BLAKE. During what period has this increase of

the revenue taken place ?
Mr. McLELA.N. I understand that the increase took

place during three weeks. It was not only on spirits, but
there was a large increase on tobacco. A large proportion
of the spirit was old whiskey, which is less injurious than
new spirit.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). The hon. gentleman has
given us to understand that the object the Government had
in view was that old spirits should be used, which are more
healthy.

Mr. McLELAN. I said it was less injurious.
Mr. PATERSON. The result of the action taken was

that 1,000,000 gallons more of whiskey was let loose on the
people, to the great injury of their health. In that case
alone, there was ground for complaint against the Govern-
ment.

Mr. MoLE LAN. I should much regret if that quantity
of new spirits had been sent among the people, but hon.
gentlemen opposite know it could not be manufactured in
the time. In this temperance age it could not be supposed
that 1,000,000 gallons of spirits could be consumed within
the period in question.

Mr. PA IERSON. Then, what a mistake the distillers
made, in paying this extra amount of money into the Dom-
inion Treasury.

Mr. BLAKE. The mistake was, to suppose that the dis-
tillers would take out the old whiskey and leave in the new,
for old whiskey could be taken out after the hon. gentle-
man's order had been passed.

Mr. McLELAN. The hon. gentleman knows it is
impossible for 1,000,000 gallons of new whiskey to bo
made in the time. A large proportion of that taken out
was old.

ta Lighti, h yave exp.eed durivuuu fiucr , rvenu e Mr. CASEY. Thatdepends on what you call new whiskey.than muight ave been expectod during the fiscal year, and If you only include whiskey made within a month or so itthat amount preperly belongs te the next fiscal year. would be impossible, but if you include all that was made
Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). I do not propose to discuss the within the year, I think it is very possible that they should

matter now, or refer to the chivalrous impulse which have 1,000,000 gallons of it on hand. On the other hand, I do
induced the hon. member for Vest Durham to attack a not think that the manufacturers would ho foolish enough to
Minister not in his place, which ho does not find it a very take out any old whiskey at all, even at the end of the first
safe thing to do when that Minister is in bis place. What I year. Taking the rebate and the increase together, they
desire to point out is this: Hon. gentlemen will remember give at the end of the first year a bonus of 1 per cent. to
that after the troubles broke out in the North-West there the distiller; at the end of 2 years, 5 per cent.; at the
was a popular impression in the public mind that an end of 3 years, 8 per cent.; at the end of 4 years, 10 per
increase of duties would be necessary in order to Obtain cent.; until, at the end of 7 years, there is a total bonus of 16
increased revenue. Even in the matter of that, there was a per cent. given to the manufacturer. A man would be very
very considerable movement in the' large marts, such as foolish to take out 7-year old whiskey when, a short time
Toronto and Montreal, on the part of merchants, who afterwards, ho might get it out for 16 cents less per gallon
believed that the Govern ment would be compeilled to increase than ho can now, and the chances are that it is new whiskey
the duties in order to meet the necessary expenditure. It alone which was taken out. The Minister bas not given us
will be found that this was the motive, and not anything in any other means of accounting for the great increase in the
the rosolution, which the hon. gentleman says is somethingto consumption of whiskey. The hon. member for Cardwell bas
make a deduction on one side and an increase on the other,. given an explanation, drawn from the war in the North-
and which induced the distillers to pay a large amount of West and the apprehensions of an increased duty, but that
revenue, I1explanation was rather raw, and I think we may leave it in

'bond for the present. Ie it in consequence of the great
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. That might be true, with temperance boom in the country ? Is it because the Scott

respect to such an article as tea, of which there was not -iAct went into force in so many counties in the month of
great stock in the country at that time, and whichhad te bé 'May ? I do not think the strongest opponent of the Scott

Mr. PArnsoN (Bant).
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Act would say that is the reason. There is nothing in the
special or genoeral circumstances of the country which will
account for it, so you must come to the conclusion that it
was the hon. gentleman's resolutions that did the mischief.
Though the circulation of so much raw whiskey may do harm
to the people, it may do good to the Government, by saving
them from having a deficit for this year and next year too,
just as in the case of the extra revenue brought in by the adop-
tion of the National Policy. The Finance Minister claimed
the revenues paid in anticipation of the adoption of that
policy for the year 1879, and claimed them the next year, as
well, because, he said, they belonged to that year, and had
been forestalled the year before. The plan is certainly a very
ingenious one, and doos great credit to the hon. Minister
who devised it, whether it was the Acting Minister or the
de jure Minister. It was very clever, and no doubt it meets
with the hearty approval of the Minister of Finance, who
will know so well how to make use of it.

Mr. BLAKE. As the hon. member for Elgin has pointed
out, this notice to the manufacturers of whiskey was drawn
with great care and caution, as certain circumstances would
induce the manufacturers of whiskey to believe that they
would save money by leaving the whiskey in bond. The
hon, gentleman prescribed the amount of the charge he
was about to impose on whiskey, and ho gave them other
particulare, but what was to be done in tho case of whiskey
which was kept in bond for age, was left out. If ho had
disclosed the whole plan, it is possible that certain unex-
pected results would have taken place. These persons, how-
ever, being in ignorance of how soon he might propose to
prohibit the ex-warehousing their stuff, and not bcirg
aware what the allowance was going to be, they adopted
what they thought was the prudent stop of taking out their
whiskey. With the hon. gentleman's strong temperance
views, I have no doubt he is rather glad that ho
has played them a pretty smart trick; ho thinks
it is a clear gain, and if their bank accounts are
mueh depleted, if, like an even more respectable
corporation, they have touse Excequer bills, and put them
in the hands of the banks, ho will say, at any rate, that the
Dominion of Canada may as well got an extra share of
these unhallowed gains. I dare say that is his feeling, but
whether it is participated in by his colleagues, whother tho
First Minister equally rejoices in the game which has been
played on the manufacturers of spirits, I do not know. I
do not know what the feelings of the member for London
are on this subject. We know it is not the drink he is
particularly interested in, but still, no doubt, ho has a kind
of follov feeling for his other friends, the manufacturers of

spirits, as ail the Ministers, no doubt, have for Senator
Smith, their colleague in the Government. Whether these
manufacturers feel equally pleased at the turn of affairs
which bas taken place by the notice to the trade I cannot
say, but I have no doubt that, as for the hon. gentleman
himself, he feels rejoiced at having had a chance to spoil
the Egyptians.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Is it the intention, in the Bill,
to fix the schedule of abatement, or to leave that to the
Governor in Concil ?

Mr. MoLELAN. That is to be provided in the Bill.

Mr. PATERSON. If 5 per cent. is the basis of that,
why not make a statutory declaration of that as well ?

Mr. MoL ELAN. That would involve our going into Com-
mittee of Ways and Means, but we may have an opportu-
nity before the Bill passes through.

Mx. BLAIKE. I must say that I do not think the Bill
will go through very rapidly if this is left to the Governor
in Council. The hon, gentleman had botter face the diffi-
culty now.
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Mr. PATERSON. If the Government had not determined
upon what would be a fair abatement for shrinkage, there
rnight be a shadow of reason for asking that they should
have the power to do that by Order in Council, and, as a
consequence, that the increase of duty might b loft in the
hands of the Governor in Council; but the Government hav-
ing determined on the abatement that was to be made, I see
no rcason why the Governor in Council should have any-
thing to do with it. If one is determined, the other should
be determined.

Mr. McLELAN. I will move that the resolution be
amended in that respect.

Mr. BLAKE. I think the proper way would be to leave
that out altogether, and bring a resolution into the Com-
mittee of Ways and Means to provido for that duty.

Mr. BOWELL. Of course, it doos not follow that these
reductions will b mado. These porcentages are maxi-
mums, and the roductions will depend altogother on the
evaporation that takes place during the time.

Mr. McLELAN. I move that the words, "for allowing
the Governor in Council to impose an additional hity of 5
cents on each gallon of spirits," bo omitted.

Mr. BLAKE. Bofore the next stage of the Bill, I hope
the hon. gentleman will givo us the date at which the bulk
of that monoy came in, now that the clause which brought
it in has been struck out.

Mr. PATE RSON (Brant). Do the returns made to the
Government show the date whon the liquor was placed in
bond ?

Mr. McLEL A.N. They do.

Mr. PATERSON. Thon, I think it would be well, when
the other information is being brought, that the Ministor
should also give us the date ut which the liquor was put in
bond and taken out. That will enablo us to realise whether
it was old or new whiskoy, and what damage was donc to
the community.

Mr McLELAN. It would b too bad if it was old
whiskey.

Mr. BLAKE. I think the whole thing will be complote
if he brings the resolutions of thanks of thedistillers.

Amendment agreed to, and resolution roported and con-
curred in.

Mr. McLELAN moved for leave to introduce Bill (No.
146) te amond the Consolidated Inland Revenue Act, 1883.

Motion agreed te, and Bill read the first time.

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

Motion agreed to; and the louse adjourned at 11:55 p.m.

HIOUSE OF COMMONS.

MONDAY, lth June, 1885.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at half-past One o'clock.

PaAYERs.

CANADA TEMPERANCE ACW AMENDMENTS.

Mr. JAMIESON asked, La the Government prepared to
name a day for the consideratiel of amendment made by
the Sonate to Bill (No. 92)1 "An Act fdrther to amend The
Canada Temporance Act, 1878,' and The Liquer Iiense

Act, 1883?'"
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Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Baving ascertained from
the hon. gentleman that he is desirous that the matter should
bo disposed of quickly, and as I am informed that some of
those who are in favor of the amendments are also anxious
to have it disposed of, I would suggest to the House the
expediency of allowing this niatter to be fully discussed on
Tkursday, if that will suit hon. gentlemen.

Mr. BLAKE. Had it not better be made an Order for
that day ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Perhaps that would be
better.

Mr. SPEAKER. The Government had better put a
notice on the Paper to that effect.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Very well.

SALE OR SETTLEMENT OF LANDS IN THE
NORTH-WEST.

Mr. TROW (for Mr. CAMERON, Huron) asked, Was there
any Order in Council passed in 1880, 1881 or 1882, respect-
ing the sale or settlement of land south of the twenty-four
mile belt reserved to Canadian Pacific Railway, in Manitoba
and the North-West Territories ? If so-1. When was the
Order passed; 2. What were the terms of sale or settle-
ment; 3. What was the price fixed for odd-numbered sec-
tions; 4. What were the terms of such Order ?

Mr. McLELAN. Yes. (1.) The date of the Order in Council
was the 5th July, 1882, but it was not enforced until.the
lst September following, and therefore did not affect Eettle-
ment made during that season. (2.) The lands affected by
the Order in Council-narmely, the even-numbered sections
between the southern limit of the Canadian Pacific Railway
belt and the international boundary-were to be offered for
sale by public auction, at an upset price of not less than
$2.50 per acre, and any of such lands disposed of while the
Order was in operation were disposed of in this manner.
(3.) The odd-numbered sections between the southerly limit
of the railway bolt and the international boundary were not
sold at any price, but were reserved for the purpose of aid-
ing in the construction of colonisation railways. (4.) The
Order in Council will be brought down.

RAILWAY SYSTEM OF NOVA SCOTIA.

Mr. STAIRS asked, fias the Government received from
any person or persons any proposal for the consolidation
and completion of the railway system of Nova Scotia; and
if so, what stops do they intend to take respecting it ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The Goverument has
received such an application, and it is now under the con.
sideration of the Government.

TEMPORARY LOANS TO THE GOVERNMENT.

Mr. TROW (for Mr. CARLToN) asked, The total amount
of temporary loans obtained by the Government from banks
or other sources in Canada, Great Britain, the United States
or elsewhere, on the 31st May, 1885, and at that date unpaid;
but not including savings bank deposits or Dominion notes
in circulation; the date and amount of each loan, from
what source obtained, and when payable ?

Mr. BOWELL. The temporary loans on the 31st of May,
1885, in Canada, weA $4,400,000, and in England,
$11,419,067.23. The other information asked for in the
question is such, as was stated in the House when asked for
before, as it is not deemed, in the interest of the country,
should be answered, on the ground that the banks, particu-1
larly in England, object to their transactions of this kind
being made public.

Mr. JAMIEsoN.

SUPERANNUATIONS AND APPOINTMENTS,

Mr. McMULLEN asked, Whether the office of collector
of Inland Revenue, filled by G. C. Longley, collector, who
was superannuated during the last year, has been filled ? If
so, how, by promotion or new appointment, name and
salary allowed, and date of appointment? If not filled, is it
the intention of the Government to fill it ? Who is perform-
ing the duties at present, and what salary or per diem
allowance is paid?

Mr. McLELAN. The position of collector, which became
vacant by the superannuation of the late G. C. Longley, has
been filled by the appointment of John Dumbrille, of Mait-
land, by Order in Council of 16th April, 1885, ut a salary of
81,400 per annum.

Mr. MeMULLEN asked, Whether the office of first-class
clerk, filled by C. McCarthy, Public Works Department,
who was superannuated the last .year, has been filled ? If
go, how, by promotion or otherwise, name and what salary,
also date of appointment? If not filled, is it the intention
of the Governmont to fill it ? Who performs the duties at
present, and what salary or per diem allowance is paid ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. This office has not yet been
filled. The duties are performed by several officers of the
Department, who draw their ordinary salaries.

Mr. McMULLEN asked, Whether the office of chief clerk,
Secretary of State Department, filled by W. H. Jones, who
was superannuated during the last year, has been filled ? If
so, how, by promotion or otherwise ? If filled, by whom,
salary and date of appointment? If not filled, is it the
intention of the Government to fill it ? And who performs
the duties of the position at present, and what salary or per
diem allowance is paid ?

Mr. CHIAPLEAU. The vacancy has not been filled and
will not be filled, and the duties are performed by other
officers of the Department, without additional salary.

Mr. McMiULLEN asked, Whether the office filled by N.
McLeod (Indiaw Affairs), who was superannuatcd last year,
has been filled ? If so, by promotion or otherwise, name
and salary allowed, and date of appointment? If not
filled, is it the intention of the Government to fill it ? And
who performs the duties of the office at present, and what
salary or per diem allowance is paid ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The office of Indian
agent at Fort Macleod, formerly held by Norman Macleod,
who was on sick leave for some time previous to his retire-
ment, was filled, by the transfer, in January, 1882, qf Mr.
C. E. Denny, Indian agent at Fort Walsh, to Fort Macleod,
at the same salary received by him at Fort Walsh, namely,
$1,200 per annum. Mr. Denny subsequently resigned,
and was succeeded, on the 10th of March, 1884, by Mr. W.
B. Pocklington, who had been Indian sub-agent at the Black-
feet Crossing. Mr. Pocklington's promotion was by Order
in Council of the Gth of September, 1884, and he received
the same salary as his predecessor, Mr. Denny.

Mr. McMULLEN asked, Whether the office of chief
clerk, Department of Interior, filled by A. Russell. who was
superannuated last year, has been filled ? If so, by promo-
tion or otherwise, and name, salary and date of appoint-
ment? If not filled, is it the intention of the Government
to fill it ? And who performs the duties of the office at
present, and what salary or per diem allowance is paid ?

Mr. McLELAN. Yes; it has been filled by the promo-
tion of Mr. William M. Goodeve, who was next to Mr.
Russell in rank in the Patenting Branch of the Department.
Mr. Goodeve passed the promotion examination prescribed
by the Civil Service Actand received his appointment as chief
clerk of the Patents Branch of the Department from the
lst January last, at the salary of 81,800 per annum.

2530
_Our



COMMONS DEBATES.
Mr. McMULLEN asked, Whether the office of Surveyor

General, filled by L. Russell, Department of the Interior,
*who was superannuated last year, has been filled ? If so,by promotion or otherwise, name, salary allowed and date
of appointment? If not filled, is it the intention of the
Government to fill it? And w'ho is performing the duties
of the office ut present and what salary or per diem allow.
ance is paid ?

Mr. MoLELAN. Yes, it has been filled by the promotion
of Mr. Edouard Deville, who as chiot inspector of surveys,
was next to Mr. Lindsay Russell in rank in the Surveys Branch
of the Department of the interior. Mr. Deville's appointment
as Surveyor General dates from the 1st January last, and
his salary is 8:,200 per annum,

Mr. McMULLEN asked, Whether the office filled by G.
Grant, as second-class clerk of Militia and Defence, who was
superannuated last year, has been filled ? If so, by promo-
tion or otherwise, and naine and salary ? If not filled, is it
the intention of the Government to fill it ? And who per-
forms the duties of the office at present, and what salary or
per diem allowance is paid ?

Mr. CARON. Major Wainwright has been appointed by
promotion to fill the vacancy created by tho retiroment of
Lieut.-Col. Grant, at the minimum salary of second-class
clerks, namely, 81,100. Major Wainwright has been
romoved since to the Adjutant General's office, and it is
intended to appoint another clerk in his place. At present
the duties are performed temporarily by the other officers
of the Department, who are not receiving extra salary or
per diem allowance.

Mr. MoMULLEN asked, Whether the office of Deputy Col-
lector of Inland Revenue, filled by D. Lindsay, who was
superannuatedlast year, has been filled ? If so, how, by new
appointment or promotion, name the salary allowed ? If
not flled, is it the intention of the Government to fill it ?
And who is performing the duties of the office at present,
and what salary or per diem allowance is paid ?

Mr. McLELAN. Mr. Lindsay's vacancy bas not been
filled up to the present. Mr. J. S. Clute, Collector of Cas-
toms at New Westminster, B.C., is performing the work,
and receives a 5 per cent. commission on all Excise duties
ho collects, and $100 per annum for performing the duties
of surveying the malt houses and breweries.

EXCISE REVENUE-MAY 1884 AND 1885.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT asked, IIow much of tho
revenue from Excise received during the month of May, 1885,
was obtained from spirits and. how much from tobacco,
respectively ? 2. How much from spirits and tobacco,
respectively, in May, 1881?

Mr. BOWELL. Spirits, May, 1884, $280,217.65 ; spirits,
May, 1885, $1,140,973.62; tobacco and cigars, 1884, $141-
035.13; tobacco and cigars, 1885, 8208,532.86.

PUBLIC SERVICE-STATISTICS.

Mr. TASSE asked, Whether it is the intention of the Gov-
ernment to reorganise the system of statistics and to publish
each year a volume containing a statistical summary in rela-
tion to the working of the several branches of the public
service ?

Mr. POPE. The Government has that matter under con-
sideratien.

ADMINISTRATION OF NORTH-WEST TERRITORIES.

Mr. CARON moved that the liouse resolve itself into
Committee of the Whole, to-morrow, to consider the follow-
ing resolutions:

1. That it is expedient to authorise the Governor General to appoint
in the manner provided by the fitth section of the North-West Terri-
tories Act, 1880, an additional member of the Council for the said
Territories, and an additional stipendiary magistrate in the manner
provided by the seventy-fourth section of the said Act, and for the pur-
poses mentioned in the said Act.

2. That it is expedient te provide that the Minister of the Interior
may, subject to the approval of the Governor in Council, make sncb
arrangements with the Lieutenant-Governor of Manitoba as seem
reasonable as to the compensation te be made by Canada to that
Province for the care and maintenance of persons detained in the
Selkirk lunatic asylum, or in any temporary asylum in the said
Province.

Motion agreed to.

SUBSIDIES TO IRAILWAY COMPANIES.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved that the louse
resolve itsolf into Committee of the Whole, to-morrow, to
consider the following resolutions:-

It shaIl be lawful forthe Governor in Council to grant the further
subsidies hereinafter mentioned towards the construction of the railways
hereinafter described; that is te say :

For a railway from a point on the Intercolonial Railway at
Rivière du Loup or Rivière Ouelle in the Province of Quebec,
te Edmunston in the Province of New Brunswick, a subsidy
not exceeding $2,800 per mile for 75 miles, and $6,000 per
mile for 8 miles, not exceeding in the whole $258,000. The said
subsidy te be in addition te the subsidy authorised to be grantel
in aid of the construction of the said railway, by the Act 45 Vie., cap.
14, constituting with the subsidy se authorised, a subsidy net exceeding
in the whole $498,000. The said subsidy te be granted te the said rail-
way upon the terms and conditions specified in the said Act.

Also for a line of railway connecting Montreal with the harbors of
St. John and Halifax, via Sherbrooke, Moosebead, Lake Mettawamkeag,
Harvey, Fredericton and Salisbury, a subsidy net exceeding $80,000 per
annum for twenty years, forming in the whole, together with the sub-
sidy authorised by the Act 47 Vie., cap. 8, a subsildy not exceeding
$250,0O0 per annum, the whole of which aball be paid in aid of the con-
struction of such line for a period of twenty years, or a guarantee of a
like sum for a like period as interest on the bonds et the oompany under.
taking the work.

The said last mentioned subsidy te be so granted upon the terms and
conditions specified in the said last mentioned Act In respect of the sub-
sidy thereby authorieed in aid of the said line of railway.

And whereas it is essential in the interest of Canada, generally, as well
as of the Province of Quebec, that free access to the port of Quebec be
obtained by the Canadian Pacifie Railway as contemplated by the said
last mentioned Act, and such access bas not been oblained, and it is ne.
cessary te make further provision for the purpose of procuring such
access; therefore it is hereby resolved as follIows:

The Governor in Council may grant a further subsidy te aid in pro-
curing free access as hereinafter described for the trains and trafflu et
the Canadian Pacific Railway Company from St. Mlartin's Junction,
near Montreal, or from some other point on the said railway te be
selected by the company, to the barbor of Quebec, in such manner as
shall be approved by the Gavernor in Council, to wit: an additional
subsidy not exceeding $340,000, constituting together with the subsidy
authcorised by the said last mentioned ActI to aid in procuring the
extension of the Canadian Pacific Railway te Quebec ; and the subsidy
also thereby authorised te aid in constructing a line connecting the
Canadian Pacifie Railway at Jacq2es Cartier Junction with the North
Shore Railway, which subsidies shall be applicable te tbe said firet
mentioned purpose : a sum not exceeding in the whole the OumO f
$1,500,000.

But if the said Canadian Pacifie Railway Company fail witbin the
period of two menthe from the passing of an Act based on these reso-
lutions te obtain such accees te the barbor of Quebec, either by pur-
chasing or obtaining control of the said North Shore Railway, or by
making with the owners of the said railway such arrangements, eub-
jet te the approval of the Governor in Council, as will enable the said
company te obtain such access thereto, and allow the trains thereof to
pass as freely to and from the said harbor as if the said railway
formed part of tbe main line of the Canadian Pacifie Railway ; thon and
thereupon sections 4, 5 and 6 of the said Act shall corne into force and
be acted upon in accordance with their terms.

That ln so far as any further authority is required te enable the Can-
adian Pacific Railway Company te carry out the provisions of the said
4th, 5th and 6th sections of ,he said Act, 47 Victoria, cap. 8, a hereb
modified, the said company be autborised and empowered te do with
the authority of the shareholders, evidenced as provided by their chàr-
ter, aIl matters and thinga that may be neoessary or expedient in the
carrying out of any arrangement berein contemplated, including the
leasing in perpetuity of a second line of railway between Montreal and

Qu ebec, the application of the rental te be agreed upon in the lase
thereof to the payment of the interest on fthe bonds or stock of any
company teobe formed for constructing such second lino, and the use
of such subsidy in whole or in part as a provision for interest or divi-
dends upon the cost of such construction or otherwise as may be found
expedient in making the financial arrangements for meeting sncb cost;
and that such authority in ail the foregoing respect as ma lbe neede4
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by the Company to be incorporated under the said Act be also granted
to such company by the terms of its charter.

Motion agreed to.

WAYS AND MEANS-THE DISTURBANCE IN THE
NORTII-WEST.

House again resolved itsolf into Committee of Ways and
Means.

(In the Committee.)

Mr. BOWELL moved the following resolution:-

That towards making good the supply granted to Her Majesty for
the service of the year ending 30th June, 1885, the sum of $1,700,000 be
granted out of the Consolidated Fund of Canada.

Mr. MILLS. It would be reasonable that the Minister
should give the flouse further information with regard to
the expenditure connected with this military expedition
and the suppression of the rebellion. The hon. gentleman
knows that his colleague (Mr. Caron) asked the House for a
vote of $700,000 in the first instance, and thon for $1,000,000.
Now it is proposed to carry through an Act to grant this
amount of $1,700,000. We know from the information of
the bon. Minister of Customs that this will not by any
means be all the expenditure that will be required in con-
nection with the matter, and the Government may be in a
position to give the House more definite information than
they could when this vote was formerly asked.

Mr. BOWELL. I did not anticipate a detailed statement
of expense would be asked for at this stage. The arrange-
ment was, when the first vote was taken, that a Bill should
be introduced to cover the amount, and after the second
resolution was passed asking for an additional million, I
promised to bring in a Bill, and have done so.

Mr. CARON. I am not in a position to give any further
information to the hon. gentleman to-day, but I received a
very heavy looking parcel from the Hudson Bay Company,
containing vouchers and estimates, on Friday night. The
officers of the Department have been kept very busy ever
since investigating that, and within two or three days I
hope to be able to lay before the House the information
which the hon. gentleman is anxious to get, and which I
am very anxious indeed to bring down.

Mr. BLAKE. I suppose the best way will b to get the
information before we take committee on the Bill.

Resoluton to be reported.

INSURANCE ACT AMENDMENT.

Mr. BOWELL. Before moving the third reading of this
Bill (No. 20) to modify the application of the Consolidated
Insurance Act of 1877, I may say that there have been
grave doubts expressed as to the right of this Parliament
to exorcise the powers given under the 7th section, and, as
that doubt exists. I will move that the Bill be not now
read the third time, but that it be referred back to Committee
of the Whole to strike out the 7th section, and to add in
the 8th clause the word "registered " after the word
"licensed " in the 19th line. It is contended by many
gentlemen that that is a question exclusively within the
jurisdiction of the Provincial Legislatures and not within
the purview of the Dominion Parliament. In looking over
the decision in the case to which my attention was called,
I do not find that the Privy Council gave any positive
opinion on that question; but, rather than have any doubt
or any further debate upon it, I think it is advisable to
strike out that clause.

Mr. IVES. I do not quite understand whether the Min-
ister takes the responsibility of giving it as his opinion that

Sir JoHN A. MACDONALD.

this clause which ho proposes to strike ont is ultra vires of
this Parliament. He says that a number of gentlemen,
whether members of this House or not ho did not state, bùt
I presume they are members of this House, have doubts
about the power of Parliament to enact this section. I would
like to know, if that particular section is not within our
power, bow these other sections which refer to what may
be endorsed on the policy and what the policy shall contain
and shall not contain can in common sense come within the
power of this Parliament. If we have any power at all
over an insurance company that we incorporate, to fix the
terms upon which they shall do business with the public,
and the public shall do business with them, I am at a loss to
know how we should not have the power to enact this
seventh section. This is a very important question. I do
not see how we can go into committee and strike out the
clause without knowing the view of the Government in refer-
once to the other parts of the Bill. The hon. Minister refers
to the case of Parsons and the Queen. As I read the decision
of the Privy Council in that case, so far from deciding that
we have not the power in this matter, it abstains from
deciding that matter altogether, and so far as you can draw
from it the opinion of the court, it was that we had the
power, and that the powers of the Local Government and
of the Dominion in reference to a matter of this kind were
concurrent. The only point in the case that I can find out is
that conditions affixed by the Local Legislature as to insur-
ance companies doing business within their Province were
held to be within the powers of the Local Legislature. The
Legislature of Ontario passed an Act which prescribed uni-
form conditions to be inserted in the policies of fire insurance
companies doing business within the Province. The Privy
Council held that that was within the powers of the
Legislature of Ontario, but they expressly say that they
refrain from giving any opinion with reference to the point
which the hon. Minister proposes to assume has been
decided against the powers of the Parliament of Canada.
If we do not defend our own rights, prerogatives and
privileges, it is hardly to be expected that the Local Logis-
latures will do it for us, and it is going a long way to
acknowledge that we have not the power which we have
over and over again assumed, namely, to enact this clause,
not because the Minister of Justice or the Govern-
ment say we have not the power, but because some
one says we have not the power, or that there
is a doubt about it. If we have not the power in
regard to the 7th section, we cannot have it in
regard to several other sections. This Bill is far from com-
mending itself to a large number of the members of this
House, though I do not say the majority. It went before
the committee and was discussed for weeks, and this parti.
cular condition in section 7 was adopted as a sort of com-
promise, and to propose to strike it out now and so to
emasculate the Bill seems to me almost a breach of faith to
those members of the committee who consented to the Bill
in that form. I trust the Minister will reconsider his incli-
nation to strike out this clause. The other day the hon.
member for Kent (Mr. Landry) was not satisfied with the
clause, and held that information given in answer to ques.
tions should not invalidate the policy, unless it was
fraudulently given. Now, what will he and others who
think with him say if the whole clause is struck out and
the Bill is deprived of that provision entirely ?

Mr. BLAKE. I think it would be unfortunate to make
any material alteration in this Bill before the third reading
without Eome' preliminary notice. I do not profess to
understand the merits of the controversy which took place
at such length and earnestness before the Standing Commit-
tee on Banking and Commerce, but the Bill was ultimately
settled, as the hon. member for Richmond and Wolfe (Kr.
Ives) has said, as a sort of compromise, and this clause was
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1he reault of that compromise. I think at the third reading
it would be but reasonable not to make a change such as
this. I do not at all dispute the propriety of the hon. gen-
tleman's proposed change. But as we have got a thin
House just now, and this measure has excited a great deal
of interest among the members, and as you have got a
clause which, as it now appears, was the subject of an
adjustment, we ought not to eliminate it without giving
some degree of notice, and I would suggest to the Minister
to postpone the debate upon this amendment until to-mor-
row.

Mr. BOWELL. I have no objections that the debate
should be adjourned, and there will be of course no objec-
tions to other amendments.

Mr. BLAKE moved that the debate be adjourned.
Motion agreed to, and debate adjourned.

RAILWAYS IN THE NORTH-WEST.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved that the resolutions
affirming the expediency of authorising the Governor in
Council to grant lands to certain companies in the North-
West, be now read the second time.

Mr. BLAKE. Upon a former debate with referonce to
the first resolution, a good deal of exception was taken to
some points which the hon. gentleman will remember,
with reference to the question of the coal su pply, and that
of the narrow gauge railway, and there was a well nigli
unanimous expression of opinion on the part of all those
who participated in the discussion, that it was rogretablo
that the railway should be on the proposed gauge. Upon
that occasion my hon. friend said ho had taken note of the
various points that were raised, and would subsequently
give some information to the House upon thom.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The hon. gentleman spoke
of the relative quality of the coal. I am not prepared to
answer that; I have not the information. I know that the
company is now working at the Galt mine, at the ond of
the railway. When first opened that was considored the
best coal, but I understand that other coal as good as that
has been found farther west; in fact, it seems that the
farther west you go towards the mountains the coal
improves. If the Medicine Hat coal had been considered
as good as this, I have no doubt the company that is formed
would not have built a railway 110 miles long in order to
obtain that coal. But what shows that the coal of that mine
is botter than the coal at Medicine Hat and the coal between
the Medicine IHat and the Galt mine, is this: That the
Canadian Pacißc Railway Company, who must know what
is in their interest, have made a large contract for five
years with this company for their coai, which is considered
the best yet found. True, it is stated that coal of good
quality can aliso be found at the crossing, but these
mines have not been worked. The hon. gentleman
also spoke of the gange of the railway, and there
did net seem to be any difference of opinion amongst
the members of the House about the propriety of having
the ordinary standard gauge of the country applied to these
branch railways. Well, the fact is I believe the Government
were of that opinion themselves; but when this company
applied for aid for their railway they were pressed very
much by the Minister to adopt the standard gauge of the
country instead of the narrow gauge, and the answer was
positive that the capitalists who were ready to put their
money into a narrow gauge railway, were not disposed to put
it into a broad gauge railway, even with the increased
subsidy in land that the Government were disposed to offer
them. :Under these circumstances we thought that we might
ask 'ariament te sanction this narrow gauge railway and
obtain the coal as soon as possible from that mine. I is

now stated that a large area of country there is a coal
country, according to the surveys made in that region. As
this is the first company that has proposed to go into the
working of coal mines to that extent, as we thought it would
be the beginning of work in those mines, and as these capital-
ists were investing their capital there-on a land basis, if you
choose-nevortheless, they were investing their money there,
we thought it would induce others to do the same later on. But
coal is not confined to this region of 10,000 acres; I have no
doubt that, as my hon. friend indicated the other day, thero
is a long seam of coal extending from the frontier towards
the north and north-west across the railway, and that many
other companies will go into the coal mining. It may be
said thatother companies will have less trouble and expense
in working those mines than this one. Well, of course, it
will be the business of the company that is now asking for
this aid, to see whether it would puy them, whother they
would have to work the coal that way, or roduce the price
of coal. I have no doubt that compotition will bring down
the price of coul. I romember the time whon coal was very
high at Winnipog and in Manitoba generally, and if people
had thon been told that the time was not far distant whon
they would be able to obtain coal for $6.50, they would have
been very much pleased, even when they were paying 810.
If the Government could have arranged for the company to
build the road with broad gauge the Govornmont would
have much preferred it; but this was found impossible under
the circumstances, and weighing all the circumstances we
tbought it botter to accept the proposal and have the narrow
gauge.

Mr. EDGAIR. With respect to the resolution granting
land to the Manitoba and Norti-Western Railway, the
Minister will remember it was pointed out that the Govern-
ment had imposed a condition upon the railway company
that they should build 100 miles before the lst October of
this year, and 100 miles, at Icast, during each subsequent
year, otherwise the grant would bu forfeited; that is to say,
that the company would not receive a single acre unless
they built 100 miles this year. The Order in Council
itself showed that they only expectod to build 50 miles by
the 1st of October, and 50 miles cach year hereafter. It will
be necessary cither for the -overnment to show that the
company has made a mistake in their calculation, and
give some other assurance, or reduce the number of miles
to bu built each year te 50.

Sir IECTOR LANGEVIN. I stated the other evening,
when we were considering this subject, that I thought we
had passed an Order in Council since tst October, the terms
of which would agree with the wishes expressed by some
hon. members, and that the length of line to be built was
reduced from 100 miles to 50 during each period. I have
obtained a copy of the Order in Council, which is dated 6th
May, 1885. I need not read the petition of the company,
but I will give the decision ofConcil:

"ITe Minister, believing that it is of great importance te the settle.
ment and development of the district te be traversed by the Manitoba
and North-Western Railway, that the extension of the line should be
proceeded with, and being very anxious to facilitate the financiai opera-
tions of the company, se as to enable them te prosecute the work with
despatch and vigor, being satisfied also of the bonû f4de intention of the
company te complete the line as rapidly as their resources will permit,
and further, with a view te furnishing employment te those settiers
who will be unable to follow agricultural pursuits during the present
year, recommends that the Order in Councit of the 4th October lut be
amended in the follawing particulars, namely :-

" First.-That the mileage te be constructed annually be reduced
from 100 miles to 50 miles.

" Second.-That the company be conceded the right te the conveyance
at the rate of 6,000 acres per mile, as each section of 10 miles is com-
pleted, during the construction of the next fifty miles et railway, of
300,000 acres of the 5.2,000 acres earned on the s0 miles of constructed
road, on reimbursing the Government therefor at the rate of 10 cents
per acre, as provided in the Order in Council of the 4th of October lat,
and on the understanding that the remaining 212,000 acres *hould be
retained by the Government, subject to a charge Of$1.06 per aOre, a a
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arantee for the completion of the said 50 miles by the lst day of

October next, and also as a guarantee for the further construction of the
line, until the same is completed, equipped and running to the west bank
of the Assiniboine river, being not less than 100 miles from Minnedose,
when the company shall have the right to the conveyance of the said
212,000 acres, upon reimbursing the Government the amount of 10 cents
per acre.

" Third.-That the land grant upon the extension of the line from
Minnedosa, the point to which it is now completed, about 80 miles from
Portage la Prairie, at the rate of 6,400 acres per mile be conveyed, to the
company, when applied for by them, on thecompletion of each section
of 10 miles, upon their reimburuing the Government the amount of 10
cents per acre.

" Fourth.-That in the event of the company desiring to obtain the
right to a conveyance of the 212,000 acres to be retained by the Gov-
ernment, or any portion thereof, before the completion of the line to
the west bank of the Assiniboine River, they be accorded such right
upon first depositing with the Receiver General of the Dominion not
less than $1.06 per acre of the said 212,000 acres, or any portion o the
same, the money seo deposited to be repaid to the company with intarest
at the rate of 4 per cent. per annum, less the amount of 10 cents per
acre, when the whole line is completed, equipped and running from
Portage la Prairie to the west bank of the Assiniboine River.

'' The Minister further recommends'that the provisions of the Order in
Council of the 4th October last, except in so far as the saine are expres-
sly modified by this minute, be and remain in full force."

Mr. BLAKE. Thon the company will receive 11,520
acres per mile for the 100 miles now completed.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Yes.
Resolutions concurred in.
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved for leave to introduce

Bill (No. 147) authorising the granting of certain subsidies
of land for the construction of railways therein mentioned.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

HARBOR MASTER AT IIALIFAX.

Mr. McLELAN moved that the resolution respecting the
appointment of a harbor master at the port of Halifax be
read the second time.

Motion agreed to.
On motion that the resolution be concurred in,
Mr. BLAKE. I desire to point out that the statement

made the other day by the Minister of Marine and Fisheries
in regard to the incrcased business consequent on the
increased tonnage at the port was not exactly accurate. I
find that in 1882 the tonnage was 601,000; in 1884, 565,000,
or an actual decrease of 35,000 tons. I do not object to the
amount of salary, but I desire to correct the statement made
by the Minister.

Mr. McLELAN. My statement was, that going back for
a number of years that was the general effect, though, of
course, there may be some years in which there was a fall-
ing off.

Resolutions concurred in.
Mr. McLELAN moved for leave to introduce Bill (No.148)

to amend the Act respecting the appointment of a Harbor
Master for Halifax.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

CANNED GOODS.

House resolved itself into Committee on Bill (No. 142)
respecting Canned Goods.

(In the Committee.)
On section 2,
Mr. DAVIES. This would appear to apply to goods

going abroad as well as to those sold in Canada for con-
sumption. If so, that was not wbat was explained to be
the intention of the Minister last year.

Mr. McLELAN. This would cover all goods sold in
Canada, whether for consumption or otherwise.

Sir RlioR LANGEVDT.

Mr. BLAKE. That is certainly contrary to the policy
stated last year.

Mr. McLELAN. I believe the general impression of the
House last year was that it should be confined to goods
sold in Canada, but I suppose it would do no harm if these
labels were put on goods for exportation as well.

Mr. BLAKE. They might do that for themselves.

Mr. McLELAN. I would move that after the word
"Canada," in the 9th line, the words " except for exporta-
tion," be inserted.

Mr. BLAKE. That will read very queerly. It will read
" sold, or offered for sale in Canada, for exportation, after the
first day of January." Botter say "offered for sale in
Canada for consumption therein." Thon, is it intended to
apply to imported goods sold in Canada?

Mr. MoLELAN. No.

Mr. BLAKE. Because it does.

Mr. STAIRS. I think lower down it excepts certain
classes of foreign goods.

Mr. BLAKE. It is a Governor in Council clause-we
do not take much stock in that. It would be additional
prohibtion in reference to all goods manufactured abroad
which might be brought into Canada for sale.

Mr. McLELAM. Lot it read,1"except in the case of
goods packed in Canada previous to the passing of this Act."

Mr. BLAKE. That will not do. That leaves it still
quite open. That would ettend to goods packed abroad
and sold or offored for sale in Canada.

Mr. McLEIIiAN. Add, after " Canada," the words " for
consumption therein."

IMr. BLAKE. That is worse and worse. That would
probibit the case not merely of goods packed in Canada
but packed outside.

3Mr. McLELAN. Those goods are expressly exempted
by the Act.

Mr. BLAKE. No; the 6th clause only applies to a par-
ticular class of goods, namely, those of a description not
put up in Canada at all. We put up in Canada goods of a
character similar to those put elsewhere, such as lobsters,
corn, and a good many kinds of fruit, and this clause does
not extend to them at ail.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. "Except in the case of goods packed
previously to the passing of this Act, every package of
canned goods packed in Canada and sold or offered for sale
in Canada for consumption therein, after the lst day of
January, 1886."

Mr. MILLS. It seems to me that this Bill is ultra vires.
It is not simply a regulation of trade; it is au interference
with the right of property and of civil rights. If the hon.
gentleman can go so far as to say how certain kinds of pro-
perty shall be prepared for market, ho may do so with
reference to every kind of property. He might interfere wiLh
the production of stock; he might say what kind of cattle,
horses or sheep the farmer shall produce, or what kind of
fruits hoe shall raise, how the fruits shall be picked and pro-
pared and packed for market, as well as provide how this
particular kind of fruit shall bo prepared. There is a differ-
once of degree, but no difference in kind or principle. If we
go on legislating in this way with regard to personal pro-
perty, simply bocause personal proporty may become an
article of merchandise, what remains to the Local Legisla-
ture under the head of property and civil rights ? Civil
rights are rights regulated by law, about which there are cer-
tain rules of order estaflished. Any right on which yon legis-
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late is a civil right, and simply because it may be an article
of merchandise, yon cannot make that regulation under the
assumption of regulating trade. This is not a regnlation
of trade at all in any sense. You are undertaking to say
what shall be done in order that property may be preserved
from destruction, or that the purchaser may be protected
from fraud on the part of the vendor. All that has to do
with the ownership of property and with its transfer. Now
the transfer of property, its purchase or sale, is a matter
relating to property and civil rights, not a matter relating
to commerce. The law of customs, or what we understand
by the expression, is wholly different. We undertake to
say how trade shall be carried on with a foreign state ; we
may establish certain laws of quarantine ; we may state
what taxation it may be subject to; we may make regulations
of this sort under the head of regulating trade, but the pro-
visions of this Bill are civil regulations, the regulations of
civil rights and of relations between the vendor and the
purchaser, and it seoems to me there i no difference in
making these provisions and going a stop further, stating
that a certain kind of property cannot be held, or that
certain regulations must be complied with before the owner
of certain property can part with it. Now whether he will
part with it by law, whether ho may assign it in a
particular way, whether he will make a written or a verbal
contract with regard to it, how and upon what condition it
shall be dehivered, what shall be the relations between the
vendor and the purchaser, are all civil relations and belong
ta the Local Legislatures, and are not malters with which
we have anything to do.

On sub-section 3, section 2,
Mr. BLAKE. You will observe the clause as it stands

makes it an offence, in case the retail vendor should soli,
although there las been originally this stamp which is
required printed legibly, but which from the accidents of
handling, of transport or wear and tear, it has become ille-
gible. That seems to be going rather a long way.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. If the stamnp bas become
illegible, the vendor can easily have that rectified.

Mr. DAVIES. What is the real object the hon. gentle-
man has in view ? I can understand the object for passing
an Act for the adulteration of food, for ic furnishos protec-
tion to the public, but it seems to me this is a vicious inter-
ference with trade without any direct ostensible object that
warrants the interference. What especial object is there
iu putting some illegible mark upon the package ?

Mr. MoLELAN. To establish the character of the goods
that may ho offered for sale; the name and the address will
be a guarantee to some extent.

Mr. BLAKE. In so far as the clause proposes to provide
for making the word "soaked " on goods which are pro-
pared from dried materials, there is, of course, a possible
advantage in it, although my opinion is against the clause
even so; but that is only a small restriction. As to the
rest of the clause, it is, in my opinion, but a survival of an
abortive effort to do something which was attempted to be
done without success. If I rightly understand the moving
cause of the legislation originally, it was an intention to
compel the date taobe put on, with a view to lot the public
know whother they were getting fresh canned stuff or not.
That has been abandoned, and I think, when you do not
compel -the date to be put on, you are really, in regard to
all these matters to which the word "soak" does not
apply, passing a law that no canned goods shall be sold
without the name and address of the packer legibly placed
thereon without sufficient reason. Let us trust to the
people themselves. Those who want to make a reputation
will put their names and addreass legibly on their goods.

Mr. MoLELAN. Manufacturera of almost.every descrip.
tion of goods, manufacturers of hoas, and scythes, and agri.
cultural implements, put their own names on the best
qualities, and on the inferior qualities put some other name.
ilt is therefore desirable to provide that the manufacturer
shall put his own name on these goods.

Mr. BLAKE. The provision in the Bill originally intro-
duced that a man should be compelled 'to put the date on
these cans was abandoned. Now we are face to face with
an interference with the oporations of trade. The hon.
gentleman drew his illustration from other classes of goods
than canned goods, and ho thereby admitted the saine prin-
ciple would apply. He says that agricultural implements,
hoas, scythes and so forth, are marked with one name for
the first class of goods, and with other names for the second
class. Are we going to stop that? Why should we con-
fine this to canned goods? Why should we allow people to
put false names on the second and third clasa descriptions
of hoes, and scythes and shovels ?

Mr. MeLELAN. You can discover the quality of those
botter than you can of what is contained in a can.

Mr. BLAKE. Oh, people cannot be so easily cheated.
But, if the hon, gentleman wishes to protect the buyers of
canned goods, why should ho not protect the buyers of
other goods. Ho will find it extremely diffloult in this age
of the world, I am sorry to say, to prevent inferior qualities
boing put on the market, and that as really the abject of the
clause as il how stands. I think the clause will not meet
the object. Many houses do business under more than one
name. I think the hon. gentleman is entering into a very
unwise course which will not protect the public, while it
will hamper the trade. It is botter that the public should
learn to respect the label that is put upon the goods by ex-
perience.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The great object is to
hold somebody responsible. You must have some name on
the goods in order to know whom to proceod against. If
the goods are worthless, there is no means of ascertaining
that, except by opeuing the can. Thore ought therefore to
be seme person responsiblo, either the wholosale dealor or
the dealer who puts these goods on the market. I remomber
an Arctie expedition being frustrated and some lives lost
because a quantity of theso goods were obtained which were
worthless, and they did not know who should bo prosecuted.

Mr. BLAKE. This is a now reason. The Minister in
charge of the Bill says it is to prevent inferiority of quality.
The First Minister says it is to prosecute those who seli
goods which are absolutely bad.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That is one reason.
Mr. BLAKE. That is misleading. Various questions

arige as to the degree of inferiority. I may be a retail
dealer and may buy from a first-class house articles wbich
are reprosented to be all right, I may mark them with my
own name in good faith, I cannot open the goods as that
would spoil them, but I have taken every procaution, and
they turn out to be bad. Am I to b criminally liable for
that ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The person who sella the
goods will not put his name on them if he finda the person
who bought them in the orignal package has his name on.
But if they are put in the market without any name on, ho
puts on his name at his peril.

Mr. BLAKE. This statute does not impose upon a
person a new penalty by virtue of his having put his name
on the goods. All this statuto does is to say that certain
consequences shall follow if ho does not put hie name on.
He buys goods from a high class house and ho takes every
precaution except that of opening the goods, and the law,
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providing the goods shall have upon them either the name
of the house or his own name, would net reach this case at
all. Then there is the case of impairment of the goods,
which have got into a state of decay which makes them
dangerous te health, although they were thoroughly well
put up. If you bought them originally with all due pre-
cautions, and then you sell thom te the public, I apprehend
you are not criminally liable unless there be some special
law to make you so. You are liable by a penalty if yon do
not put your name on, but you are not liable for the bad
quality of goods if you do.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The clause does not say
that a party shall be liable for the inferiority of the article.
The object of having the name on is to aid ia getting at
the party.

Mr. DAVIES. Putting on the name of the man who
sells does not make him in any sense liable whether the
article turns out good or bad. John Smith keeping a
grocery in Ottawa, sells goods brought from the Maritime
Provinces. The goods bear the name in ink "John Smith,
Ottawa." He sells those goods, and he relieves himself
from any penalty under this Act. The object, 1 think, the
Minister may have had in view was te prevent a man from
putting the wrong name on. If that is so, you have a law
already upon the Statute Book whichL makes it a mis-
demeanor for a man to use another man's trade mark.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. This Act certainly does
not say that the penalty is for the goods being bad, but it
says the party's name must be on the article. The general
law of the land provides that parties selling goods
prejudicial to health, or are fraudulently put rp, are liable
to be indicted at common law. But this is merely for the
purpose of identifying the party, and then le would be
made liable under the general criminal law.

Mr. DAVIES. The hon. gentleman surely does not con-
tend that a man who sells goods in a can herimetically sealed,
and he as no means of ascertaining whether the contents
are pure or impure, is liable to criminal prosecution because
the goods afterwards turned out to be impure. 'ihere must
be knowledge, or the means of knowledge, before you can
prosecute him successfully.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Of course; and this gives
us the means of identifying him.

Mr. McLELAN. If John Smith had put up a can of peas,
for instance, the color of which was gone, and if he put in
deleterious substances to restore the color te the peas, andi
put his name upon the can, you would have a means ofj
prosecuting him for the adulteration of food.

Mr. FAIRBANK. We have not heard why that portion
of the proposed legislation which would really be a protec-
tion to the consumer has been abandoned, namely, the date.
It is well known that the quality of canned goods depends
very much upon the date at which they are put up. The
date would be a positive protection against fraud to the
consumer. Suppose you buy a eau of goods which turned
out to be bad, and you seek a remedy against the person
selling them, the person would say : Those goods were
good when I put them up; if they are bad now, it is not
my fault. There would be no means of reaching him because
the aun lacked the date.

Mr. MILLS. This Bill is a good illustration of a Depart-f
ment in search of employment. We have the Department1
of Inland Revenue introducing this measure to the Ilouse.t
The functions of that Department relate to the excise law.i
We had the distilleries and breweries interfered with and
regulated to a certain extent in order that the Governmentà
might protect itself against frauds on the revenue. Those
regulations were all subordinate to the proper enforcement

Mr. BLAKE.
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of the revenue law, and not for the purpose of interfering
with the trade. The interference with or regulation of
trade necessarily arose from the necessity of the Govern-
ment in dealing with the subject of revenue. This interfer-
ence which in those two branches of business arose not
because the Government had any right to interfere with the
industrial pursuits but solely because it was a necessary
interference in order to protect the revenue against fraud.
This interference which in those cases was necessary
has been extended to almost every industry, and the same
rules which the necessities of the revenue imposed on the
Government in regard to distillers and brewers have been
applied to almost every other business. The First Minister
toid us that one of the principal grounds of this
action was that it was necessary as part of the criminal
law and in order to be able to identify criminals, so
that if poisonous goods were purchased the party from whom
they were purchased might be known. This law goes
further than merely taking precautions against crime. We
learn from the British North American Act that Local Leg-
islatures have power to impose such penalties as may be
necessary for the proper enforcement of their own laws, and
we are told by the Privy Council in an important judgment
that we are to look at the principal matter of the Act in
order to determine the question of jurisdiction, because if
the principal matter falls under the rule of Local Legisla-
tures the punishment necessary to enforce the laws belongs
to the Local Legislatures and must be enacted by them. We
look at the nature of the Act to see whether jurisdiction
belongs to this Parliament or not. The First Minister talks
about parties markiDg goods. A man may mark his goods
in a particular way, and he gets a property ia the traie
mark. Is that obtained from legislation here or legislation
in the Provinces? The very same rule which would give
hin a property in a mark put on goods also gives to the
Legislature where regulations similar to what we propose
here to adopt should have originated if they are to
exist at ail. We might have the same regulations
imposed with respect to the products on a farm.
Take a farmer engaged extensively in raising cattle,
he might go into manufacturing canned beef upon
his estate. What right would this Parliament have to inter-
fere with the manner in which he puts up his goods for
market, any more than with the manner in which he may
carry his grain or fruit to market? Anything of that kind
relating to the products of the farm or factory are matters
relating to his property and civil rights, and are determined
and regulated by the Province to which he belongs. It
is a regulation made as in incident to property, and it applies
just as much to a case of property that might be transferred
from father to son and disposed of by gift as to property
disposed of by contract. We have no right to interfere with
one more than the other. The law of contract is regulated
by the laws of the Province where the contract was made or
where the goods were manufactured and sold ; and when the
goods are transported into another portion of the Dominion
or to a foreign country we make regulations in regard to
them; but in regard to the production and sale by one party
to another, that is a civil right under the contr'l of the Leg-
islatures. The Legislatures in some of the Provinces have
recently adopted regulations to secure the manufacture of a
better article of butter, just as a few years ago they adopted
similar measures to secure a better article of cheese. The
regulations we propose to enact are regulations of a similar
sort. We are interfering with the functions of the Local
Legislature in this particular. The First Minister has said
that if au article is poisonous the party may be prosecuted
under the general law, and it is important he should be
identified. But he has committed a crime, and the principal
act falls clearly within the domain of the criminal law.
That is not the case in regard to this subject under consid-
eration. The manner in which a man may can the product
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of his farm or fisheries is an innocent act in itself. Anyi
regulation is for the purpose of enhancing the value of the(
property and promoting the well-being of the country, andi
is not in itself criminal and cannot be brought within the1
jurisdiction of this Parliament by providing that unless the
goods are put up in a particular way the act shall be
treated as an offence. The rule laid down by the Judicial
Committee of the Privy Couneil, which I have cited, isi
perfectly clear and is a common sense one. You cannott
exercise your jurisdiction and exercise a criminal jurisdic-1
tion as an incident to the power that belongs to a Localf
Legislature. It is for that Legislature to enforce its own
regulations and to impose the necessary penalties to securef
the observance of its own law. This Bill is altogether
beyond our jurisdiction.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I do not know so much as to
the power of this Legislature to deal with the question, as
does the bon. member for Bothwell; but this Billihas very
little powerin it. It is a Bill with a great many provisions,i
supposed to remedy an evil, that persons sell goods which
have been kept so long a time that the acid bas acted on
the,tin, and thereby the health of the persons consuming the
goods has been endangered. We would have been glad,
when the Minister was moving in that direction, if he did
not interfere with the trade too much, if he could have found
a remedy, but Isuppose from the changes in the Bill he las
found it impracticable, or at least he hesitated about giving
it effect at that time. I would not like to say anything
offensive, but it does look to me like a farce to put this law
on the Statute Book, bocause it accomplishes nothing. The
goods cannot be traced, as the packer might have an irre-
sponsible agent whose name he might put on the goods ift
they were inferior in quality. This man might cease to be
employed by the packing company before anything could
be done in the way of enforcing the law. There is no
necessity for having a law requiring a man to put bis name
on the goods. The trade will regulate that, as all manufac-
turers will be anxious to get a good rame for their own
goods, and there would be no use of a retailer dealing in
goods except of brands with which the publie were conver-
sant. I think that especially if there is any difficulty about
our interfering in a sphere which does not belong to us, it
is hardly worth while dealing with the matter in this way,
seeing that it practically will accomplish nothing.

Mr. McLELAN. We prevent a false date being put upon
the goods, which I think is very important. It sometimes
happens that a new date is put on old goods.

Mr. DAVIES. In your resolution of last Session you
contend that there were two essential things which should
be marked on the eau, in order that the publie might be
protected ; one was the date when the can was sealed, and
the other was the weight. Now, you propose to repeal
both, and what do you propose in lieu of them ? I would
like to know what information the Department has to give
the House to justify this change.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. i would call the bon.
gentleman's attention to the fact that the date comes up
not on this but-on a subsequent clause.

Mr. DAVIES, We are now discussing the penalty
which should be put on any man selling goods without
having the name of the packer or the dealer on the eau.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONAL D. That is passed.

Mr. DAVIES. Now, you are going to fix the penalty, and
I contend that the offence is not one which justifies the
imposition of a penalty, as it secures nothing to the publie.

Mr. MULOCK. It seems to me that there is some dis.
crimination against our own people in this measure. The
scope of the measure is limited to Canadian manufactured
goods, and i understand that the reason assigned was that
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we could not control the manufacturers of foreign goods.
Quite so; but we can affect the goods which are endea-
vored to be imported into Canada, and why should we allow
foreign goods to come in without an endorsement of thoir
character to displace our own goods? In fact, you are not
placing the restrictions on them which you now propose to
place on our own goods. Lf it is possible to see that the
vendor of manufactured articles in Canada shall be bound
to put his own name on the goods, why cannot you require
that that shall be done, whether he is selling goods manu-
factured in Canada or out of Canada.

Mr. BLAKE. The Minister perhaps fancies that the
foreign manufacturer never puts on a faise name, or sells
inferior goods, but by experience, he finds that his own
countrymen require greater restrictions.

Mr. MULOCI{. L cannot admit the sounduess of that
view. L hope the committee will not impose a penalty on
the dealer in Canadian manufactured goods that they do not
intend to impose on the dealer in foreign manufactured
goods.

Mr. McLELAN. The hon. gentleman has not seen sonie
amendments that were made in the 2nd clause that will
require also an amendment in the 5th clause. To meet the
views the lion. gentleman has expressed, the 5th clause cau
be so amended as to bring in all imported goods.

Mr. BLAKE. The 2nd clause has beon amended so as to
Icave out imported goods. Surely the hon, gentleman does
not propose, when he gets to the 5th clause, to reverse tho
operation and put them in again?

Mr. McLE LAN. The 2nd clause has been amended so as
to leave out the goods for exportation.

Ma. BLAKE. It is true, the 2nd clause omits Canadian
manufactured goods intended for exportation, but it does
not operate upon foreign manufactured goods imported into
Canada for sale in Canada. It applies to Canadian goods
for consumption in Canada. It is only peîsns sending
goods from our country who are exposed to these penalties.

Mr. McLELAN. Having made that amendment in the
2nd clause, it will be necessary in the 5th clause to include
all imported goods.

Mr. DAVIES. Had my lion. friend from North York
been in at an earlier period, he would have learned that the
object of this section is only to put information in the hands
of some person to enable him to prosecuto the person who
has done wrong.

Mr. MULOCK. I am unable to see on what princi ple the
Minister proposes to place restrictions upon the sale of goods
manufactured in our own country and not put similar res-
trictions on goods manufactured abroad. Surely we have
more reason to trust our own manufacturers than foreign
manufacturers. Under this Bill a penalty is proposed te be
put on the vendor of goods manufactured in the Dominion
if he does not put his name on the package. What is the
reason for this ? Is it not that the purchaser shall have
some means of tracing back the package of goods to its
source? Why have you not the same restrictions in regard
to foreign manufactured goods ?

Mr. BLAKE. According to the First Minister'sexplana-
tion, the object is to secure evidence against persons who
may have been guilty of an offence against the criminal law,
aud we couldnottconviet the foreigner wonput up good ai
Cuba or Vhe IUited States. t is ouly Canadians who are
exposed to this.

Mr. MULOCK. I think we have to look at the object of
the Bill, whieh is not to punish any person, but rather to
secure a good article.

Mr. McLELAN. Certainly it is not the intention to dis-
criminate against our own packers, but we made an amend-
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ment in the 2nd clause by inserting the words, "packed
in Canada," which rendered an amendment necessary in the
5th clause; but if those words were struck out, 1 think that
would meet the whole case, without amending the 5th
clause.

Mr. PATE RSON (Brant). That is wiping out an
amendment that was solemnly adopted by the committee a
little while ago. It is very irregular.

Mr. MoLELAN. It reads better.

Mr. BLAKE. The hon. gentleman says it reads better
that way. Of course he has the partiality of a parent for
its gffspring- The hon. gentleman stated that he did not
want the clause to be applied to goods that were manu-
factured abroad, but only to goods manufactured in Canada.
I do not know whether he has truly mastered the clause or
not.

Mr. McLELAN. I stated that it was not intended to
apply to goods manufactured for exportation, but to apply
to almost any goods sold for home consumption.

Mr. BLAKE. I pointed out, when the hon. member for
Halifax (Mr. Stairs) referred to the 5th section, that it was
inapplicable to the object. The hon. gentleman said the
intention was it should not extend to goods packed abroad.
Now he proposes to make the Bill apply to goods packed
abroad. He had better take the measure into further con-
sideration, and finally decide upon the policy of the Govern-
ment. Only last year the Government introduced a Bill
which they now propose to repeal, with reference to names.
It does not appear there is any decided intention on the
part of the Government.

Mr. McLELAN. I stated it would not apply to foreign
goods not put up in Canada, but to all goods put up in
Canada, although not imported, this Act should apply.

On section 3,
Mr. VAIL. It is a great mistake to pass this clause, in

view of the one passed last year. What people wanted to
guard against is being cheated as to weight. The clause
last year was much more satisfactory.

Mr. STAIRS. The objection against the clause last year
is that it was found impossible to carry it ont. It is impos.
sible to pack canned goods hermetically in such a way that
the weight can be absolutely decided. The present clause is
very much more in accordance with English practice, and
meets the difficulties of the case.

Mr. VAIL. The hon, gentleman will see that to a very
large extent the matter will settle itself. Three per cent.
is allowed which is quite enough to cover evaporation.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. If the weight is not
marked on the cans, the party will buy without regard to
the weight.

Mr. VAIL. The goods are sold in packages supposed to
contain 1 lb., and the purchaser never thinks of asking that
it may be weighed, he may lose a couple of ounces on each
package. The parti, s have guaranteed that the full
weight is in each package, and the public may be deceived
in that way.

Mr. STAIRS. There cannot be any fraud in regard to
the weight, because no weight need be put on. There is
another point. It is understood that this does not apply to
goods for export, but it will be impossible for large packers
to distinguish between the goods they pack for export and
those they pack for home consumption, especially in the
case of lobsters in the busy season. If the law makes them
strict enough to comply with the English law on the subject,
that should be sufficient for us.

Mr. McLELAN.

Mr. DAVIES. Does the hon. gentleman mean to say
that this is a transcript of the English law?

Mr. STAIRS. It contains about the same provision.

Mr. DAVIES. I think there is a difference. Last year,
we provided that every hermetically sealed can should have
the weight marked upon it.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That was deliberately
abandoned.

Mr. DAVIES. That is what I complain of. The member
for Halifax says it is because it is impossible to have the
weight put upon it. I thought at the time it was an injudi.
cious clause, which would operate injuriously upon lobster
packers especially. Now you come in with a new clause
which is very little less objectionable. You do not give any
guarantee to the purchaser that, when he purchases a pound
package of goods, he is going to get a pound, andyou do not
punish the man who has a package marked a pound which
does not contain a pound. A grocer in Ottawa may sell a
package of canned goods in which there is only half a pound
of fruit or meat, and he is not liable, because the clause only
says that the person who places it in the package is liable,
so the object is not attained at all.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The party who placed
the label on can be prosecuted.

Mr. DAVIES. Yes, if he is the packer, and places the
wrong label upon the package.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The person who places
the label on it is liable to be prosecuted if he states a false
weight. Then the person who sells it is liable, if he selle a
package as being of a certain weight which is not of that
weight, and the purchaser can recover from him the diffe-
rence in the value.

Mr. DAVIES. Is there anything in the Act which indi-
cates that he can do that ? The Act does not assist him, if
half a pound is sold to him when it should be a pound.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. But the crico mali can be
punished.

Mr. DAVIES. If he can be found.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Of course, if ho cannot

be found or dies or bas nothing, it is different, but this sec-
tion punishes anyone who puts a false weight on the can.

Mr. DAVIES. You are punishing the wrong man. It
should be the man who sells half a pound for a pound,
knowing that it is not. It may be some third party who
puts on the label. The original packer may have sold the
goods to a broker.

On section 4,
Mr.FAIRBANK. The question has not yet been answered

why we are abandoning that particular feature of the Bill
in which the purchaser was most interested. The value of
these goods depends more upon their age than upon anything
else, and many persons have been imjured and have even
lost their lives by using goods which have been kept too
long. Why was this abandoned ?

Mfr. McLELAN. After consultation with the trade, with
those who sell and with those who pack, we considered that
this was as far as it was desirable to go. False dates are
often put upon packages, and sometimes false weighta. This
was an advance which we thought was sufficient to take at
the present time, to prevent false weights or dates being
put upon the packages. it is not proposed to go beyond
that now.

Mr. FAIRBANK. I cannot understand how a false date
can be placed upon a can. The date is first stamped into
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the can, and no date can be put on again, and surely the
manufacturer will not date his packages years ahead.

Mr. DAVIES. The Minister sees that this section is open
to the same objection I raised to the other. You do not
propose to make a man who knowingly sella a package con-
taining a false date, liable at all, but yon propose to let him
go scott free. The packer need not put the date on; some
intermediate person may put on the date, and he would be
the person liable. But the seller who knowingly selle an
article with a false date on it, you propose to let off scott
free, and some imaginary man is to bu prosecuted.

Mr. MoLELAN. The only case in which a false date is
likely to be put on is where the manufacturer has a large
stock of goods unsold that he has had on hand for years, and
he puts on fresh labels with false dates; or the retail dealer
who has carried a large stock of canned goods over from
year to year, who finds them a little out of date, and he
puts on a fresh date. These parties would bu liable in a
case of this kind.

Mr. DAVIES. It does not throw the onus upon the
retail dealer, then, of making any enquiries abut the date
at all. He may sell with impunity goods which he knows
to bear false dates.

Mr. VAIL. An importer can import goods from the
United States under this Bill upon which a false date has
been put and can sell them in this country, and the only
recourse you would have would be to go to the foreign
merchant. The seller is not liable at all.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Has the Minister considered
whether it would be safe to go so far as to prohibit putting
a new label on a package ? You can about as effectually
deceive the public by putting on a new label as by any
other means, as the new label might cover the old one
altogether.

Mr. BLAKE. Suppose a fine, large, fresh label was put
on in inviting colors, with the words " fresh packed."

Mr. McLELAN. If that falsely represents the date he
can be punished. Suppose a man has goods packed five
years ago and he puts Ion a new label to-day, saying they
were fresh packed ; that would be false representation.

On section 5,
Mr. BLAKE. Why is it proposed to give the Governor

in Council some authority in this matter ?
Mr. McLELAN. It is difficult to find what line of goods

may be packed in Canada three months hence, or years
hence. There may bo a description of goods that are not
now packed in Canada, but three months hence somebody
may start a new industry in those goods.

Mr. BLAKE. If the intention is that the Act shall only
apply to goods of those descriptions which are not put up
in Canada at the present time, it is not necessary to give
the Governor in Coun cil any authority at all. All you have
got to say is: The foregoing provisions of this Act shall
not apply to foreign goods of a description not put up in
Canada. The moment goods of that description are put up
in Canada, then it applies to foreign goods.

Mr. McLELAN. It is better to have them defined-
what particular line of goods this Act shall apply to.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Suppose a particular
description of goods has not yet been packed in can at all,
and a person commences to engage in the industry of can-
ning those goods; this is for the purpose of informing the
public that this description of good is now being packed in
can, that this business has become a Canadian industry.

Mr. BLAKE. The power of the Governor in Council is
to except out of the opeortion of the Act some goods which

are not put up in can, but if any are put up in can they are
to have no control at all. If the hon. gentleman wants to
exercise still further grand-motherly control over the opera-
tions of trade, he will have to extend the powers of the
Governor in Council still farther than ho proposes to do
hure.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). I hope this clause will be
dropped altogether, for the reason that there is only one
obligation imposed upon persons, oither for putting up
canned goods or dealing with them, and that is the obliga-
tion to put the n;ine of the maker, or tho packer, or the
dealer, upon the goods. If they put anything on the cans
that turns out to bo incorrect, the parties should ail be sub-
ject to a penalty. That being the case I cannot quite under-
stand why foreign goods, even though not put up in Can-
ada, should not bu subject to the same obligation. If a
dealer chooses to bring in foreign goods and take the respan-
sibility of selling them and places his name on the goods,
then ho fulfills the obligation required under section 2. As
to the placing of the weight or any other mark on the
packages it does not appear that there should be any exemp-
Lion given to foreign goods. The clause seems to bu unne-
cessary.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). To say that the provision
shall not apply t foreign goods, even though not put up in
Canada, in certainly a dangorous provision. Why should
not a provision with respect to placing the date on the
package not apply to goods put up inl the United States.

Mr. McLELAN. I beg to move that the second clause be
struck out.

Amendment agreed to.
On section 6,
Mr. BLAKE. Why is the section which was deemed so

important last Session now proposed to be struck out?

Mr. McLELAN. It las been found in practice that
great inconvonience arises on account of packers being
compelled to carry out its provisions. The larger propor-
tion of the canned goods of Canada are exported, It is
therefore proposed to repeal the section in question.

Mr. BLAKE. As the Act only came into operation on
lst June, there cannot have been much practical oxporience.
1 know there was a little interview betwoen the head or
deputy bead and the packers, and it was intimated that the
offleurs of the Department would wink at the default of the
packcrs in not placing the weight on packages. This
change is made, no doubt, on the remonstrance of the trade.
What is important is that in legislation of this kind the
Government should obtain the views of mon of practical
experience before thoy propose logislation. It is not to bu
expected that the Minister of Inlanid Revenue or the Acting
Minister, unless ho happons to bu a morchant or ongaged la
that particular lino, should know about such matters, and
we are ail awur cf the earnest desire of permanent hoads
to increaso the importznce of their office and find more
kingdoms to conquer. Time and again we have proposals
made te the flouse, which arc at the tie dolonded as being
in the public interest, and the Bill is amended or repoaled
next Session.

Mr. McLELAN. Last Session a clause was appended to
the Weights and Measures Act to enforce the placing of the
weight on cans. It was not in the original Bill as it came
from the Department, but was the suggestion Of an hon.
mciber which met with the acceptance of the House.

Mr. BLAKE. The hon. gentleman may be right; but
my impression was that the idea originated with the Gov-
ernment and was a Government proposal. At all events it
was a suggestion adopted by the Government.
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Mr. McLEL AN. It was not the suggestion of the Gov-
ernment, but it was the opinion of the House, and the Gov-
ernment are always ready to adopt what appears to be the
views of a majority of the House.

Mr. DAVIES. My recollection is directly opposed to
the statement of the Minister. I spoke very strongly
against the clause. It has been declared that it is not neces-
sary to put the weight or date on the cans, but there must
be a name, and it may not be the name of the original
packer, but of any vendor who chooses to sell the goods.
Very well. In another section he provideo that it is not
necessary to put the date or the weight on, but if anybody
does put a date or a weight on the label, he shall be liable
if he puts a wrong one. The man who sells a package with-
out a date or weight, and knowingly does so, goes
scot free; he wilfully deceives the persons who purchase
from him; and then you put on penalties and you have
not provided any mode of recovery.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). The Interpretation Act pro-
vides for that.

Mr. DAVIES. You can recover by a very expensive
mode. You are driven to a qui tam action, a civil action
in the name of the Queen, in the Province in which the
offence was committed, and there is no summary procedure
as there is in most penalties of this kind. I suggest, in
view of these considerations, whether it is worth while to
bother with the Bill at all.

Mr. BLAKE. 1 find by page 1,242 of RJansard of last
year that in place of the clause struck out, the Minister of
Inland Revenue accepted an amendment moved by the hon.
member for Sherbrooke (Mr. Hall), thoUgh I was mistaken
in saying that he himself moved it. The Minister of
Inland Revenue said :

" Since the introduction of this Bill, I have received several com-
munications complaining of frauds in connection with the sale of
canned fruit and vegetables, owing to cans professing to contain 3 lbs.,
actually containing oly perhaps 2 or 2j lbs., and cane professing to
contin 2 lbs. containing perhaps only l1 lbs.; and it has been sug-
gested, in order to meet such cases, that ail hermetically sealed pack-
ages should contain as much as they profess, for the security of the
public. I have no objection to accepting this amendment as clause 10
instead of the one which has been struck out."

I asked the bon. gentleman whether the complaints to which
he referred were made with reference to home manufactured
goods or to imported goods? He said:

" Mr. C OSTIGAN. I think the complainte are more on account of
imported goods than the home manufactured.

" Mr. BLAKE. Io it the home manufacturers who are making the
complainte?

" Mr. COSTIGAN. No; the complainte come from persons who are
not interested in the manufacture of these goods at all. If the clause
Ehould affect goods for exportation, the wording of it might be changed.

Then Mr. Weldon suggested that the matter had better
stand over, in order to have the Bill re-printed as it was a
very important matter to the canning industry in the Lower
Provinces. That was not ac3epted and the amendment
came on. Then, on the order for the third reading, the
Minister of Inland Revenue moved the discharge of the
order, and that the Bill be referred back to Committee of
the Whole, and proceeded to provide that the addition to
the clause which was made in committee, should not go into
force until the first of January. He said:

" I am informed by telegraph that several manufacturing firms have
on band a supply of cans for the year's operation, and it might be incon-
venient to put this c:ause into ooeration at once. Another question bas
arisen with regard to this interpretation of the labelling or marking
and I think the word "permanently" should be struck out so that
manufacturers can either stamp the cans or label them."

The word "permanently " was accordingly struck out·
So you see the amount of consideration and information
which the Government obtained with reference to the clause
which they now propose to repeal. Although I was mis-
taken in saying that the Minister of Inland Revenue pro-
posed the amendment, it is quite clear that there was some
talk of an arrangement-I do not say an improper one-
under which consultation might be had with some of his
supporters, and one of his supporters moved the clause and
he agreed to accept it, and the G-overnment therefore, took
the responsibility. What I say is, that it is quite impossi-
ble to expect a House like this to deal with the subject
intelligently, unless there is an opportunity of communica-
ting with the trade, and it is the duty of the Government,
befbre accepting the responsibility for an amendmient of this
kind, to have such communication, in order that we may be
fairly assured that we are going in the right direction. It
is quite clear that that precaution bas not been taken.

Mr. STAIRS. I think that possibly the amendment was
accepted without due consideration, and it was found after-
wards impossible to carry it out. For the reasons I have
already explained, in this case it would be mach better to
adopt the English practice. One of the difficulties in
applying it to goods for export was the very strong penal-
ties imposed in England, which rendered it impossible for
our lobster packers and others to send their goods to Eng.
land, for if there was the difference of an ounce or the
fraction of an ounce, the exporter would be liable to get
into trouble. I am very glad indeed that the Government
have seen fit to amend this provision. I feel sure that the
matter will settle itself so that the public will know that
they are buying by the can, and no harm can be done in
this way.

Mr. MULOCK. I would suggest that the fourth section
be amended before the third reading. I do not think that
any person who puts a false date on should be liable unless
he also offers the package for sale. A case of that kind
miglit tappen by accident, but if net offered for sale I doThen, I suggested that he had better not include in the fot think there shouîd be a penalty.

operation of the clause, goods for exportation without care-
fui consideration. Then the Minister of Inland Revenue Sr.JO . .C aoNA lD .
proposed to amend the clause by adding the words " not to
affect such goods for exportation." Then after some con- Mr. MILLS. How are the penalties te be collected?
versation the First Minister said: Mr. DAVIES. If the penalties are worth imposing at ail,

"1 should be sorry to see any alterations in this clause which would they are worth celecting. Does the Mirâister intend te say
render it inapplicable to the export trade. The alteration proposed is that if a man wants te sue fer $2 he will have te sue by
simply this, that we should insist on full and correct measure being qui tam action in ene of the Superior Courts, and that onegiven to our own people, but be free, if so inclined, to injure the foreign dollar shaîl go te the Consolidated Revenue and the ether
purchaser. The effect of such a course is evident from the English
trade with China where English goods have been almost driven out of te the informer? Where are the costs te ce meefrom?
the market in consequence of the untrue, to use the least offensive word, Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I do net think there wil ho
marks on goods to China." mach danger of any penalties accruing threngh this section,

The Minister of lnland Revenue said: because you will notice by the first section that this Act
" I do not think there will be much difficulty in carrying this out. it wilh only apply te goeds which are hermetically sealed. It

will be easy to ascertain the weight of the packages which are made la net the can that is te be hermetically sealed, but the
of certain regular sizes, and the dealers in foreign markets will have
more confidence in trading with this country when they know to a cer- gae put jute the eau.
tainty they will receive the full measure as stamped on the packages.' Bull reperted.

Mr. BLAMKE.
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ADULTERATION OF FOOD, &c.

House again resolved ilself into Committee on Bill (No.
143) respecting the Adulteration of Food, Drugs and Agri-
cultural Fertilisers.

(In the Uommittee.)
On section 13,
Mr. McLELAN. The question aroe whother it should

not be made compalsory for the Minister to report the
names of the vendors of articles which had been analysed
and found to be adulterated. This is done in practice, all
the names being published in the annual report of the Min.
ister; and I propose to provide that the names of the
vendors shall be printed and laid before Parliament.

Mr. BLAKE. Would it not be much more important to
have the names of the manufacturers? What we want to
know is, who is making bad goods.

Mr. McLELAN. We may add the words "and the
manufacturers when known."

Mr. DAVIES. The word vendor would not apply to a
person from whom the articles were obtained if they were
not sold. Would it not be botter to say "the vendor or
person from whom the sample is obtained." For instance,
the analyst goes to a shop to examine coffee, and gets a
sample, but he does not buy it.

Mr. McLELAN. He purchases a sample and divides it
into three parts, if that can be done; and if that cannot be
done, le purchases three samples.

Mr. BLAKE. The difficulty is that this clause seems to
make a distinction between two kinds of acquisition. The
7th clause says that the officer may "procure " samples.
The clause seems to consider that that is not a purchase,
and if not a purchase not a sale. And if not a sale, there is
Do vendor.

Mr. McLELAN. In that case, it would be as well to put
in the words the hon. member for Queen's (Mr. Davies)
suggests, "or the persons from whom obtained."

Bill reportcd.

REMUNERATION OF PUBLIC ANALYSTS.

House resolved itself into Committee of the Whole to con-
sider a certain proposed resolution (p. 2497) to provide for
the remuneration of analysts to bo appointed under the Bill
entitled "An Act respecting the Adulteration of Food, Drugs
and Agriculturai Fertilisers."

(In the Committee.)
Mr. BLAKE. I entirely object to this mode of providing

for charges upon the public Treasury and the remuneration
of officers. I maintain it to be the duty of the Government
to decide, before they corne down to Parliament, what the
proper remuneration is to be, and the method of that
rernuneration. It does not do to tell us, as we are so often
told: we cannot make up our mind yet, but we will make
it up in the recess, after we have got rid of you. I main-
tain it to be their duty to ascertain beforehand, to make
those enquiries beforehand, which they have got to make
some time-because a decision has to be reached on
this subject some time or other-and to bring down
the results of those enquiries and ask us to assent
to them. Parliamentary supervision over the public
charge, over the expenses of the Treasury, is, by
these means, entirely destroyed. We have no means
of judging what the Bill is going to involve; we have no
idea of what the charge upon the trade of the country is to
be, or of what the charge upon the public revenue is to be.
We are told the Governor in Council will see to all that. I
say the legislation that is to be brought down to Parliament

ought to b brought down after the Government have made
those investigations that were required to be made as regards
the money cost which the Bill is to involve, and we ought
to know what the estimate cost shall be. But to pass a Bill
in this way, with this clause, is to pass it blindfolded as to
the expense. Thon the salaries ought to be fixed by the
Act for other roasons. Lt is expedient that Parliament
should consider.-whether those salaries are just or net ; but
we have no statement in this Bill limiting the number of
analysts, we have no statemont limiting the feos, or any
salary that may be paid. We are authorising the Govern-
ment to do whatever they will in the matter of money. It
doos seem to me the resolution is objoctionablo on principle
in the last dogroe, and I do trust the hon. gentleman will
do, what in the earlier and botter days of this Govornment,
they were accustomed to do, namely, consider what salaries
or remuneration it is proper to affix to this office, and let us
know, and lot us consider and docide whether it is right or
not, and take the view of Parliament as to the proposition
and insert that ia the Bill.

Mr. McLELA&N. The principlo the hon. gentleman has
laid down is, in general ternis, a sound one, and it would b
wise to fix the salary, in every case, if possible. But in
respect to the chief analyst, the Louse sues that it is pos-
siblo and quite probable that ho may be residing in a place
where hoecan act as local analyst and receive part of his
remuneration by focs, and it wiil only require an additional
amount to bo paid by the (Govornmont to make up a roason-
able salary for him. It is proposed to piovide, uider this
resolution, that Parliament shall be consulted from year to
year, and iuforned of the amount of that salary. ILt is pos-
sible that the chief analyst may b locatod whero his busi-
noss will grow upon him, froin yoar to year, to such au
oxtent that ho will not b able to act as local analyst, and
will requiro to roceive the wholo of his salary from the
Government; so the House will se thore is a difficulty in
fixing the amount and putting it in the Bill. Whatwe pro-
pose to do is, if possible, to employ the chief analyst as a
local aunalyst, and dispense with the appointmont of local
analysts, and in that case the chief analyst will recoive focs,
apart from his salary, and Government will only require to
supplement those foes by a sum sufficient to make alto-
gother a reasonable salary.

Mr. BLAKE. The defence is illusory. If it is possiblo
that the chiof analyst may bo appointod local analyst, it is
easy to fix the salary in the two cases, to say thattho chief
analyst, if ho b not a local analyst, is to receive his whole
remuneration from the Government, aud that it shall be so
much, but in case ho is also to recoivo tho appointmont of
local analyst, his salary shall bo so much less, aund thon we
will know. We have boon told that the salary is to be
paid out of a vote by Parliamont; but what is the use of
discussing the question of salary after aun Ordor in Council
has been passed fixing the salary ? It is well known that
the House always pays it after the Governmrent have fixed
the amount. What we want is to know the sum before-
hand, and that Parliament shali have aun opportunity of
fixing it at the proper time.

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

After Recess.

PERSONAL EXPLANATION.

Mr. BLAKE. I find in the revised edition of the
Hansard, of the 8th inst., I am made to say that the ligh-
landers of 150 years ago stole cattle. The words are:
" They stole cattle." I wish to say that I nover used those
words at all; that no such reference appoars in the original
Hansard ; that those words have been interpolated, although
they were never uttered by me. I do not undorstand that
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the rules of te fHouse upon the revision of the Debates
permit members to interject observations of other hon.
members when they do not appear in the original report.
It seems rather an unreasonable thing that words can be
put into the mouth of an ho -. member which he never
spoke. I shall ask the members of the committee
on Debates to see that those words are expunged
from the sheet, which, I fancy, must be still
in type, or wbether it is in type or not, because I do not
desire that such an interjection should appear for ail time
to come in the official Debates without any authority from
me or from the reporters. I did make an interjection on
that occasion. What I said was this: The hon. member
bas been speaking of the progress of development, and
when the hon. gentleman in part of his speech announced
the progress of his own ancestors 150 years ago, I said pro-
gressive development. Those words were the words I used.
It was a compliment to the hon. gentleman, not a reflection
on his ancestors-of whom the worst thing I know is that
they were responsible for begetting the hon. gentleman.

Mr. BOWELL. I think the hon. gentleman is quite cor-
rest in saying that he did not make use of the expression to
which he as referred. I was listening very attentively to
the debate, and can say that expression was made use of. I
do not think the hon. gentleman used it.

Mr. BLAKE. I said, progressive development.
Mr. BOWELL. I am not denying what the'hon. gentle-

man has just said. The expression was used from the other
side by some lon. mem ber; but by whom I am not prepared
to say.

Mr. BLAKE. I cannot tell whether it was used or not;
I did not use it.

Mr. BOWELL. It was used by the other side.
Mr. MITCHELL. In the absence of the hon. gentleman

referred to, I must say that I do not think the course pur-
sued by the hon. gentleman who has just given this explana-
tion is a very fair one, the hon. member for Glengarry (Mr.
Macmaster) not being in his place. His concluding
remarks certainly are very insulting.

Mr. BLAKE. Hear, hear.
Mr. MITCHELL. Yes, I say the hon. gentleman's

remarks are very insulting. They are not fair to the hon.
gentleman who is absent. I think if that bon. gentleman
were present, perhaps the hon, gentleman would not be so
ready to utter those expressions. To say the least, it is in
very bad taste, in the absence of the hon. gentleman (Mr.
Macmastei), to use such a remark as that the worst thing I
know of the hon. gentleman's ancestors is their begettinghim.

Mr. BLAKE. I did not wish to lose a moment in
making this explanation, and I see that the press of hon.
gentlemen opposite have already alluded to this statement,
this alleged statement made by me. 1 did not wish to lose
a moment, because I did not wish it to appear in the per-
manent edition of the .Debates. I do not think the state.
ment I made just now-a jocose observation-is an insult
at ail, or any reflection. I said that was the worst thing I
knew of the hon. gentleman's ancestors, of whom I had
been speaking as a remarkable instance of the progress of
development. I was pointing out how bis ancestors had
developed from the time when they stole cattle, and I said
the worst thing I knew about them was their begetting
him. That is not an insult to him or to thom.

Mr. MITCHELL. The hon. gentleman has a very
extraordinary way of being jocose-he has an elephantine
way of displaying his jocularity. I must repeat that I
think it was very improper for the hon. gentleman to make
such observations in the absence of the hon. member.

Mr. BLAKE.

REMUNERATION OF PUBLIC ANALYSTS.
flouse again resolved itself into Committee to consider a

certain proposed resolution Tespecting remuneration of
Analysts.

(In the Committee.)
Mr. BLAKE. At six o'clock I was pointing out that the

general rule adopted was one which the hon. gentleman did
not favor. The hon. gentleman said it was difficult to fix
the salary on this occasion, because the analyst might
be in such a position as to receive fees. I have pointed ont
that the statement was at variance with the custom and
wholesome practice. I also desire to make the observation
that it is no satisfaction to us to know that the money is
afterwards to be voted by Parliament, because if we give
authority to the Governor in Council to fix the salary, and
an officer is appointed under this authority, we know that
the money will be voted. The duty of Parliament is to know
beforehand what the cost to the country will be, and there-
fore I press the necessity of maintaining and adhering to
the wholesome and customary rule of fixing the salaries in
the clause.

Mr. LANDERRIN. -How many analysts are to be
appointed under this Act ?

Mr. McLELAN. Eight.
Mr. LANDERKIN. Will the hon, gentleman be kind

enough to give us an estimate of the number of officers cre-
ated by the Government during the recent Session?

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I understood the other night
that the Minister stated that the chief analyst had been
appointed. If that is the case, I would ask his name and his
salary.

Mr. MoLELAN. He will get $2,000 from the Department
of Inland Revenue, and he will be paid $800 for certain ser-
vices in connection with the lDepartment of Customs in arna-
lysing articles imported.

Mr. BLAKEl. Is he to be paid extra for that ?
Mr. MeLELAN. Yes, $800; the $2,000 to be made up by

fes or salary.
Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Who is to act as local analyst

in the city in which the chief analyst lives ?
Mr. McLE LAN. He may himself.
Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Has not that been determined

upon ?
Mr. McLELAN. No; and that is the reason the salary is

not fixed, because he May not be appointed as local analyst,
and ho may receive part of his salary from local fees, the
balance to be provided by the Department coming down to
the House and asking for a vote.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Supposing there is an appeal
taken from his decision as local analyst to the chief analyst,
how will the hon. gentleman manage in that case ?

Mr. McLELAN. I suppose he will not act in that case.
Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Is there any objection to

mentioning his name ?
Mr. McLELAN. Mr. Sugden Evans is the gentleman.
Mr. BLAKE. Can there ho any difficulty in stating the

salary in the Bill. Seeing that the whole arrangement is
made, what difficulty can there be in drawing a clause
which will cover the salary and bow it is to be paid ?

Mr. McLELAN. The trouble is, that the local fees may
vary from time to time, so that we could not put any fixed
supplementary amount in the Bill.

Mr. BLAKE. The remuneration is to be $2,800, and of
that the country is to pay certainly $800, through the
Oustoms Department, and aiso the difference between $2,000
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and the amount he may receive from fees from year to year.
Why not draw a clause to that effect, and then Parliament
could be asked to agree to that proposition. At present,
Parliament is asked to assent to the proposition that the
Governor in Council may do what they please. I do not
think the hon. gentleman has given any reason for departing
from the wholesome and customary rule.

Mr. LANDERKIN. Can the hon. gentleman state where
the analysts are to be stationed ?

Mr. McLELAN. I cannot. The third clause provides
that districts may be laid out, with such limits as may bo
assigned to them by the Governor in Council. These dis-
tricts may vary.

Mr. LANDERKIN. HSow many altogether ?
Mr. McLELAN. Eight in all.
Mr. LANDERKIN. What will be the probable cost of

analysis in those eight districts ?
Mr. McLELAN. The local analysts are to be paid by

fees.
Mr. LANDERKIN. Collected from the people ?
Mr. McLELAN. They are to be paid by fes in propor.

tion to the amount of work they perform, and the salary
will be paid from a sum provided for that purpose.

Mr. BLAKE. They are to be paid by the public, thon.
Mr. PATERSON (Brant). The money clause of the

Bill says they are to be paid partly by salary and partly by
fees, and I had supposed that vas the intention of the
Govornment. I was about to ask if the Government had
arrived at the stated sum they were to be paid.

Mr. McLELAN. They are to be paid by focs, and these
may be supplemented by a charge. It is provided that we
eau make up their salary to a reasonable amount according
to the amount of feos they collect.

Mr. MiLLS. Is there any maximum sum fixed as the
salary of the other analysts?

Mr. McLELAN. No.
Mr. MILLS. There is no particular sum yet determined

upon ?
Mr. McLELAN. No.
Mr. MILLS. Have the Government made enquiries as

to the fes to be charged, and for what purposes they are to
be charged ? I suppose they have some idea of the materials
that will require analysis. The whole subject has no doubt
been enquired into by the Department and information
obtained before this subject was introduced at all ; and I
think the committee are entitled to the information on
which the Goveriment are proceeding.

Mr. McLELAN. This system has been in operation for
a number of years, under fees fixed by Order in Council.

Mr. MILLS. What sum have the Government hereto-
fore received from fces ?

Mr. McLELAN. I am not prepared at present to state
the amount of fees. t

Mr. BLAKE. la it intended to depart from the scale
and mode of remuneration of the analysts at present ? b

t
Mr. MoLELAN. There is no intention to make a change. t

Of course, the matter is open to change by Order in Council.
Mr. BLAK E. The hon. gentleman said, as I understood, a

that the existing analysts were paid focs, partly from the a
Government and partly from individuals. It is now proposed h
to pay them partly by salary from the Government and g
partly by fees from individuals. It ia important that we t
should know what that salary is to bo, because there are t
seven of them. o

Mr. LANDERKIN. I would like to know what the pro-
bable cost of this Bill is going to be. I think we have a
right to know that before it passes. This Session, a great
many new offices have been created, involving a very
heavy outlay on the people.

Mr. McLELAN. The hon. gentleman is speaking as if
we were adopting a new system entirely. The only change
is the appoirtment of the chief analyst. There was provi-
sion in the old Bill for the appointment of a chief analyst
by Order in Council, and under that a chief analyst was
appointed six or eight months ago, and ho woi ks for the
Department of Customs as well as for the Department of
Inland Revenue. For the prosent, ho is at Ottawa. His
salary has been paid during that time, and this clause pro-
vides for its payment. Thoro is really no new office created,
and no increase involved by the Bill caused by the Bill. *

Mr. LANDERKIN. I am aware that this is not a new
Bill ; but I am asking the probable cost of this one. We have
croated a great many new offices, and the country wants to
know what they are going to cost, how the money is to be
expended and what is the necessity of the increased
expenditure ?

Mr. McLELAN. We are not asking any increasod
expenditure. The chief analyst now roccivos a salary of
$3,800, of which $2.000 is chargeablo to the Inland Revenue
Departmont and $800 to the Department of Customs. This
is not a provision for a new expeniditure; it is only a repeti-
tion of a clause in the old Act.

Mr. MULOCK. Would tho hon. Minister say what
objection thore is to stating the salary in this Bill, simee it
has been distinctly arranged ? Why no>t follow tho old
custom, whenever offices are croatod li tho Civil Service ?

Mr. McLELAN. This is an office requiring a great deal
of technical skill and know ledge, and it was under excep-
tional circumstances that this gentleman was obtaine i for
the sum stated.

Mr. MILLS. Where is ho from ?
Mr. McLELAN. He is from Montreal. It may be, in the

demand for gentlemen of his exceptional qualifications, that
$2,800 may not b sufficient to retain him; or lie may be,
by accident or other circumstances, removed, and iL may not
be possible by any sum we may fix now to obtain a man
with the nocessary qualifications to dischargo tho delicate
duties of that position. Thero lias been so littlo operience
had in the matter that it is botter to louve the fixinîg of the
salary to the Governor in Council.

Mr. MULOCK. I think the reason assigned by the
Minister is a wholly unsound one, and I am satisfied that a
fuller enquiry on his part will convince him that thore is no
dearth whatever of persons qualifiod to fill this offlice. What
are the qualifications roquired in a public analyst ? A
knowledge of theoretical and practical chemistry, princi-
pally organic chemistry; and it is idle to say that there is
iny probability of there being any dearth of material of that
kind. In England thore are more persons qualified to do
his class of work than thore are positions for them;
Germany is turning out far more chemists than can
be utilised; and n our own Domini>n there are insti-
utions turning out excellent mon every day. I know
he qualifications of the public analyst of the Province
of Ontario, and the duties ho performs are just such as
re proposed to be assigned to the chief analyst here;
and I know very well that whon ho applied for that office,
he only obtained it after the keenest competition among a
great many very qualified mon ; and it is idle toitell us
here is any dearth of men fit to fill the office. I say that
he salary proposed to be given to this officer is far in exceus
f the salary paid to-day, and which has been for years paid
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by the Province of Ontario. I do not know what duties
you are going to assign to this gentleman in connection with
the Department of Inland Revenue, but I suppose they will
be in some proportion to the salary. If I heard aright, the
bon. the Minister says the salary will be $2,800 a year, $800
of whieh are to be chargeable against the Customs Depart-
ment and the other $2,000 are to be charged in respect of
his duties as public analyist. Then, I suppose that as public
analyst lis duties will represent about two-thirds of ail his
duties, if they are to be in proportion to the salary attached
to that branch of his services. I can tell the bon. gentleman
that the duties assignable to the public analyst for the
Province of Ontario are not sufficient to occupy one-tenth
of bis time ; in fact, so little of lis time is required as
public analyst that he discharges, besides, very high
duties in connection with the public service, as pro-
fésor in a school. I think that the Minister bas not
given that full attention to this question it is
entitled to receive. There is no necessity, in my
opinion, for creating an office to be filled solely by an
analyst, nor can there be any justification for the state-
ment made by the Minister that he is obliged to give a
special salary in this particular case, on the ground that
the number of persons qualified to fill the position is
limited.

Mr. MILLS. I think that the House is entitled to more
information than the Minister is disposed to give. What is
now proposed shows the impropriety of proceeding in this
way. What the Minister proposes to do is, that the House
shall abandon its duty and band over to the Government,
for the time being, the regulation of the amount of the
charge to be imposed on the public revenue. The hon.
gentleman shakes lis head, but I read the resolution :
" That the Governor in Council may cause such remunera-
tion as he deems proper to be paid to the analysts, and
such remuneration, wiether by fees or salary, or partly in
one way or partly in another, may be paid to such analysts
out of such sums voted for Parliament for the pur-
poses of the Act." Now, the hon. gentleman may see
that whether the Government will pay these par-
ties, other than the chief analyst, more than the
the amount they receive for fees, is entirely left to the
Government itself. What the Government should do is
give to the House the information it has, and make a pro-
position to the House as to what amount it thinks reason-
able to pay. Then it wilI be for the House to determine
whether it will grant the amount the Government asks
or not. It does not matter whether the payment be by
fees or in some other way; the charge is a charge upon the
people, and it will be possible for the Government to make
these fees a part of the public revenues and to fix the
amount of salary, if they think proper. What the Govern-
ment should do is to inform the House as to the amount
already paid, the amount that is dJrived from these fees,
and give some information as to the duties these men will
have to discharge, how much of their time their duties will
occupy, and how much they are likely to receive for the
year. The hon. gentleman has told us, to far as the chief
analyst is concerned, that he is to receive a fixed sum of
$2,800 per year. If he does not receive this sum by fees,
then the deficiency, whatever it may be, must be made up
out of the ordinary revenue. Now, I say that is not suffi-
cient. The Ministers should inform this House generally
with regard to the proposition they sabmit to Parliament;
they should make themselves conversant with the
measure they propose to ask Parliament to sanc-
tion. This has not been done. If it has been done,
the hon, gentleman has not been frank with the
committee in not imparting to it the information he
possesses; and if he has not the necessary information, he
should not ask us to proceed until he as obtained it; he

Mr. MULoCx.

should tell us what he expects to derive from these fee, the
amount of salary he expects those parties will receive for
the year, If he does not do that, he as no right to ask us
for this money, and the committee will be dereliet in its
duty if it should give the power this Government asks us to
place at its disposal.

Mr. LANDERKIN. What are the qualifications of the
chief analyst ? Who has been appointed ? Is he a druggist
and chemist ?

Mr. BOWELL. He is a druggist, a chemist and a doctor.

Mr. McLELAN. It is well known to all the publie,
except the hon. gentleman, that he is a leading chemist, and
well fitted for the situation. He has been securpd at this
salary. The hon. member for Bothwell (MUr. Mills) says I
have not informed the House of the position of affairs. I
think I have stated clearly and frapkly it is proposed to pay
this gentleman $2,800, and I further stated that, year by
year, the Government will have to come to Parliament for
the money to pay his salary, and all the expenses in connec-
tion with the office. It will then be in the power of Parlia-
ment to demand the fullest explanations of every dollar that
may be asked for.

Mr. LANDERKIN. I would like the lon. member to
explain the qualifications this gentleman possesses for the
office.

Mr. MoLELAN. The hon. gentleman, from his pro-
fession, ought to know what are the requisite qualifications
the public analyst at the head of the service requires.

Mr. LANDERKIN. I quite well understand that; but
what I want to know is, what are the qualifications pos-
sessed by this gentleman ? What degree does he hold ?
Is he merely a practical druggist ? What is he? I am
asking something quite proper. I have heard he is a
druggist, but I have heard of other druggists, whose names
are much more familiar than his, not only in Montreal, but
in Ontario. I am asking a proper question, and I think the
Minister should give a proper answer.

Mr. McLELAN. He is a doctor of medicine, and has
given special study to the science of *chemistry, and is
recognised as an authority.

Mr. L XNDERKIN. Have the other analysts any fees
to collect from their office ? Is there a salary to be fixed
for them ? I am not asking this in a factious or captious
spirit at all. I want to find out, because I think the time
bas arrived when we should put a stop to the multiplica-
tion of offices.

Mr. BOWELL. It is not a multiplication of offices.
The practice that bas obtained in the past is this, speaking
particularly of the Customs Department: When it is neces-
sary to ascertain the components parts of an article
imported, wbich the officers at the different ports are not
able to decide, for instance, quack medicines and other
articles, which are composed of different ingredients-some
are 50 per cent. ad valorem, others are $1.90 per gallon-we
send them to an analyst, and, after he reports, the duty is fixed
in accordance with the report he makes. He then renders his
account for the work done for the Department, and we pay it.
As far as Mr. Evans is concerned, during the eight months
he as been at headquarters we have saved more than the
amount we formerly paid at the different ports of the Domi-
nion. In Montreal in particular, we were constantly referring
to Mr. Evans or to Mr. Edwards, or to some other eminent
chemist in that city, to report on these matters. In Toronto,
and particularly in Halifax, and in all the large ports in the
Dominion, it was continually necessary to refer questions
in dispute between the importers and the officers of the
Department, to eminent chemists, in order to ascertain the
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correct duty at which these articles should be entered. After
the Bill was passed last Session, giving the Governmen
power to appoint a chief analyst, having hie headquarters i
Ottawa, it was decided that hoeshould receive $2,000 pe
annum from the Inland Revenue Department and $'800 from
the Customs Department. That 8800 is taken from th
appropriation voted for the board of appraisers and the
detective service. Mr. Evans occupied a position at the
head of hie profession as a chemist and analyst in the city
of Montreal, and came with the very highest recommenda-
tions to the Government, and the Minister of Inland
Revenue selected him as having the best qualifications o
any who made application. Whether the salary is too large
for a gentleman of that character and hie eminent abilities
is for the House to decide. It is very difficult to find a man
in whom the Government can place implicit confidence
particularly for the work he has to perform, unless they
pay him well for it. fHis own income as a druggist was
such-as my hon. friend says, he was carrying on a large
business in Miontreal-that he could not be induced to accept
the situation here unless h. was given the salary which lie
has obtained; and, judging from the services he has rendered
to the Customs Department, I can assure the House that
judging more particularly from a pecuniary standpoint, it
has been a saving.

Mr. LANDERKIN. Thon, if he takes the place of the
board of appraisers, I should like to know if their services
have been dispensed with?

Mr. BOWELL. I am erprised at the-I will not say the
absurd-question the hon. gentleman has asked. I said
nothing about hie taking the place of the board of apprai-
sers.

Mr. LANDERKIN. I beg your pardon.
Mr. BOWELL. The hon. gentleman does not seem to

draw the distinction-perhaps, because he does not know-
between the board of appraisers at headquarters, and the
appraisers who are appointed at each port in the Dominion.
I was speaking of the appraisers in the different ports where
entries are made of all the different articles which are
brought into this country, and where disputes arise with
the importers. I was not speaking of the board of appraisers
here, at headquarters.

.Kr. LANDERKIN. Why did you not say so before ?
Mr. BOWELL. I did say so.
Mr. LANDERKIN. No.
Mr. BOWELL. I must apologise to the hon. gentleman

for being so stupid. I thought I was sufficiently plain in
my statement, and 1 only regret that I was unable to make
the hon. gentleman understand it. The board of appraisers
here, I must tell the hon, gentleman, are not chemists.
Their knowledge relates more especially to dry goods, and
hardware, and groceries, and matters of that kind. If I
proposed to add a chemist to the board, the hou. gentleman
might complain of the extra expense.

Mr. LANDERKIN. I will not object to any expense
required for the public service of this country. I cannot
understand-

Mr. BOWELL. I believe that.
Mr. LANDERKIN-why so many additional officers

have to be created in this present Session, when our expen-
ses are becoming alarmingly great. We have added, I
should think, nearly 1,000 new officers during the present
Session, and we have increased the salaries of those officers
to an amount which cannot be less than $1,000,000.

Mr. BOWELL. Oh, say two.
Mr. LANDERKIN. Probably I am lower than it really

is. We have all the officers who are established under the
Franchise Bill.

319

r Mr. CHAIRMAN. Question.
t

Mr. LANDERKIN. It is bearing upon it. Thon we
r have the additional Librarian. Thon the Postmaster General

applied to have superintendents appointed for the mail
e carrying service, and we have an additional offlcer. of this

R House, and additional officer elsewhere, and I cannot
understand how it is that the public service did not require
these officers until the present Session, when the needs of
the country are greater than they ever were before. I am
in earnest in saying that it is about time that the Govern-

f ment should be given to understand that we will not submit
to the multiplication of offices which is placing such a heavy
burden on the people of this country. Whether my protest
is valid or not, I will omit no opportunity of protesting
against the unnecessary and reckless increase of the
expenditure in order to maintain friends and favorites of
the Government in planes.

Mr. MILLS. The Government have already bnalytical
chemists in their service, those connected with the geologi-
cal branch, and the assay department. No doubt these
men, with high scientific attainments, and with ail the

, appliances for analysis, could give to the Government all
t the assistance they require, with a very small additional

compensation. It seems to me that the appropriations
which the Government ask are unnecessary, and that the
power is an improper one to seek-when the information
which the House is entitled to, at the bands of the Admin-
istration, is not given. We have the Ministers coming
down, day after day, confessing that they are unable to give
the House that information which it is entitled te possess,
and which it would be derolict in its duty to the Govern-
ment if it failed to demand, before agreeing to the resolu-
tion which the Government as submitted. The analytical
chemists in the geological service could act for the other
Departments of the Government.

Mr. BOWELL. No.
Mr. KILLS. The hon. gentleman says no; I say yes;

and I say that, if an enquiry was permitted, we could show
that that is the case. The very same kind of analysis
required from the analyst the Government propose to
appoint is that which has to be carried on in analysing
minerais, which these men are obliged to test in the Geolo.
gical Department. The Minister hus not given the inform-
ation which we ought to have. What fees have beon
collected during the past twelve months for work of this
kind ? How much have the Government paid ; what fees
have they charged ? What work has been done by those
whom they employed to make these analyses heretofore?
We are entitled to know what work these men will be called
upon to discharge, how long they will be employed,
whether their whole time, or what portion of their time, is
likely to be occupied. We are entitled to the fullest
possible information, and yet we have a Government,
prof essing to be statesmen of superior capacity, who
show themselves to be notoriously unacquainted with every
pro osition they submit to Parliament for its consideration.
Beore another step is taken the hon. gentleman ought to
impart to the committee the information which we are
entitled to receive from him. If the people's representa-
tives have one duty paramount over aIl others, it is to con-
trol the public expenditure, and yet the hon. gentleman
proposes that we shall abandon that control and leave it
entirely in the hands of an Administration that has increased
the cost of the Government of this country at the rate of
over a million a year. Before these gentlemen came into

power they complained of their predecessors' extravagance,
who governed the country at a cost of twenty-three and a
half millions a year, while our annual expenditure has now
reached the sum of thirty-five millions a year. And here
we have another proposition to increase the expenditure.
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Why, these gentlemen have not the courage of their con-
victions. They will not come down to the House and tell
the people what additional burden they propose to put upon
the country. They are afraid they would so alarm their
friends behind them that they would not have the courage
to support them in the present condition of the public rev-
enue. Yet they propose to ask us to vote this money blind-
folded, to put into their hands the control of the public
funds of the country, so far as it may be necessary to satisfy
those whom they propose to appoint to these offices. I say
these appointments are unnecessery, that the Government
have now at their disposal men capable of making these
analyses for a very small additional charge to the country.
But they wish to satisfy a certain number of friends, and
the whole Bill bears upon its face the marks of a job.

Mr. MoLELAN. Then the job wa. commenced in 1875,
and the hon. gentleman is responsible for initiating it. A
Bill was passed by the hon. gentleman, in 1875, with this
very same clause, with this very same provision. Al that
we have added to it was done last year, when Parliament
was asked to provide for a chief analyst, and the House
re-enacted the clause which the hon. gentleman and his
Government put in the Bill in 1875, and which has been in
operation up to the present time. We proposed no change
last year in the mode of operation from what the hon. gen-
tleman provided for in 1875. But last year, after due con-
sideration and discussion of this matter, the House agreed
to provide for a chief analyst, and to provide for him in the
same mode that the hon. gentlemen opposite had provided
for the local analysts they had appointed, and to pay him
in the same manner. There has been no provision for new
offices, and no arrangement to create a job. If there be any
jobbery at all, it was initiated by hon. gentlemen opposite,
and continued by thiem during the time they held office.

Mr. MILLS. It is being initiated now.
Mr. MaLELAN. It is not a new thing. The whole Act

is being reconsidered and re-enacted, and we are not ask-
ing you to go one stop farther than the old Act provided.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I have not got the old Act
before me, but I was under the impression that the fixing
sud giving a salary to the analyst was a new feature in the
Bill.

Mr. McLELAN. Section 4 of the old Act reads:
' The Governor in Counoil may cause such remuneration to be paid

to such analysts as he may deem proper, and such remuneration,
whether by fees or salaries, or in part by both, may be paid to them out
of any sum voted by Parliament for the purposes of this Act."

The only word that we have added is the word " chief."

Mr. MULOCK. I have already asked the Minister of
Marine and Fisheries what objection there was to setting forth
in this resolution the outside salary that this officer was to
receive. B.e gave a certain answer, which I think does not
supply a reason, and I would ask him now, whether, in
view of the farther discussion and light that has been
thrown upon this point, he is now willing to put in the Bill
the outside salary of this office.

Mr. McLELAN. I do noV think it would be well to fix
a salary in the BIll, because it might be impossible for us
to obtain the services of a competent man to discharge the
important duties of analyst for a sum we might now name.
But the House have it in their hands to control, because
we have to come down every year and ask whatever sum
the Governor in Council may think well to fix. When the
Estimates are before the House the fullest information will
be given, and all details will be submitted to Parliament.

Mr. MULOCK. The hon. gentleman ha& stated that the
chief analyst and the analysts are not to be paid any salary
at ail, but are to be paid entirely by fees.

Mr. MoLELAN. I did not say that.
Mr. MILLE.

Mr. MULOCK. Then he says that the chief analyst is to
be paid a fixed salary, but the sub-analysts are to be paid by
fees. If they are to be entirely paid by fees, why do you
provide thatthey are to be paid otherwise than by fees in
the resolution ?

Mr. McLELAN. They are to be paid for the work they do
for the Department, by a scale of fees fixed by the Governor
in Council. Suppose a person goes into a district and pur-
chases some goods Lo be submitted for analysis. He gets.
the report of the analyst upon it, and pays him a certain
fee for that service.

Mr. MULOCK. The Minister has stated that the class
of person required to fil this office efficiently is so limited
that there is considerable risk of his being unable to fill the
office from time to time; in other words, that he is to
arrange the salary to suit the applicant himself-that the
applicant is to fix the salary, and not the employer. That
is a statement which, I venture to say, public opinion will
not endorse.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Has there been any salary
paid to any analyst, quite apart from fees, hitherto ?

Mr. MoLELAN. No; not yet.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Is not this Bill, then, new in
that respect ?

Mr. MoLELAN. The matter has not yet received the
consideration of the Government. It is possible it may do
so hereafter.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). The country has a right to
know what the charges are that are going to be imposed.
In view of the fact that the Act has been on the Statute
Book a long time, and that it is now proposed to pay the
officers salaries instead of fees, the Minister should be able
to say what is the maximum amount of salary intended to
be paid. The hon. gentleman is proposing to fix the salaries,
by Order in Council, of seven officers.

Mr. McLELAJN. We have not arranged that they will
be paid permanent salaries.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). It is so stated in the Act.

Mr. MoLELAN. They may or may not be so paid. If
one of the local analysts has much work thrown upon him
by the Government, it may be botter to pay him a round
sum rather than fees.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. On looking back at the
Act of 1874, passed on 26th May, 1874, an Act intituled:
" An Act to impose license duties on compounders of spirits;
to amend the Act respecting the Inland Revenue, and to
prevent the adulteration of food, drink and drugs." The
14th clause provides:

" The Governor may appoint in each Inland Revenue division one or
more perions possssing competent medical, chemical and microscopical
knowledge, as analysts of food, drink and drugs, purchased, sold or
offered for sale within such division, and may cause auch remuneration
to be paid to such analyste s he may deem proper."

Mr. LANDERKIN. How many public analysts have
been appointed since that Act was passed ?

Mr. MULOCK. I do not think the citing of a bad Act
justifies this measure. Moreover, L believe the Government
that passed that Act are not now in power, and I dare say

'that the measure was a measure which induced the public
to change the Government. At all events, I was not a
member of the Government or of the House at the time,
and I repudiate any responsibility for any measure prior to
my accession to this louse.

Mr. DAVIES. I cannot see that the Act quoted is a
precedent. When the legislation was initiated the Govern-
ment could not be aware as to what the duties of the officers
would be, and that would afford very good justification for
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leaving the amount of salary in abeyance. Eleven years
have passed, and the Government have had experience as to
the duties of those offleers. The remuneration of the
analyste should depend on the character of the work they
have to perform, and on the quantity of work. We have
Leen waiting to know what duties they discharge and what
fees have been received.

Mr. MoLELAN. These officers are paid by fees for work
.dòne, and the results of their labors have been published in

the Blue Books from year to year.
Mr. DAVIES. Can you give any approximate idea of

the fees received by them ?

Mr. MoLEL&N. When we come down to ask the money
vote, we shall be able to give some information on that'
point.

Mr. MILLS. The proper time to give that information is
now, when the subject is being considered in committee.
Why has not the Government submitted a specifie sum ?
The Act has uow been in force eleven years, and the First Min.
ister as read a provision from it. The Government passed it
as a tentative measure, they not possessing all necessary
information. Information is been collected during the last
eleven years. Now, they propose to provide for the appoint-
ment of a certain number of analysts; they know what duties
they are to discharge and what fees they are to be paid, and
I say the Minister onght to be in a position to give thefHouse
information on this subject, and without that information he
bas no xight to expect the committee to vote for these reso-
Jutions. We have a right to know why we are not called
upon to vote a opecifie sum. The hon. gentleman proposes
to fix the salary of one party, but ho does not fix the salaries
of the rest. What compensation are they to receive? If
the fees are enough for the others, why does ho not pay the
chief analyst by fees, and fees alone ? I say we are entitled
to information on this subject, which the Minister has not
given to us.

Mr. SPROULE. I think the hon. member for Bothwell
is not in harmony with his leader, because just before six
o'clock the leader of the Opposition stated that he had
always condemned the principle of putting in the hands of
the Governor in Council the power of appointing mon, and
saying what salaries they should receive. The hon. gen-
tleman says that when the party is proposed, the Govern-
ment should aiso submit to the House the amount of salary.
Now, the hon, gentleman is one of the parties that initiated
that law ; yet he and his leader are two of the strongest to
condemn it in this Louse, and other members on that side
are supporting him, and they appear to debate it with that
kind of viciousness which is one of the characteristics of the
worst kind of opposition, an opposition without any special
object in the way of serving the country or doing any good.
When it was recognised by some lon, gentlemen on that
side that the Bill had been initiated by that party, they
very quietly sat down and said no more.

Mr. MILLS. It may be impudent on the part of any
hon. gentleman to ask that information should be given to
the louse ; the hon. gentleman who las just spoken may
be ready to take a leap in the dark, when necessary, but
there are some hon. members here who do not propose to
follow his example. Here is an Act which has been in
operation for eleven years; the Government know what has
been done under that Act; they have been administering it
for the greater portion of that time; they have the noces-
sary data, and we ask simply that the House shall be given
that information which the Government bas in its possession,
and we say that having that information, if they chose to
take the trouble of mastering the details, they are in a posi-
tion to propose a specific sum instead of au indefinite resolu-
tion.

Mr. BOWELL. The hon. member for Bothwell, and
moSt hou. gentlemen opposite who have spoken on this
question, have discussed it from the supposed standpoint
that an officer was to be appointed in each of the seven dis-
tricts into which it ie proposed to divide the Dominion for
this particular purpose. Now, the Minister of Marine and
Fisheries, who has explained the question to the louse, has
stated the facts over and over igain. He hai stated that it
is not proposed to make any new appointements, and that
the law in the past las provided for the appointment of
analyste in different sections of the Dominion. Those
analyste exist to-day; they are appointed to-day. I call the
attention of the hon. mem r for Bothwell to the gentleman
who occupies that position in the city of London, and whose
qualifications for the work he will not dispute.

Mr. MILLS. A very competent man.
Mr. BOWELL. We may desire an article analysed in

the western section-take teas dust, for example; I have no
doubt that the hon. gentleman remembers that a large quan-
tity of that article was stopped a short time ago, on account
of its supposed deleterious character. A sample of it was
sent to Mr. Saunders, of London, to analyse, with the request
that he would report to the Department the particular
ingredients of which that so-called tea was composed, and
what foreign matter it contained which made it unhoalthy to
the people. HFe made that report, for which ho made a specific
charge. That charge ws paid ont of the general revenue,
and if he is not sked to do any more work in twelve
months, he gets no more pay. That is Mr. Saunders' posi-
tion, and that is the position of every analyst in the
Dominion to-day. But, after some years' experience, it was
thought that a large sum might be saved by having a man
possessing superior qualifications, located at headquarters, at
Ottawa, receiving a certain salary, so that, in cases similar
to the one to which I have referred-instead of sonding to
Mr. Edwards, of Montreal, or Mr. Saunders, of London-I
send the sample to Mr. Evans, in the Inland Revenue
Department, who would tell me of what it was composed,
and whether it came within the meaning ot the
Act for the protection of the people, in providing them
with healthy food. Now, I called the attention of the com-
mittee, a few moments ago, to the fact that in my own
Department I know that the amount we are paying through
the Board of Customs has been more than saved since
Mr. Evans las been here ; and I am convinced that instead
of this being an increase of expenditure in this particular
labor, throughout the Dominion, it will be a saving to the
revenue. The hon. member for Brant said that this clause
was imperative; that the word "shall" was used, implying
that he must receive a certain salary. Now, 1 have read
the clause tirough, and I cannot find the word "shall,"
from beginning tO end. It is as permissive as it can
be written. If these men were to be paid by specific
fees, those fees would be paid out of consolidated revenue.
in the Customs Department it is charged to contingencies
at the different ports where these questions arise, and it is
reported every month to the Department under that head.
There le no question that the information which the hon.
member for Bothwell asks can be obtained, but it would
require an investigation of the whole contingencies account
for the past year. I do not say that the H1ouse should not
receive that information, but 1 can assure the louse that,
so far as the Customs Department is concerned, it will be a
saving to the general revenue for the whole Dominion,
rather than an extra expenditure; and I am quite sure that
so far as the Inland Revenue Department is concerned, the
same reeult will follow, from the fact that the gentleman
who je at headquarters at Ottawa will perform the labor
which has been done in the pat by the different local ana-
lyste in the different cities, such as Charlottetown, Halifax,
Montreal, Quebec, Toronto, Hamilton or London, because
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in all these large ports we have occasionally, and
continually, in fact, to keep referring questions of this
kind to this partieular class of officers, so that the House
may be under no misapprehension as to the expenditure
which is to be incurred by the passage of this Act. The
hon. member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills) says that we should
use the officers of the Geological Department. Most of these
gentlemen are fully employed in the particular work which
they have to perform. Questions come up in my Depart-
ment with reference to the geology of the country; such
questions, in fact, often do rise; certain parties claim that
a particular kind of clay should be treated as foreign, that
asbestos does not exist here, that another mineral does not
exist here, and so on, and applications are made to place
such articles on the free list. When I require information of
that kind, 1 send samples to the Geological Department,
asking for a report, so that the Government may be in a
position to come to a correct decision us to whether a certain
and particular article should be placed on the free list or be
made dutiable. In that way the Geological Department has
been utilised. But as to its being utilised in the manner
suggested by the hon. member for Bothwell, I am satisfied,
if he were on this side of the House, he would not attempt
it, and if he did he would not succeed.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). While the hon. Minister is cor-
rect in stating that the word " shall " is not here, according
to the interpretation of the First Minister, the word "may "
has the full force and effect in the statute that the word
" shal "would have. There is no doubt that the word
" may" is permissive as between fees and salary; but we
have been informed by the Minister in charge of the Bill
that he proposes to pay the chief analyst partly by salary
and partly by fees, and it was but a fair inference that he
intended to pursue the same course with regard to the other
analyst; and what we, on this side of the louse, have been
endeavoring to find out is, what the maximum amount of
salary to be given was. When the Minister has told us
that he as not made up his mind to give them any salary,
but may allow them to go on and be paid by fees, we can-
not expect him to give us any information on that point;
but if he intended to put them partly under salary, the
same as the chief analyst, Parliament was entitled to know
that amount.

Mr. VAIL. I observe, in the report of the Inland
Revenue Department, that the vote for the adulteration of
food last year was $12,000 and the expenditure $11,780. I
notice in the details that the London man, for instance,
received in fees $1,366, a retaining allowance of $200, and
$100 for rent. It appears to me the hon. Minister might
have taken these figures, and told us whether he intended
to change these salaries, or what he bas done with the
appropriation of $12,000; and whether the fees are paid
into the consolidated fund, or what is done with them. I
think the hon. Minister might have given us this informa-
tion in a few words.

Mr. McLELAN. I presumed that the hon. gentleman
had that information before him. The Order in Council
fixing the scale of fees has been before the House for some
time.

Mr. VAIL. lu lalifax #1,468 are down for fees; $200
as a retaining allowance, and $100 for rent.

Mr. McLELAN. The $1,468 are paid out of the $12,000.

Mr. VAIL. Then, I take it for granted that the fees gomnto the consolidated fund.

Mr. MOLELAN. We pay the analyst fees for whatever
ho does fir the Department.

Mr. VAIL. Then, the salary might have been fixed,because the books show what he has been paid.
Mr. BowmLL.

M1r. McLELAN. No. A special amount of work might
be thrown on the officer in one year, under this scale of fees,
and the next year he miglht not be paid one-third of tho
amount. If he is only called upon to make one analysis
during the year, we only pay him for that analysis $8, or
$10, or $20, as the case may b.

Mr. WILSON. I think the first suggestion was only a
reasonable one. It is very easy for us to say that the salay
of the chief analyst should be fixed, and that it should not
be left to the Governor in Council at any future time to
increase it. The reason offered by the Minister, that we
might not be able to keep the present man or to get another
for $2,800, will hardly convince this committee. Judging
from the duties h has performed, it is quite evident that
the Government are aware what the compensation should
bc ; and if circumstances should arise, rendering it impos-
sible to keep him, it will b a very easy matter to obtain
an equally efficient man from some of the educational insti-
tutions in the country. The duties are not onerous or
difficult, and we ojght to stipulate in the Bill what the salary
is to be, so that we shall know what we have to pay. The
principle of government by Order in Council is a dangerous
one, and should not be recognised by this House, except
in cases of extreme necessity; and before this Bill passes, I
think we ought to insist that the salary of the chief analyst
should be fixed in it. Reference was made to the fact
that the Act was passed when our friends were in power.
That was a long time ago. The circumstances then and the
circumstances now are very different. You know definitely
now what the duties of those officers are. Then it was a
new measure, and we could not.say what their duties would
be. Having had the experience of eleven years, you ough t
to be in a position to say what the services of those analysts
are worth, and more especially what the services of the
chief analyst are worth. By leaving it in doubt, and
implying that on account of the great importance of his
duties you may have to pay more, you place a chief analys t
in the position of being warranted in applying for an
increased salary. The Government ought to make up their
minds what the position is worth, before they submit a
proposition to the committee.

Resolution to be reported.

GENERAL INSPECION ACT, 1874.

Mr. McLELAN moved the second reading of Bill (No.
135) further to amend the General Inspection Act, 1874, and
Acts amending the same. He said: The changes are com-
paritively few, and relate chiefly to the inspection of fish,
hidesuand grain. Hitherto, the inspection was, under cer-
tain circumstances, compulsory. Under the old Act, when
any district desired to bring that Act into force, it made
application to the Government, and inspectors were
appointed, and in all the districts which were embraced in
the application the Government inspection then became
compulsory. As regards pork, beef, butter and flour, the
inspection was voluntary, and under this system there were
less complaints than under the compulsory system. It is
proposed now that the inspection system shall b. voluntary
lu every case.

Bill read the second time, and the House resolved itself
into Committee.

(In the Committee.)

On section 1,

fr. DAVIES. I did not understand the Minister to
explain the meaning of the first section:
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IlThe Govermor ini Oounil may appoint a chief inhpector of any of the

articles hereinbefore enumerated, who shal hold office during plessure,
and shall perform the duties hereinafter assigned to him."'
The Act of last year did not contemplate the appointment
of a chief inspector. This is to be a new appointment, withi
a proportionate salary, and we ought to be told what noces-
sity there is for this appointment. What bas transpired to
justify it ? What are the duties to be discharged ? What
is the salacy to be given, and out of what fund will it come ?

Mr. MOLELAN. It is not proposed we will pay him a
salary. He shall be paid by fees. The different Boards of
Trade have asked that an inspector shall be appointed
mainly for the inspection of grair, and it is proposed to
appoint an inspector who shall have a general oversight, if
this uniform system is put in force.

Mr. DAVIES. The Act of last year provided that there
should be inspectors appointed, from time to time, in the
several cities named in the Act, and they should inspect,
not only grain, but flour, meal, pork, etc. You propose to
amend that by authorising the Governor in Couneil to
appoint a chief inspector of all the articles. Where is
he to reside?

Mr. MOLELAN. It is mainly called for with respect to
grain. The chief inspector of grain will be appointed in the
west, and a chief inspector of fish and other articles may be
appointed in another district, probably the Maritime Pro-
vînoes•.

Mr. DAVIES. Does the Minister contemplate the pos.
sible appointment of seven inspectors ?

Mr. McLELAN. The Bill says, of any of the articles.
Mr. DAVIES. I should like to know where the chief

inspector, say, of beef and pork, or of fish, is to reside, and
what are to be his duties, as distinct from those of the ordin-
ary inspector ?

Mr. McLELAN. If there is no necessity for either of
these chief inspectors, none will be appointed. I think, how.
ever, a chief inspector of grain will be found necessary to
go from place to place and see that the inspection is
uniform. The services of chief inspectors are to be paid
for by fees from the vendors or the persons requiring the
inspection.

Mr. DAVIES. Then the Government have not received
any information which will justify them in supposing that
a chief inspector of any ai ticle will be required ? It is
merely an experimental measure.

Mr. McLELAN. Yes; we have received representations
from the Boards of Trade of Toronto and Montreal, asking
for the appointment of an inspector of grain.

Mr. DAVIES. Have the Government determined to act
upon those representations ?

Mr. MoLELAN. Yes.
Mr. DAVIES. Have the Government decided what the

fees are to be ?
Mr. McLELAN. The hon. gentleman will find that in

the Act.
Mr. DAVIES. I do not see it.

Mr. BLAKE. It is rather a large thing, our territory
being so vast, to talk of one chief inspector for the Domi-
nion of Canada, and if he is to be called upon by individuals
to inspect, from time to time, in different parts of the coun-
try, it will involve large travelling expenses and very
heavy coste in that way. Is it intended that the travelling
expenses shall be paid, as well as the fees, by the people
who cal upon him to inspect, or by the Dominion ?

Mr. McLELAN. The 6th and 7th sub-sections of section
11 provide for that,.

Mr. BLAKE. I do not see that this is going to be very
workable. The applications which the hon. gentleman
speaks of from the Boards of Trade of Montreal and Toronto
for the appointment of a chief inspector of grain may be a
justification for that appointaient, but they do not seem to
me to be a justification for appointing six other chief ins ec.
tors of different articles. The hon. gentleman says tey
may or may not be appoiuted, but 1think the Govern-
ment ought to have decided whether the trade required the
appointments, and should not come to us upon speculation.
Why should we be asked to give the Government the
authority to appoint these officers when the Government
have not themselves determined that it is fitting that they
should be appointed. The first thing for the Government
to do is to decide that this is fitting to be done; the second
s. to ask us to legislate on the subject, and the third is to

give us the information in their possession, and ask us, upon
that information, to concur in their conclusion.

Mr. MoLELAN. The present law stales that there shall
be no inspection in any district unless it is ordered by the
Governor in Council, and gives the Governor in Council
power to declare that there shall be inspectors appointed
in any district they deom fit. Now, this is going a very
little beyond that. As soon as one of these inspectors is
appointed for a district, then inspection becomes compulsory
in that district. It goes beyond the power we are asking
for in this Bill. We are not asking the House to go so far
now, but all we do here is to provide that when a
chief inspector of grain for the west is asked for by
one of the great cities, like Toronto and Montreal, he is to
be appointed. I omitted to mention that representations
have been made from the city of Halifax for the appoint-
ment of a chief inspector of fish there; and it may be that
other districts may think it desirable, in the interests of
trade, to have an inspector. It may be necessary, in the in-
terests of trade, that a fish inspector should be appointed in
one district, or an inspector of flour in another district, so
that there may be uniformity in the inspection of all that
is brought into the market.

Mr. BLAKE. The principle of inspection proceeded on
the notion that it was desirable there should be a procees
by which, when a locality desired the creation of an inspec-
tion district, it should make its representation to the
Goverument, and upon this representation the Government
would croate an inspection district. Now, the lion. gentle-
man proposes here to establish a chief inspctor for the
whole Dominion in each of the seven different classes of
articles.

Mr. McLELAN. Oh, no; not for each inspection
district.

Mr. BLAKE. For how large a district?

Mr. McLELAN. We do not fix the area. The inspec-
tion will practically be for different articles of the same
lino in each locality-for instance, for grain and flour in the
west, and for fish in the east.

Mr. BLAKE. But they grow grain in the east as well
as in the west, and they catch fish in the west as well as li
the east ; but this question is not to be determined by the
separate wishes of only two localities in the Dominion, but
by a general apprehension of what the interests of the
whole Dominion require. I say that upon such a question
the Government's first business is to make up its mind what
the interests of the country require, and then ask us to
legislate upon such information as it may bring before us.
This proposition is simply a delegation of our legislative
powers to the Governor in Council.

Mr. McLELAN. Not to so groat an extent as in the
old Act.

Mr. BLAKE Two wrongs do not make a right.
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Mr. McLELAN. I do not say that an inspector, for
instance, of fish, should be appointed upon the representa-
tion of any one locality ; but if representation is made from
a number of districts, asking for a chiot inspector of fish, it
will Le the du.y of the Government to yield to those repre.
sentations, and make the appointments, to meet the wants
of trade.

Mr. BLAKE. I say that as soon as these representations
get strong enough, and the Government has determined
that it is expedient, in the public interest, to appoint a chief
inspector, then they should come down here and ask autho-
rity, and show a reason for asking us to give them autho-
rity; but to give them this authority now is to bargain

own goods he muet brand them with hie own name, and the
words "inspector and owner." In regard to fish, it has been
found, in many cases, almost impossible to obtain inspectors
who were not engaged in the business.

Mr. BLAKE. I have heard some reason of this kind
given, but it does not answer the question to say the Act is
not compulsory. It is presumed to be a great advantage to
the trade to have an inspection. The deputy inspector may
grade the fish of hie rivals too low or grade hie own fish
too high. As to the suggestion that a deputy inspector
should mark hie own goods with his own name, as inspector
and owner, the proposition is almost ludicrous.

away our own power to decide in these matters. There is Mr. STAIRS. In some cases it bas been found absolutely
a constant course, on the part of the Government, of taking necessary to have such a provision in the Act to secure any
power after power, and of depriving Parliament of its inspection whatever. It happons, at some of the fishing vil-
legislative functions, in order to accumulate them in the lages, to be impossible to get any one who understands the
hands of the Government of the day. The Government of inspection of fish, unless you take a man who is engaged in
the day says: W8 have no proof that the public interests of the business of catching and curing fish. None of the
this country require the appointment of a chief inspector in difficulties suggested by the hon. gentleman can arise. A
any one of these articles, but it may be so in the future, and man who is not in the trade is just as likely to grade fish
we ask you to surrender your legislative functions, and to too high or too low as is an inspector, who, at the same time,
allow us to make the appointment if we think it is expe- is engaged in the business of catching and curing fish. The
dient. present provision has the advantage that it is honest. All

Mr. WATSON. Ie it the intention to appoint deputy the community will know that the deputy inspector can
inspectors under the chief inspector in each Province? catch and cure fish himseolf; and if dealers wore to find that

the deputy inspector graded their fish too low, they would
Mr. McLELAN. The deputy inspectors are already pro- not go to him again. As to the inspector's own fish, it would

vided for under the old Act, and this is only providing that soon be found whether ho graded them too high or not, and
a chief inspector may be appointed for any of these articles if ho did grade them too high, ho would find difficulty in
that are now in the Bill. disposing of them.

Mr. WATSON. I am aware that thore are not inspec- Mr. BLAKE. Thon, every fisherman should be an inspoc-
tors at prominent towns in Manitoba, where wheat is tor of fish, and brand them "inspector and owner."
brought. - There are troubles aboti t the grading, and this
has especially been the case at Port Arthur, where the
grading has not given entire satisfaction.

Mr. McLELAN. Inspectors will be appointed at those
districts where the trade requires them. It has been the
practice, whenever a locality required au inspector, that an
appointment be made.

Mr. WATSON. The Minister who introduced the Bill
is, no doubt, well aware that the inspection at Port Arthur
has not given satisfaction to the people of Manitoba. Wheat
was sold at a certain price for a certain grade, the farmer
selling it on the understanding that it would grade No. I
and No. 2 bard. When it reached Port Arthur it was
graded away down, and consequently the farmers received,
in some cases, 10 cents per bushel less than the price they
had expected to receive wben they delivered it to the
buyers.

Mr. McLELAN. That bas been provided at page 5.
Inspectors and chief inspectors will agree upon standards,
and see that the grading is uniform at the different points.

Mr. WATSON. I see, at page 5, there are a number of
classifications of wheat. Under those classifications the
same trouble will exist in the future as bas existed in the
past, unless they are changed.

Mr. STAIRS. The hon. gentleman has just stated what
is the only thing in fish inspection that amounts to any-
thing, that the very best safeguard is for a man who packs
them to try and make his own reputation for the brand.
Fish exported are generally sold on the reputation of those
who put them up. If you rely on the owner, I believe it is
just as good as to rely on the inspector.

Mr. BLAKE. The hon. gentleman has delivered a very
good argument in favor of not having an inspection of fish.

14r. McLELAN. The chief inspector of fish for a locality
is not expected to deal in the article himself, although his
deputies, who are responsible to him, may do so. There are
to be no deputy inspectors of grain, and noue of the inspec-
tors are allowed to deal in the article, for the reason that
grain, after it is once mixed, cannot be identified.

Mr. WATSON. The chief inspector appoints the deputy
inspectors ?

Mr. McLELAN. There are no deputy inspectors appointed
for grain, and the same power that appointe those
officers, say, at Winnipeg, appoints them at Brandon or other
places.

On section 7,

On section 3, Mr. DAVIES. By the Act of last year the classification
Mr. DAVIES. There is here an entire reversal of the of the articles was provided for by Parliament. Now, you

Government's policy since last year. The Act last year propose that the Governor l nCouncil may modify the
expressly provided that the inspector and deputy inspectors inspection. You propose that the Governor lu Council may
should not have any interest, direct or indirect, in the change that from time to time. We wish to know why the
articles inspected. It is now proposed to be provided that Governor lu Council should take that power.
the inspector may be a dealer in the article inspected. Mr. MoLELAN. It is possible that the necessity may

Mr. MoLELAN. The first reason of the change is because arise, in the interest of trade, for modifying the classifica-
the inspection is not compulsory. The second is, that the tion without waiting for the meeting of Parliament to get
Bill provides that the deputy inspectors shall be responsible power to do so. Last year a diffliculty arose with respect
to the inspector, and when a deputy inspector inspecta his to the classification of Manitoba wheat; there was no

Mr. BRr.Ax,
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ower under the Act to classify it or to fix the standard as
igh as the wheat would bear, and oonsequently injustice

was done to the trade of Manitoba. I think it is desirable,
in the interest of the producer, that this power should be
given to the Governor in Council.

Mr. WATSON. I think, if every member will pay atten-
tion to his duty in this House, in looking after this Bill, it
ought to be made so perfect that it would not require to bo
changed in one year. It is of the greatest importance, when
we once establish a grade of wheat, that it should not be
changed, so that the buyer, when ho buys a certain grade
of wheat, may know what kind of wheat he is getting. Of
course, there have been mistakes in the past, owing to the
absence of grades for Manitoba wheat; but so far as that
article is concerned, I think we can perfect this Bill so that
it will not require any changing.

Mr. MoLELAN. I admit that no change shculd be made
in this matter unless on the atrongest representations and
under the most urgent nocossity; but from the experience
we have had it is possible that an emergency may arise,
when, in the interest of trade generally, there should be
some modification. I am not wedded to this clause, and, in
fact, hardly desire, personally myself, that this responsibility
should be thrown on the Governor in Council. It was
placed here for the consideration of the House. If it is the
wish of the louse that it should remain there, I am con.
tent; if it is the general wish of the louse that it should be
struck out, I am willing that that should be done.

On section 8
Kr. PATERSON (B:·-ant). I think this differs f'rom the

resolution. The wording of the resolution was to the
effect that a chief inspector of the seven classes of articles
might be appointed, who should have power to decide dis-
putes between inspectors and others, in regard to artiîles
inspected. I approve of the change here, but in the previous
discussion I pointed out how difficult it would be to refer
matters to these inRpectors. For instance, an inspector of
leather and hides might be appointed, living at Halifax ;
and instead of having a dispute referred to him, it would
be botter to retain the old machinery of Boards of Trade in
cities where they eximt, and three disinterested persons
appointed by magistrates in other districts. I see that the
Bill retains thim power, and yet provides for the chief
inspector. Therefore, the question occurs, what particular
need is there for this chief inspector ?

Mr. McLELAN. An expert must be appointed. Especially
in the article of grain, the chief inspector will be called on to
decide disputes, instead of the old machinery being acted
upon.

Mr. DAVIES. The idea of the Bill seomas to be a very
fair one, that in case of disputes botween an inspector and
the party owning the article inspected, a justice of the peace
will have power to appoint three parties to settle the dis-
pute; but no machinery is provided in the Act for bringing
the owner before the justice of the peace. The summons ls
to issue, in the first place, to three persons, of skill and inte-
grity. I think provision should be made for summoning
the owner before the justice of the peace to appoint arbitra-
tors, and then failing that, power should b3 given to the
ustice of the peace te appoint ther.

Mr. McLE BAN. Sub-section 2 of section il provides for
that. One shall be named by the inspector or deputy
inspector, another by the owner or possessor of the article
in question, and a third by the justice of the peace, who,
failing the attendance of either of the parties in dispute,
may name a party for him.

Mr. DAVIES. The whole difficulty can be seen on i1
reading the words " failing the attendance of the parties in1

dispute, shall name a person for him." How is he to know ?
0 When ? Whereo? Supposing the inspector differs with the
, owner of some grain, and applies to a justice of the peace

for arbitrators te be appointed, how is the owner te know
ho is to appoint an arbitrator, and when ?

Mr. McLELAN. The second clause of section 11 provides
that when any difference arises between the inspecter or
deputy inspecter, and the owner or possessor of any article
inspected, with regard te the quality or grade of the article,
such dispute shall be referred to particular arbitrators.
That is provided for in the old Act. Now, you provide a
new board. I am not objecting to the mode, which, I think,
is a very good one, but i submit that the machinery is not
framed'so as te enable a justice of the pouce te carry out
the provisions.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). What I wanted te bring
before the Minister is this. He said it was desirable te
appoint a chief inspector for grain, as ho would have more
authority. This is to provide for the appointment of a
chiot inspecter for ditferent articles; one for flour and raeal
alone, another for whoat, another for grain, another one for
beef and pork, another for pickled fish and fish oil, another
for butter, another for leather and rawhides. Yen appoint
seven different sub-inspectors. The question is, whether there
is necessity for that, when we do net make it imperative for
the chief inspecter to settle all disputes. We are adoptin
the machinery of the old Act, availing ourselves of the
Boards of Trade in cities, and of the services of magistrates
in calling in three different parties te settle disputes. Is it
likely they will appoint chief inspectors ?

Mr. MoLELAN. I think not, except in tho case of grain.
I thought it would be advisable, in the interost of the
trade, te have a chief inspecter, well up in the business,
who would instruct the various local inspectors and decide
upon standards.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). That is of grain alone.

Mr. MoLELAN. Yes.
Mr. PATERSON (Brant). lia ho to be salaried?
Mr. MoLELAN. No. The dealers in grain may call him

in te decide a dispute, and if they employ him they will pay
him. It makes no charge on the revenue of the country.

On section 110

Mr. WATSON. The first three grades, on page 5, 1 think,
will be quite satisfactory, although there may be some
chance for dissatisfaction. For instance, No. 1 will bo extra
Manitoba hard wheat, weighing not less than 60 pounds te
the bushel, and composed of at least 85 por cent. of red fife
wheat, grown in Manitoba or the North-West Territories of
C.nada. The other 15 per cent.might be wheat veryobjec-
tionable to the millers and dealers, such us goose wheat.
With reference to the other grades, I think the classifica-
tion might be made more simple. Instead of having Nos.
1, 2, 3 northern spring wheat, you might make it simply
Nos. 1, 2, 3 spring wheat. Take No. 1 northern spring
wheat, net less than 60 pounds te the busbel, and composed
of at least 50 per cent. of red fife wheat, grown in Manitoba
or the North West Territories; the balance might be goose
wheat, or some other very objectionable wheat.

Mr. McLELAN. On page 7 it is provided :

" Any mixture of rice wheat, otherwise known a "goose" or " Cali-
fornia" wheat, or of red chaf wheat, with other descriptions of wheat,
shall exclude the pamrel from regular inspection."

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I suppose the hon. gentle-
man has availed himself of the judgment of grain mon in
this ?
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Mr. MoLELAN. Yes; the members of the Boards of

Trade were consulted, and a great deal of care has been
exercised in the preparation of this measure.

Mr. WATSON. Since the resolution was passed, upon
which this Bill is framed, I have made enquiries from
wheat dealers in Manitoba, and have received a number of
letters. They are porfectly satisfied with the three first
grades for Manitoba bard wheat. I understand that all the
grades, except the last, on page 5, are intended for Mani-
toba wheat. If that is the case, I would propose to strike
out or to change No. i Canada hard wheat, and to strike
out No. 2 Canada hard wheat altogether, and to strike out
No. 1, No. 2 and No. 3 northern spring wheat, and instead
of those grades I would suggest that there should be No. 1,
No. 2 and No. 3 spring wheat:

No 1 Manitoba spring wheat shall be sound and well cleaned, weighing
not 1e1.than60 pounda to the bushel, and shah be compoed ofat least 85
per cent. of bard wheat grown in Manitoba or the North-West Territoriesg
of Canada.

That will provide for lard wheat of either white fife or
red fife wheat. We have a grade of wheat that no provision
is made for at all in this Bill, a grade of white fife wheat,
which is bought by the millers and dealers in Manitoba at
about the same price as the red fife wheat, and is of a supe-
rior quality to any other wheat grown in Canada, with the
exception of red fife. This should be simplified to No. 1, 2
and 3 Manitoba spring wheat. No. 3 Manitoba spring wbeat
would cover all mixtures:

No. 3 Manitoba spring wheat shall comprise all wheat fit for ware-
housing, not good enough to be graded as No. 2, weighing not less than
56 pounds to the bushel.

This would givo general sati, faction in Manitoba. I have
considorable knowledge of handling wheat myself, and the
Farmers' Union, who, thongh some people think they go
outaide of their jurisdiction occasionally, should be recog-
nised in connection with the grading and handling of
wheat, recommend these changes. There is the extra lard
wheat, and the No. 1 hard wheat should be sound and well
cleaned, weighing not less than 60 pounds to the bushel,
and composed of 85 per cent. of fife wheat; No. 2 Manitoba
lard wheat sbould be fairly well cleaned, with 58 pounds
to the bushel, and 85 per cent. of red fife wheat. Those
grades, with three grades of spring wheat, would cover all
the grades out there. I have had representations from the
west that other grades should be added, two grades for
Manitoba lard white fife wheat, which is recommended
highly by the Board of Agricûlture in Manitoba, as well as
by the Farmers' Union, and which ripens about a week
earlier than the red fife wheat and yields fully as well. If
it is a good quality of wheat, the Government ought to
encourage it, by making a special grade for it. I move
that these two grades be added to this Bill:

Manitoba No. 1 hard white fife wheat shall be sound and well
cleaned, weighin g fot ies than 60 pounda to the bushel, and shall be
composed of not les. than85 per cent. of bard white fife wheat, grown
in Manitoba or the North-West Territory of Canada ;

Manitoba No. 2 bard white wheat shall be sound and reasonably
cleaned, weighing not le.. than 58 pounds to the bushel, and shall be
composed of at least 85 per cent. of hard white fife wheat grow in
Manitoba or the North-West Territory of Canada.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I do not know whether my
hon. friend thinks the whole country is contained in Mani-
toba. Did the Minister state that alil the grades on page 5
referred to Manitoba ?

Mr. McLELAN. We want to provide for other portions
of Canada, but we give Manitoba the honor of heading the
list. There is a good deal of wheat in the west which will
require grading as well as Manitoba wheat, and we have
provided for it. I think that, considering the care and
attention which has been bestowed upon this, and the infor-
mation which las been gathered from the various Boards of
Trade throughout Canada and the North-West Territories,

M[r. PAmONan (Brant).

the varions grades have been made with as careful consi-
deration for the requirements of the business as would be
possible. If you amend the Bill in one particular yon may
damage it in some others, and if, in any case, this grading
should be found insufficient in practice, we have asked the

louse to give us the power to amend these special cases in
some slight degree. I think the hon. gentleman cannot do
better than to allow the classification we have made to stand
for the present, until we see the result in practice.

Mr. WATSON. There could be no objections to entering
these grades of white fife wheat. They cannot interfere
with any of the other grades or classification.

Mr. SPROULE. It is a great mistake to make so many
differer.t grades of wheat. [ have often heard complain ts
by the farners that there were so many grades of wheat
they did not know what the value of their wheat was.
There are fifteen different grades here in spring wheat, and
now you propose to add two more. Another thing is, that
it encourages a grade for every distinct kind of grain which
aray be grown. I think there is no difficulty at all in
classifying those different kinds of grain under some of the
grades already mentioned. If I were to urge anything at
all, it would be to diminish instead of increasing the number.
It leaves you with scarcely any knowledge of the value of
your wheat in the outside market. If you look at the prices
of wheat in Chicago, Montreal or England, they are so
mixed up iD the grading that you cannot tell what is the
value of your own wheat.

Mr, FARROW. I rather like the classification that the
hon. member for Marquette (Mr. Watson) has proposed, as
to flrst, second and third. But I think that in Manitoba it
would require an extra class than his first class, because he
proposed 15 per cent. mixture in the first class grade of
spring wheat. Now, to my own knowledge, they grow a
class of wheat there without any mixture.

Mr. WATSON. Ihat is provided for-the Manitoba
extra.

Mr. FARROW. I agree with the simple classification of
first, second and third, and an extra class, and [ thought
that was the Bill. I agree with my hon. friend from Grey
(Mr. Sproule), that the fewer the classes and the less com-
plication you can have, the better. Farmers will under-
stand what they are doing, and buyers will understand what
they are doing, and it would simplify the thing very much.

Mr. WATSON. I quite agree with both hon. gentlemen
who have spoken. The information I have from Manitoba
asks that the grading of wheat be simplified. There are so
many grades in this Bill, and different mixtures, that it is
almost impossible to tell what grade of wheat a man is seli-
ing. The first three grades are all right, one to be composed
of red fife wheat and the other two grades are to have 85 per
cent. red fife. There is a difference between the first and
second of 2 pounds to the bushel, which is quite reasonable.
Then the other grades of northern spring wheat, I under-
stand they refer to Manitoba. 1 do not understand that, as
a rule, Manitoba wheat will be mixed with Ontario wheat.
It is well know that we grow a superior grade of wheat in
Manitoba, and we get an extra price for it. Manitoba wheat
on the market in Ontario is worth about 5 per cent,.a bushel
more than any other wheat grown in Ontario, and it is for
the protection of the grades of Manitoba wheat that I woud
ask to have these changes made. I am sure the proposed
system will be very unsatisfactory to buyers, because
they would not know what the wheat was mixed with, one
half Manitoba wheat, or not. The classification for spring
wheat grown in Ontario comes at the bottom of the page-
"Spring wheat shall be sound and well cleaned, weighing
not less than 60 pounds to the bushel." I should put on
those spring wheat grades the numbers 1, 2 and 3 ; after
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the No. 3 Manitoba hard, 1 should put Manitoba spring No.
2, and No. 3 Manitoba spring wheat. No. 1 would provide
for grain that might be fixed after white fife and after red
fife. No. 2 would be the same quality of wheat, but 2
pounds lighter on the bushel. No. 3 would be of wheat not
fit to be classed as No. 2. I think it would simplify the
grading of wheat and would give better satisfaction to both
the buyer and the seller. A merchant in Ontario buys wheat
in Ontario according to a certain grade, but he will not
know, by this description of wheat, what he i getting. It
might be 50 per cents of one kind of wheat and 50 per cent.
of another very inferior quality.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). The hon. gentleman from
Marquette (Mr. Watson) is thoroughly qualified to speak
of Manitoba wheat, but his judgment, as I understand it, is
not that of the Board of Trade of Winnipeg. N9. 1 Canada
hard whoat and No. 2 have been put in here, I presume,
with a view to getting uniformity of grade between
Manitoba wheat and the wheat grown in Ontario and other
parts. Of course there is some strong fife wheat grown in
parts of Ontario yet. There may be no objection to putting
in these two qualities to cover the white wheat, perhaps, in
Manitoba.

Mr. HESSON. I would not change the classification made
here. I made enquiry of some gentlemen who have been
dealing in grain for many years, what they thought of the
present classification of grains, so far as Ontario productions
are concerned, and they expressed themselves as quite
satisfied with the grading, as not only adapted to the Canada
hard white, but also for the fife wheat. As to the Manitoba
product, I think the market is thoroughly satisfied with
the provisions there. First, the extra Manitoba hard, which
is a red fife, and the first and second qualities following, No. 1
Manitoba bard, also the red fife, and No. 2 Manitoba hard.
Ih provides for a botter quality of wheat, known as the red
fife and Manitoba hard. Now, of the other two classifica-
tions, No. 1 Canada hard, I presume, would apply to almost
ary wheat, because it does not say it shall be re, or white,
or tife. But there is a class that providos for it, called goose
wheat, a mixture; consequently, I think, these two gradings
for Canada hard would apply to Ontario and Manitoba for
any class of wheat that is not set out as either red or white.
I should not change it for the reason that, so far as I have
been able to ascertain, after having submitted the matter to
a good judge, I thought it a very good classification. The
hon. member for Marquette's suggestion would simply add
to the present wording the words "lhard fife wheat.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). The hon. member for Mar-
quette wants to cover hard white wheat.

Mr. McLELAN. In the correspondence and consultation
wit h various Boards of Trade the reasons given for this
grading and classification were that it might be used in
comparison with the grading of wheat on the other side of
the line. No. 1 Canada hard requires 85 per cent. of hard
wheat, cither white or red. I think it wili be in the interest
of the trade to adopt the classification as submitted.

Mr. WATSON. I have no objection to the first clause.
I was proposing to insert Manitoba hard wheat in it; that
is the only change I suggested. There is another classifica-
tion which, I suppose, refers to spring wheat grown in
Ontario. I understood that most of the classes were
intended for Manitoba wheat. I suggest that to insert first,
second and third Manitoba spring wheat will cover the
whole grading more simply. The hon. member or North
Perth has said this covers all the wheat in Manitoba. It does
not cover the hard white fife wheat. I think that is grown
no where else, except in Manitoba. We grow it there, and
are entitled to a special grade for it. Our white fife wheat
is very much superior to the Canada hard wheat of Ontario,

3I20

and we should have all the benefit we are entitled to, by
giving the ard wheat of Manitoba special classification.

Mr. MoLELAN. We have done pretty well for Manitoba
in these provisions. Manitoba i3 distinctly brought out
in six grades; and there are two grades in which Manitoba
wheat can be mixed with Canada bard wheat. Thore are
other places in the Dominion where wheat is grown, besides
Manitoba; and we want to publish the fact that we can
grow elsewhere good hard wheat, whother white or rad.

Mr. WATSON. I do not see any objection to insorting
Manitoba bard white wheat. It cannot interfere with the
grades of Ontario or other Provinces. With all due respect
to the Board of Trade of Winnipeg, it is right to say that
Winnipeg handles probably loss grain than any town of 200
or 300 inhabitants in the North-Wost. There are vory few
markets along the lino of railways that do not handlo moro
wheat than doos Winnipog. There is not, in that city, a
puplic warehouso for the handling of grain. With all due
respect to tbe Winnipeg Board of Trade, and any informa-
tion furnished by it, 1 consider tho sources from which I
have derived my information more competont to judge as to
what gradas should be adoptod even than the Winnipeg
Board of Trado. I feel satisfied, howover, that that Board
of Trade will be in accord with the grading I have proposed.

Mr. SPROULE. I think the hon. membor for Mar-
quette is entirely wrong. Whilo, no doubt, not much whoat
is brought into Winnipeg, the hnyers largely go out from
there. I think it will bo a great mistako to incroase the
number of grades. You have six out oft ifteen applying
to Manitoba. What doos grading mean ? It means giving
a value to wheat in certain localitios. People in the
general markets know very little about what wheat is
worth in other parts of the country. Although equally
good samples of whoat are grown in other parts of tho
country, there is no index as to its value. In my opinion,
there are already too many variotios of whoat graded,
and too many 1or Manitoba. I consultod soveral whoat
buyers, and that was the complaint thoy mado. It is
impossible for farmers to know what thoir wheat is worth,
according to the large number of grades quoted. Anothor
objection raised was that the grading is given for wheat
raised in circumscribed aroas. If possi ble, the grades should
be made to apply all over the country. We havo a very
fine hard spring wheat raised in our part of the country,
white wheat and red fifle. I do not know why they
sbould not be graded as high as Manitoba wheat.

Mr. WATSON. Why, thon, is Manitoba wheat, worth
10 cents more per bushel ?

Mr. SPROULE. Manitoba wheat does not bring 5
cents a bushel more than the wheat to which I am rofor-
ring. We are living on the lino cf the Canadian Pacifie
Railway, and Manitoba wheat was brought down last fall
and ground there, and it sold at only 2 cents more than the
wheat raised in our part of the country. Therefore, it
should not be made a separate and distinct class.

Mr. WATSON. I object to the remarks of the hon. gen.
tleman, as all grain dealers know that àanitoba hard
wheat is worth 10 cents more per bushel than is any
wheat grown in Ontario. Under the new system of mil-
ling, the miller cannot make a high grade of patent flour
without Manitoba hard wheat. I am sure that the hon.
gentleman is wrong. Manitoba white wheat may not have
been sold at more than 5 cents more than Ontari wheat,
but perhaps it was a poor grade; but Manitoba lard wheat,
weighing 60 pounds to the bushel, is worth 1< cents
more to the milier in Ontario, to m.ake patent flour, than
any wheat grown in Ontario.

Mr. SPROULE. No; it is not.
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Mr. WATSON. I know it is.

Mr. SPROULE. That is your opinion.
Mr. WATSON. I know it is the fact.
Mr. SPROULE. It is not borne out by the facts.
Mr. WATSON. It is borne out by the facts.
Mr. SPROULE. I know it is not, in my part of the

country.
Mr. WATSON. It is known all over the world, almost,

that Manitoba grows botter wheat than anywhere in the
world, and that it is worth 5 cents a bushel more than
Ontario whoat. I am in favor of simplifying the classifica-
tion of grain, and if the Minister will accept my suggestion
it will have that effect. I do not understand that dealers
will buy half cargoes of Manitoba wheat and mix it with
Ontario, and then sell it as No. 1, or No. 2 northern. I
think consignments from the North-West will be sold at
Manitoba if it comes from Manitoba, and that is the reason
why the Manitoba people insist on special grades for their
own wheat, because it commands a higher price than
Ontario. We do not want it mixed with Ontario wheat, as
it will probably injure the character of the North-West as a
wheat growing country.

Mr. McLELAN. We have given you five special grades.
Mr. WATSON. I do not see the force of the hon. gentle-

man's explanation, because hon. gentlemen in this House
claim that No. 1 or No. 2 northern may be half Ontario and
half Manitoba. That is not a Manitoba grade, and what we
want is a pure Manitoba grade.

Mr. McNEILL. Does the hon. gentleman say that white
fife wheat is as good as Lred fife? I am speaking of
Manitoba.

Mr. WATSON. In my opinion it is not quite as good,
but many buyers and millers appreciate it just as highly,
and give the same price for it. It is a fine wheat, recom-
mended to be grown by the Board of Agriculture for Mani-
toba, as it ripens a week earlier, which is an important
thing, especially for grain which is sown late in the season.

Mr. McLELAN. I do not think that because the Board
of Agriculture have been trying it as an experiment we
should adopt that as a grade. We should fix a grade that
is accepted by the trade. We have given you extra Mani-
toba hard, No. 1 Manitoba hard, and No. 2 Manitoba
hard. Those grades are known, and will be carried
out under that name. We have given you five special
grades, three of which are wholly Manitoba, and the others
50 per cent., and surely the hon, gentleman should not
object to that much of an admixture.

Mr. BAIN (Wentworth). If I understand, in the grading
of this northern spring wheat there must be a large quan-
tity of Manitoba wheat grown which does not go into either.
It says it shall be 50 per cent. of red fife wheat, but there
are considerable quantities of wheat grown in Manitoba and
brought to Ontario which will not grade as red fife, and
still comes from that country. But Manitoba having had
its innings, I would draw attention to one or two matters
affecting other portions of the Dominion. If you come to
grading winter wheat, yon find that No. i white winter
wheat is put at 61 pounds to the bushel, which is a fancy
grade, as Manitoba spring wheat No. 1 is only required to
weigh 60 pounds to the bushel. i think every farmer in the
House will bear me out in saying that for No. 1 wheat, in
the western Provinces, it is a very fair article which will
stand 60 pounds to the bushel, and to put No. 1 at 61 pounds
will exclude the great bulk of white wheat grown in the
western Provinces. The extra grade of 62 pounds will be
so extremely limited that while it may be quoted on
the market very little wheat will come up to this

Mr, SPRouLi.

standard. Again, if you look lower down, you will
find that No. 1 red is only required to weigh 62
pounds, while every farmer knows that reds are
at least 2 pounds heavier than whites. Then mixed
winter wheat, red and white, is required to weigh 62 pounds.
I would like to know the source from which those grades
were made, because I think it will be found in practice that
the great bulk of our white winter wheat, instead of grad-
ing No. 1, will be graded No. 2, which is down to 59, and that
I conceive is unfair. I think No. 1 white winter should be
placed no higher than this much famed No. 1 Manitoba
hard, which is only required to go 60 pounds.

Mr. McLELAN. I would point out to the hon. gentle-
man that this provides for the Imperial bushel, while the
Winchester bushel, which is what has usually been used as
a standard, has been on the scale of the Winchester measure.

Mr. BAIN. But you would apply the same bushel to
both grains.

Mr. McLELAN. No. If it is the Winchester measure
there ais quite a difference in it, and 62 pounds by the
Imperial bushel would only be about 60 pounds by the
Winchester measure.

Mr. BAIN (Wentworth). The hon. Minister has misap-
prehended me. No. 1 Manitoba wheat is only required to
stand 60 pounds to the bushel, while No. 1 white winter has to
stand 61; and I suppose both are to be measured by the saine
bushel. Mixed winter wheat is open to the same objection.
You require mixed winter wheat to weigh as much as pure
red wheat, whereas, every farmer knows that pure red is a
heavier wheat than white wheat.

Mr. McLELAN. No. 1 red winter wheat is to weigh 62
pounds to the bushel, the saine as extra white winter wheat.
I am told that winter wheat is heavier than spring wheat, as
a rule.

Mr. BAIN (Wentworth). I was desirous of finding out
from the Minister who supplied him with that information,
for certainly ho did not get it from the man who grew the
wheat. I have grown both red and white wheat, ever since
I can remember, and I think I can claim the right to speak
with reference to the growth of wheat in western Ontario,
and I think every miller will bear me out in saying
that, as an average, there are generally 2 pounds difference
in weight between the saine quality of red and
white winter wheat. The real difficulty will be, if this
grading remains, that the great bulk of our white wheat
grown in western Ontario, instead of grading No. 1, will be
graded No. 2, and will be placed at 59 pounds to the bushel,
which will be an unjust grade. I think it should be placed
at 60 pounds to be placed on a fair level with the other grades.

Mr. McLELAN. I may say, for the information of the
hon. gentleman, that the opinion of the Toronto Board of
Trade was taken on this matter, and if the hon. gentleman,
being a practical farmer, says that a grade of 61 pounds to the
bushel for No. 1 white winter wheat would exclude a great
deal of the wheat that would otherwise pass as No. 1, and
that 60 pounds would be a high enough standard, we may
venture to make that change.

Mr. WATSON. In that case, would it not be well to make
No. 2 58 pounds ?

Mr. MoLELAN. Very well; we shall do that.
Mr. WATSON. The Bill does not provide for the weight

of oats.
Mr. McLELAN. I think that is provided for in another

Act.
Mr. WATSON. Yon might have oats that were clean

and free from dirt that would not weigh 34 pounds to the
bushel. I think it should be provided that they should
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weigh 34 pounds We have heard members advocate in this
House that 32 pounds should be fixed as the standard.

Mr. MoNEILL. If they are clean and plump, and free from
dirt, I think they will weigh 34 pounds.

Bill reported, and read the third time, and passed.

THREE RIVERS' HARBOR COMMISSIONERS' LOAN.

Mr. BOWELL moved that the House go into committee
to consider a certain proposed resolution (p. 2497) to provide
for the raising, by way of loan, of a sum of money to be ad-
vanced to the harbor commissioners of Three Rivers to redeem
the outstanding debentures of the commissioners, the inter-
est accrued thereon and payment to be made on
account of their works now under contract. He
said: The resolution is to enable a sum of money to
be borrowed to assist the harbor commissioners of Three
Rivers to complote the works they have already commenced.
Under the prosent Act, 45 Vie., chap. 52, the commission-
ers have the power to borrow $300,000, at an interest of 6
per cent., for the purpose of carrying on harbor improve-
ments in that city. They have already borrowed 863,600,
and issued bonds at 6 per cent, for that amount, and they
require $18,400 to complote the works, making a total of
682,000. The present resolution provides that the Govern-
ment may borrow the 882,000, bearing an interest of 4 per
cent., in order to redeem the 863,600 of debentures now
bearing 6 per cent. interest, and to loan the harbor commis-
sioners the balance of $18,400, to enable them to complete
the works. This sum of $82,000 is to be secured by bonds
of the harbor commissioners upon the works in that city,
being the first charge on all the revenues they may derive
from the construction of those works. The object is to
enable the commissioners to complote the harbor improve.
monts, and to pay 4 per cent. intere ' upon the money
instead of 6 per cent. A clause in the Bill will provides for
the redemption of the 6 per cent.'s, giving a certain time for
persons either to exchange them for the 4 per cent.'s or to
take the money in lieu thereof.

Motion agreed to, and the House resolved itself into Com-
ýnittee.

(In the Committee.)

Sir RICHA RD CARTWRIGHT. Was this money
advanced by private parties?

Mr. BOWELL. Yes; I so understand it.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Is it overdue now.
Mr. BOWELL. No.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. If not, how do you pro-

pose to induce them to exchange 6 per cent.'s for 4 per cent.'s?
Mr. BOWELL. I said it would be optional for them to

accept the money on the face of the bond, with the interest
at 6 per cent., or to exchange for 4's, if they desire. The
Bill will provide for the bondholders to come and take their
money.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I understand they are
debentures. You cannot call them in before they are due,
or is it that they prefer the Government security to the
harbor commissioners'?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I suppose everyone would
prefer that, but the whole question is one of interest. The
harbor commissioners could not pay 6 per cent. of the
amount and pay their expenses, and therefore they have
asked to be put on the same footing, in that respect, as the
Montreal harbor commissioners and the Quebec harbor com-
missioners. They will have quite enough to pay the 4 por
cent., and a small sinking fund, and their ordinary expenses.
Those debenture holders will feel that it is to their interest

either to take the 4 per cent. of the Government or to
receive thoir money.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. They will, no doubt, if
they are not quite satis8ed as to the security ; but if thoy
were satisfied as to the security, I do not know that they
would take 4 per cent. instead of 6.

Mr. LANGELIER. What is the nature of the works
that it is contemplated to construct with this money.

Sir HEÇ TOR LANGEVIN, The amount that has been
expended and the amount to be expended, the 818,000, is
for constructing a pier at deep water, in order that the
lumber which comes from the St. Maurice and the Ottawa,
may be shipped there at deep water. Since thoso wharves
have been built the trade bas largely increasod; but the
intention is, that in accordance with the Act of incorpora-
tion, they will not be allowed to continue the work until
the trade has sufficiently increased to produce a large sur-
plus over and above the present expeuses; therefore, they
muet wait until that trade incroasos before we can allow
them to proceed.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I would onquiro of
the Minister of Publie Works, after the statemont of the
Minister of Customs, that $300,000 was authoriseod, whether
the Government had an option in the matter ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Yes.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I sec that this $84,000
is all that wili be advanced to thom, unless the Govornmeiint
is satisfied there is generai nood foar it, and that the revenues
are ample.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Yes; so the law provides.
I think $63,000 is exponded and the balance is to complote
the contract.

Mr. DAVIES. What is the income from toll, which is to
be the security for the payment ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. About 86,000. They have
quite enough to pay 4per cent. and their expenses, and
will have a surplu%,

Mr. DAVIES. . Is this to be s first charge on the revenue
and before the expenses ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Yes ; before anything else.
Mr. DAVIES. What longth of time has been mentioned

in the bond for the re-payment of the money ?

Sir HECTOIR LANGEVIN. I think the ordinary figure
i8 twenty years, but we may make it shorter. It wiil be
in the Bill.

Resolution to be reported.

OCEAN MAIL SERVIC&

The House resolved itself into Committee of the Whole to
consider a proposed resoultion (p. 2420) respecting
a provisional contract entered into between Mr. Andrew
Allan and the Postmaster-General of Canada, for a weokly
service of ocean mail steamers.

Mr. CARLING. The object of the resolution is to extend
the contract to Audrew Allan for five years, from April
last, and that the standard tonnage of the vessels shall be
that of the contract now in existence. Another alteration
is that the company shall carry the mails on their steamers
running from Montreal to Glasgow, and also on their
vessels from Halifax to Newfoundland and Liverpool, and
shal also carry the mails free ocf charge. The chief object
is to extend the contract for five years, as it has been uin
previous contractes and to allow them to build larger
vessels and to dispose of those of smaller tonnage.
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Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What is the amount

of the contract ?

Mr. CARLING. £500 per trip, the same as the previous
contract, and $126,533 is the total amount.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The Minister will
recollect that at the time the previous contract was renowed
some objection was taken to renewing it for so long a time
as five years. There was an expression of opinion on both
sides of the House that it might be expedient to renew these
contracts from year to year, at any rate,not so long a period
as five years. Although I am bound to say that the Allan
lino has been a very good line, and well conducted, still I
think, at this time, five years is rather a long period to renew
a contract with any particular lino, and, to some extent, a
little unfair to the other lines, which may become competing
lines, and might reasonably expect that they should be
allowed to tender for it at a shorter interval than five years.
The hon. gentleman knows that there bas been some feeling
in mercantile circles on the subject, and it seems reasonable
that we should not tic ourselves up for a considerable period
by a special contract, without there being apparent any
very strong reasons therefor. There was good reason, no
doubt, in former days, when there was practically only this
one line, but it does not appear quite so clear at present,
that we ought to give the contract to any particular com-
pany for five years.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon. gentleman will
see that the St. Lawrence line bas to fight a hard battle
with the New York and Boston linos, especially with the
New York companies. In order to enable them to retain
their position, they are anxious to build larger vessels; but
to enable them to do that with prudence, they would like to
have a contract for five years.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The Postmaster Gene-
ral did not state that fact, that in this next contract special
terms had been made to secure a higher rat5 of speed
and increased size of vessel. The hon. gentleman supposed
tho Allan company would do that, but I understood from
him that it was a one-sided contract. If the company are
prepared to undertake to build a larger vessels and run
them at a high rate of speed, then there would be force
in the argument used by the First Minister. But that was
fnot stated to the House as a part of the bargain with the
Allan company for a renewal of the contract.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I think the Postnaster-
Gencral stated that the vessesls were to be larger.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. He left that for the
company to determine.

Mr. CARLING. It is in the contract.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. They are going to get

larger vessels, and, of course, they wili have greater speed,
for it would be a losing game to have crawlers.

Mr. LANGELIER. Unless the company undertake to
provide new and larger steamers, there is no advantage in
giving the contract for more than one year. The First
Minister is prfeLctly correct in his statement, that the
St. Lawrence lines bave a severe battle to fight with the
lines going to New York and other American ports. That
applies not only to the Allan line but the other linos. The
Dominion lino bas shown a good deal of enterprise and
has built fine steamers. It is important that the Govern-
mont should take such action that the Allan line is not
placed in a position to make an unfair competition with other
lines not subsidised by the Government. It is within the
knowledge of some hon. membars that the Dominion lino
bas got some fine steamers-not the whole fleet-but some
steamers as fine as the best of the Allan line. The

Mr. CARLING.

Vancouver is as fine a vessel as is to be found on the
St. Lawrence, and is as fast as the Parisian, which is con-
sidered the best of the Allan lino. This spring, as we all
know from the papers, so soon as the Allan lino heard that
the Dominion lino intended to send the Vancouver on a par-
ticular date, they advertised that whatever that date might
be, they, the Allan company, would send the Parisian. If that
system is to be pursued, the public will suffer. We have to
compote with the American lines, and the botter and quicker
our steamers are, the greater is the chance to secure a number
of passengers. If there were severalfast and fine steamers we
would have more chance in the competition. If the Allan
lino sends the Parisian, which is the best steamer they
possess, te compete with the steamers of the American lines,
on the same day as the Vancouver sails, it is a disadvantage
to the St. Lawrence route, for we have the two finest steam-
ers leaving on one Saturday, and the following Saturday
we have only fourth-class steamers, as we have seen during
the season. Although the Allan lino is, as a general rule,
a very good one, yet, with the exception of the Parisian, it
possesses no steamer to compote with the vessels of the
Guion, White Star, or the new steamers of the Cunard
lino. That is to say, that the Vancouver and the Parisian
are the only steamers coming to the St. Lawrence which are
acknowledged to b uin a position to compete with steamers
sailing to American ports. Some provision should be put
in the contract, giving power to the Postmaster-Genoral
to decide as to the particular steamers that are to be sent
with the mails at different dates, in order to prevent the
unfair competition of which I have spoken.

Mr. MoNEILL. The Government should bring pressure
to bear on the Allan lino, to prevent their unfairly endeav-
oring to run other vessels off the route. No doubt, it would
be of greater service to the public if the Vancowver, in place
of sailing on the same day as the Parisian, were to sail two
week- anerwards.

Motion agrocd to, and the House resolved itself into Com-
mittee.

(In the Committee.)

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIG RT. It would be convenient,
when resolutions specifically refer to Orders in Council, that
printed copies of such Orders be placed in the hands of
members. It is not possible for us, at a moment's notice,
when a resolution of this kind is put in our hands, to ferret
out, from the manuscripts, which have probably lain three,
or four, or five months on the Table of the fouse, the infor-
mation we require. Has the hon. gentleman the Order in
Council ?

Mr. CARLING. I have a copy of the contract, which I
will show the hon. gentleman.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. No tenders have been
asked for, I suppose ?

Mr. CARLING. No.
Mr. DAVIES. Perhaps the hon. gentleman will say if

any provision was made in the contract with reference to
the new and improved vessels, which were spoken of as one
of the inducements for giving this large subsidy. I think
we should be guaranteed that within a reasonable time
after entering into the contract the company should place
larger, botter and more improved steamships on the route.
We know that while some of the Allan boats are good
boats, and well provided, others are very inferior, and these
latter should be replaced by new and improved ones.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. This contract appears
to be substantially the same as the one which has sub-
sisted for the last twenty or twenty-five years, the standard
of size and power being the steamer 8ardinian. I do not
think the Bardinian, although a very good boat for times
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gone-by would now be considered a first-clasis vessel. The
outward passage from Liverpool is not to exceed fourteen
days, and the homeward passage thirteen days, on the
average, which is certainly not a very high rate of speed. I
appears to me that by the contract, although it may be tha
the Messrs. Allan may find it to their intorest to give us
larger vessels and higher rates of speed, there is nothing t
compel them to do so. The obligation is all on our side; w
have to find the money, and they are to porform the service
to-day much as they used to do. I notice, however, that the
Governor in Council is to fix the time of the departure of th
steamers. It appears to me that, before we reach another
stage, this contract would warrant a further examination'
and that we should have the Order in Council as well as th
contract.

Mr. CARLING. I might say that the standard is to be
the Sardinian. The standard of the present contract is 3,440,
while the Sardinian is 4,610, and it is the intention of the
company to contract for larger steamers, the tonnage o
which is not to be less than 5,000. The company are nego.
tiating now, and are determined to put on a better class of
steamers.

Mr. DAVIES. As I understand, there is no provision that
the boats shall be first-class, but morely a voluntary state-
ment by the company that they intend to be so.

Mr. CARLING. By the contract they are bound to increase
the tonnage to the standard of the Sardinian.

Mr. L ANGELIER. There are some of these large
steamers which have been out in two, and an addition of
some 60 or 70 feet made to them, but they are much too
slow, as they have the same engines they had before they
ware enlarged. They may have 2,00 more, and still they
may not be sufficient for that service. The system in the
United States is to give short contracts to the best lines,
and this system las been very successful. In England the
Goverument lias ceaqed to give permanent contracts, and
they give the service to the most rapid steamers There is
no question that this contract gives a certaim amount of
prestige to the company, and it should be well deserved.
When a company is advertised as being the mail lino,
people who do not know the various linos naturally
believe that it is superior to any other lino. I think we
should not give such encouragement to a lino that does not
deserve it. I do not wish to say anything against the
Allan lino; it is a very good lino, I admit, and if it was
only to compote against the American linos I w>uld say
this arrangement was very well, but we must not forget
that this subsidy may be used against other local linos,
which deserve as mach encouragement from us as the Allan
line. I spoke of the Dominion line, but there may be other
linos established within the next four or five years, and within
five years I have no doubt we shall see on the St. Lawrence
much better ships than we have just now, and we should try
to encourage them.

Mr. DAVIES. I think it is to be regretted that the
Postmaster General did not require botter steamers than
this contract calls for. While, ten or twelve years ago,
thirteen or fourteen days would not be considered a long
passage across the Atlantic, it is now an enormously long
time. So many improvements have been made that New
York vessels cross sometimes in six and a-half days. Eight
days is considered a long passage, and nine a very long pas-
sage; and yet ail we ask is that they shall cross in fourteen
days. And when we are bound up to that arrangement for
five years, it seems to me there is some remissness in the
matter. I think this contract is a little more important
than the committee are aware of-

Mr. CARLING. 1 think the Allan Conpany have given
general satisfaction to the public; I know that they have

e given entire satisfaction to the Post Offlee Department;
n and, although the time fixed in the contract is thirteen or
e fourteen days, as a general rule they make the passage in
t nine days, and sometimes less, and in this contract they
t guarantee to make the standard of tonnage higher than it
s was beforo -to increase it from 3,440 tons to 4,650 tons.
e Sir RICHARD CARTWRIG1HT. That is true; but it does

not entiroly answer the question whether the Postmaster
General, under existing ciroumstances, ought not te have had
recourse to a tender. Other things being equal, I would
myself be disposed to give the preference to an old estab
lisbed lino like the Allan lino, and all the Postmaster
General has said is true, that they have given satisfaction.
But it must be remembered that they have received a con-
siderable amount of publie noniy. Their original contract
was, I think, 8430,000; for many years they received
$216,000; and now thoy have 8126,000, which is the inter-
est, at 5 per cent., on $2,500,000; and I suppose $400,000 or
$500,000 would about represent the cost of one of the fineet
vossels. It is a matter of very great importance te us that
the Canadian lino, which is c)nsiderably shorter than
the New York line, should be efficiently supplied with
ships. We might establish a passage of six days with
ease, I should think, from such a point as Rivière du
Loup, which is about 400 or 500 ocean miles nearer te
Liverpool than New York;, and when New York vessels
are making the distance in seven days habitually, it is
not too much for us to expect that corresponding speed,
at any rate during the summer, should be attained by
Canadian linos. There is nothing in this contract to indi-
cate that the company are to bebound, and it is quite clear
that the other lines have had no show. The Minister has
not attempted te enquit e whether the Dominion lino or any
of the lines now being established were proparod te com-
pete with the conditions ho has proposed for the Allan lino.
It may be that they would not be able to perform the
service, but it appoars to me that tho time bas come when
they ought to have the chance, or that we should net give
the contract for five years< at a tirne.

Mr. LANGELIER. There are two clauses in the con-
tract that seem te bo cariously wordid-clauses 4 and 5.

Mr. CARLING. Thore is noe change. The only change
is to substitute Andrew AI an for Jlugh Allan.

Mr. LANGHLIER Stili, the contract leaves it froc te
the company te stop cither at Quebec or Montroal. Under
it the steamers might pass in front of Quebec, without
stopping. They may net do it, but the contract allows them
to do it. It is actually boing done by some other companies
-the Beaver lino, for instance, which constantly passes
Quebec and goes direct te Montreal.

Mr. CARLING. The contract is net at all changed.
Mr. LANGELIER. Thore was no reason te make that

change a few years ago, because it was net thought that a
steamer would pass by Quebec without stopping,but that is
now actually happening. Some goods intonded for Quebec
are actually being carried first te Montroal by the Beaver
lino. It would be much to be regretted that our mails
should pass to Montreal and come back te Quebec again.
I cannot understand the Postmaster Goneral consenting te
that.

Mr. DAVIES. What was the date of the contract?
Mr. CARLING. 1882.
Mr. DAVIES. The hon. gentleman sems te brander

the impiession that ho has really secured something better
in this contract when ho put in the Sardinian as a standard,
ber tonnage being larger than that of other vessels; but
although the tonnage standard bas been incroased, no effort
has been made te secure an increased speod. Tho same
standard as that of. twenty years ago, fourteon days, is still
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retained. It is, I may say, a nisfortune that we have not
a clause in the contract stipulating for quicker passages,
when entering into a contract for five years, which is no
small matter, when we consider the improvements in steam
navigation that are being made every year.

Mr. MoNEILL. If the Government take care that the
fast vessels of the other lines are not shadowed by the fast
vessels of the Allan line, the contract is all right. The
natural competition among the different lines competing
for traffic across the Atlantic will give us a fast vessel.
The Allans cannot afford to let any company outstrip them,
either in appointment, size or speed.

Mr. DAVIES. They do.

Mr. McNEILL. I think not. The Allan lino is at pre-
sent as good as any other Canadian lino. The Parisian is
at least as good as the Tancouver. I am satisfied that if a
fair competition is allowed arnong the different lines, so far
as this difficulty is concerned, it will right itself. What I
objeet to is that fair competition does not exist now. The
Allan line bas an advantage, by reason of its contract with
the Government, and takes advantage of it to deal unfairly
with their competitors.

Mr.DAVIES. Their competitors are handicapped $126,000
a year.

Mr. McNEILL. The Allans are taking an unfair advan-
tage, and the Government should take care to prevent that,
as far as possible. I understood from the remarks of the
hon. member for Huron there was a provision in the con-
tract enabling the Government to prevent any such unfair
dealing on the part :of the Allans-that the Government
could arrange the days on which the vessels sailed.

Mr. DAVIES. Not particular vessels.

Mr. McNEILL. They can so arrange the days that they
will not compete with the days of sailing of other vessels.
On those grounds, the thing will work right in the long run.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I would like to know
whether the hon. gentleman does not think that, in order to
carry out this principle, the Government should have asked
for tenders from the other companies ?

Mr. McNEILL. There is a great deal of force in that,
but, at the same ime, there is a great deal of force in what
the hon. gentleman himself said a short time ago-that is,
that an old company, such as the Allans, which has
done so much service to this country, should be dealt with
differently.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I did not say differ-
ently. I said, other things being equal.

Mr. McNEILL. I think it is only right they should get
a certain preference, although I think the time must come
whten that must stop. In the meantime, I do not think
we have much to complain of in that, though I think we
have very much to complain of in the course the Allan line
adopte with reference to other linos. That should be put
an end to.

Mr. DAVIES. I do not agree at all with the hon. gentle-
man, that because the Allan line carried out their contract
fairly, and were well paid for it, we should now give them
$126,000 a year for mail service without calling for tenders.
I am sorry the matter came up so late, as I would have
liked to have had an expression of the opirion of the House
on this point. It is against the interests of the country that
other lines should be so handicapped. If they are driven
off the field in consequence, what would the hon. gentleman
have to say? My hon. friend is a political optimist. He
thinks everything will be done all right. If bis view is
correct, there is no necessity for a contract at all.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I must correct my hon.
friend on one point. What I said was, that I thought the
Allan Company should not get the contract without compe-
tition, lut if other tbings were equal, and they were willing
to do the work as cheaply as other people, there might thon
be fair ground for giving them the preference, always pro.
vided tenders were had. While they have served the country,
they have received many millions of public money for the
services rendered.

Resolution to be reported.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved the adjournmont of
the House.

Motion agreed to; and the House adjourned at 1 a.m.,
Tuesday.
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Tilley) in Com., 2433; (Amt.) 2438 (vol. iii).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.,

"qualifications in cities and towns," 1874-1880
(vol. iii).

Insolvents, discharge of past (B. 34, 1°*) 113 (vol. 1).
Insolvents Estates, distribution of (B. 39, 1?*) 113

(vol. i).
Law of Evidence in Criminal Cases Amt. B. 6 (Mr.

Cameron, Huron) on Amt. (Mr. Tupper) 6 m. h., to
M. for 20, 185, (vol. i).

Private Bills, petitions for (M. to extend time for
receiving) 40 (vol. i).

Prohibition of Spirituous Liquors (B. 125) prop. Res.,
1040-1045; 1Q* of B., 1063 (vol. ii).

SUPPLY :
Civil Covernment (Postmaster GenI., Dept. of) 904 (vol 11).

Superintendents of Letter Carriers, in Com on Res.
(Mr. Chapleau) 272 (vol. i).

Supreme Court Appellate Jurisdiction B. 3 (Mr. Lan-
dry, Montmagny) on M. for 2°, 157 (vol. i).

Béchard, Mr. F., iberville.
Infectious and Contagious Diseases affecting Animals

B. 44 (Mr. Pope) in Com., 1069 (vol. ii).
Richelieu River Floods, memorials from riparian owners

(Ques.) 606 (vol. i).
Ways and Means-The Tariff, on M. (Sir Leonard Tilley)

for Com., 739-741 (vol. i).

Belleau, Mr. J. N., Levis.
Immigrant Buildings at Levis, construction of (Ques.)

89 (vol. i).
Official Arbitrators, legislation respecting (Ques.) 88

(vol. i).
Supreme Court Appellate Jurisdiction B. 3 (Mr. Landry,

Montmagny) on M. for 2°, 168 (vol. i).

Benson, Mr. T., South Grenville.
Privilege, Ques. of, personal paragraph in Globe news-

paper (remarks) 48 (vol. i).
Ways and Means-in Com. (glucose syrup) 852 (vol. ii).

Bergeron, Mr. J. G. H., Beauharnois.
Antwerp International Exhibition (M. for copy of Cor.

between Govt. and igh Corn.) 305 (vol. i).
Canadian Agent at Paris, appointment of, &o. (M. for

papers) 928; (reply) 935 (vol. ii).
Consolid. Ry. Act, 1879, Amt. (B. 35, 1°*) 113 (vol. i).
Disturbance in the N.W., prisoners held for trial

(remarks) 3440 (vol. iv).
Dom. License Act, working of (M. for Cor.) 307 (vol. i).
Privilege, Ques. of, article in Toronto News, French

Aggression, &c. (remarks) 1678 (vol. ii).
SUPPLY:

Legiulation: H. of O. (increased expenses under Rtep. of Internal
Economy Com.) 3449 (vol. iv).

Wheat and Flour Duties, alteration of (Que). 148
(vol. i).



iv INDEX.
Bergin, Mr. D., Cornwall and Stormont.

British Medical Act and Amts. (M. for copies of
Cor., &c.*) 33 (vol. i) ; Rets. respecting (remarks)
939 (vol. ii).

Can. Southera Ry. Co. and the Erie and Niagara
Ry. Co. (B. 9, 20*) 57 (vol. i).

Factories, employment in, regulation (B. 2, 1Q*) 29;
Order for 20 dschgd., 362; (B. 85, 1°*) 362; printing
of B. in French (remarks) 605; 2 m., 873-881;
Order for rsmng. adjd. deb. on M. for 2°, 940;
(remarks) 943; (Ques. of Order) 944 (vol. ii).

Factory Rep., printing and distribution of (Ans.) 211
(vol. i).

Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.,
(Ques. of Order) 1432; (explanation) 1432 (vol. ii) ;
in Com. (remarks) 2203; "qualifications in coun-
ties," 2085 (vol iii).

Immigration, in Com. of Sup., 2819 (vol. iv).
Inspection of Factories, Res. respecting, on Order for

Com. (remarks) 606 (vol. i).
Militia clothing and great coats, in Com. of Sup., 2907

(vol. iv).
Ontario Pacific Ry. Co.'s (B. 72, 1°*) 313 (vol. i).
Rifie Associations, headquarters, annual grant, &c. (M.

for Ret.*) 46 (vol. i).
River St. Clair Ry. Bridge and Tunnel Co. (B. 8,

20*) 57 (vol. i).
SUPPLY:

Immigration 2819 (vol. iv).
Militia (Clothing and great coats) 2907 (vol. iv).

Billy, Mr. L. A., Rimouski.
Insolvency (B. 32, 1°) 101 (vol. i).

Blake, Hon. E., West Durham.
Address, on the, 8.
Administration of Justice, in Com. of Sup., 3111

(vol. iv).
Administration of Justice in the N.W.T. B. 141 (Mr.

Caron) on M. to conc. in Rep. of Com. on Res. (Amt.
neg. (Y. 37, N. 67) 2957; on Amt. (Mr. Mills) to M.
for 3°, 3001 (vol. iv).

Administration of the N.W.T. B. 144 (Mr. Caron) in
Com. on Res., 2929, 2932-2934; in Com. on B., 2962,
2966 ; on Amt. (Mr. Mills) 2967 (vol. iv).

Adulteration of Food, Drugs, &c., B. 143 (Mr. Costi-
gan) in Com., 2467-2469; on M. for 2°, 2466; in Com.,
2541 (vol. iii); 2751; (Amt.) neg. (Y. 42, N. 60)
2751 (vol. iv).

Advances to Local Govts. (M. for Cor., &c.) 45 (vol. i).
Advances to Provinces B. 7 (Sir Leonard Tilley) on

M. to introd. B., 32; on M. for 2°, 102 (vol. i) ; in
Com., 1064 (vol. ii).

Agriculture, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 905, 922
(vol. ii).

Allan Line, payments to, for assisted passages (Ques.)
567 (vol. i) ; (M. for Ret.*) 1443 (vol. ii).

American Mining Engineers' visit to N. S., in Com. of
Sup., 3457 (vol. iv).

Blake, Hon. E.-Continued.
Amherst and P.E.I. Ry. Incorp. B. on M. to introd.,

349 (vol. i).
Analysts, Public, Remaneration of, in Com. on Res.,

2541-2543 (vol. iii).
André, Father, letter from, in Jan., 1883 (Ques.) 3425

(vol. iv).
Antwerp International Exhibition, on Amt. (Mr.

Amyot) to M. for copy of Cor. between Govt. and
High Com., 306 (vol. i).

Archives, care of, in Com. of Snp., 1025 (vol. ii).
Arts, Agriculture and Statistics, in Com. of Sup., 1025,

1026, 1029, 1033 (vol. ii).
Assistant Roc. Gen. of Montreal, in Com. of- Sup., 895

(vol. ii).
Auditor and Assist. Rec. Gen. of Winnipeg, in Com. of

Sup., 895 (vol. ii).
Auditor and Rec. Gen. of St. John, in Com. of dup.,

858 (vol. ii).
Bank Advances to the Govt. (Ques.) 113 (vol. i).
Bank of B.C. B. 105 (Sir Leonard Tilley) in Com.,

2396 (vol. iii).
Bankruptcy or Insolvency, on M. (Sir John A. Mac.

donald) for Sp. Com., 47; on M. to ref. His Ex.'s
Mess. to Sp. Com., 102 (vol. i).

Benson, Mr., M.P., Death of (remarks) 2357 (vol. iii).
Better Preservation of the Peace Act Amt. B. 131 (Mr.

Caron) in Com., 2825 (vol. iv).
Bolton, Staff Commander, and Dept. of Marine and

Fisheries, on M. for Rep. of Auditor Gen., &c., 137
(vol. i).

Bonuses to Rys. by Ont. Legislature (personal expla.
nation) on M, for Com. of Supply, 3445 (vol. iv).

Boots for the Toronto Militia (Ques.) 1744 (vol. iii).
Bounty on Manufactures of Iron (M. for copies of 0. C.,

&c.*) 100 (vol. i).
Bridges, Booms, &c., in Nav. Waters B. 101 (Sir Hector

Langevin) on M. for 20, 893 (vol. ii).
British Modical Acts, Rets. respecting (remarks) 939

(vol. ii).
Brokerage and Çommission, in Com. of Sup., 896

(vol. ii).
Buckram, in Com. on Ways and Means, 807 (vol. ii).
Can. and Antwerp, Steamship subvention, in Com. of

Sup., 2943 (vol. iv).
Can. and Germany, Steamship subvention, in Com. of

Sup., 2945 (vol. iv).
Can. Southern Ry. Co. and Brie and Niagara Ry.Co.

B. 9 (Mr. Bergin) in Com., 245 (vol. i).
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson)

on 10, 449; on ques. to fix day for 2°, 713; on
M. (Mr. Jamieson) to place B. 2nd Order on Pub.
Bills and Orders, 714 (vol. i); on Amt. (Mr. Ives)
to M. for 21 (Ques. of Order) 952; in Com., 955-957
960, 961; in Com., 1056; on Amt. (Mr. Whte,
Cardwell) 1060 (vol. ii); on Sen. Amts., 2645, 2648,
2651, 2654, 2657) vol. iv).

Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 65 (Mr. McCarthy)
on 19, 235 (vol i).
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Can. Contingent for the Soudan (Ques.) 568 (vol. i).
0. P. R., ability of Co. to falfil engagements under prop.

1Res., 2238 (vol. iii).
-- Agreement by Co. to Torms of Resolution

(Ques.) 1915 (vol. iii).
Allowances to Canadian manufacturers (M. for

copies of Cor., &c.) 44 (vol. i).
-- Amended Plans and Profiles, B.C. (Ques.) 362

(vol. i).
--- Avalanches in the Selkirk Range (Ques.) 694

. (vol. i).
Branch Lines (Ques.) 694 (vol. i).

- B. C. Sections, work on (M. for Rep., &c.) 204
(vol. i).

-- Calgary and summit of Rocky Mountains,
cost of (M. for Stmnt,) 145 (vol. i).

- Callander and Port Arthur, cost of and equip.
ment (M. for Stmnt.) 145 (vol. i).

- -Change in arrangement between Co. and Govt.
(Ques.) 695 (vol. i); 1744, 1913 (vol. iii).

Correspondence between Co. and Govt. re
change in arrangements (Ques.) 2029 (vol. iii).

Construction near Lytton, B.C. (M. for Rot.)
225 (vol. i).

-- Co.'s Acts Amt. B. 153 (Mr. Pope) on M. for
Com. on Res, (reply to annualStmnt.) 2586-2619; in
Com., 2724-2750; on M. to receive Rep. of Com.,
2858; on Amt. (Mr. Cameron, Huron) 2859 ; on Amt.
(Mr. Tail) 2861 ; on Amt. (Mr. Casey) 2862 ; on
Amt. (Mr. Laurier) 2863; in Com., 3031, 3033; on
M. for 3°, 3293 (vol. iv).

-- Cost of construction from Winnipeg to 615
miles west (M. for Stînut.) 226 (vol. i).

Curves, Grades and Tangents (Ques.) 694, 744
(vol. i); 2239 (vol. iii).

Earnings, main lino and leased lines, &o. (M.
for Stmnt.) 61 (vol. i).

Earnings and Working Expenses, Eastern and
Western Division (Ques.) 816 (vol. ii).

Expenditure on account of (M. for Stmnt.)
145 (vol. i).
--- Expenditure on main lino between Callander
and Port Arthur, and Selkirk and Kamloops (M. for
Stmnt.) 100 (vol. i).

Expenditure upon branch linos, &c., cost of
equipment, &c. (M. for Stmnts.*) 147 (vol. i).

- Extension to Quebec, papers, &c., 1677
(vol. ii) ; 2239 (vol. iii).

Forty Mile Belt in B.C. (remarks) 1983
(vol. iii).

Grades and Carves on line from foot of Rocky
Mts., &o., &c. (M. for Stmnt. and Plan*) 67 (vol. i).

- Grades and curves on lino as far as con-
structed, exclusive of lino from foot of Rocky Mts. to
Kamloops (M. for Stmnt.*) 145 (vol. i).

Grades and Curves, number of (Ques.) 632
(vol, i).

Blake, Hon. E.-Continued.
O.P.R., Grades and Carves, maximum and minimum

(Ques.) 694 (vol. i).
Govt. mortgage, changes in relation to (Ques.)

36 (vol. i).
Govt. Sections in B.C., working of, by contrac.

tors (Ques.) 632 (vol. i).
---- Homesteads within Ry. Belt (Ques.) 567
(vol. i).

Interest paid to Govt. by Co. on loans (Ques.)
350 (vol. i); 1677 (vol. ii) ; 1955 (vol. iii).

-- Land area in tho 48-mile belt accepted by Co.,
on Stmnt. (Sir John A. Macdonald) 782 (vol. ii).

- - Land Grant accopted by Co., number of acres
(Ques.) 568, 744 (vol. i).

Land Grant and Land Grant Bonds, prement
position of (M. for Stmnt.*) 100 (vol. i).

- - Lands rejected by Co. outside Ry. Belt.(Quos.)
927 (vol. ii).

- Logislation respecting (Ques.) 57 (vol. i).
- - Levels, Grades, Tangents, &c., from summit of

Rockies to Moody (Ques.) 888 (vol. ii).
- - Location, &c., land set apart, granted, &c. (M.

for map*) 46 (vol. i).
- - Location of line in B.C., change of (Ques.)

2239 (vol. iii).
-- North Amorican Contracting Co., position of

debt of $600,000 (X. for Stmnt.) 145 (vol. i).
- - Passonger, Freight and Mixed Trains, running

of (M. for Stmnt.*) 67 (vol. i).
-- Port Moody Wharf and Freight Shed (M. for

copies of Reps., Plans, &c.) 295 (vol. i).
-- Progress Estimates (Quos) on adjmt. of

House, 188 ; for Feb., 429, (vol. i).
--- Proposals made by Co. (attention of Govt.
called to) 746 (vol. i).

-- Postal and Transport Service (Ques.) 1744
(vol. iii).

Rails for Govt. Section, B.C. (Ques.) 1914
(vol. iii).
--- Relief of Co. by Govt. (Ques.) 350 (vol. i).

Rep. ofMr. Van Horne, &c. (M. for copies) 208
(vol. i).

- -Res., publication of, in Mail newspaper
(remarks) 1712 (vol. ii).

Returns ordered by House since date of Con-
tract, on M. for Stmnt., 482 (vol. i).

Returns, enquiries for (remarks) 782, 1565
(vol, ii).

Returns, presentation of (remarks) 3371
(vol. iv).

Rolling Stock, Eastern Section, Western
Division, on M. for Rot., 303 (vol. i).

IRolling Stock, payment of Duties on, by Co.
(Ques.) 888 (vol. ii).

Roundhouse and buildings in Man. on.private
property (Ques.) 2030 (vol. iii).
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C.P.R., Route, construction, rolling stock, extensions,
cash subsidy, land grant bonds, &c., &c. (M. for
Stmnt.) 44 (vol. i).

-Section B.,Engineers'Reps. on re-measurement,
re-classification, &c., on M. for copies, 123 (vol. i).

Section B,, Judge Clark's Rep. on award to
contractors, on M. for copy, 133 (vol. i).

Shareholders in Co., names and addresses, &c.
(M. for Stmnt.*) 533 (vol. i).

- - Stock of $10,000,000, pledged for a loan of
$4,-950,000 (M. for Stmnt.) 45 (vol. i).

- Tangents and Curves, number and aggregate
length (Ques.) 744 (vol. i).

- - Town Sites, sales of, transactions on joint
account (M. for Stmnt.*) 67 (vol. i).

- - Western Terminus, route or routes from Port
Moody to English Bay (M. for plan, &c.) 145 (vol. i).

Canalis, in Com. of Sup., 3418 (vol. iv).
Canned Goods B. 142 (Mr. Costigan) on M. for 2°

2439; in Com., 2534-2540 (vol. iii).
Cape Breton Ry., construction of (Ques.) 2239 (vol.

iii); survey, &c., in Com. of Sap., 3118 (vol. iv).
Carleton Branch Ry., purchase of, in Com. of Sup., 3415

(vol. iv).
Carlton, Evacuation of, Rep. (Ques.) 1567 (vol. ii).
Carpet Mats, in Com. on Ways and Means, 856 (vol. ii).
Carriers by Land B. 5 (Mr. Coughlin) on M. for 2,

102 (vol. i).
Carriers by Land B. 13 (Mr. McCarthy) on M. for 20,

254 (vol. i).
Census of Man. and N. W T., &c., B. 21 (Mr. Pope) on

Res., 74; on M. to receive Rep. of Com., 125; in Com.
oniB., 171; on Amt. (Sir Richard Cartwright) 214
(vol. i).

Chains, iron or steel, in Com. on Ways and Means, 849
(vol. ii).

Chapleau, Sheriff, communications from re outbreak,
in the N. W. T., 3426 (vol. iv).

Charges of Management, in Com. of Sup., 895-897
(vol. ii).

Charlinch Post Office, appointment or removal of Post-
master, &c. (M. for papers) 708 (vol. i).

Chief Justice Meredith, resignation of, on M. for copy,
44 (vol. i).

Chinese Commissioners' Rep., presentation of (remarks)
235 (vol. i).

Chinese Commission, rooms rented and payment of
Secretary (Ques.) 567 (vol. i).

Chinese Immigration, legislation respecting (Ques.)
505, 632 (vol. i).

Civil Govt., in Com. of Sup., 898-900, 902, 905, 907,
914, 917, 922, 924, 972 (vol. ii).

Çivil Service Acts Amt. B. 31 (Mr. Chapleau) in Com.
on Res., 274-282 (vol.i); in Com. on B., 1097-110

Blake, Hon. E.-Continued.
1113-1117, 1125-1130, 1282; on M. for 3° 1293;
(Amt.) 1294; neg. (Y. 58, N. 104) 1296; on M. to
conc. in Sen. Amts., 1823, 2397 (vol. iii).

Clark, G. M. K., sums paid to, on M. for .Rat., 698
(vol. i).

Collection of Revenues, in Com. of Sup., 3397 (vol. iv).
Colonial and Indian Exhibition, on prop. Res. (Mr.

Pope) 461 (vol. i).
Colonial Exibitions, in Com. of Sup., 1033 (vol. ii).
Colonization Companies, modification of agreements (M.

for copies of Pets., &c.) 92 (vol. i); (Ques.) 1678
(vol. ii); 2241 (vol. iii).

Commercial Bank of Windsor B. 117 (Bir Leonard
Tilly) (remarks) 1671 (vol. ii); in Com., 2396,
(vol. iii).

Communication with Imp. Govt. re Troubles in N. W.
(Ques.) 1744 (vol. iii).

Consolid. Inland Revenue Act, 1883, Amt. B. 146 (Mr.
Costigan) on M. for 2°, 2936; (vol. iv) ; in Com.,
2968-2970; on M. for Com. on Res., 2527 (vol. iii);
in Com., 2529; on M. to conc. in Sen. Amts., 3435
(vol. iv).

Consolid. Insurance Act, 1877, Amt. B. 20 (Sir Leonard
Tilley) on M. for 2°, 126 (vol. i); on Order for 39,
2532 (vol. iii).

Consolidation of the Statutes, on presentation of Rep. of
Commissioners, 32 (vol. i).

Cotton Yarns, in Com. on Ways and Means, 808 (vol. ii).
County Court Judges (Man.) B. 162 (Sir John A.

Macdonald) in Com. on Res., 3435 (vol. iv).
Court of Claims for Can. B. 93 (Sir Hector Langevin)

on 1°, 450 (vol. i).
Criminal Law Amt., openings, &c., cut in the Ico B. 22

(Mr. Robertson, Hamilton) on Amt. (Mr. Rall) 151
(vol. 1).

Criminal, Statistics, in Com. of Sup., 1026 (vol. ii).
Crozier, Supt., Rep, of re Indian sympathy. with Half-

breeds, 3425 (vol. iv).
Culling and Measuring Timber B. 154 (Mr. Costigan)

in Com. on Res., 2475 (vol. iii); in Com. on B., 3044.
(vol. iv).

Customs Collections in Algoma, on M. for Rot., 40
(vol. i).

Customs, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 924 (vol. ii).
Customs Seizures, Fines exacted and disposition of same

&c. (M. for Stmnt.) 56 (vol. i).
Cutlery, in Com. on Ways and Means 844 (vol. ii).
Damask of Cotton, &c., in Com. on Ways and Means,

858 (vol. ii).
Dams at Lakefield and Young's Point (Ques.) 1130

(vol. ii).
Death of Col. Williams (remarks) 3074 (vol. iv).
Debates, Official 14p., on presentation of FIrst Bfop., 32,

34 (vol. i); on M. to conc. in 3rd Rep., 2168 (vol. iii);
in Com. of Sup., 991 (vol. ii); cone., 3371 (vol iv).

Yi
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DeptI. Olerke, delay in Payment of (Ques.) 2170 (vol.
iii).

Deptl. Contingences, in Con. of Sup., 917, 922, 924
Deputy Speaker and Chairman of Commitees B. 26 (Sir

John A..Macdonald) on Res., 68; (Amt.) to appoint Sol.
Com. to consider and report to Hiouse, 70; Amt. neg.
(Y. 59, N. 121) 72; (Que. of Order) 73; in Com. on
B., 175 (vol. i).

Despatches, Official, respecting engagements in the
N. W. T. (Ques.) 2169 (vol. iii).

Disturbance in the N. W. (Ques.) 693, 714 (vol. i);
782 (vol, ii).

Amt. to M. (Sir Leonard .7Ylley) for Com. on
Ways and Means, 761 ; neg. (Y. 57, N. 122) 771
(vol. i).

André, Father, latter from, in Jan., 1883.
(Ques.) 3425 (vol. iv).

--- Chapleau, Sheriff, communications from, re
Outbreak. (Ques.) 3425 (vol. iv).

Claims, &o., of Half-breeds in N.W.T. (Ques.)
1474 (vol. ii).

' Communication with Imp. Gov. (Ques.) 1744
(vol. iii).

- - Crozier, Supt., Rep. of, re Indian sympathy
with Half-breeds (Ques.) 3425 (vol. iv).

-- Dewdney, Gov., communications with Govt.
(Ques.) 3425 (vol. iv).

iDisposition of Insurgents by Gen. Middleton
(Ques.) 2169 (vol. iii).

Damas, Michel, appointment of, as farm
instruetor (Ques ) 3425 (vol. iv).

-- Dumont, Gabriel, ferry license granted to
(Ques.) 3425 (vol. iv).

---- Duck Lake, Engagement at, on roading of
telegrams, 790 (vol. ii).

Expense B. 129 (Mr. Bowell) on M. for 29,
2855 ; in Com., 2855-2857 (vol. iv).

Free transport of bodies of volunteers killed
(Ques.) 2029 (vol. iii).

Govt. officials in the N.W., communications
with (Ques.) 3425 (vol. iv).

Grandin, Bishop, communication from(Ques.)
3321, 3423 (vol. iv).

- Half-breed grievances, 2030-2040 ; (reply)
2051 (vol. iii).

Houghton, Col., mission to N.W. in 1884,
3425 (vol. iv).

-.-- Indemnity to members on active service, on
prop. M. (Mr. White, Cardwell) 812 (vol. ii).

.-- Information, further (Ques.) 745 (vol i) ; 811,
813, 838, 889 (vol. ii).

Isbester, appointment of, as farm instructor
(Ques.) 3425 (vol. iv).

.- Land and Surveys of St. Laurent (Ques.)
3424 (vol. iv).

- Langevin, Sir Hector, communications from
Mr. Jackson, re Half-breel Claims (Ques.) 3496
(vol. iv).

Blake, Hon. E.-Continued.
Disturbance in the N. W. Leduc, Father, and Mr. Malo-

ney, communications with Govt. (Ques.) 3424 (vol. iv).
- - Man. Half-breeds, unenumerated, claims of

(Ques.) 3428 (vol. iv).
- - Memorials, &o., respecting grievances, answer

to (Ques.) 3424 (vol. iv).
- Mission of Hon. Mr. Royal, attention called to

newspaper paragraphs, 889 (vol. ii).
Montreal Garrison Artillery (Ques.) 1566

(vol. ii.)
--- Mounted Police Officers, Reps. from, re En.

gagements (Ques.) 3425 (vol. iv).
-- Mounted Police Rocruits (remarks) 1566

(vol. ii).
- - North-West Council, Res. re Half-breed

claims (Ques.) 3425 (vol. iv).
- - On personal explanation of Mr. Ives (re.

marks)1064 (vol. ii).
- Official despatches respecting Engagements

(remarks) 2999 (vol. iv) ; (Ques.) 2169 (vol. iii).
-- Payne and Applegarth, murder of (remarks)
859 (vol. ii).

Pets., Res., &c., on Half-breeds and settlers'
claims (Ques.) 3426 (vol. iv).

-- Prince A] bort Colonization Co.'s land, settlors'
or squatters' improvements (Quei.) 3426 (vol. iv).
- Prince Albert and St. Laurent settlements,
Reps. of Messrs. Russell and Aldous (Ques.) 3426
(vol. iv).

- Prisoners held for trial (remarks) on M. for
Com. of Sup., 3441 (vol. iv).

--- Qu'Appelle Half-breeds, Rep. of Mr. Walsh
(Ques.) 3426 (vol. iv).
-- Question of Order, 3161 (vol. iv).

--- Resumé of ]Events since 1878 (speech) 3075-
3110; (Res.) in amt. to Com. on Ways and Means,
3110; neg. (Y. 49, N. 105) 3213 (vol. iv).

- - Riel's proposal to accept monoy (Ques.)
3426 (vol. iv).

- - River Lot Claims, settlement of, Mr. Pearce's
letter respecting (Ques.) 3424 (vol. iv).

-- Schmidt, Louis, answer to letter of (Ques.)
3424 (vol. iv).

-- St. Laurent, River lots, re-survey (Ques.)
3424 (vol. iv).

-- Stoney Indian rising, further information
asked, 863 (vol. ii).

- St. Louis de Langevin, Pet. from settlors
(Ques.) 3424 (vol. iv).

-- Surveys of river lots at St. Albert, &c.(Ques.)
3424; mode of (Ques.) 3124 (vol. iv).

Taché, Archbishop, communication from, re
Half-breeds (Ques.) 3425 (vol. iv).

Tolegraphic communication west of Win-
nipeg (remarks) 839 (vol ii).

Troops, movements of (remarks) 838, 872,
887 (vol. ii).
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Blake, Hon. E.-Continued.
Disturbance in the N. W. Vegreville, Father, Cor. with

Mr. Deville (Ques.) 3424 (vol. iv).
Volunteers, recognition of services of (Ques.)

2029, 2170 (vol. iii) ; in Com. on Res., 3370(vol. iv).
- - War Supplies, carriage of, by American

IRys. (Ques.) 838 (vol. ii).
Dewdney, Gov., communications with Govt. (Ques.)

3425 (vol. iv).
Disallowance of Provincial Acts (M. for copies of O.C.,

&c.) 52 (vol. i).
Dom. and Provincial Franchises, despatch from Mr.

Fielding (Ques.) 2170 (vol. iii).
Dom. Day, sitting of the House on (Ques.) 2773

(vol. iv).
Dom. Drainage Co's. B. 28 (Mr. Haggart) on M. for 2°,

1008 (vol. ii).
Dom. Exhibition, in Com. of Sup., 1026 (vol. ii).
Dom. Lands, alleged frauds and irregularities in

the Dept. (Ques.) 1915, 2170 (vol. iii).
Dom. Lands, Gabriel Dumont's lot on the Saskat-

chewan (Ques.) 2029 (vol. iii).
Dom. Lands in B.C., timber dues (Ques.) 2240

(vol. iii).
Dom. License Act, working of, on M. for Cor., 307

(vol. i).
Dom. Notes, issue and redemption of, in Com. of

Sup., 897 (vol. ii).
Dorchester Penitentiary, in Com. of Sup., 989 (vol.

ii).
Dredges, Tags and Scows, building of, on M. for Rot.,

53 (vol. i).
Duck, in Com. on Ways and Means, 808 (vol. ii).
Duck Lake, engagement at (remarks) 790 (vol. ii).
Dumas, Michel, appointment of as farm instructor

(Ques.) 3425 (vol. iv).
Dumont, Gabriel, ferry license, granted to (Ques.) 3425

(vol. iv).
Dundas and Waterloo Road, on prop. Res. (SirlBector

Langevin) 451 (vol. i).
Duties, collection of unauthorized (remarks) 427 (vol. i).
Eastern Extension Ry., repairs, &c., in Com. of Sup.,

3301 (vol. iv).
Earthenware and Stoneware, in Com. on Ways and

Means, 847 (vol. ii).
Baster, adjmt. for (Ques.) 713 (vol. i).
Edmonton and Saskatchewan Land Co.'s Agent (M. for

Ret.*) 1443 (vol. ii); Township Surveys, 2171 (vol.
iii).

Elections since General Election, 1878, date of certifi-
cates, date of receipt, issue of Speaker's Warrants,
receipt, &c., &o. (M. for Stmnt.) 210 (vol. i).

Establishment of a Model Farm, in Com. of Supply,
3453 (vol. iv).

Exchange Bank, Govt. advances to, on prop. Res. (Sir
Richard Oartwright) 373 (vol. i).

Excise Duties, conc. 3295 (vol. iv).
Explosive Substances B. 95 (Sir John A. Miacdonaid)

on M. for 2*, 893; in Com., 1167 (vol. ii).
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Extract of Fluid Beef, in Com. on Ways and Means,

857 (vol. ii).
Extradition Arrangment, Cor. between Govt. of

Can. and Ambassador at Washington (M. for copies
of 0.0., &c.) 147 (vol. i).

Extradition, demands for, and proceedings taken (M.
Stmnt.*) 67 (vol. i).

Factory B. (Ques.) 29; B. 2, on M. to dischg. Order for
20, 362 (vol. i).

Factory Commission, Rep. of, distribution of (remarks)
455, 478 (vol. i).

Finances of the Country (remarks) on M. for Com. of
Sup., 3442 (vol. iv).

Financial Commissioner in Eng., in Com. of Sup., 896
(vol. ii).

Financial Inspector, in Com. of Sup., 895 (vol. ii).
Fish, in Com. on Ways and Means, 859 (vol. ii).
Fish taken in the Miramichi, on M. for Ret., 295

(vol. i).
Five per et. Consolid. Loan, retirement of, on M. for

copies of O.C., 488 (vol. i).
Flag Treaty between U. S. and Spain, on M. for copies

of Cor., &c., 221 (vol. i).
France and Queboc, fortnightly lino, Steamship subven-

tion, in Cam. of Sup., 2937, 2939 (vol. iv).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on 1°, 629

(vol. i); on Order for 2 being called (remarks)
1095; on Amt. (Mr. Laurier) to M. for 2°, 1177-
1192; in Com., "usufructuary" 1448, 1450, 1452,
1456, 1457; "person " (Indian) 1487, 1565; "«farm,"
1591 (vol. ii); on disqualifying revising barrister,
2086; "who shall not vote" (Indians) 2104-2111,
2161, 2163; "registration of voters," 2173, 2177,
2180, 2231, 2312; "revision of voters' lists," 2346;
"analifications in counties," 2395; "appeal," 2395
(vol. iii) ; "preamble," 2759; on Amt. (Mr. Weldon)
3059 (vol. iv); on porsonal explanation of Mr. Milla,
2140 (vol. iii); on Ques. of Order, 1510, 1512 (vola
ii) ; 2144 (vol. iii).

Franchise B. Pets., on genuineness of Signatures, 2026,
2028 (vol. iii).

French Half-breeds at St. Laurent, Claims of (Ques.)
2358 (vol. iii).

Fort William, Ont., Indian Reserve, Road on (M. for
copies of Cor.*) 533 (vol i).

Free transport of bodies of Volunteers killed in the
N. W. (Ques.) 2029 (vol. iii).

Fuel for settlers in the N. W. (M. for copies of Cor.
&c.) 61 (vol. i).

Gas and Gas Meters Inspection Act Amt. B. 119, on
prop. Res. (Mr. Costigan) 837 (vol. ii); on M. for 20,
2419 (vol. iii).

General Inspection Act, 1874, Amt. B. 135 (Mr. Costigan)
in Com. on Res., 1311 (vol. ii); in Com. on B., 2549
(vol. iii).
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Glamis, Post-office, enquiry respecting (Ques.) 1131
(vol. ii).

Glucose Syrup, in Com. on Ways and Means, 851
(vol. ii).

Gold Reserve, Govt. withdrawls, on M. for copies of
Cor., 354 (vol. i).

Gosselin, Eugène, record in the matter of, on M. for
copy, 704 (vol. i).

Govt. Agents in the N. W. T., Fees from Settlers (Ques.)
2170 (vol. iii).

Govt. Bonds, disappearance of, from vaults of Dept.
(Ques.) 3371 (vol. iv).

Govt. Business, on M. to take in Thursdays, 451 (vol.
i); (Ques.) 895; on M. to take in Wednesdays, 965 ;
on M. to take in Mondays, 1336 (vol. ii); (remarks)
3293, 3371 ; on M. for Com. of Sup., 3442 (vol. iv).

Govt. Loan B. 145 (Mr. Bowell) on prop. Res., 2462;
in Com., 2464; on M. to conc. in Res., 2525 (vol. iii).

Govt. Officiais in the N. W., communications with,
(Ques) 3425 (vol. iv).

Gov. Genl.'s Sec's. Office, in Com. of Sap., 898 (vol. ii).
Govt. Steamers, in Com. of Sup., 2945 (vol. iv).
Grandin, Bishop, communications with Govt. (Ques.)

3423 (vol. iv).
G; T. R., Imperfect Rot. presented by Mr. Hickson

(remarks) 861 (vol. ii),
Guns used in fight with Poundmaker (Ques.) 2170

(vol. iii).
Half-breed Claims in the N. W. T. (Ques.) 1474 (vol. ii).
Half-breed Commission, Claims recognized and rejected

(Ques.) 2169 (vol. iii); sittings of (QIes.) 1567
(vol. ii).

Half-breed grievances, 2030 - 2040 ; (reply) 2051
(vol. iii).

lalf-breedts and Indian Reserves and Homesteads
(Ques.) 1567 (vol. ii),

lIalf-breeds and Settlers' claims, Pets. and Res.
(Ques.) 3426 (vol. iv).

Hlalf-breed (Man.) Minors, claims proferred and rejected
(Ques.) 2169 ; temporarily absent (Ques.) 1743
(vol. iii); unenumerated (Ques.) 1743, 3426 (vol. iv).

lalf-breed Plots on the Saskatchewan (Ques.) 1567
vol. ii).

Half-breed Scrip (Ques.) 1914 (vol. iii).
Half-breed, Settlement of Claims (Ques.) 1567 (vol. ii).
Half-breed Settlement, undisturbed occupation (Ques.)

1567 (vol. ii).
Halifax Steam Navigation Co., moneys paid by Govt.

to (M. for copies of Reps., &c.) 210 (vol. i).
Hamilton Provident and Loan Society B. 114 (Mr.

Kilvert) in Com., 1352 (vol. ii).
Harbor Master at Halifax B. 148, on M. to conc. in

Res., 2534 (vol. iii).
Heating Public Buildings, cost of (M. for Stmnt.) 90

(vol. i).
a
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High Commissioner, office of (M. for copies of Cor.)

44; Rep. and Despatches to Govt. (M. for copies) 56;
position or salary of (M. for Rep.*) 210 (vol. i).

Hoop Iron, in Com. on Ways and Means, 807 (vol. ii).
Homesteads within the Ry. Bolt (Ques.) 479 (vol. i).
Houghton, Col., Mission of, in 1881, to N. W., 3425

(vol. iv).
House Furnishing Hardware, in Com. on Ways and

Means, 849 (vol. ii).
Hughes, D. J., Charges against, on M. for Ret., 99

(vol. i).
Huron and Ont. Ship Canal Co.'s B. 69 (Mr. Tyrwhitt) on

M. to conc. in Son. Atmts., 1387 (vol. ii).
Imitation precious Stones, in Com. on Ways andMeans,

846 (vol. ii).
[Immigration, in Com. of Supply, 2831-'7834, 2836-2838

(vol. iv).
Immigrants to the N. W. (M. for Stmnt.) 45 (vol. i).
Imperial Govt. and N.W. Troubles, Communication

with (Ques.) 1744 (vol. iii).
Indemnity to Members, increase of, in Com. of Sap.,

3450 (vol. iv).
Indemnity to Mombers on active service in the N.W.,

on prop. M. (Mr. White, Cardwell) 821 (vol. il).
Indians of Fort William Reserve, Cor. between and

Indian Dept. (M. for copies*) 1442 (vol. ii).
Indian Reserve,Victoria Arm, B.C. (Ques.) 12 Il(vol. ii).
Indian Troubles at Motlakatla, on M. for copies of Cor.,

305 (vol i).
Industries of Canada, Commission respecting (M. for

copy of Cim., O.C., Cor., &c., also Rop., &c.) 56
(vol. i).

Infections and Contagious Diseases affecting Animals
B. 44 (Mr. Pope) in Com., 1065 (vol. ii); on M. to
conc. in Son. Amts, 2397 (vol. iii).

Inland Revenue Dept., in Com. of Sup., 917 (vol. il.)
Insolvent Debtors, distribution of Assets provision B.

4, (Mr. Beaty) on M. (&r John A. Macdonald) to
transfer to Govt. Orders, 1280 (vol. ii),

Inspecting Engineers' Salaries, C.P.R., in Com. ofSup.
ply, 3417 (vol. iv).

Inspection of Pactories, Res. respecting, on Order for
Com. (remarks) 606 (vol. i).

Inspection and Supervision of Banks, on Res. (Mr. Cas.
grain) 84 (vol. i).

Insurgents in the N.W., disposition of by Genl. Middle.
ton (Ques.) 2169 (vol. iii).

I. C. R. and Beaver Steamship Line, through rates of
freight (M. for Cor.) 144 (vol. i).

Cost of equipment (Ques.) 816 (vol. ii).
-- Costs of working, &c., from'1879 to 1884 (M.

for Stmnt.) 202 (vol. i).
-- Earnings and Working Expenses, monthly

(Ques.) 76, 114; for Jan., 1885,428 (vol. i); for March-
and April, 2029 (vol. iii).
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I.C.R., Earnings and Working Expenses (Ques.) 3073

(vol. iv).
Equipment, valuation of (Ques.) 888 (vol. ii).
Repaire, &c., in Com. of Sup., 3300 (vol. iv).

-- Sale of Tickets on Chatham Branch (Ques.)
2238 (vol. iii).

Internal Economy Commission, increased expenditure,
in Com. of Sup., 3449 (vol. iv).

International Ferries B. 17 (Mr. Patterson, Euex) on
M. for 20, 2b4 (vol. i).

Interior, Dept. of, receipts (M. for Stmnt.) 54; Deptl.
Rep. (remarks) 49 (vol. i); in Com. of Sup., 972
(vol. ii).

Interior, Minister of, absence (remarks) 1131 (vol.ii).
Iron, Bounties on manufactures of (M. for copies of

O.C., &c.*) 100 (vol. i).
Isbester J., appointment of, as farm instructor (Ques.)

3425 (vol. iv).
Judicial Reform in the N.W.T., Petitions, &c. (Ques.)

1306 (vol. ii).
Justice, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 898 (vol. ii).
Justices of the Peace, summary proceedings before

(Ques.) 1211 (vol. ii).
Jute cloth, in Com. on Ways and Means, 806 (vol. ii).
Kingston Penitentiary, in Com. of Sup., 986 (vol. ii).
Kits served out to the Militia (Ques.) 1568 (vol. ii).
Land Claims in N. W. T., duties of Mr. Russell (Ques.)

2358 (vol. iii).
Land Grants and Land Grant Bonds to Rys. in Man,

and N. W.-(M. for copies of Cor.), 92-97 (vol. i).
Land Grants to Rys. in the N.W. B. 147 (Sir Hector

Langevin) on prop. Res., 782 (vol. ii); 2440-2413;
in Com. on Res., 2483-2491, 2494, 2497-2503, 2514-
2517; on M. to conc. in Res., 2533 (vol. iii); on M.
for 2°, 2770; in Com. on B., 2855; on M. for 30, 2890;

(Amt.) 2891; neg. (Y. 46, N. 86) 2893; (Amts.)
2894 (vol. iv).

Langevin, Sir Hector, communications from Mr. Jack-
son, re Half-breed Claims, 3426 (vol iv).

Law of Evidence in Criminal Cases B. 6 (fr. Cameron,
Huron) in Com., 503 (vol. i).

Leduc, Father, and Mr. Maloney, communications with
Goverument (Ques.) 3424 (vol. iv).

Legislation, in Com. of Sup., 991, 2801, 3448-3450 (vol.
iv).

Librarian of Parliament, office of (Ques.) 41 (vol. i).
Library of Parlt. B. 139 (Sir John) on prop. Res.,

1659; in Com., 1667-1670, (vol. ii). 2760 (vol. iv).
License Act, 1 83, decision of Supreme Court (K. for

Ret.*) 533 (vol. i).
Licenses or Permits to cut Timber, &c., applications for

and not granted (M. for Rets.*) 209 (vol. i).
Lieut.-Govt. of N.B. (Ques.) 362 (vol. i).
Lingan Mines, C.B., aiding civil power at, in Com. of

Sap., 3452 (vol. iv).
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Liquor License Act, 1883, Amt. B. 58 (Mr. Wood, West-
moreland) on Mi. for 10, 170 (vol. i).

Liquor License Act, 1883, constitutionality of (Ques.)

4"9 (vol. i).
Liquor License Act, 1883, B. 134 (Sir JohnA. Macdonald)

on M. for 2°, 2402 (vol. iii) ; in Com., 2768 (vol. iv).
Liquor License Act, conc., 3398 (vol. iv).
Loan, recent, on M. for copy of prospectus, &c., 37

(vol. i).
Local Govts., advances to (M. for Cor.) 45 (vol. i).

Losses and Expenses through Troubles in the N.W., in
Com. of Sup., 3454 (vol. iv).

Lynch's Treatise on Butter-making, in Com. of Sup.,
3456 (vol. iv).

Mail Robberies in Man. and N. W. T. (M. for copies of
Cor.) 91 (vol. i).

Mail Subsidies and Steamship Subventions, in Com. of
Sup., 2937, 2939, 2943, 2945 (vol. iv).

Man. Claims Settlement B. 155 (Mr. Bowell) on M. for
Com. on Res., 2778-2780, 2783; on M. to conc. in
Rees., 2824; in Com. on B., 3047-3049 (vol. iv).

Man. Legislature, Session of 1884, Man. Central Ry.
Co. (Ques.) 862 (vol. ii).

Man. South-Western Colonization RIly. Co., Land grants
to, in Com. on Res., 2497-2503, 2514-2517 (vol. iii).

Man. Indian Agency, Management of, on M. for copy of
]Rep. made by Govt. Commission, 62 (vol. i).

Manufacturing Industries of Canada, Rep. on (re.
marks) on absence of information respeoting B.C.,
595 (vol. i).

Marine, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 907 (vol. ii).
Maritime Court of Ont., Extension of Jurisdiction B. 11

(Mr. Allen) on M. for 20, 129; in Com., 215.
Meeting of the House, irregular time (remarks) 2996

(vol. iv).
Memorials, &c., respecting grievances in the N. W. T.,

Answers to (Ques.) 3424 (vol. iv).
Meredith, Chief Justice, resignation of, on M. for copy,

44 (vol. i).
Metlakatla, Indian Troubles at, on M. for copies of Cor.,

305 (vol. i).
Middleton, Genl., instructions (Ques.) 1306 (vol. ii);

respecting insurgents (Ques.) 2169 (vol. iii).
Militia Act, 1883, Amt. B. 152 (Mr. Caron) on M. for

20, 3045; in Com., 3046 (vol. iv).
Militia Barracks at London, in Com. of Sup., 3412

(vol. iv).
Militia, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 899 (vol. ii).
Militia, in Com. of Sup., 3412, 3452 (vol. iv).
Minister of the Int., absence of (Ques.) 961 (vol. ii).
Minister of Rys., office of (Ques.) 41 (vol. i).
Miscellaneous, in Com. of Sup., 1304 (vol. ii) 2231 (vol.

iii); 3396, 3434; 3452-3457 (vol. iv).
Mission of Mon. Mr. Royal, attention caUed to news-

paper paragraphe, 889 (vol. ii).
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Model Farm, Establishment of, in Com, of Sup., 8453
(vol. iv).

Montreal Garrison Artillery, (Ques.) 1566 (vol. ii).
Mortuary Statisties. in Com. of Sup., 1029 (vol. ii),
Musk, in Coin. on Ways and Means, 806 (vol. ii).
Navigation in Can. Waters B. 132 (Mr. McLelan) in

Com. on Res., 1278 (vol. ii); on M. to dschg. Order
for 2°, 2399 (vol. iii).

North Shore Ry., Use of by C.P.R. (Ques.) 1915
(vol. iii).

North-West Council, Res. re Half-Breed Claims (Ques.)
3425 (vol. iv).

North-West Council, Salaries, conc., 3396 (vol. iv).
North-Western Coal and Nav. Ry. Co., Land grants to,

in Com. on Res., 2483-2491, 2494 (vol. iii).
North-Wcst Mounted Police B. 140 (Sir John A.

Macdonald) on M. for 30, 2822 (vol. iv).
North-West Mounted Police Augmentation B. 144 (Sir

John A. Macdonald) on prop. les. (Stmnt. of Events)
2403-2412, 2415-2418 (vol. iii); on M. to conc. in
Res., 2423-2425; on M. for 2 and in Com., 2770;
on M. for 30, 2820 (vol. iv).

North-West Mounted Police, Commissioner's Rep.
(Ques.) 2359 (vol. iii).

North-West Mounted Police, increase of force (Ques.)
2169 (vol. ii).

North-West Mounted Police, Officers Reps. of Engage-
ments, 3425 (vol. iv).

Mounted Police Recruits, North-West (remarks) 1566
(vol. ii.)

Ocean and River Service, in Com. of Sup., 2945
(vol. iv).

Ocean Mail Service, Annual Cost, &c. (M. for Stmnt.)
204 (vol. i).

Ocean Mail Service, renewal of Contract B. 151 (.Mr.
Carling) on M. to receive Rep. of Com., 2752; on M.
to conc. in Res., 2754; on 1, 2757; on M. to dschg.
Order for 2°, 3375 (vol. iv).

Ontario Boundary, proposals to Parlt. (Ques.) 567
(vol. i).

Ontario and Quebec Ry. Co.'s bonds (M. for copy of
prospectus, &c.) 145 (vol. i); Stockholders (M. for
Stmnt.*) 1443.

Ottawa River Ship Canal, on prop. Res. (Mr. White,
Renfrew) 1225 (vol. ii).

Oxford and New Glasgow Ry., N.S., projected line (M.
for copies of Cor., &c.) 145 (vol. i).

Papers in respect of the N.W. (Ques.) 2358 (vol. iii).
Patent Act Amt., 1882, B. 64 (Mr. McCarthy) on 10,

234; on M. for 20, 268 (vol. i).
Patents issued to Settiers in Prince Albert (Ques.) 964

(vol. ii).
Payne and Applegarth, murder of, by Indians in N.W.,

859 (vol. ii).
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Penitentiaries Branch (Justice) in Com. of Sup., 914

(vol. ii).
Penitentiaries, in Com. of Sup., 986-988 (vol. ii).
Pensions, in Com. of Sup., 992 (vol. ii).
Pursonal Explanations (Speech in iLocal Legislature),

1837; (Dominion and Ontario Politios), 2093; (on
insertion of romarks in Offlcial Debates.) 2541, 2621
(vol. iii).

Petitions, on presentation of (remarks) and Rule read,
1891-1894 (vol. iii).

Pickles and Sauces, in Com. on Ways and Means, 843
(vol. ii).

Plans and Surveys of St. Laurent Settlement, Receipt
of (Ques.) 2358 (vol. iii).

Plate Glass, in Com. on Ways and Means, 856 (vol. ii).
Portage la Prairie and Lake of the Woods Ry. and

Nav. Co. B., on M. to refer back Rop. of Sel. Standing
Com. on Rys., &c., 713 (vol. i).

Postmaster, Asst., of Ottawa, allowance to, cone., 3397
(vol. iv).

Postmaster Genl., Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 902 (vol. ii).
Post Office Savings Bank, depositors in, on M. for Rot.

822 (vol. ii).
Prince Albert Colon. Co.'s Township Surveys (Ques.)

2170 (vol. iii).
Prince Albert Colon. Co.'s land,' Settlers' or Squatters'

improvements (Ques.) 3426 (vol. iv).
Prince Albert and St. Laurent Settlements, Reps. of

Messrs. Russell and Allous (Ques.) 3126 (vol. iv).
Printing and Printing Paper, in Com. of Sup., 2798,

2801 (vol. iv).
Printing, &c., in Com. of Sup., 897 (vol. ii).
Printing Com., 2nd Rep., on M. to conc. in, 149 (vol. i).
Printing Dom. Notes, in Com. of Sap., 897 (vol. ii).
Privilege, Ques. of, on paragraph in Ottawa Fret Press

(remarks) 171 (vol. i); article in Hamilton Spectator
re Disturbance in the N.W., 813; article in Toronto
News, French Aggression, &c., 1679 (vol. ii); on
personal explanation of Mr. Edgar, 1955 (vol. iii);
re J. E. Brown's Cor., 3246 ; personal allusions, 3248
(vol. iv).

Privy Council: in Com. of Sup., 899 (vol. ii).
Proof of Entries and Books of Acet. B. 113 (Mr.

Chapleau) 2398 (vol. iii).
Provincial Acts, disallowance of (M. for copies of O. C.,

&c.) 52 (vol. i).
Provincial Legislation, compilation of Cor., &c., in Com.

of Sup., 3434 (vol. iv).
Purcell & Ryan, payment to, for supplies furnished

Lord Lorne and party, in Com. of Sup., 3452 (vol. iv).
Qu'Appelle Half-breeds, Rep. of Mr. Walsh (Ques.)

3426 (vol. iv).
Qu'Appelle Valley Farming Co.'s Agreement' (Ques.)

816 (vol. ii).
Quarantine, in Com. of Sup., 3411 (vol iv).
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Railways, in Com. of Sup., 3300, 3413, 3415, 3418

(vol. iv).
Ry. Lands in B.C., Claima of Canada upon (M. for

Ret.*) 1443 (vol. ii).
Rys. oataide of Man. and N.W.T., aid to (M. for copies

of Cor.) 92 (vol. i).
Rebellion in the N.W. See "Disturbance."
Receipts of Department of Interior (M. for Stmnt.) 54

' (vol. i).
Refund of duties to persons in P.E.., in Com. of Sup.,

3455 (vol. iv).
Relief of Distressed in N.W.T., in Com. of Sup., 3455

(vol. iv).
Repatriation of French Canadians, Cor., Reps., O. C.,

&c., relating to (M. for copies¥) 533 (vol. i).
Representation in Parlt. of the N.W.T. on Res. (Mr.

Cameron, Huron) to M. for Cam. of Sup., 3406 (vol. iv).
Returns, enquiries for, 455, 715, 746 (vol. i) ; 895, 966,

1039, 1132, 1167, 1608 (vol. ii); 2392 (vol. iii).
Returns, enquiries for, N.W. papers, 2676 (vol. iv).
Returns, imperfect (remarks) 113, 504 (vol. i); 1206

(vol. ii).
Return Tickets on Govt. Rys., on M. for Ret., 707

(eol. i).
Resumé of Events in the N.W., in Com. on Ways and

Means, 3075-3110; neg. (Y. 49, N. 105,) 3213 (vol. iv.)
Richelieu Ont., and Nav. Co.'s B. 61(Mr. Desjardins) on

prop. Amt., 1210; in Com., 1349 (vol. ii).
Rideau Canal, Land Damages in Township of Pittsburgh,

in Com. ofSup., 3118 (vol. iv).
Riel's proposal to accept money (Ques.) 3426 (vol. iv).
Rites of religion refused prisoners in the N.W. (remarks)

2998 (vol. iv).
River lots (N.W.) Claims, settlement of, Mr. Pearce's

letter respecting (Ques.) 3424 (vol. iv).
Roache, M., and Pilotage Commission (Ques.) 3427

(vol. iv).
Roundhouse at Selkirk erected on private property,

Issue of Patent (Ques.) 2171 (vol. iii).
Rubber, re.covered, in Com. on Ways and Means, 807

(vol. ii).
St. Clair Ranche Co., Rent paid, &c., (Ques.) 2240

(vol. iii.)
St. Laurent, Land and Surveys of (Ques.) 3424 (vol. iv).
St. Laurent river lots, re-survey (Ques.) 3424 (vol. iv).
St. Louis de Langevin, petition from Settlers (Ques.)

3424 (vol. iv).
St. Peter and St. Paul: on M. for adjmt., 2889 (vol. iv).
St. Thomas, Public Buildings at, amount expended, on

M. for Rot., 81 (vol. i).
St. Vincent De Paul Penitentiary, in Com. of Sup.,

986-988 (vol. ii).
Salmon Fishing in Bathurst Harbor, regulations, &o.,

(Ques.) 2359 (vol. iii).

Blake, Hon. E.-Continued.
Salt Cake, in Con. on Ways and Means, 806 (vol. ii).
Saunders & Wood, Trial of, for Criminal Libel in N.W.T.

(M. for copies*) 1413 (vol. ii).
Schmidt, Louis, answer to letter of(Ques.) 3424 (vol. iv).
Schmidt, Louis, and others, of Prince Albert District.

employment of, by Govt. (Ques.) 1915 (vol. iii).
Scott Act Pets., on M. to erase name, 2321 (vol. iii).
Sea Lots of P. E. I., Deptl. instructions, &c. (M. for

copies) 61 (vol. i).
Sec. of State, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 900 (vol. ii).
Sessional Business (remarks) 211 (vol. i).
Senate Expenses,extra.in Com. of Sup., 3448 (vol. iv).

Settlement of claims of Man. half-breed Minors (Ques.)
1743 (vol. iii).

Settlement of Settlers Claima at Prince Albert, &o.
(Ques.) 2358 vol. iii).

Settlers' and Half-breed claims, Prince Albert District,
&c., incomplete Rets. (remarks) 1645 (vol. ii).

Settlers' Claims, Prince Albert District (Ques.) 1567
(vol. ii).

Settlers in the Dom. during calendar year 1884 (Ques.)
113 (vol. i).

Settlers in Man. and N.W.T. (Ques.) 113 (vol. i).
Select Standing Com., on M. for Sp. Con., 28 (vol. i).
Sheep Scab, in Com. of Sup., 3411 (vol. iv).
Sheet Iron hollow ware, in Com. on Ways and Means,

857 (vol. ii).
Short Line Ry. between Oxford and New Glasgow, in

Com. of Sup., 3113 (vol. iv).
Short Line Ry., Montreal to Atlantic Ports, on Res.

(Mr. Laurier) 193; Rot. with ref. to (Ques.) 289
(vol. i.); Govt. grants to (Ques.) 1678 (vol. ii);
(Ques.) 2239 (vol. iii); on Res., 2974-2978, 2988
(vol. iv).

Simpson, G. A., Govt. Land Agent (Ques.) 57 (vol. i).
Sir James Douglas, steamer, repairs, &c., on M. for

copies of Cor., 832 (vol. ii).
Sleeping Cars, I.C.R., in Com. of Sp., 3418 (vol. iv).
Small Savings, encouragement of (M. for copies of

Cor., &c.) 90 (vol. i).
Spirits taken out of bond (Ques.) 3371 (vol. iv).
Standing Committees, non-meeting of, for organisation

(remarks) 5(1, 67 (vol. i).
Starr, J. E., Fishery Overseer of Port Williams, N. S.,

removal of (M. for Rot.*) 1443 (vol. ii).
Statutes, Consolidation of, on presentation of Rep. of

Commissioners, 32 (vol. i); on M. to conc. in Mess.
from Sen., 777 (vol. ii).

Steamboat Inspection Act, 1882, Amt. B. 133 (Mr. Mc.
Lelan) on prop. Res., 1279 (vol. ii); on 2° and in
Com., 2399 (vol. iii).

Steel, in Com. on Ways and Means, 803 (vol. ii).
Stoney Indian rising, further information, 863(vol. ii).
Subsidies to Rys. other than the C. P. R. (M. for

copies of O. C., &c.) 56 (vol. i).
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Subsidies, further, to Rys. B. 158 (Sir ffector Langevin)
inOCom. on Res. 2974-2978, 2988-2990; in Coma. on
B., 3399; on Amt. (Mr. Kirk) to M. to conc. in
Amts., 3403; (Amt.) neg. (Y. 43, N. 79), 3404
(vol. iv).

Superannuation Fund (M. for Stmnt.) 56 (vol. i).
Superintendents of Letter Carriers, in Com. on Res.

(Mr. Chapleau) 271 (vol. i).
Superior Court Judges, Quebec, B. 161 (Sir John) on

prop. Res., 3375 (vol. iv).

SUPPLY:

Administration of Justice, 3411 (vol. iv).
Arts, Agriculture and Sta tistics (Archives, care of) 1025; (colonial

Exhibitions) 1033; (Criminal Statistics) 1026; (Dominion Ex-
hibition) 1026; (Mortuary Statistics) 1029 (vol. ii).

Canal.a-Income: Rideau (Land damages in Township of Pitts-
burgh) 3418 (vol. iv).

CAarges of/Management (Asst. Rec. Genl., Montreal) 895; (Audi-
tor and Rec. Genl., St. John) 893 ; (Auditor and Asst. Rec.
GenI., Winnipeg) 895; (Brokerage and Commission) 896;
(Financial Commissioner in Eng.) 896; Financial Inspector)
895; (Issue and Redemption of Dom. Notes) 897; (Printing
Dom. Notes) 897; (Printing, &o.) 897 (vol. ii).

Civil Govt. (Agriculture, Dept. of) 905, (contingencies) 922;
(Customs Dept., contingencies) 924; (Gov. Gen. Sec.'s
Office) 898; (Inland Revenue Dept., Contingencies) 917;
(Interior, Dept. of) 972; (Justice, Dept. of) 698, (Peniten-
tiaries Branch) 914; (Marine, Dept. of) 907; (Militia, Dept.
of)899; (Postmaster Genl., Dept. of) 902; (Privy Council)
899; (Sec. of State, Dept. of) 900 (vol. il).

Collection of Revenues: Post Office (Allowance to Asst. Post-
master of Ottawa) conc., 3397 (vol. iv).

Immigration, 2831-2838 (vol. iv).
Legilation : H. of C. (Debafe, publishing) 991 (vol. ii); conc.,

3371 (vol. iv); (increased Expenses under Rep. of Internal
Economy Com.) 3449; (increased Indemnity to Meimbers)
3450; Miscellaneous (printing and printing paper, &c.) 2798
2801. Senate (extra Expenses) 3448 (vol. iv).

Liquor License Act, conc., 3398 (vol. iv).
Mail Subsidies and Steamship Subventions (Can. and Antwerp)

2943; (Can. and Germany) 2945; (France and Quebec, fort-
nightly line) 2937, 2939 (vol. iv).

Militia (Aiding civil power at Lingan Mines, C.B.) 3452; (Bar-
racks at London) 3412 (vol. iv).

Miscellaneous (American Mining Engineers' visit to N. S.) 3457
(vol. iv); (Disturbance in the N. W., Vote of $700,000)
1304 (vol. i), (Vote of $1,000,000) 2234, couc., 2235 (vol.
iii); (Establishment of a Model Farm) 3453 (vol. iv);
(Losses and Expenses through Troubles in N. W. T.) 3454;
(Lynch's Treatise on Butter-making) 3456; (N. W. Council,
salaries) conc., 3396 ; (Provincial Legislation, compilation of
Cor., &c.) 3434; (Purcell & Ryan, payment to, for supplies
furnished to Lord Lorne and party) 3452 ; (Refund of duties to
persons in P. E. I.) 3455; (Relief of distressed in N. W. T.)
3455 (vol. iv).

Ocean and River Service (Govt. steamers) 2945 (vol. iv).
Penitentiaries (Dorchester) 989; (Kingston) 986; (St. Vincent de

Paul) 986-988 (vol. ii).
Pensions (Veterans of War of 1812) 992 (vol. il).
Quarantine (Sheep scab) 3411 (vol. il).
Railways-Capital.- C. P. R. (Inspecting Engineers' salaries,

&c.) 3417; Carleton Branch Ry. (purchase of) 3415; I. C. R.
(sleeping cars) 3418. Repairs, &c. (I. 0. R.) 3300; (Nater4

Blake, Hon. E.-Continued.
SUPPLY-Continued.

Extension) 3301; Short Line Ry. between Oxford and New
Glasgow, 3413 (vol. iv). Income: Cape Breton Ry. (Survey,
&c.) 3118 (vol. iv).

Supreme Court Appellate Jarisdiction B. 3 (Mr. Landry,
Montmagny) on Order for 2°, 102; on M. for 2°, 157
(vol. i).

Supreme Court Apellate Junindiction Limitation B. 68,
on M. to introd., 246 (vol. i).

Surveys and Plans of Battleford and Edmonton (Ques.)
2357 (vol. iii).

Surveys of River Lots at St. Albert, &c. (Ques.) 3424;
Mode of (Ques.) 3424 (vo. iv).

Tach4, Archbishop, Communication from, re-Half-breeds
(Ques.) 3425 (vol. iv).

Tagging Metal, in Com. on Ways and Means, 806 (vol.
ii).

Tariff, The. See "Ways and Means."
Tariff Chagnes, Notice of, by Govt. (remarks) 714

(vol. i).
Telegraphic communication west of Winnipeg (re.

marks) 839 (vol. ii).
Three Rivers Harbor Commissioners B. 150 (Mr. Bowell)

in Com. 2935 (vol. iv).

Timber Licenses and Permits granted on lands outside
disputed Territory (M. for Rots.*) 209 (vol. i).

Timber on Indian Lands, non-printing of Rets, as
ordered by House (remarks) 56 (vol. i).

Towels, in Com. on Ways and Means, 858 (vol. ii).
Trade relations with U.S. (remarks) 3163 (vol. iv).
Treasury Board, constitution of, B. 104 (Sir Leonard

Tilley) on 1°, 630 (vol. i); in Com., 1670.
Trent Valley Canal, Plans and Estimates of cost, &o.

(M. for copies of Car., &c.) 144 (vol. i); Contracte
(M. for copies) 823 (vol. ii).

Troops, Movements of (remarks) 838, 872, 887 (vol. ii).
Umbrella or parasol ribs, &c., in Com. on Ways and

Means, 858 (vol ii).
Vegreville, Father, Cor. with Mr. Deville (Ques.) 3424

(vol. iv).
Veterans of 1812, in Com. of Sup., 992 (vol. ii).
Volunteer Corps organisod in the N. W. in 1879 (Ques.)

1474 (vol. ii).
Volunteers in the N. W., Recognition of services of

(Ques.) 2029 (vol. iii); in Com. on Res., 3370 (vol. iv).
Volunteors on active service, Increase of pay (Ques.)

2170 (vol. iii).
Volunteers of 1837-38, on Res. recognising services of,

38 (vol i).

Vote of $700,000 for expenses in the N. W., in Com. of
Sup. 1304 (vol. ii); $1,000,000 for same purpose, in
Com. of Sup., 2234; $81,700,000, in Com. on Ways and
Means, 2559 (vol. iii).

War Supplies, carriage of, by American Rys. (Que.)
838 (vol. ii).

$etxmi
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Washington Treaty, Termination of Fishery Clauses.
on M. for Com. of Sup., 2901, (vol. iv).

Washington Treaty, Transport Regulations, Papers,
&c. (Ques.) 3249 (vol. iv).

Ways and -Means-The Tariff: conclusion of Deb.
(remarks) 662; on M. for Com. (Res.) Disturbance
in the N. W., 756-761; neg. (Y. 57, N. 122) 771; in
Com., 772-775; (buckram) 807; (carpet mats) 856;
(chains, iron and steel) 849; (cotton yarns) 808;
(cutlery) 844; (damask of cotton) 858; (duck) 808;
(earthenware and stoneware) 847; (extract of fluid
beef) 857; (fish) 859; (glucose syrup) 851; (hoop
iron) 807; (house furnishing hardware) 849; (imita-
tion precious stones) 846; (jute cloth) 806; (musk)
806; (pickles and sauces) 843; (plate glass) 856;
(rubber, re-covered) 807; (salt cake) 806 ; (sheet iron
hollow ware) 157; (steel) 803; (tagging metal) 806;
(towels) 858; (umbrella or parasol ribs, &c.) 858;
(winceys) 840 vol. ii; (whiskey) 3220, vol. iv;
(white shellac) 806; (woollen fabrics) 841, (vol. ii) ;
on Res. granting $1,700,000 for N. W. Troubles, 2559
(vol. iii) ; (Res.) Resumé of Events in the N. W. T.
3075-3110 ; neg. (Y. 49, N. 105) 3213; Excise Duties,
on conc., 3295 (vol. iv).

Weights and Measures Inspection Acts. Amt, B. 118
(Mr. Costigan) on prop. Res., 832, 834-836; in Com.,

1676 (vol. ii).
Wharves and Docks in Navigable Waters B. 18 (Mr.

Tupper) on M. for 2°, 216 (vol. i).
Wheat and Flour Imports and Exports, on M. for Ret.,

139 (vol. i).
Whiskey, in Com. on Ways and Means, 3230 (vol. iv).
White Shellac, in Com. on Ways and Mleans, 806 (vol. ii.)
Winceys, in Com. on Ways and Means, 840 (vol. ii).
Winnipeg and Prince Albert Ry. Co. Incorp. B. 82

(Mr. Cameron, Victoria) on M. for 2>, 428 (vol i).
Woollen Fabrics, in Com. on Ways and Means, 841 (iv).
Woolen Rags, in Com. on Ways and Means, 783, 785,

792; Legislation respecting (Ques.) 1567 (vol. ii).
Writ for Levis (Ques.) 633 (remarks) 661 (vol, i).

Blondeau, Mr. C. B., Kamouraska.
Agricultural Ins. Co. of Can., incomplete Ret. (re-

marks) 1386 (vol. ii).
Caron, Clovis, Salary and expenses as Fishery Over-

seer (Ques.) 290; (M. for copies of Rep.*) 532 (vol. i).
Gauvreau, Jules, salary and expenses as Fishery Over-

seer (Ques.) 290; (M. for copies of Rep.*) 532.
Gregory, J. U., Rep. of enquiry made by, re Fisheries

(M. for copies*) 532 (vol. i).
Subsidies, further, to Rys. B. 158 (Sir Iector Langevin),

in Com., 2977 (vol. iv).

Bossé, Mr. J. G., Centre Quebec.
Carriers by Land B. 13 (Mfr. .McCarthy) on M. for 2°, 283

(vol. i).
Law of Evidence in Criminal Cases B. 6 (Mr. Cameron,

iluron) in Com., 497 (vol. i).

Bossé, Mr. J. G.-Continued.
Subsidies, further, to Rys. B 158 (Sir Rector Lagevin)

on Amt. (Mr. Langelier) to M. to conc. in IRes., 3282-
3284 (vol. iv).

Bourassa, Mr. F., St. John's, Q.
Militiamen of 1812, Pensions to,i

(M. for Stmnt.) 101 (vol. i).
names and residences

Bourbeau, Mr. D. O., Drummond and Athabaska.
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. (B. 99, 1°) 605 (vol. i).
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson), in

Com. (Amt.) 955, 962; on M. for 3° (Amt.) 1047; in
Com., 1058, 1059 (vol. ii).

Bowell, Hon. M., North Hastings.
Administration of Justice, in Com. of Sup., 34l(vol. iv).
Administration of Justice N. W. T., in Com. of Sup.

3433 (vol. iv).
Adulteration of Food, Drugs, &o. (B. 143, 1°*) 2356

(vol. iii).
Analysts, Public, Remuneration of, in Com. on .Res.,

2544, 2547 (vol. iii).
Asbestos, in Com. on Ways and Means, 857 (vol. ii).
Auditor Genl.'s Office, in Com. of Sap., 901 (vol. ii).
Axle Grease, in Com. on Ways and Means, 857 (vol. ii).
Bank of B. C. B. 205 (Sir Leonard Tilley) in Com.,

2396 (vol. iii).
Barrels containing Petroleum or its products, in Com.

on Ways and Means, 843 (vol. ii).
Beet-root Sugar, importation of (Ans.) 744 (vol. i).
Bondedachinery in use (Ans.) 3321 (vol. iv).
Borax, i:Com. on Ways and Means, 808 (vol. ii).
Bounty to Fishermen, Payment of, in Guysboro', N.S.

(Ans.) 2751 (vol. iv).
Brosseau & Lisabelle, Customs Brokers, frauds, &c., by

(Ans.) 1387 (vol. ii).
Buckram, in Com. on Ways and Means, 807 (vol. ii).
Campbellton and Gaspé, Steamship subvention, in Com.

of Sup., 2942 (vol. iv).
Can. and Antwerp, Steamship subvention, in Com. of

Sup., 2942-2944; conc., 2596, (vol. iv).
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) in

Com., 955, 967 (vol. ii).
C. P. R. Advances to Co. by Govt. (Ans.) 1306 (vol.ii).
- - Floating Debt of Co. (Ans.) 1677 (vol. ii).
-- Interest payments by Co. (Ans.) 1955 (vol. iii).

Length of gaps on (explanation) 838 (vol. iii).
---- Rolling Stock, payment of Duties on by Co.,
889 (vol. ii).
-- Sums paid or advanced to Co. as Interest or
Subsidy (Ans.) 1677 (vol. ii).

Canals, Repairs, &c., in Com. of Sup., 3303, 3307, 3311
(vol. iv).

Canned Goods (B. 142 1°*) 2345 (vol. iii).
Carleton Branch Ry., Purchase of, in Com. of Sup., 3416

(vol. iv).
Chains, Iron or Steel, in Com. on Ways and Means, 849

(vol..ii).
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Charges of Management, in Com. of Sup., 896, 897 (vol.
ii); conc., 2763 (vol. iv).

Civil Govt., in Com. of Sup., 901, 904, 915, 916, 921, 923,
927, 957, 977 (vol.ii); 3408, 3410, 3411, 3433 (vol. iv).

Civil Service Acts Armt. B. 31 (Mr. Chapleau) in Com.,
1114-1117, 1119, 1120, 1124, 1125; onAmt. (Mr.
Davies) to M. for 3° (Ques. of Order) 1299 (vol. ii).

Civil Servioe Examiners, in Com. of Sup., 975, 977 (ii).
Clearing vessels without Harbor Master's certificate

(Ans.) 862 (vol. ii).
Collection of Revenues, in Com. of Sup., 3233-3241,

3393 (vol. iv).
Colored Labels for Fruit, in Corm. on Ways and Means,

857 (vol ii).
Commercial Agencies, in Com. of Sup., 3245 (vol. iv).
Commercial Bank of Windsor B. 117 (Sir Leonard

TIlley) 2° m. (remarks) 1671 (vol. ii); in Com., 236
(vol. iii).

Commutation of Stamp Duty, in Com. of Sup., 897 (ii).
Consolid. Inland Revenue Act Amt. B. 146 (Mr. Costi-

gan) in Com. on Res., 2529 (vol. iii).
Consolid. Insurance Act, 1877, Amt. B. 20 (Sir Leonard

Tilley) in Com., 2433, 2438; on Ordor for 30, 2432
(vol. iii); M. to recom. and in Com., 2768 (vol. iv).

Cotton Bed-quilts, in Com. on Ways and Means, 857 (ii).
Cotton Yarns, in Com. on Ways and Means, 808 (vol. ii).
Customs Appraiser at Summerside, P.E.I. (Ans.) 350

(vol. i).
Customs and Excise Duties (B. 157) 10, 3520; 2°*,

3434; in Com., and 3°*, 3435 (vol. iv).
Customs Dept., in Com. of Sup, 901 (vol. ii).
Customs Dept., French Canadian employés in (Ans.)

1914 (vol. iii).
Customs Detectives or Police in N.S. (Ans.) 889 (vol. ii).
Customs, in Com. of Supply, 3233-3241, 3393 (vol. iv).
Customs Seizures at Winnipeg, on M. for Stmnt., 293

(vol. i).
Cutlery, in Com. on Ways and Means, 844 (vol. ii).
Damask of Cotton, in Com. on Ways and Means, 858

(vol. ii).
Debates, Official Rep. (M. for Sel. Com.) 28 (vol. i); in

Com. of Sup., 2765 (vol. iv).
Debt of Canada, Floating and Unfunded (Ans.) 2465

(vol. iii).
Deptl. Contingencies, in Com. of Supply, 916, 921, 923,

915, 927 (vol. ii).
Deputy Speaker's Salary, in Com. of Sup., 3358 (vol. iv.)
Disturbance in the N.W.T., Expenses (B. 149, 10*)

2559 (vol. iii); 20 m., 2855 (vol. iv).
Further Intelligence, 812 (vol. ii).

-- On Question of Order, 3161 (vol. iv).
Drawbacks on manufactured Exports, on M. for Ret.,

139 (vol. i).
Duck, in Com. on Ways and Means, 808 (vol. ii).
Duties, collection of unauthorised (remarks) 427 (vol.i).

Bowell, Hon. M.-Continued.
Duty on Grain, abolition of, on M. for copies of Cor.,

&c., 54 (vol. i).
Earthenware and Stoneware, in Con. on Ways and

Means, 848 (vol. ii).
Election Expenses, in Com. of Sup., 3451 (vol. iv).
Estimates. See "lMessage."
Excise Duties, in Com. on Ways and Means, 3294;

conc., 3170 (vol. iv).
Excise Revenue for May, 1884, and May, 1885 (Ans.)

2531 (voL iii).
Expenses of Elections under Can. Temp. Act, in Com.

of Sup., 3388 (vol. iv).
Exporte of Canadian produce (Ans.) 606 (vol. i).
Extract of Fluid Beef, in Com. on Ways and Means, 857

(vol. ii).
Finance and Treasury Board, in Com. of Sup., 901,

915 (vol. ii).
Financial Commissioner in England, in Com. of Sup.,

896 (vol. ii).
Fisherv Clauses, termination of (Ans.) 3249 (vol. iv).
Fishery Commission, increased remuneration to counsel,

in Com. of Sup., 3391; cone., 3396 (vol. iv).
Fish, in Corn. on Ways and Means, 859 (vol. ii).
Five por cent. Loan Sinking Fund (Ans.) 2465 (vol. iii).
France and Quebec fortnightly line, Steamship subven.

tion, in Com. of Sup., 2936, 3041 (vol. iv).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on Ques. of

Order, 1435, 1465, 1619 (vol. ii); 1920 (vol. iii); in
Com., "actual value," 1596-1607;'on ruling of Chair-
man (remarks) 1497 (vol. ii); 1758, 1799, 2189 (vol.
iii); "occupant," 1483; (corrections) 1419,1491; on
M. to adjn. dcb., 1430; "tenant," 1478-1480; on M.
that Con. rise, 1497 (vol. ii) ; on personal explana-
tion of Mr. Blake, 2542; "qualifications in cities
arAd towns," 1995; "in counties," 2061; "revision of
voters' lists," 2348; "appeal," 2361; "goneral pro.
visions," 2344 (remarks) 2015 (vol. iii).

Franchise B. Pets., on genuineness of Signatures
(remarks) 2025 (vol. fii).

Foot Grease, in Com. on Ways and Means, 806 (vol. ii),
French Canadians in Castoms Dept. (Ans.) 2171 (iii).
Gas Coke, in Com. on Ways and Means, 783 (vol. ii).
General Inspection Act, 1874, Amt. B. 135 (2fr. Costi.

gan) in Com. on Res., 1315 (vol. ii).
Geneva Gin and Brandy, in Com. on Ways and Means.

3224, 3229.
Geological Survey, in Com. of Sup., 3348 (vol. iv).
Glucose Syrup, in Com. on Ways and Means, 840-862,

855 (vol. ii).
Govt. Bonds, disappearanco of, from Vaults, 3371 (iv).
Govt. Loans (Ans.) 2465 (vol. iii).
Govt. Loan (B. 145) prop. Res., 2461-2463; in Com.,

2463 (M. to conc. in Res.) 2523.
Govt. Notes in circulation (Ans.) 2465 (vol. iii).
Grant of $1,700,000 for N.W. Expenses, in Com. on

Ways and Means, 2532, 2559 (vol. iii).
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G.T.R., Importation of Rails (Ans.) 1566 (vol. ii).
Hoop Iron, in Com. on Ways and Meanus, 807 (vol. ii).
House Furnishing Hardware, in Com. on Ways and

Means, 848 (vol. ii).
Immigration, in Com. of Sup., 2818, 2839, 2853 (vol. iv).
Imports for Consumption, on M. for Stmnt., 30 (vol. i).
Importation of Prison Manufs. (Ans.) 2169 (vol. iii).
Indemnity to Members, increased, 3450 (vol. iv).
Indian Affairs, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 3410 (vol. iv).
Insurance, Superintendence of, in Com. of Sup., 2957;

conc., 2958 (vol. iv).
Interior, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 3403 (vol. iv).
Issue and Redemption of Dom. Notes, in Com. of Sup.,

897 (vol. ii).
Jute Cloth, in Com. on Ways and Means, 806 (vol. ii).
Legislation, in Com. of Sup., 2765, 2796, 3448-3450

(vol. iv).
Library, Salaries, in Com. of Sup., 2796 (vol. iv).
Life-boats and Stations, &c., in Com. of Sup., 2949 (iv).
Liverpool, or London, and St. John, N.B. or Halifax,

Steamship subvention, in Com. of Sup., 2942 (vol. iv).
Loans contracted by Govt. (Ans.) 1305, 1744 (vol. ii);

1914, 2530 (vol. iii).
Loans for the Public Service, prop. Ros., 2392 (vol. iii).
Losses and Expenses through Troubles in the N.W., in

Com. of Sup., 3454 (vol. iv).
Lynch's Treatise on Butter-making, in Com. of Sup.,

3456 (vol. iv).
McManus, C., widowof, gratuityto, cone., 3374 (vol. iv).
Mail Subsidies and Steamship Subventions, in Com. of

Sup., 2936-2941, 2957, 2953, 301 (vol. iv).
Manitoba Claims Settlement (B. 155) prop. Res., 2420

(vol. iii); M. for Com. on Res., 2775 (vol. iv); in
Çom., 2789, 2791-2795; in Com. on Res., 2823, 2924
(vol. iv); 20 m. and in Com., 3047; 3° m., 3075
(vol. iv).

Mastors and Mates, Examination of, in Com. of Sup.,
2946 (vol. iv).

Message from His Ex., Estimates, The (presented) 289
(vol. i).

Supplementary Estimates, 1884-85 (presented)
2820 (vol. iv).

Further Suppl. Estimates for 1885-86 (pre.
sented) 3423 (vol. iv).

Supplementary Estimates for 1885-86 (pro.
sented) 3359 (vol. iv).
--- Grant of $1,000,000 for expenditure in the N.

W., (presented) 2234 (vol. iii).
Vote to Genl. Middleton (prosonted) 3470 (iv).

Military Branch and District Staff, Salaries, in Com. of
Sup., 2903 (vol. iv).

Militia, in Com. of Sup., 2903.
Mineral Waters, in Com. on Ways and Means, 808

(vol. iii).

Bowell, Hon. M.-Continued.
Micellaneous, in Com. of Sup., 2234, 3245, 3358 (vol.

iii); 3387, 3388, 3391, 3392, 3396, 3420, 3434, 3452,
3454-3456, 3470 (vol. iv).

Mouldings and Picture Frames, in Com. on Ways and
Means, 846 (vol. ii).

Mounted Police, N. W., in Com. of Sup., 3421 (vol. iv).
Murray Canal, in Com. of Sup., 3303, 3307 (vol. iv).
Musk, in Com. on Ways and Means, 806 (vol. ii).
N. B. and P. E. I. to Great Britain. Steamship sub-

vention, in Com. of Sup., 3457 (vol. iv).
Newfoundland and Dom., Trade relations between (Ans.)

3042 (vol. i).
Ocean and River Service, in Com. of Sup., 2946, 2949

(vol. iv).
Order Paper, on omission from, of a question (remarks)

2774 (vol. iv).
Partridge, Prairie Fowls, &c., in Com. on Ways and

Menus, 858 (vol. ii).
Peachy, J. W., Superannuation of (Ans.) 1744 (vol. iii).
Penitentiaries, in Com. of Sap., 3374, 3411 (vol. iv).
Pitch Pine, in Com. on Ways and Means, 810 (vol. ii).
Plate Glass, in Com. on Ways and Means, 856 (vol. ii).
Port Mulgrave and East Bay, C. B., Steamship sub-

vention, in Com of Sup., 2942 (vol. iv).
Port Mulgrave, NS., as a sub.port, on M. for papers,

&c., 446 (vol. i).
Postmaster Genl.'s Dept., in Com. of Sup., 904 (vol. ii).
Post Office and Finance Dept., computing interest, in

Com. of Sup., 927 (vol. ii).
Post Office Savings Banks Deposits (Ans.) 2465 (iii)z
Printing Commission, in Com. of Sup., 3 3 9 2 (vol. iv).
Privilege, Ques. of, paragraph in Ottawa ree Pres,

3163 (vol. iv).
Provincial Legislation, compilation of Cor., &c., conc.,

3434 (vol. iv).
Public Debt of Can., amount of (Ans.) 927 (vol. ii);

2465 (vol. iii).
Public Works, in Com. of Sup., 2917, 3420 (vol. iv).
Pumice and Pumice Stone, in Com. on Ways and Means,

810 (vol. ii).
Purcell & Ryan, payment to, for supplies furnished Lord

Lorne and party, in Com. of Sup., 3152 (vol. iv).
Quercitron or Oak Bark, in Com. on Ways and Means,

810 (vol. ii).
Ques. of Order, in Com. on Ways and Means, 852 (ii).
Railways, in Com. of Sup., 3116 (vol. iv).
Rand's Micmac Indian Dictionary, in Com. of Sup.,

3420 (vol. iv).
Receipts and Expenditures, Consolidated Fund (Ans.)

1677 (vol. ii).
Red Liquor, in Com. on Ways and Means, 808 (vol. ii).
Refund of Bank Imposta, in Com. of Sup., 3387; cone.,

3396 (vol. iv).
Refund of Duties to persons in P.E.I., in Com. of Sup.,

3455; conc., 3470 (vol. iv).
Relief of Distressed in N.W.T.,in Com.of Sup.,3454 (iv).
RIemoval of prisoners, in Com. of Sup., 3411 (vol. iv).
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INDEX.
Bowell, Hon. M.-Continued.

Return, on enquiries for (remarks) 211 (i) ; 2854 (iv).
Rose, N. N., of Quebec, namo and salary of successor

to (Ans.) 862 (vol. ii).
Rubber, re-covered,in Co m.on Ways and Means,807 (ii).
St.Croix Cotton Mills, payment of Duties (Ans.) 632 (i).
Salt Cake, in Com. on Ways and Means, 806 (vol. ii).
Senate Expenses, extra, in Coin. of Sup., 3448 (vol. iv).
Seizares by Customs Dept. at Montreal (Ans). 1387 (ii).
Sessional Clerks, extra, in Com. of Sup., 2796 (vol. iv).
Sheet Iron Hollow Ware, in Com. on Ways and Means,

857 (vol. ii).
Silver and German Silver, in Com. on Ways and Means,

808 (vol. ii).
Spirits and Tobacco, in Com. on Ways and Means,

3212-3216 (vol iv).
Spirits taken out of bond (Ans.) 3371 (vol. iv).
Steel, in Com. on Ways and Means, 803-805,808,810 (fi).
Subsidies to Man. (prop. Res.) 2889 (vol. iv).
Sugar, in Com. on Ways and Means, 3219-3222 (iv).
SUPPLY:

Administration of Justice, 3411, 3433 (vol. iv).
Canala-Capital: Repaire, &c. (Murray) 3303, 3307; (Trent

Riv. Nav.) 3311 (vol. iv).
Charges of Management, conc., 2763 (vol. iv); (Commutation

of8:amp Duty, &c.) 897; (Financial Commissioner in Eng.)
896; (Issue and Redemption of Dom. Notes) 897 (vol. ii).

Cîivi Govt. (Auditor Genl.'s Office) 901; (Civil Service Exam-
inera) 975, 977; (Customs, Dept. of) 901, (contingencies) 916,
921, 923; (Finance and Treasury Board) 901, (contingencies)
915 (vol. ii); (Indian Affaire, Dept, of) 3410; (Interior, Dept.
of) 3408 (vol. iv) ; (Postmaster Genl., Dept. of) 904; Deptl.
Contingencies (Post Office and Finance Depts., computing
interest) 927 (vol. il).

Collection of Revenues ; Customs, 3233-3241, 3393 (vol. iv).
Geological Survey, 3348 (vol. iv).
Immigration, 2818, 2839, 2853 (vol. iv).
Legislation: H. of C. (Debates, publishing) 2765; (Election

Expenses) 3451; (Increased Indemnity to Members) 3450;
(Committees, Extra Sessional Clerks, &c.) 2796. Miscellane-
ous (Library, Salaries, &o.) 2796; printing, paper, &c.)
2798, 2801, 2806. Senate (Extra Expenses) 3448 (vol. iv).

Mail Subsidies and Steamship Subventions (Campbellton and
Gaspé) 2942; (Can. and Antwerp) 2942-2944, conc., 2958;
(France and Quebec, fortnightly line) 2936, 2942, 3041;
(Liverpool or London and St. John, N.B., or Halifax) 2942;
(New Brunswick and Prince Edward Island to Great Britain)
3457; (Port Mulgrave and East Bay, C.B.) 2942 (vol. iv).

Militia (Balaries, Military Branch and District Staff) 2903 (iv).
iscellaneous (Commercial Agencies) 3245; (Dep. Speaker's
Salary) 3358 (vol. iv); (Disturbance in the N. W., Vote of
$1,000,000) 2234 (vol. iii); (Expenses of Election under Can.
Temp. Act) 3388; (Fishery Commission, increased remunera-
tion to Counsel) 3391, conc., 3396; (Losses and Expenses
through Troubles in N. W. T.) 3454; (Lynch's Treatise on
Butter-making) 3456; (Provincial Legislation, compilation
of Cor., &c.) conc., 3434; (Printing Commission) 3392;
(Purcell & Ryan, payment to, for supplies furnished Lord
Lorne and party) 3452; (Rand's Micmac Indian Dictionary)
3420; (Refand of Bank Imposts) 3387, conc., 3396; (Refund
of Duties to persons in P. E. I.) 3455, conc., 3470; (Relief of
Distrelsed in N. W. T.) 3454 (vol. iv).

North-West Moutned Police, 3421 (vol. iv).
Ocean and River Service (Examination of Masters and Mates)

2946; (Life-boats and Stations, &c.) 2949 (voL iv).s

Bowell, Hon. M.-Continued.
SUPPLY-Continued.

Penitentiare: Kingston (Gratuity to widow of 0. MMaanus)
conc., 3374; (Removal of prisoners) 3411 (vol. iv),

Public WorkA-Conisld. Fund (Telegraphs) 3420. Incomo:
Buildings (N.S.) 2917 (vol. iv).

Railway-Capital: Carleton Branch Ry. (purchase of) 3416
(vol. iv).

Superintendence Q/ Insurance, 2957; conc., 2958 (vol. iv).
Supply (B. 163) 10*, 20*, 39*, 3470 (vol. iv). *
Tagging Metal, in Com. on Ways and Means, 806 (ii).
Tariff, The. See "Ways and Means."
Tar Pine, in Cor. on Ways and Means, 810 (vol. ii).
Towels, in Com. on Ways and Means, 857 (vol. ii).
Telegraphs, in Com. of Sup., 3420 (vol. iv).
Three Rivers Harbor Commissioners' Loan (B. 150, 11)

2751 (vol. iv); M. for Com. on Res., 2555 (vol. iii);
2° M., 2934; in Com., 2935 (vol. iv).

Trade and Navigation Rets. (presonted) 28 (vol. i).
Trade Relations with U. S. (remarks) 3163 (vol. iv).
Transportation Charges, in Com. on Ways and Means,

3224 (vol. iv).
Trent Riv. Nav., in Com. of Sup., 3311 (vol. iv).
Umbrella or Parasol ribs, in Com. on Ways and

Means, 858 (vol. ii).
Vote of $1,000,000 for the N. W. Troubles, in Com. of

Sup., 2234 (vol. iii).
Washington Treaty, Transport Regulations, papers, &c.

(Ans.) 3249 (vol. iv).
Ways and Means-The Tariff: in Com., 772-776; (as.

bestos) 857; (axle grease) 857; (barrels containing
petroleum, &c.) 843; (borax) 808; (buckram) 807;
(chains, iron or steel) 849; (colored labels for fruit)
857; (cotton bed quilts) 857; (cotton yarns) 808;
(cutlery) 844; (damask of cotton) 858; (duck) 808;
(earthenware and stoneware) 848; (extract of f#uid
beef) 857; (fish) 859; (foot grease) 806; (gas coke)
,783; (Genova gin and brandy) 3224, 3229; (glucose
syrup) 849-852, 855; (hoop iron) 807; (house fur-
nishing hardware) 848; (jute cloth) 806; (mineral
water) 808; (mouldings and picture frames) 846;
(musk) 806; (partridge, prairie fowl, &c.) 859;
(pine tar) 810; (pitch pine) 810; (plate plass) 856;
(pumice and pumice stone) 810; (quercitron or oak
bark) 810; (red liquor) 803; (rubber, re-covered)
807; (salt cake) 806; (sheet iron hollow ware) 857;
(silver and German silver) 808 (vol. ii); (spirits
and tobacco) 3212, 3216, 3225 (vol. iv); (steel)
803-805 ; (steel, in sheets) 808; (steel, No. 20 gauge)
808; (steel railway bars or rails) 810 (vol. ii);
(sugar) 3219-3222 (vol. iv); (tagging metal) 806;
(towels) 857 (hi); (transportation charges) 3224 (vol.
iv); (umbrella or parasol ribs, &c.) 858 (vol. ii);
(whiskey) 3225 (vol. iv);' (white shcllac) 806;
(woollen fabrics) 800, 841; (woollen rags), 783, 786,
792 (vol. ii); conc., 3520, Excise Duties, in Com.,
3294; conc., 3470 (vol. iv); (Res.) granting $1,700,-
000 for N. W& Expenses, 2532, 2559 (vol. iii).
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Bowell, Hon. M.-Continued.
Weights and Measures Acts A mt. B. 118 (Mr. Costigan)

in Com., 1673 (vol. ii).
Wheat and Flour Imports and Exports, on. M for Ret.,

138 (vol. i).
Whiskey, in Cem. on Ways and Means, 3225 (vol. iv).
White Shellac, in Cem. on Ways and Means, 806 (ii).
Woollen Fabrics, in Com. on Ways and Means, 800, (ii).
Woollen Rags, in Com. on Ways and Means, 783, 786,

792; logislation respecting (Ans.) 1567 (vol. ii).

Bryson, Mr. J., Pontiac.
Ottawa River Ship Canal, on

Renfrew) 1215 (vol. ii).
prop. Res. (Mr. White,

Burns, Mr. K. F. Gloucester.
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson)

on Amt. (Mr. Burpee) 1048 (vol. ii).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.

"iqualifications in cities and towns," 1809 (vol. iii).
Way and Means-The Tariff: on M. (Sir Leonard Tilley)

for Com., 595-599 (vol. i).

Burpee, Mr. C., Sunbury.
Administration of Justice in N.W.T. B. 141 (Mr.Caron)

on Amt. (Mr. Mills) to M. for 30, 3429 (vol. iv).
Bounty to Fishing Vessels (M. for Stmnt.) 98 (vol. i).
Can. and Jamaica, Confederation of (M. for copies of

(or.) wthdn., 505 (vol. i).
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) on

M. to conc. in Amt. (Amt.) 1047 neg. (Y. 49, N. 86)
1050 (vol. ii).

Charlottetown Public Buildings, construction of (Ques.)
2359 (vol. iii).

Coal entered ex-warehouse, free, or for exportation (M.
for Stmnt.) 100 (vol. i).

Drawback on Shipbuilding Materials (M. for Ret.) 100
(vol. i).

Franchise B. 103 (&ir John A. Macdonald) in Com.,
"person " (Indian), 1522 (vol. ii); "qualifications in
cities and towns," 1810, 1987, 1991, 2001 ; manhood
suffrage," 1959; "qualifications in counties," 2004,
2058, (Amt.) 2060, 2073, 2079; "who shall not vote"
(Indians) (Amt.), 2120; "registration of voters,"
2251 (vol. iii); on M. that Coma rise, 1502 (vol. ii);
on Amt. (.Mr. Weldon) 3058; on M. for consda. of B.
(Amt.) neg. (Y. 37, N. 89) 3063 (vol. iv).

L C. R. LCasualties to Trains, &o. (M. for Ret.) 100 (i).
Revenue and Working Expenses(M. for Stmnt.f)

101 (vol. i).
Rolling Stock, Purchase and Building of (M.

for Ret.*) 101 (vol. i).
Lughrin, Charles H., and Sec. of State, Cor between,

re Can. Temp. Act (M. for Ret.*) 1443 (vol. ii).
Reciprocity with the U.S., on Res. (Mr .Davies) in Amt.

to Com. of Sup., 1004 (vol. ii).
St. Stephen's, N.B., Post Office, reoceipts, &o. (M. for

Stmnt.¥) 1100 (vol. ii).

Burpee, Mr. C.-Continued.
Short Lino Ry., Montreal to Atlantic, in Com. on Res.,

2986; on Amt. (Mr. Kirk) to M. to conc. in Amts.
3403 (vol. iv).

Subsidies, further, to Rys., B. 158 (Sir Hector Lange-
vin) in Com.on Res., 2986; on Amt. (Mr. Kirk) to M.
to conc. in Amts, 3403 (vol. iv).

Trade Relations with foreign Countries (Ques.) 78;
with Jamaica, 429 (vol. i).

Cameron, Mr. D. M., West Middlesex.
A. B. and C. Batteries, in Com. of Sup., 2914 (vol. iv).
-- Officors and mon, pay and allowances (M. for

Ret.*) 313 (vol. i).
Ammunition, in Com. of Sup., 2905 (vol. iv).
Banking Facilities to Agriculturists B. 36 (Mr. Orton)

on Res., 119 (vol. i).
Civil Service Acts Amt. B. 31 (Mr. Chapleau) in Com.,

1107, 1111-1114, 1117-1119, 1121, 1122,1126; on
Amt. (Mr. Casey) to M. for 30, 1292 (vol. ii).

Civil Service Examiners, in Com. of Sup., 979, 982 (ii).
Deptl. Contingencies, in Com. of Sup., 2913 (iv).
Doutre, J., services re Halifax Commission, 3392 (iv).
Drill pay, &c., in Com. of Sup., 2911 (vol. iv).
Duty on Grain, Abolition of (M. for copies of Cor.) 54

(vol. i).
Fisheries protection in the N. W., on M. for copies of

Cor., 702 (vol. i).
Fishery Commission, Increased remuneration to Coun-

sel, in Com. of Sup., 3391 (vol. iv).
Flour, corn and cornmeal imported and exported (M.

for Rot.) 56 (vol. i).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on M. for

Com., 1373-1379 (vol. ii); in Com., "woman suff-
r age," 1440; "person " (Indian) 1493; "qualifica-
tions in cities and towns," 1699-1707, 1890, 1895-
1900, 1994, (Amt.) 1999, 2002; "manhood suffrage,"
1973; "registration of voters," 2193-2197, 2263 ;
"qualifications in counties," 2061, (Amt.) 2071,
2073, 2077, 2084, 2085, 2395; "who shall not vote,"
2102, (Indians) 2149-2152, (Amt.) 2274, (Amt.)
2285, 2289, 2291; "appeal," 2395; on M. for con-
sideration of B. (Amt.) neg. (Y. 38, N. 87) 3066
(vol. iv); on M. that Com. rise, 2209 (vol. iii).

G. T. R. Mail Trains, Brockville and Toronto, arrival
and departure (M. for Ret.) 816 (vol. ii).

Indemnity to Members, in Con. of Sup., 2451 (vol. iv).
Liquor License Act, administration of, in Com. of Sup.,

3422 (vol. iv).
Military Branch, &c., Salaries, in Com. of Sup., 2903

(vol. iv).
Militia Clothing, in Com. of Sup., 2906, 2909 (vol. iv).
Morgan, J. H., Appointment as Forestry Commissioner

(M. for O. C., &c.*) 147 (vol. i).
Post Office, in Com. of Sup., 3310 (vol. iv).
Private Banks and Brokers, legislation respecting

(Ques.) 51 (vol. i).
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INDEX. xia
Cameron, Mr. D. M.-ontinued.

Royal Military College, in Com. of Sup., 2913 (vol. iv).
SIPPLY:

Civil Govt. (Civil Service Examinera) 979, 982 (vol. ii);
(Militia, Dept. of, contingencies) 2913 (vol. iv).

Collection of Revenues (Post Office) 3310 (vol. iv).
Legislation : H. of 0. (Increased Indemnity to Members) 3451

(vol. iv).
Liquor License Act (Administration of) 3422 (vol. iv).

filitia (A. B. and 0. Batteries, &c.) 2914; (Ammunition) 2905;
(Clothing and Great Coats) 2906-2909 ; (Drill Pay, &c.)
2911 ; (Royal Military College) 2913 ; (Salaries, Military
Branch and District Staff) 2903 (vol. iv).

Miscellaneous (Fishery Commission, Increased remuneration to
Counsel) 3391; (Doutre, J., Services on Halifax Commission)
3392 (vol. iv).

Subsidies to Ry. Co.'s, names of officers (M. for Ret.*)
312 (vol. i).

Ways and Means- in Com. (re-covered rubber) 807
(vol. ii).

Cameron, Mr. Hector, North Victoria.
Can. Temp. Act Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) on M. to

place B. 2nd Order on Public Bills and Orders, 714
(vol, i) ; on M. for 2', 949; in Com., 954, 956, 957,
961, 962 (vol. ii); on Son. Amts., 2644, 2650, 2652,
2654,26L5,2660, 2673 ; (Amt.) 2671 (vol. iv).

Canadian Agent at Paris, appointment of, &c,, on M.
for Papers, 931 (vol. ii).

C. P. R. Resolutions, &c., in Com., 2746, 2748 (vol. iv).
Dom. Drainage Co.'s Bill 28 (Mr. Eaggart) on M. for

Com., 1386 (vol. ii).
Factories B. 85 (Mr. Bergin) on Amt. to substitute

Can. Temp. Act to M. for resuming adjd. dob. for 20,
941 (vol. ii).

Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Cam.,
"gwoman suffrage," 1393; (correction) 1397; "ten-
ant," 1477 ; ''"registration of voteis," 2180, 2230,
2233 (vol. iii) ; (Ques. of Order) 1424; on M. that
Com. rise, 1435 ; on Ques. of Order, 1435 (vol. ii).

General Inspection Act, 1874, Amt. B. 135 (Mr. Costi.
gan) in Com. on Res., 1310, 1313, 1315, 1316 (vol ii).

G. T. R. Mail Trains, Brockville and Toronto, arrival
and departure, on M. for Ret,, 817 (vol. ii).

Govt. Business, on M. to take in Wednesdays, 965
(vol. ii).

Land Grants to Rys. in the N. W. B. 147 (Sir Iector
Langevin) in Com. on Res., 2491, 2493 (vol. iii).

Law of Evidence in Criminal Cases B. 6 (Mr. Cameron,
Buron) in Com., 497, 499 (vol. i).

North-Western Coal and Nav. Ry. Co., Land grants to,
in Com. on Res., 2491, 2493 (vol. iii).

Ottawa River Ship Canal, on prop. Res. (Mr. White,
Renfrew) 1219 (vol. ii).

Winnipeg and Prince Albert Ry. Co.'s incorp. (B. 82,
1°*) 349; 2 m., 428; Order dschgd. and B. wthdn.,
428; (B. 91, 1°*) 428.

Cameron, Mr. Hugh, Inverness.
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) in

Con., 1057 (vol. ii).

Cameron, Mr. Hugh-Continued.
Cape Breton Island, claias of, under terme of Con-

federation (prop. Res.) 607-615; wthdn., 615 (vol i).
Eastern Extension Ry., N.S., Earnings and Working

Expenses (Ques.) 148; (M. for Strant.*) 313 (vol. i).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.,

"woman suffrage " (correction re Indians) 1419;
"qualifications in cities and towns," 1629-1632, 1836
(vol. ii) ; "in counties," 2395 ; "registration of
voters," 2278, 2283 (vol. iii).

Great American and European Short Line Ry., on M.
for Ret., 79 (vol. i).

Mclsaac's Pond, Inverness, N.S., as a harbor of refuge
(Ques.) 36; Engineers' Reps. respecting (M. for copies)
60 (vol. i).

Port Mulgrave, N.S., as a sub.port, on M. for papers,
&o., 445 (vol. i).

Reciprocity with the U.S., on Res. (Mr. Davies) in
Amt. to Com. of Sup., 1015 (vol. ii).

SUPPLY:
Railways-Capital: Eastern Extension Ry., 3384 (vol. lv).

Telegraph Systema in Cape Breton, extension of (Ques.)
78 (vol. i).

Cameron, Mr., M. C., Vest Huron.
Administration of Justice in the N.W.T. B. 141 (Mr.

Caron) in Com;, 2962 (vol. iv).
Bell and Kavanagh, Land Claims (M. for copies of 0.Q.,

&c.) 479 (vol. i).
Better Preservation of the Peace Act Amt. B. 131 (Mr.

Caron) in Com., 2825, 2827 (vol. iv).
Boots for the Toronto Militia Corps (Ques.) 1744 (iii).
Business of the House, on M. to meet at 1 o'clock, 1745

(vol. iii).
Civil Govt., in Corm. of Sup., 901, 913, 918, 921, 925 (ii).
Claims of unenumerated Half-breed Minors, Man.

(Ques.) 1743 (vol. iii).
Cox Divorce (B. 138, 1°*) 1473 (vol. ii.).
C. P. R., Change of Arrangements with Govt. (Ques.)

1744 (vol. iii).
-- Postal and Transport Service (Ques.) 1744 (iii).

Res. respecting further Loan (Speech) 2630;
(Amt.) 2643; neg. (Y. 51, N. 100) 2723; on M. to
rec. Rep. of Com. (Amt.) 2858 (vol. iv).

Trestles and Bridges, number of, on Amt. to
M. for Stmnt., 108 (vol. i).

Deputy dpeaker's Salary, in Çom. of Sup., 3356 (vol. iv).
Disturbance in the N. W., communication with Imp.

Govt. (Ques.) 1744; Half-breed grievances (Mr.
Blake) 2045-2051 (vol. iii); on Res. (Mr. Blake)
want of confidence, 3154-3160, 3163-3175 (vol. iv).

Dredging, in Com. of Sap., 2921 (vol. iv).
Elections Acts Amt. (B. 14, 1) 41 (vol. i).
Emerson, Town of, Govt. aid to (Ques.) 148; (I. for

copies of Claims, &c.*) 448 (vol.i).
Evidence, Law of, in Criminal Cases (B. 6,1°*) 29; 2°

m., 176; 2o on a div. and ref. to Sel. Com., 187; in
Com., 496-498 (volé i.)



INDEX.
Cameron, Mr. M. C.-Continued.

Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. .Macdonald) on Amt.
(Sir Richard Oartwright) to M. for 20, 1138-1143;
in Com., "woman suffrage," 1394, 1438; "owner,"
1472; "tenant" (Amt.) 1475, 1478; "occupant,"
1483; "person " (Indian) 1502, 1527, 1580; "farm,"
1591, 1592; "farinera' sons" (Amt.) 1591I; "quali-
fications in cities and towns," 1692-1699 (vol. ii),
1924-1931; "in counties," 2074; "registration of
voters," 2216-2220, (Amt.) 2227, 2241, 2274-2277,
2281-2284, (Amt.) 2286, 2300, 2302-2305, 2313,
2317, 2319; "revision of votera' lists," 2321, 2326-
2329, 2332, 2345-2348 ; "general provisions," 2344,
2345, 2351-2354; "officers and duties," 2356, 2389;
" appeal," 2360-2366; "offences," 2390 (vol. iii);
on Ms. that Com. rise, 1421, 1437, 1531; on taking
up items consecatively, 1471; (Ques. of Order) 1494
(vol. ii), 1919 (vol. iii); on Amt. (Mr. Weldon) 3060;
on M. for consdn. of B. (Amt.) 3067, neg. (Y. 38, N.
87) 3068 (vol. iv).

Govt. Business, on, M. to take in Thursdays, 452 (vol.
i); Wednesdays, 965 (vol. ii).

Harbors and Rivera, in Com. of Sap., 2920 (vol. iv).
High Commissioner, in Com. of Sup., 925 (vol. ii).
Indian Affairs, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 901 (vol. ii).
Indians, Man. and N.W.T., in Com. of Sap., 3319, 3339

(vol. iv).
Inland Revenue, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 918, 921 (ii).
I. C. R. Receipts and Expenses (Ques.) 1744 (vol. iii).
Infections and Contagions Diseases affeoting Animais

B. 44 (Mr. Pope) in Com., 1066, 1073, 1092 ; on Amt.
(Mr. Mulock) to M. for 30, 1325; on Amt. (Mr.
Casey) 1329 (vol. ii).

International Ferries B. 17 (Mr. Patterson, Essex) on
M. for 20, 254 (vol. i).

Land Grants to Rys. in the N.W. B. 147 (Sir Bector
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Com., 30M3 (vol. iv).
Calling Timber, in Com. of Sup., 3241 (vol. iv).
Oustoms and Excise Receipts for June, 3073 (vol. iv).
Customs Collections in Algoma, on M. for Rot., 40 (i).
Customs, Dept. of (contingencies) in Com. of Sup., 925

(vol. ii); 3233-3237 (vol. iv).
Cutlery, in Com. on Ways and Means, 844 (vol. ii).
Debates, Official Rep. of, delay in distributing daily

edition to newspapers (remarks) 595 (vol. i); omission
from (remarks) on adjmt. of Hse., 3249; on M. to
conc. in 4th Rop. of Com., 3459; in Com. of Sup.,
3383 (vol. iv).

Deposits in Banks, Govt. (M. for Stmnt.) 29 (vol. i).
Dep. Speaker's Salary, in Com. of Sup., 3351, 3353 (iv).
Dop. Speaker and Chairman of Committees B. 26, on

Amt. (Mr. Royal) 72 (vol. i).
Disturbance in the N.W., Assistance to families of

Militiamen (remarks) 894 (vol. ii).
-- Dismissal of correspondents from camp (Ques.)

1608 (vol. ii).
Expense B. 129 (Mr. Bowell) in Com., 2857 (iv).
Further information asked, 886 (vol. i).
On adjmt. of deb. (remarks) 3160, 3212 (iv).
On Amt. (Mr. Blake) tu M. for Com. on Ways

and Means, 765 (vol. i).
-- Half-breed grievances (Mr. Blake) 2042-2014

(vol. iii).
Vote of Thanks to Genl. Middleton and Volun-

teers, 3463 (vol. iv).
Dom. Lands, in Com. of Sup., 3344 (vol. iv).
Dom. Lands, Rev. for 7 months, 1884-85 (Ques.) 290.

-i-
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Sales of, for 1884-85 (Ques.) 2997 (vol. iv).
Sales for 1884-85 (Ques.) 3072 (vol. iv).

-- Sales and receipts, on account of (Ques.) 2854
(vol. iv).

Dorchester Penitentiary, in Com. of Sup., 989 (vol. ii).
Duck, in Com. on Ways and Means, 808 (vol. ii).
Eastern Extension Ry., in Com. of Sup., 3300 (vol. iv).
Esquimalt Graving Dock, in Com. of Sup., 2916 (vol. iv).
Exchange Bank, Govt. Advances to (prop. Res.) 295,

363; (reply) 390; neg. (Y. 59, N. 118) 394 (vol. i).
Excise, in Coin. of Sup., 3241 (vol. iv).
Excise Revenue for May, 1884, and May, 1885 (Ques.)

2531 (vol iii).
Excise Revenue for 6 months, 1884-85 (Ques.) 290 (i).
Expenditure on Capital Account (M. for Stmnt.) 45 (i).
Expense, N.W.T., B. 129 (Mr. Bowell) in Com., 2857

(vol. iv).
Exports and Imports, distinguishing products of Can,

ada (M. for Ret.*) 30 (vol. i).
Exports of Canadian produce (Ques.) 606 (vol. i).
Extra Clerks, &c., in Com. of Sup., 2795 (vol. iv).
Fabre, Mr., salary and contingencies, in Com. of Sup.,

3244 (vol. iv).
Factories, operatives in (M. for Rets., &c.) 37 (vol. i).
Factory Rep., printing and distribution of (remarks) 211

(vol. i).
Fish-breeding, &c., in Com. of Sup., 2953 (vol. iv).
Fisheries, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 910 (vol. ii).
Fishery Commission, increased remuneration to Coun-

sel, in Com. of Sup., 3389 (vol. iv).
Fishery Protection Steamers, in Com. of Sup., 2956 (iv).
Finance and Treasury Board, in Com. of Sup., 915 (ii).
Five per ct. Consolid. Loan, retirement of (M. for copies

of O.C., &c.) 484 (vol. i).
Five per cent Loan, Sinking Fund (Ques.) 2465 (iii).
Flag Treaty between U1. S. and Spain, on M. for copies

of Cor., &c., 222 (vol. i).
Flour, increase of Duty on (Ques.) 744 (vol. i),
Foot Grease, in Com. on Ways and Means 806 (vol. ii).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on M. for 20,

1134; (Anmt.) 1137, neg. (Y. 59, N. 104) 1166; on
M. for Com. (remarks) 1385; in Com., "woman suf.
frage," 1459; "tenant," 1479; "person " (Indian)
1573 (vol. ii)I; "qualifications in cities and towns,"
1817, 1915-1918, 1988, 1992, 1995; "in counties,"
2068, 2071, 2073, 2079, 2082, (Amt.) 2085; "regis-
tration of voters," 2220-2223, 2232, 2279, 2281,
2285, 2288, 2297, 2299, 2300; "revision of voters'
lists," 2326, 2338, 2340, 2349 ; "general provisions,"
2344, 2355; "officers and duties" (indians) 2382;
(remarks) 2146 (vol. iii) 3063 (vol. iv); (Ms. that
Coin. rise) 2207, 2137 (vol. iii); on M. that Com.
rise, 1509, 1514 (vol. ii); on ruling of Chairman
(remarks) 1798; appeal from Chair to House, 1923;
(Ques. of Order) 1969 (vol. iii); reading extracts,
1462; on Ques. of Order, appeal from Chair to
House, 1511, 1619 (vol. ii).
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Franchise B. Pets., genuineness of Signatures (remarks)
2028 (vol. ii); 2274, 2281 (vol. iii).

Gas and Gas Meters Inspection Acts Amt. B. 119 (Mr.
Costigan) on M. for 20, 2419 (vol. iii).

Gas Coke, in Com. on Ways and Means, 783 (vol. ii).
Geneva Gin and Brandy, in Com. on Ways and Means,

3224 (vol. iv).
Geological Survey, in Com. of Sup., 3347 (vol. iv).
Glucose Syrup, in Com. on Ways and Means, 849-852,

854, 855 (vol. ii).
Gold Reserve, Govt. (M. for copies of Cor.) 351 (vol. i).
Govt. Deposits in Banks (M. for Stmnt.) 29 (vol. i).
Govt. Business, on M. to take in Thursdays, 453 (vol. i);

Saturdays, 1824 (vol. iii) ; Conduct of, on M. for
Cor. of Sup., 3444 (vol. iv).

Govt. Loan B. 145 (Mr. Bowel) on prop. Res., 2461-
2463; on M. to conc. in ]Res., 2524 (vol. iii).

Govt. Steamers, in Com. of Sap., 2946 (vol. iv).
Harbors and Rivers (N.B.) cone., 2920; (Ont.) in Com.

of Sup., 2919, 2921; conc., 3433 (vol. iv).
Health Statistics, conc., 2766 (vol. iv).
Histoire Gencalogique des Familles Françaises, in Cm.

of Sup., 3456 (vol. iv).
Hoop Iron, in Com. on Ways and Means, 807 (vol. ii).
Hospitals, Marine, in Cam. of Sup., 2957 (vol. iv).
Hudson Bay Expedition, in Com. of Sup., 3245 (vol. iv).
Huron and Superior, Lakes, Surveys of, in Com. of Sup.,

3244 (vol. iv).
Immigration, in Com. of Sup., 2809-2816, 2836, 2839-

2843 (vol. iv).
--- Printing and Advertising (M. to ref. charges to
Public Accounts Com.) 202 (vol. i).

Importa for Consumption (M. for Strmnt.) 30 (vol. i).
Indemnity to Members, increased, in Com. of Sup.,

3451 (vol. iv).
Indian Affairs, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 916 (vol. ii);

3410 (vol. iv).
Indian and Colonial Exhibition, in Com. of Sup., 1034

(vol. ii); suppl., 3152 (vol. iv).
Indians, in Com. of Sup., 3242, 3343, 3392; conc., 3373

(vol. iv).
Infections and Contagious diseases affecting Animals

B. 44 (Ir. Pope) in Corn., 1065, 1069, 1091; on Amt.
(Mr. Casey) to M. for 30, 1331 (vol. ii).

Inland Revenue Act Amt. B. 146 (Mr. Costigan) on M.
for Com. on Ras., 2526 (vol. iii).

Inspection and Supervison of Banks, on Res. (Mr.
Casgrain) 85 (vol. i).

Inspection of Staples, in Com. of Sup., 3242 (vol. iv).
Inspectors or Clerks of Works, persons employed as

(hl. for Stmnt.) 139 (vol. i).
Insurance Act, 1879, Amt. B. 20 (Sir Leonard Tilley)

on M. for 20, 127 (vol. i).
I.C.R. Reeeipts and Expenses (Ques.) 1744, 1914 (iii).

Repaire, &c., in Com. of Sup., 3299 (vol. iv).
4
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Interior, Dept. of, in Con. of Sup., 969 (vol. ii), 8408;

cone., 2764, 3433 (vol. iv).
International Ferries B. 17 (Mr. Patterson, Esez) on

M. for 21, 256 (vol. i).
Justice, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 985.
Keewatin, Govt. of, in Com. of Sup., 3244 (vol. iv).
Kingston Penitentiary, in Com. of Sup., 985 (vol. ii).
Land Board at Winnipeg, in Com. of Sup,, 3314 (vol. iv).
Land Grants to Rys. in the N. W. B. 147 (Sir iector

Langevin) in Com. on Ros., 2505-2508 (vol. iii); on
Aimt. (Mr. Blake) to M. for 3°, 2892 (vol. iv).

Legislation, in Com. of Sap., 991, 992 (vol. ii); 2795,
2798, 3448, 3451 (vol. iv).

Library, Salaries, &c., in Com. of Sup., 2798 (vol. iv).
Life.boats, Stations, &c., in Com. of Sup., 2946 (vol. iv).
Lighthouses and Fog-alarms, in Com. of Sup., 2950,

2952, 3252 (vol. iv).
Liquor License Act, putting in force of, in Com. of

Sup., 3244 (vol. iv).
Liquor License Act, 1883, B. 134 (Sir John A. Mac-

donald) on M. for 2°, 2400 (vol. iii).
Loan, recent (M-. for copies of Prospectus, Advertise.

ments, &. 37 (vol. i).
Loans contracted by Govt. (Ques ) 1744, 1914 (vol. iii).
Losses and Expenses through Troubles in the N. W.,

in Com. of Sup., 3454 (vol. iv).
McManus, gratuity to widow of, in Com. of Sup., 3350;

conc. 3374 (vol. iv).
Mail Subsidies, &c., in Com. of Sap., 2945, 3457; cono.,

2958 (vol. iv).
Man. Clains Sottlement B. 155 (Mr. Bowell) in Com.

on Res., 2834; on M. for Com. on lies., 2776 in Com.,
27S9-279l, 2795, (vol. iv).

Man. Penitentiary, in Com. et Sap., 990 (vol. ii).
Man. Sonth-Western Colon. Ry. Co., in Com. on Ras.,

2505-2508 (vol. iii).
Marine, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 906-908 (vol. ii).
Meteorological Observatories, in Com. of Sup., 2956

(vol. iv).
Military properties, care of, in Com. of Sup., 2916 (iv).
Militia Barracks at London, in Com. of Sup., 3412 (iv),
Militia, in Com. of Sap., 2904, 2906, 2913-2916, 3411,

3412 (vol. iv).
Miscellaneous, in Com. of Sup., 3244, 3245, 3351, 3353,

3387-3389, 3153, 3454; conc., 3396, 3434 (vol. iv).
Miscellancous Printing, paper, &c., in Com. of Sup.

3392 (vol. iv).
Miscellaneous works (f.C.R.) in Com. of Sup., 3296;

suppl., 3383 (vol. iv).
Model Farm, Establishment, in Com. of Sup., 3453 (iv).
Money borrowed- by Govt. in Canada (Ques.) 743 (i).
Mortuary Statistics, in Com. of Sup., 1027 (vol. ii).
Mounted Infantry at Winnipeg,inCom.of8up.,3411(iv).
Murray Canal, Repairs, &c., in Com. of Sap., 3303 (iv).
Nav. of River St. Lawrence B. 159 (Mr. HtcLelan) on

M. for 29 (Amt.) 6 m. h., 3470 (vol. iv).
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N.B. and P.E.I. to Great Britain, Steamship subvention,

in Com. of Sup., 3457 (vol. iv).
New Militia Pensions, conc., 2765 (vol. iv).
North Saskatchewan River improvements, on M. for

copies of Reps., &c., 696 (vol. i).
N. W. Mounted Police Augmentation B. 144 (Sir

John A. Macdonald) on M. for 2°, 2770 (vol. iv).
N. W. Mounted Police, in Com. of Sup., 3243; suppl.,

3392, 3121, (vol. iv).
N. W. T., Govt. of the, in Com. of Sup., 3244 (vol. iv).
Ocean and River Service,in Com. of Sup.,2946,2950 (iv).
Ocean Mail Service, renewal of Contract, on M. for Com.

on Res. (Mr. Carling) 2556; in Com., 2557 (vol. iii).
Operatives in Factories (M. for Rets., Stmnts.) 37 (i).
Optional Subjects, in Com. of Sup., 3411 (vol. iv).
Oxford and New Glasgow Short Line Ry., in Com. of

Sup., 3413 (vol. iv).
Parliamentary Companion, in Com. of Sup., 3387 (vol. iv).
Pembina Branch, C.P.R , in Com. of Sup., 3417 (vol. iv).
Penitentiaries, in Com. of Sup., 985, 989, 990 (vol. ii),

3350; conc., 3974 (vol. iv).
Pensions, conc., 2765 (vol. iv).
Plate Glass, in Com. on Ways and Means, 856 (vol. ii).
Port Arthur Harbor, construction of, in Com. of Sup.,

2916 (vol. iv).
Postmaster Genl., Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 2764 (iv).
Post Offioe and Finance Depts., computing interest, in

Com. of Sup., 927 (vol. ii).
Printing and Advertising, Ret. respecting (remarks)

28 (vol. i).
Printing Com., on M. to conc. in 2nd Rep., 149 (vol. i).
Privilege, Ques. of, on article in Toronto News: French

aggression, &c. (remarks) 1680 (vol. ii).
Privy Council, in Com. of Sup., 914 (vol. ii).
Prorogation (Ques.) 3473 (vol. iv).
Provincial Legislation, compilation of Cor,, &c., in Com.

of Sup., 3421; conc., 3434 (vol. iv).
Public Accounts and Auditor Genl.'s Rep. (M. for ref. to

Standing Com. on Public Accounts) 76 (vol. i).
Public Buildings, Ottawa and N.W.T., in Com. of Sup.,

2916 (vol. iv).
Public Debt of Canada, amount of (Ques.) 927 (vol. ii).
Public Expenditure (Res.) in Amt. to Com. of Sap.,

2868-2877; neg. (Y. 42, N. 79) 2889 (vol. iv).
Public Works, in Com. of Sup., 2916, 2919-2921; conc.,

3433 (vol. iv).
Railways and Canals, Dept. of, in Com. ofSup., 914

(vol. ii).
Railways, in Com. of Sup., 3296, 3299, 3300, 3383,

3413, 3417, 3418 (vol. iv).
Receipts and Expenditures, Consolidated Fund (Ques.)

1677 (vol. ii).
Recognition of Volunteers' Services in the N.W. B. 160

(Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com. on Res., 3379; on
Amt. (Mr. Watson) 3384 (vol. iv).

Red Liquor, in Com. on Ways andMeans, 808 (vol. ii).

Cartwright, Sir R. J.-Continued.
Returns, enquiries for, 363, 714 (vol. i); 832, 1064, 1608

(vol. ii); 1913, 2393 (iii) ; incomplete Ret., 1209 (ii).
Returns, preparation of, in Com. of Sup., 3245, 3388

(vol. iv).
Richelieu and Ontario Navigation Co.'s B. 61, (Mr.

Desjardins) on prop. Amt. (remarks) 1210; in Com.,
1351 (vol. ii).

Royal Military College, in Com. of Sup., 2913 (vol. iv).
-- Number and names of graduates, &c. (M, for

Ret.*) 313 (vol. i).
St. Thomas, Public Buildings at, amount expended, on

M. for Rot., 81 (vol. i).
St. Vincent de Paul Penitentiary, in Com. of Sup.,

985, 989 (vol. ii).
Savings Bank (Post Office or otherwise) Depositors in

(M. for Ret.*) 533 (vol. i).
Scientifie Institutions, in Com. of Sup., 2956 (vol. iv).
Senate extra Exponses, in Com. of Sup.,,3448 (vol. iv).
Settlers in the Dom. during calondar year 1884 (Ques.)

113 (vol. i).
Settlers in Man. and N.W.T. (Ques.) 113 (vol. i).
Sleeping cars, 1.0. R., in Com. of Sup., 3418 (vol. iv).
Small Savings, encouragement of, on M. for Ret., 91

(vol. i).
Spirits and Tobacco, in Coma on Ways and Means, 3225

(vol. iv).
Spirits taken out of bond (remarks) 3371 (vol. iv).
Steel, in Com. on Ways and Means, 803,805,808 (vol.ii).
Stipendiary Magistrates, N.W.T., in Com. of Sup.,

3418 (vol. iv).
Subsidies to Rys. B. 164 (Mr. Pope) on M. for Com.

on Res., 3470 (vol. iv).
Sugar, in Com. on Ways and Means, 3215,3219 (vol. iv).
Superintendence of Insuranco, in Com. of Sup., 2957;

conc., 2958 (vol. iv).
Superintendents of Letter Carriers, in Com. on Res.

(Mr. Chapleau) 273 (vol. i) ; on M. to conc. in Res.,
889 (vol. ii).

Superior Court Judges, Quebec, B. 161 (Sir John) on
prop. Ros., 3376 (vol. iv).

SUPPLY:
Administration of/Justice, 985 (vol. il), 3433; (Stipendiary Magis.

trates, N. W. T.) 3448 (vol. iv).
Arts, Agriculture and Statistics (Archives, care of) 1023

(vol. ii) ; (Health Statisties) conc., 2766 (vol. iv); (Indian
and Colonial, Exhibitions) 1034 (vol. i) ; suppl. 3452, (vol. iv);
(ffortuary Statistics) 1027 (vol. ii).

Canals-Capital: Repairs, &c. (Cornwall) 3301; (Murray) 3303;
(Welland) 3302; (Williamsburg) 3301. Income: (Welland)
3418; (Rideau, Land damages) conc., 3133 (vol. iv).

Charges of Management, 2763 (vol. iv).
Civit Government (Administration of Justice) 3411 (vol. iv);

(Agriculture, Dept. of) 906, (contingencies) 921; (Civil Ser-
vice Examiners) 973; (Oustoms, contingencies) 925; (Finance
and Treasury Board, contingencies) 915; (Fisheries, Dept. of)
910 (vol. ii); (Indian Affairs, Dept. of) 3410 (vol. iv), (con-
tingencies) 916 ; (Interior, Dept. of) 969 (vol. ii), 3408, conc.,
2764, 3433 (vol. iv); (Marine, Dept. of) 906-908 (vol. ii) ;
(Postmaster Genl., Dept. of) 2764 (vol. iv) ; (Post Office
and Finance Depts., contingencies, computing interest) 927;
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SUPPLY-Continued.
(Privy Council, contingencies) 914; (Public Works, Dept. of)

912 (vol. ii), suppl., 3448 (vol. iv) ; (Railways and Canals,
Dept. of) 914 (vol. ii); (Optional Subjects) 3411 (vol. iv).

Collection of Revenues (Customs) 3232-3237; (Culling Timber)
3241 ; (Excise) 3241 ; (Inspection of Staples) 3242; (Post Office,
allowance to Asst. Postmaster at Ottawa) 3392, conc., 3397;
(Weights and Measures and Gas) 3241 (vol. iv).

Dom. Lands-Capital: Surveys (Examination of Survey Rets.)
3344.' Income (Land Board at Winnipeg) 3344 (vol. iv).

Fisheries (Fish-breeding, &c.) 2953; (Fishery Protection Steam-
ers) 2956 (vol. iv).

Geological Survey, 3317 (vol. iv).
Immigration, 2809, 2816, 2836, 2839-2813 (vol. iv).
Indians (Grant tu supplmnt. Fund) 3242; (Mlan. and N. W. T.)

3343, conc., 3373; (Assistance to Institutions) 3392 (vol. iv).
Legislation: H. of C. (Debates, publish:ng) 991 (vol. ii) ; (Com-

mittees, Extra Clerks, &c.) 2795; (increased Indemnity to
Members) 3151. Miscellaneous (Library, Salaries, &c.) 2798
(vol. iv) ; (Printing, paper, &c.) 992 (vol. il). Senate (Extra
Expenses) 3448 (vol. iv).

Lighthouse and Coast Service (Lighthouses and Fog-alarms,
construction) 2952; (Salaries, &c.) 2950, 3250 (vol. iv).

Mail Subsidies and &eamship Subventions (Can. and Antwerp)
2943, conc., 2958 ; (Oan.:and Germany) 2945; (N.B. and P.E.1.
to Great Britain, & 3.) 3457 (vol. iv).

Marine ioapitalj, 2957 (vol. iv).
Militia (A, B ani C Batteries, &c.) 2914 ; (Ammunition) 2904,

2906; (Barracks at London) 3112 ; (Clothing and Great Coats)
2906; (Nilitary Properties, care of) 2916; (Mounted Infantry
at Winnipeg) 3411; (Royal Mil. Coll.) 2913 (vol. iv).

Miscellaneous (Chinese Commiision) 3387, cone., 3393 (vol. iv)
(Dept. Speaker's Salary) 3351, 3353 (vol. iv) ; (Establishment
of a Model Farm) 3453; (Fabre, Mr., salary and contingen-
cies) 3244; (Fishery Commission, increased remuneration to
Counsel) 3389; (Govt. of Keewatin) 3244; (Govt. of the
N.W.T.) 3244; (Histoire Genealogique des Familles Fran-
çaises) 3456; (Hudson Bay Expedition) 3215; (L.ignorLicense
Act, putting in force) 3244; (Losses and Expenses through
Troubles in N.W.T.) 3454; ("Parliamentary Companion")
3387; (Provincial Legislation, compilation of Cor , &c.)
3421, conc., 3434; (Returns, preparation of) 3245, 3358
(Surveys, Lakes Huron and Superior) 3241 (vol. iv); (Vote
of$1,000,000 for N W. Troubles) 2235 (vol. iii).

.N. W. Mounted Police, 3243 ; suppl., 3391, 3121 (vol. iv).
Ocean and River Service (Govt. Steamera) 2316 ; (Life-boats, Sta-

tions, &c.) 2946 ; (Water and River Police) 2950 (vol. iv).
Pensions (new Militia) cone., 2765 (vol. iv).
Penitentiaries (Dorchester) 989; (Kingston) 935 (vol.ii),

(gratuity to widow of O. McManus) 3350, conc, 3374 (vol.
iv) ; (Manitoba) 990 ; (St. Vincent de Paul) 935-989 (vol.ii),
(payment to G. F. Baillairgé) 3350 (vol. iv).

Public Works-Cavital: B.C. (Esquimalt Graving Dock) 2916;
Ottawa (additional buildings) 2916; Port Arthur (construction
of Harbor) 2916 (vol. iv).

Public Works-Income : Buildings (N.W.T.) 2919. H arbora and
Rivers, 2919; (Ont.) 2921, conc., 3133 ; (N.B.) 2920.

Railways-Capital : O. P. R., 3383 ; (Engineers' Salaries, &c.
3417 ; (Subsidy) 3296 ; (Pembina Branch) 3117. Eastern
Extension (repairs, &c.) 3300. I. C. R. (applying air brakes),
3299 ; (miscellaneous works) 3296; suppl. 3383 ; (repairs,
&c.) 3299 ; (sleeping cars) 3418. Short Line Ry. (Oxford and
New Glasgow) 3413 (vol. iv).

Scientice Institutions (3fetearological Observatories) 2956.
Superintendence of Insurance, 2957, conc., 2958 (vol. iy).

Survey Ret&., Examination of, in Com. of Sup.,3344 (iv)

Cartwright, Sir R. J.-ontinued.
Three Rivers Harbor Commissionors' Loan B. 150 (Mr.

Bowell) in Com. on Res., 2555 (vol. iii).
Towels, in Com. on Ways and Means, 858 (vol. ii).
Trade Relations with U. S. (Ques.) 3163 (vol. iv).
Transfer of Batteries (Ques.) 235 (vol. i).
Treasury Board, Constitution.of, B. 104 (Sir Leonard

Tilley) on 1°, 631 (vol. i).
Ventilation of the Chamber (remarks) 2676 (vol. iv).
Vote of 81,000,000 for N.W. Troubles, in Com. ofSup.,

2235 (vol. iv).
Voyageurs to Egypt, number, names, residence, &c., of

officers and men (M. for Ret.*) 210 (vol. i).
Water and River Police, in Com. of Sup., 2950 (vol. iv).
Ways and Means-Budget Speech (reply to) 333; The

Tariff (remarks) conclusion of Deb., 662; Distur
banco in the N. W., on lies. (Mr. Blahe) in Amt. to
Com., 765-768 (vol. i); in Com. (cutlery) 844;
(axle grease) 857 ; (duck) 808; (foot grease 806;
(gas coke) 783 (vol. ii); (Geneva gin and brandy)
3224 (vol. iv); (glucose syrup) 849, 852, 85,, 855;
(hoop iron) 807; (plate glass) 85G; (red liquor) 808
(vol. ii); (spirits and tobacco) 3225 (vol. iv); (steel)
803, 805, 808 (vol. ii); (sugar) 3215, 3219 (vol. iv) ;
(towels) 858 (vol. ii); (whiskey) 3225-3229 (vol. iv);
(winceys) 840; (woollen fabries) 795, 840; (woollen
rags) 783, 787 (vol. ii); (Excise duties) 3295 (vol. iv).

Weigh's and Measures Acts Amt. B. 118 (Mr. Costigan)
on prop. Res., 835; in Com., 1673 (vol. ii).

Weights and Measures and Gas, in Com. of Snp., 8241
(vol. iv).

Welland Canal, in Com. of Sup., 3302, 3433 (vol. iv).
Whiskey, in Com. on Ways and Moans, 3225-3229 (iv).
Williansburg Canal, in Com. of Sup., 3301 (vol. iv).
Winceys, in Com. on Ways and Moans, 840 (vol. ii).
Woollen fabrics, in C.)m. on Ways and Means, 795, 840

(vol. ii).
Woollon rags, in Com. on Ways and Means, 78.3,787 (ii).

Casey, Mr. G. E., West Elgin.
Administration of Juitico in the N.W. B. 141 (Mr.

Caron) on Ant. (Mr. Mill5) to M.for 30, 3429 (vol. iv).
Adulteration of Food, Drugs, &c., B. 143 (Mr. Costigan)

in Com., 2469-2474 (volh iii).
Agricultural Fertilizers B. 122 (31r. Costigan) in Com.,

2480--2483 (vol. iii).
Archives, care of, in Com. of Sup., 1024 (vol. ii).
Arts, Agriculture and Statisties, in Com. of Sup., 1021,

1030, 1032 (vol. ii).
Banking Facilities to àAgriculturists B. 36 (Mr. Orton)

on Res., 119 (vol. i).
Bankruptey or Insolvency, on M. (Sir John A. Mac.

donald) for Sp. Com. 48 (vol. i).
Bonuses to Rys. in Ont., Pets. for relief of, on M. for

copies, 358 (vol. i).
Canada Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson)

on Amt. (Mr. Burpee) 1048; in Com., 1054-1055;
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INDEX.

Casey, Mr. G. E.-Continued.
on Amt. (Mr. White, Cardwell) 1060 (vol. ii) ; on
Sen. Amts., 2648, 2652, 2667 (vol. iv).

Canadian Agent at Paris, appointment of, &c., on M.
for Papers, 929, 933 (vol. ii).

Carriers by Land B. 5 (Mr. Coughlin) on M. for 2°,
284 (vol. i).

C. P. IR. Resolutions respecting further loan (remarks)
on adjmt. of deb., 2643; in Com., 2725, 2727, 2729,
2733, 2736; on M. to conc. in Res. (Amt.) 2862;
neg. (Y. 55, N. 91) 2863 (vol. iv).

Port Arthur and Winnipeg, construction
between, sums paid (M. for Stmnts.) 123 (vol. i).

-- Section B. Arbitration, Evidence taken (Ques.)
112 (vol. i).

Section B, Award of damages to contractora,
validity of, case submitted to Caunsel, &c. (M. for
copy) 131 (vol. i).

- - Section B, case submitted by Govt and contrac-
tors to Arbitrators, Evidence taken, &c. (M. for
copies) 206 (vol. i).
- Section B, claim of contractors on which award
of 8395,600 was based (M. for copy) 134 (vol. i).

-- Section B, Engineers' Reps. on re-measurement
and re-classification, &c. (M. for copies) 121 (vol. i).

-- Section B, Judge Clarke's Rep. on Award to
contractors (Ques) 78; (M. for copy) 132, 134 (vol. i).

Section B, opinion of Counsel as to binding
character of Award (Ques.) 77 (vol. i).

-- Section B, payment of Award of $395,600 to
contractors (Ques.) 77 (vol. i).
- Timber dues toGovt. by Co. (Ques.) 479 (vol.i).

Trestles and Bridges, number of, on Amts. to
M. for Ret., 100, 110 (vol. i).

Civil Govt., in Com. of Sup., 969, 972, 984 (vol. ii).
Civil Service Acta Amt. B. 31 (Mr. Chapleau) in Com.

on Res., 274, 278, 280 (vol. i); on M. to conc. in Res.,
899; on M. for 20, 1097; in Com., 1097-1105, 1110-
1117, 1123, 1127--1130; on M. for 30, 1286 ;(Amt.)
1291 ; neg. (Y. 59, N. 107) 1293 ; on Amt. (Mr. Mit-
chell) 3 m. h., to M. for 30, 1283 (vol. ii).

Civil Service B. (Ques.) 28 (vol. i).
Civil Service Examiners, in Com. of Sup., 984 (vol. ii)
Colonial Exhibitions, in Com. of Sup., 1032 (vol. ii).
Cuastoms, in Com. of Sup., 3237 (vol. iv).
Debates, Official Rep. uf, First Rep. (remarks) 34 (vol.

i); on M. to conc. in Third Rep., 3360 (vol. iv).
Deputy Speaker and Chairman of Committees B. 26 (Sir

John A. Macdonald) on Amt. (Mr. Blake) for Special
Cor. to report to House, 71 (vol. i).

Deputy Speaker, on M. to appoint Malachy Daly, Esq.,
72 (vol. i); Salary, in Com. of Sup., 3351, 3354, 3357
(vol. iv).

Disturbance in the N.W., on Amt. (Mr. Blake) to M.
(Sir Leonard Tilley) for Cor. on Ways and Means,
768 (vol. i).

-- Stoney Indian rising (remarks) 863 (vol. ii).

Casey, Mr. G. E.-Continued.
Factories B. 85 (M1r. Bergin) on Amt. to substitute Can.

Temp. A-t to M. for resmng. adj. deb. for 20, 943 (ii).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. M acdonald) on M. for 20,

1263-1266 ; in ComI., "woman suffrage," 1401-1408,
1459; "usufructuary," 145?, 1458; "owner," 1470 ;
"tenant," 1477; "person " ([ndian) 1496, 1528-1530,
1578, (Chinese) 1582, 1590; "farm," 1592; "actual
value," 1596, 1604; "qualifications in cities and
towns," 1739-1743 (vol, ii), 1828; (Indians) 1837
(Amt.) 1845; "manhood suffrage," 1956-1959, 1988;
"qualifications in counties," 2052, 2061; (Armts.) 2064,
2070, 2079, 2080, 2394; on disqualifying barristers,
2086; "who shall not vote," 2086, 2093; "registration
of voters," 2254-2258, 2270, 2272, 2282, 2283, (Amt.)
2288, 2290, 2308-2310; "revision of voters' lists,"
2321, 2323, 2325, 2333, 2343; " general provisions,"
2344, 2347, 2350; "officers and duties " (Indians)
2383-2385 (vol.iii); scarcity of copies of B. (remarks)
1131 ; on Ms. that Com. rise, 1422, 1497 (vol. ii), 2208
(vol. iii) ; on Ques. of Order, 1436, unparliamentary
language, 1466; (Ques. of Order) 1619 (vol. ii), 1825
(vol. iii); taking up items consecutively (remarks)
1471 (vol. ii); on ruling of Chairman (remarks) 1798
(vol. iii).

General Inspection Act, 1874, Amt. B. 135 (Mr. Costigan)
in Com. on Res., 1307, 1309-1316 ; (Ques. of Order)
1317 (vol. ii).

Gosselin, Eugène, record in the matter of, on M. for
copy, 703 (vol. i).

G. T. R. mail trains, Brockville and Toronto, arrival and
departure of, on M. for Ret., 817 (vol. ii).

Hughes, D. J., Charges against, on M. for Rot., 99 (i).
Infections and Contagious Diseases affecting Animals

B. 41 (Mr. Pope) in Com., 1068, 1072, 1087 (vol. ii) ;
on Amt. (Mr. Muloch) to M. for 30, 1326; on M. for
30 (Amt.) 1328.; neg. (Y. 54, N. 91) 1332 (vol. ii).

Inland Revenue Act Amt. B. 146 (Mr. Costigan) in
Com. on Res., 2528 (vol. iii).

Interior, Dept. of, in Corr. of Sup., 969, 972 (vol. ii).
International Ferries B. 17 (Mr. Patterson, Essex) on

M. for 20, 254 (vol. i).
Legislation, in Com. of Sup., 2798, 2802, 2807 (vol. iv).
Library of Parlt. B. 139 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on

prop. Res., 1664; in Crm., 1663 (vol. ii).
Miscellaneous, in Com. of Sup., 3351, 3354, 3357 (iv).
Morgan, H. J., payment for "Annual Register," in Com.

of Sup., 3351 (vol. iv).
Mortuary Statistice, in Com. of Sup., 1030 (vol. ii).
O'Malley, Lieut.-Col., Charges against (M. for copy of

Rep. of Maj. Genl., 45 (vol. i).
Petitions, on presentation of (remarke) 1892 (vol. iii).
Port Moody, B.C., Dock, Tenders for repair of (Ques.)

816 (vol. ii).
Pringle, H. H., of Cobourg, employment of, by Govt6

(Ques.) 143 (vol. i).
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INDEX.

Casey, Mr. G. E.-Continued.
Printing and printing paper, &c., in Com. of Sup.,

2798, 2802, 2807 (vol. iv).
Railways in the Co. of Grey, refund of Bonuses to Co.

Council, &c., on M. for copy of memorial, 60 (vol.i).
Refund of Ry. Bonuses to Ont. Municipalities, memori-

als respecting, on M. for copy, 576 (vol. i).
Returns, incomplete, re N. W. Troubles (remarks) 1209

(vol. ii).
Returns, non-production of (remarks) 289, 427, 455 (i).
Ridgetown as a port of entry, Pets., &c. (M. for copies*)

532 (vol. i).
Riel, Louis, employment of, by Govt. (Ques.) 743 (i).
Short Line Ry., Plans and Reps. (Ques.) 567 (vol. i).
St. Thomas, Public Buildings at, amount expended, on

M. for Ret., 880 (vol. ii).
Stoney Indian rising in the N.W. (remarks) 863.
SUPPLY :

Civil Government (Civil Service Examiners) 984; (Interior,
Dept. of) 969, 972 (vol. ii).

Arts, Agriculture and Statistica (Archives, care of) 1024; (Colo-
nial Exhibitions) 1032 ; (Mortuary Statistics) 1030 (vol. ii)
Oustoms, 327 (vol. iv).

Legislation : Miscellaneous (printing and printing paper, &c.)
2798, 2802, 2807 (vol. iv).

Miscellaneous (Dep. Speaker's Salary) 3351, 3354, 3357 ; (pay
ment to H. J. Morgan, for "Annual Register ") 3351 (vol. iv).

Ways and Means-The Tariff : on M. (Sir Leonard Tilley)
for Com. (remarks) 539, 599-605, 633-641; on Amt.
(Mr. Blake) Disturbance in the N.W.T., 768 (vol. i);
in Com. (woollen rags) 788; (woollen fabrics) 797 (ii).

Weights and Measures Inspection Acts Amt. B. 118
(Mr. Costigan) on prop. Res., 835; in Cam,, 1675 (ii).

Woollen rags, in Com. on Ways and Means, 783, 797
(vol. il).

Casgrain, Mr. P. B., L'Islet.
Bankruptcy or Insolvency, on M, (Sir John A. Mac-

donald) for Sp. Com., 47 (vol. i).
Canadian Ageat at Paris, appointmont of, on M. for

Papers, 935 (vol. ii).
Can. Tomp. Act Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) on Sen.

Amts., 2654 (vol. iv).
Cape St. Ignace, Station at (Ques.) 246 (vol. i).
Court of Claims for Can. B. 93 (Sir Iector Langevin)

on 1°, 450 (vol. i).
C. P. R. Short Line Ry. from Montreal to the Atlantic>

on M. for Reps. of Govt. Engineers, &c., 38 (vol. i).
DeChene, Capt. A. M., enquiry respecting (M. for copies

of complaint*) 30 (vol. i).
Disturbance in the N. W., on Amt. (Mr. Blake) for Com.

on Ways and Means, 770 (vol. i).
Col. Ouimet's absence from Duty (romarks)

1167, 1205 (vol. ii).
Distinctive rewards for Bravery (Ques.) 2359

(vol. iii).
Elgin Station, L'Islet, erection of (Ques.) 148 (vol. i).
Employment of Prisoners without the walle of Gaols B.

87 (Mr. Caron) in Com., 1658 (vol. ii).

Casgrain, Mr. P. B.-Continued.
Exchange Bank, Govt. Advances to, on proposed Boa.

(Sir Richard Cartwright) 369 (vol. i).
Fabre, Mr., agent in Paris, Rep. of (Ques.) 290 (vol. i).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on M. for

Com., 1384; "woman suffrage," 1325; "usufructu-
ary," 1447; "person " (Indian) 1516, 1519, 1536;
(Chinese) 1588; "farm," 1591; "qualifications in
cities and towns," 1690-1692 (vol. ii); (Amt.) 1791;
"who shall not vote," 2099 (vol4 iii); on M. that
Com. rise, 1423; on Ques. of Order, unparliamentary
language, 1466; Appeal from Chair to House, 1511
(vol. ii).

Gold, Reserve, Govt., withdrawals, on M. for copies of
Cor., 355 (vol. i).

Govt. Business, on M. to take in Thursdays, 451 (vol. i).
inspection of Banks, legislation respecting (Ques.) 51;

(prop. Res.) 81 (vol. i).
Lieut. Gov. of Queboc, Oath of Office (Ques.) 479 (vol.i).
Lower Traverse Lighthouse, Supply of wood to, M. for

Ret.*) 30 (vol. i).
Man. Indian Agency, management of, on M. for copy

of Rep. made by Govt, Commission, 62 (vol. i).
Post Office at village of Montmagny (Ques ) 246 (vol. i).
Railway from Montreal to the sea-board, on Res. (Mr.

Laurier) 198 (vol. i).
Roturns, enquiry for, 363 (vol. i).
Short Lino Ry. to the sea coast, survey by Mr. Wick-

steed, C. E. (M. for copy of Rep.) 52; Plans, Reps.
&c. (Ques.) 246, 429, 479 (vol. i).

Stationery used in H. cf C, expense of (Ques.) 290 (i).
St. Patrick's Day, on M. (Mr. Curran) for adjnt., 594 (1).
Superior Court of Quebec, Chief Justice (Ques.) 129 (t).
SUPPLY:

Arts, Agriculture and Statistics (Arcbives, care of) 1024 ; (Colo-
nial Exhibitions) 1035; (Mortuary Statistics) 1028 (vol. ii).

Miscellaneous (Relief of Distress in N.W.T.) 3455 (vol. iv).

Supreme Court Appellate Jurisdiction, limitation B. 68
(Mr. Landry, Montmagny) on M. to introd., 246 (i).

Translation of Debates and Votes and Proceedings,
(remarks) 594 (vol. i).

Ways and Means-The Tariff: on Bes. (Mr. Blake).
(Disturbance in the N. W.) in Amt. to Com., 770 (i).

Catudal, Mr. M., Napierville.
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.,

"woman suffrage," 1441 (vol. ii).

French Canadians in Customs Dept. (Ques.) 2171 (iii).
Infections and Contagious Diseases affecting Animals

B. 44 (Mr. Pope) in Com., 1067, 1069, 1089; on M.
for 30 (Arnt.) 1327; neg. (Y. 58, N. 89) 1328 (vol. ii).

WaterprooffBlankets for Volunteors, purchase of(Ques.)
2171 (vol. iii).

Chairman, Mr.
[For Rulings, &c.,'see IlOrder," "Privilege " and "Pro.

cedure" under SuBiJzrs.]
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INDEX,

Chapleau, Hon. J. A., Terrebonne.
Adulteration of Food, Drugs, &c., B. 143 (Mr. Costigan)

in Com., 2467, 2470 (vol. iii).
Agricultural Fertilizers B. 122, 2° m., 2476; in Com.,

2479-2483 (vol. iii).
B. C. Penitentiary, suspension of Rules, on M. for copies

of Cor., 824 (vol. ii).
Canadian Agent at Paris, appointment of, on M. for

Papers, 933 (vol. ii).
C. P. R., on Resolutions respecting further Loan

(speech) 2565-2586; in Com., 2731, 2732 (vol. iv).
Chinese Commissioners' Rep. (Ans.) 212; on presenta.

tion of (remarks) 235 (vol. i).
-- Commission, rooms rented and payment of

Secretary (Ans.) 567 (vol. i).
-- Immigration, legislation respecting (Ans.)
505, 632 (vol. i).

Restriction (B. 124, 1Q) 1037 (vol. ii); wthdn.,
3023 (vol. iv).

-- Restriction (B. 156) prop. Res., 3002; in Com.,
on Res. and 10* of B., 3023 ; 2° and in Com., 3050;
Order for 3° dschgd., 3075 (vol. iv).
-- Interpreter, prop. Res., 2421 (vol. iii) ; in Com.
on Res., 3024 (vol. iv).

Civil Govt., in Com. of Sup., 900, 914, 973-976, 983-985
(vol. ii).

Civil Service Acts Amt. (B. 31, 1°) 101; prop. Res.
and in Con., 273-277, 279, 282 (vol. i); M. to conc.
in Res., 889; ° m., 1095; in Crn., 1097-1106,
1109-1122, 1126-1130 ; 3° m., 1281 ; on Order for 3°
(M. to recom) 1281; in Cam., 1282 (vol. ii); on Sen.
.Amts., 1823; M. to conc. in Sen. Amts., 2396 (iii).

Civil Service Examiners, in Com. of Sup., 973-976,
983-985 (vol. ii).

Criminal Laws of Canada, 1869-1871, publication in
French (Ans.) 246 (vol. i).

Dept. of Sec. of State Acts Amt. (B. 102, 1°) 629 (vol. i).
Deptl. Contingencies (Sec. of State) in Com. of Sup.,

904 (vol. ii).
Duties on Hay, Cor. between Canada and U.S., on M.

for copies, 444 (vol. i).
Fabre, M., agent in Paris, Rep. of (Ans.) 290 (vol. i).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on Amt. (-Mr.

Laurier) to M. for 20, 1171-1177; in Com., "person "
(Chinese) 1590; on Ques. of Order, reading extracts,
1461 (vol. ii).

G. T. R., imperfect Rets. presented by Mr. fHickson
(remarks) 862 (vol. i).

Immigration, in Com. of Sap, 2834,2839, 2842 (vol. iv).
Imperial Federation, Cor. between High Commissioner

and Govt. (Ans.) 51 (vol. i).
Infectious and Contagions Diseuses Affecting Animals

B. 44 (Mr. Pope) in Com., 1090, 1092 (vol. ii).
Jones, W. H., Sec. of State's Dept., superannuation of

(Ans.) 2530 (vol. iii).
Land Grant and Land Grant Bonds to Rys. in Man. and

N. W., on M. for Ret., 95 (vol. i).

Chapleau, Hon. J. A.-Continued.
Law of Evidence in Criminal Cases B. 6 (Mr. Cameron,

Huron) in Com., 497, 499, 502 (vol. i).
Legislation, in Cor. of Sup., 2797, 2804 (vol. iv).
Library of Parlt. B, 139 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on

prop. Res., 1663; in Com., 1668 (vol. ii).
Library, Salaries, &c., in Con. of Sup., 2797 (vol. iv).
Message from His Ex., Chinese Commissioners' Rep.

(presented) 234 (vol. i).
Offences Against the Person B. 123,20 m., 2767 (vol. iv).
Official Reporters of the Debates, employment of, during

recess (Ans.) 77 (vol. i).
Penitentiaries, in Com. of Sup., 987 (vol. ii).
Petitions, on presentation of (remarks) 1892-1894 (iii).
Proofs of Entries in Books of Accounts (B. 113, l*)

964 (vol. ii.); 20 'm., 2397, 2465 (vol. iii).
Printing and printing paper, &c., in Com. of Sup., 2804

(vol. iv).
Returns, Imperfect (remarks) 67, 534 (vol. i); 862 (ii).
Returns, non-production of (remarks) 211, 504 (vol. i);

1206 (vol. ii).
St. Vincent de Paul Penitentiary, in Com. of Sup., 987

(vol. ii).
Sec. of State, Dept. of, Act. Armt. (13. 102, 1°) 629; 2°

m., 894 (vol. ii).
Sec. of Stato, Dept. of, in Cor. of Sap., 900 (vol. ii).
Sec. of State's Rep. (presented) 127 (vol. i).
Sunday Excursions prohibition B. 19 (Air. Charlton) on

M. for 2°, 264 (vol. i).
Superintendents of Letter Carriers (prop. Res.) 218; in

Com., 270 (vol. i); (M. to conc. in Res.) 889 (ii).

SUPPLY:

Civil Govt. (Civil Service Examiners) 973-976, 983-985; (Sec. of
State, Dept. of) 900, (contingencies) 914 (vol. ii).

Immigration 2834, 2839, 3812 (vol. iv).
Legislation.: Miscellaneous (Library, Salaries, &c.) 2797

(Printing and printing paper, &c.), 2804 (vol. iv).
Penitentiaries (St. Vincent de Paul) 987 (vol. ii).

Troasury Board, Constitution of, B. 104 (Sir Leonard
Tilley) in Com., 1671 (vol. ii).

Wi it for Lévis County, issue of (Ans.) 633; (remarks)
661 (vol. i).

Charlton, Mr. J., -North Norfolk.
Agrieultural, Timber, Pasture and Mineral Lands and

Town sites (M. for Ret.*) 209 (vol. i). .
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) on

Amt. (-Mr. White, Cardwell) to M. for 3°, 1061 (ii).
C. P. R., Amounts due Contractors, &c., non-payment

of, by Co. (M. for Riiet.*) 533 (vol. i).
-- Debt, floating and unsecured (Ques.) 219 (vol.

i); 1677 (vol. ii.)
- - Laborers' Wages, payment of, on construction

(Ques.) 290 (vol. i).
Loan (Ques.) 23 (vol. i); payment of interest

on, 1131 (vol. ii).
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INDEX.
Charlton, Mr. J.-Continued.

C.P.R., Interest, payment of by Co. (Ques ) 1677 (ii).
- Resolutions respectirg further Loan, on Amt.

(Mr. Cameron, iuron) 2676-2688; in Con., 2731; on
M. to conc. in Res., 2860; (Amt.) neg. (Y. 53,N. 91)
2861 (vol. iv).

-- Sums paid or advanced to Co. as Interest or
Subsidy (Ques.) 1677 (vol. ii).

-- Trestles and Bridges, number of, on Amt. to M.
for Strnt., 103 (vol. i).

Canned Goods B. 142 (Mr. Costigan) on M. for 2', 2439
(vol. iii).

Çivil Service Acts Amt. B. 31 (Mr. Chapleau) on Amt.

(Mr. Mitchell) 3 m. h., to M. for 30, 1283 (vol. ii).
Coal Lands, Sales and Leases (M. for Stmnt.*) 209 (i).
Cruelty to Animals, prevention (B. 47, 1°*) 147 (i).
Culling and Measuring Timber B. 154 (Mr. Costigan) in

Com. on Res., 2476 (vol. iii); on M. for 3°, 3043 (iv),
Debates, Official Rep., on First Rep. (remarks) 34 (vol.i).
Debt of Can., Floating and Unfunded (Ques.) 2465 (iii).

Disturbance in the N. W., Engagement at Duck Lake,
despatch of Troops (remarks) 791; cost of Expedi-
tion (Ques.) 1678 (vol. ii).

Dredging, cono., 2923 (vol. iv).
Life-boats, Stations, &c., in Com. of Sup., 2946 (vol. iv).
Franchise B, 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on Amt. (Sir

Richard Cartwright) to M. for 2°, 1158-1160; in Com.
"woman suffrage," 1890, 1439; "person " (Indian)
1503, 1523; (Chinese) 1587; "qualifications in
cities and towns," 1608, (Amt.) 1623 (vol. ii),

1770-1773; ([ndians) 1850, 1864-1871; "manhood
suffrage," 1947-1952; " registration of voters,"
2279, 2282, 2286, 2287, (Amt.) 2288, 2289, 2306-
2308, (Amt.) 2317; "revision of voters' lists,"
2340, 2350; "general provisions," 2344, (Amt.) 2344;
"appeal," 2363; "officers and duties" (Indians)
2377; " offences," 2390 (vol. iii); on M. for3° (Amt.)
3053, neg. (Y. 51, N. 96) 3053 (vol, iv); on Ms.
that Com. rise, 1423, 1436, 1500, 1529 (vol. ii);
(personal explanation) 1872; (Ques. of Order) 1920
(vol. iii).

Franchise B. Pets. (remarks) 1856 (vol. iii); on personal
explanation of Mr. Sproule, 2772 (vol. iv).

General Inspection Act, 1874, Amt. B. 135 (Mr. Costi-
gan) in Com. on Res., 1307, 1308, 1312 (vol. iii).

Govt. Loans (Ques.) 2465 (vol. iii).
Govt. Notes in circulation (Ques.) 2465 (vol. iii).
Grazing Land Leases, geographical position, &c. (M.

for Ret.*) 209 (vol. i).
Immigration, in Com. of Sup., 2813 (vol. iv).
Inspection and Supervision of Banks, on Res. (Mr.

Casgrain) 84 (vol. i).
Infections and Contagious Diseases affecting Animals

B. 41 (Mr. Pope) in Com., 1079 (vol. ii).

Charlton, Mr. J.-continued.
Land Grants to Rys. in the N.W. B. 147 (Sir Hector

Iangevin) on prop.IRes., 2449-2452 (vol. iii); on Amt.
(Mr. Blake) to M. for 3>, 2893 (vol. iv).

Legislation, in Com. of Sup., 2796, 2798 (vol. iv).
Letter Postage, reduction of (M. for copies of Cor., &o.)

291 (vol. i).
Library, Salaries, &c., in Com. of Sup, 2796, 2798 (iv).
Licenses or Permits to cut Timber, &o., applications

for, and not granted (M. for Rets.*) 209 (vol. i).
Loans obtained by Govt. from Banka, &o. (Ques.)

1305 (vol. ii).
Loan of £4,000,000 recently effected (Ques.) 2998 (iv).
Loans to Govt., Temporary (Ques.) 2530 (vol. iii).
Man. Indian Agency, management of (M. for copy of

Rep. made by Govt. Commission) 61; wthdn., 67 (i).
National Policy pamphlet (M. for copy*) 124 (vol.i)
North-West Mounted Police Augmentation B. 144 (Sir

John A. Macdonald) on M. to cono. in Res., 2426 (iii).
Observance of the Lord's Day (B. 19, 1*) 46; 2° m.,
. 256; neg. on a div., 266 (vol. i).
Ocean and River Service, in Com. of Sup., 2946 (vol. iv).
Offences against the Person B. 123 (Sir John A. Macdon-

ald) on M. for 2°, 2767; in Com. (Amt.) 2767; on M.
for 30 (Amt.) nog. (Y. 58, N.72) 2767 (vol. iv).

Order Paper, omission from, of a question (remarks)
2774; (explanation) 2854 (vol. iv).

Petitions, on presentation of (remarks) 1891 (vol iii).
Pensions, conc., 2765 (vol. iv).
Post Office Savings Banks Deposits (Ques.) 2359, 2465

2559 (vol. iii).
Privilege, Ques. of, on article in Toronto News (Ques. of

Order) 1680 (vol. ii).
Protestant Volunteers in the 65th Battalion, remarks

on newspaper paragraph, 2998 (vol. iv).

Public Debt'of Canada (Ques.) 29, 76 (vol. i); 927 (vol.
ii); 2465 (vol. iii).

Public Expenditure, on Res. (Sir Richard Cartwright)
in Amt. for Com. of Sup., 2883-2889 (vol. iv).

Public Works, conc., 2923 (vol. iv).
Receipts and Expenditures, Consolidated Fund (Ques.)

1677 (vol. ii).
Reciprocal Trade Relations between U.S. and Canada

(Mi. for Ret.*) 1444 (vol. ii).
Returns, enquiries for 1038, 1608 (vol. ii); 1955

(vol. iii) ; 2676, 3000 (vol. iv).
Sednction and like Offences (B. 27, 1°) 76; 2° m., 619 (i).
Sunday Excursions, prohibition (B. 19, 1°*) 46; 2° m.,

256; neg. on a div., 266 (vol. i).
SUPPLY :

Immigration, 2813 (vol. iv).
Legislation, : Miscellaneous (Library, Salaries, &o.) 2796, 2798

(vol. iv).
Ocean and River Service (Lifeboats, Stations, &c.) 2946 (vol.lv).
Pensions (Veterans of 1812) conc., 2795 (vol. iv).
Public Works-Income : Dredging, conc., 2923 (vol. iv).



INDEX.
Charlton, Mr. J.-Continued.

Temporary Loans to Govt. by Banks (Ques.) 350 (i).
Timber Licenses and Permits granted on Lands out-

side of disputed Territory (M. for Rets.*) 209 (vol. i).
in the N.W. (M. for Rot.), 30, 121 (vol. i).

- issued since Jan., 1882, in N. W.T., &o. (Ques.)
863 (vol. ii).

or Berths in B.C., total applications, date,
names and addresses, &c., (M. for Ret.*) 210 (vol. i).

Ventilation of the Chamber (remarks) 2676 (vol. iv).
Veterans of War of 1812, conc., 2765 (vol. iv).
Volunteers in the 65th Battalion, Protestant (remarks)

2998 (vol. iv).
Washington Treaty, termination of Fishery Clauses,

on M. for Com. of Sup. (remarks) 2902 (vol. iv).
Ways and geans-The Tariff : on M. (Sir Leonard

Tilley) for Com., 463-478 (vol. i) ; in Com. (woollen
fabrics) 796 (vol. ii).

Weights and Measures Acts Amt. B. 118 (Mr. Costigan)
in Com., 1672 (vol. ii).

Woollen Fabrics, in Com. on Ways and Means, 796
(vol. ii).

Cochrane, Mr. E., East Northumberland.
Debates, Official Rep., on Amt. (Mr. Tassé) to M. to

conc. in 3rd Rep. of Com., 3368 (vol. iv).
SuPPtLY:

Canals-Capital (Murray) 3307 (vol. iv).
Civil Govt. (Civil Service Examiners) 973 (vol. ii).

Cockburn, Mr. A. P., North Ontario.
C. P. R. Rets. orlered by House since date of Contract,

on M. for Stmnt., 484 (vol. i).
- - Trestles and Bridges, number of, on M. for

Stmnt., 112 (vol. i).
Forests, protection of, J. H. Morgan's Rep. (M. for

copies) 202 (vol. i).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on M. for

2°, 1258; in Com., "woman suffrage," 1438 (vol. ii).
Indian A dvancement Act of 1884, application of (Ques.)

77 (vol. i.)
Morgan, J. H., services as Forestry Commissioner

(Ques.) 77 (vol. i).
Murray Canal Route, Cor. and Pets. (M. for Ret.*)

1442 (vol. ii).
Ottawa River Ship Canal, on prop. Res. (Mr. White,

Renfrew) 1217 (vol. ii).
Steamboat Inspection Act, 1882, Amt. B. 133 (Mr.

McLelan) on prop. Res., 1279 (vol. ii).
Trent Valley Canal, occupation of building by Govt.

employés (Ms. for copies of Cor., &c.) 56, 202 (vol. i).
Ways and Means-The Tariff : on M. (Sir Leonard

Tilley) for Com., 715-719 (vol. i).

Colby, Mr. C. C., Stanstead.
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) in

Com., 963 (vol. ii); on Sen. Amts., 2663 (vol. iv).
Infectious and Contagious Diseases affecting Animals

B. 44 (Mr. Pope) in Com., 1087 (vol. ii).

Colby, Mr. C. C.-Continued.
Patent Act, 1872, Amt. B. 25 (Mr. White, Renfrew) on

M. for 20, 269 (vol. i).
Patent Act, 1872, Amt. B. 61 (Mr. McCarthy) on M.

for 2°, 623 (vol. i).
Richelieu and Ont. Nav. Co.'s B. 61 (Mr. Desjardins) in

Com., 1350 (vol. ii).
Short Line Ry., Montreal to Atlantic ports, in Com. on

Res., 2982-2987; on Amt. (Mr Langelier) to M. to
con. in Res., 3277-328t (vol. iv).

Subsidies, further, to Rys. B. 158 (Sir Hector Langevin)
in Com. on Res., 2982-2987; on Amt. (Mr. Langelier)
to M. to conc. in Res., 3277-3281 (vol. iv).

Cook, Mr. H. H., East Simcoe.
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.,

"person " (Chinese) 1590 (vol. ii); "registration of
voters," 2213-2216 (vol. iii).

General Inspection Act, 1874, Amt. B. 135 (M. ICosti-
gan) in Com. on Res., 1308 (vol. ii).

Infections and Contagions Diseases affecting Animals
B. 44 (Mr. Pope) in Com, 1085-1090 (vol. ii).

Patent Act, 1872, Amt. B. 64 (Air. McCarthy) on M.
for 2°, 627 (vol. i).

Privilege, Ques. of, re Col. Amyot and movement of
Troops (remarks) 1336 (vol. ii).

Refund of Ry. Bonuses to Ont. municipalities, mem-
orials respecting (M. for copy) 569; (reply) 592 (i).

Steamboat Inspection Act, 1882, Amt. B. 133 (Mr.
McLelan) on prop. Res., 1280 (vol. ii).

Costigan, Hon. J., Victoria, . B.
Adulteration of Food, Drugs, &c. (B. 143) in Com.,

2751 (vol. iv).
Adulteration of Food, in Com. of Sup., 3242 (vol. iv).
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) in

Com., 955 (vol. ii).
Canned Goods (B. 142, 1°*) 2345; in Com., 2767 (iv).
Canned Goods, Law respecting (Ans.) 57 (vol. i).
Civil Service Acts Amt. B. 31 (Mr. Chapleau) in Com.,

1122 (vol. ii).
Consolid. Inland Revenue Act, 1883, Amt. (B. 146), 2°

m., 2935; in Com., 2968-2971; M. to conc. in Son.
Amte., 3433 (vol. iv).

Culling and Moasuring Timber à ets Amt. (B. 154) 20 m.
and in Com., 3043 (vol. iv).

Culling Timber, in Com. of Sup., 3241 (vol. iv).
Customs, in Com. of Sup., 3234 (vol. iv).
Deptl. Contingencies, in Com. of SuD., 916-921 (vol. ii).
Dep. Speaker's Salary, in Com. of Sup., 3355, 3357 (iv).
Disturbance in the N.W.,Dumont, Gabriel, Ferry license

granted to (Ans.) 3425 (vol. iv).
Excise, in Com. of Sup., 3241 (vol. iv).
Excise Revenue for 6 months, 1884-1885 (Ans.) 290 (i).
Fish Inspector in the City of St. John (Ans.) 2997 (iv).
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INDEX.
Costigan, Hon. J.-Continued.

Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on M. that
Com. rise, 1502 (vol. ii); in Com., "lqualifications of
voters in cities and towns," 1990; "revision of
voters' lists," 2343 (vol. iii).

Gas and Gas Meters Inspection Act Amt. B. 119 (prop.
Res.) 837 (vol. ii).

General Inspection Act, 1874, Amt. B. 135 (prop. Res.)
1306; in Com., 1307-1312, 1315, 1319 (vol. ii).

Inland Revenue Çollector at Summerside, P.E.I. (Ans.)
350 (vol. i).

Inland Revenue, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 901, 916-
921 (vol. ii); Rep. (presented) 28 (vol. i).

Inspection of Staples, in Com. of Sup., 3241 (vol. iv).
International Ferries B. 17 (Mr. Patterson, Essex) on

M. for 2', 255 (vol. i).
Kinnee, D., increase of salary, in Com. of Sup., 3457 (iv).
License Commissioners in Essex (Ans.) 606 (vol. i).
License Inspectors, pay of, under Act of 1883 (Ans.)

1568 (vol. ii).
Liquor License Act, cone., 3398; in Com. of Sup.

3421 (vol. iv).
Returns, non-production of (remarks) 428 (vol. i).
Scott Act, prosecutions under (Ans.) 41 (vol. i).
Spirits taken out of Bond (Stmnnt.) 3395 (vol. iv).
Subsidies, further, to Rys. B. 15-, (Sir Hector Langevin)

in Com. on -Res., 2977 (vol. iv).
SUPPLY:

Canala-Income . Welland (land damages) cone., 3433 (vol. iv).
Civil Government ([nland Revenue, Dept. of) 901, contingencies,

916-921 (vol ii).
Collection of Revenues (Adulteration of Food) 3242 ; (Culling

Timber) 3241 ; (Customs) 3234 ; (Eixcise) 3241 ; (Inspection
of Staples) 3241 ; (Weights and Measures and Gas) 3241,
3457 (vol. iv).

Liguor License Act, conc., 339.8; (administration of) 3421 (vol. iv).
Miscellaneous (Dep. Speaker's Salary) 3355, 3357 (vol. iv).

Ways and Means-in Com. (whiskey) 3226, 3231 (iv).
Weights and Measures and Gas, in Com. of Sup., 3241

(vol. iv).
Weights and Measures Inspection Acts Amt. (B. 118)

prop. Res., 832-837; 1°* of B., 837; in Com., 1672
(vol. ii).

Welland Canal, land damages, conc., 3433 (vol. iv).

Coughlin, Mr. T., North Middlesex.
Carriers by Land (B. 5, 10*) 29; 20 m., 102 (vol. i).

Coursol, Mr. C. J., East Montreal.
Disturbance in the N. W., criticisms of Press as to

cause, and slur on French Members commanding
Battalions, 888 (vol. ii).

Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on M. for
20, 1248; in Com., "woman suffrage," 1389 (vol. ii).

Supreme Court Apellate Jurisdiction B. 3 (Mr. Landry,
. Montmagny) on M. for 2°, 169 (vol. i).

Curran, Mr. J. J., Centre Montreal.
Administration of Justice in the N. W. T. B. 141 (Mr.

Caron) on Amt. (Mr. Mills) to M. for 3O, 3431 (vol. iv).

Curran, Mr. 3. J.-Continued.
Bankruptcy or Insolvency, on M. (Sir John A. Mac-

donald) for Special Com., 48 (vol. i).
Can. Co-operative Sup. Association (B. 81, 10*) 349 (i).
Can. Temp. Act Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) on Sen.

Amits., 2664 (vol. iv).
Carriers by Land B. 13 (Mr. McCarthy) on M. for 22

(Amt.) 6 m. h., 284; neg. (Y. 64, N. 74) 289 (vol. i).
Civil Service Acts Amt. B. 3 t (Mr. Chapleau) in Com.,

on Res., 275 (vol. i) ; in Com., 1125 (vol. ii).
Deputy Speaker's Salary, in Com. of Sup., 3356 (iv).
Disturbance in the N. W., Victoria Rifles, Montreal

(Ques.) 1983 (vol. iii).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.,

"Iwoman suffrage," 1408; "qualifications in cities
and towns," 1623-1626 (vol. ii).

Immigration, in Com. of Sup., 2811, 2831 (vol. iv).
Insolvent Debtors' Assets Distribution (B. 4, 1°*) 29 ().
Martin, John, continuation of Pension to Widow of (hi.

for copies of Pets.*) 201 (vol. i).
Nav. of River St. Lawrence B. 159 (Mr. McLelan) on

Order for 2°, 3436 (vol. iv).
Privilege, Ques. of, veracity questioned (remarks) 725

(vol. i).
Royal Canadian Insurance Co.'s Capital Stock Reduction

(B. 43, 1°*) 125 (vol. i).
St. Patrick's Day (M. for adjnt.) 593 (vol. i).

SUPPLY:
Immigration, 2811, 2831 (vol. iv).

iscellaneous (Deputy Speaker's Salary) 3356 (vol. iv).

Supreme Court Apellate Juriadiction B.3 (Mr. Landry,
Montmagny) on M. for 2>, 161 (vol. i).

Supreme Court, contested cases before, and judgments
(M. for Rot.) 210 (vol. i).

Ways and Means-The Tariff: on M.(Bir Leonard Tilley)
for Com., 521-527 (vol. i).

Daly, Mr., M. B., Halifax (DEPUTY SPEAKER).

Sable Island, telegraphie communication with (Ques.)
57 (vol. i).

Subsidies to Rys. B. 158 (Sir Hector Langevin) on Amt.
(Mr. Kirk) on M. to conc. in Amts., 3402 (vol. iv).

[For Rulings see "Order," "IPrivilege " and "l Pro-
cedure," under SUBJECTS.]

Davies, Mr. L. H., Queen's, P.E.I.
Adulteration of Food, Drugs, &c., B. 143 (Mr. Costigan)

in Com., 2467, 2468, 2471, 2474, 2541 (vol. iii).
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) in

Corn. on Amt. (Mr. Townshend) 1051; on Amt. (Mr.
White, Cardwell) 1061 ; on Amt. (Mr. Macdonald,
King's) 1062 (vol. ii); on Sen. Amts., 2656 (vol. iv).

C. P. R. Resolutions respecting further Loan, on Amt.

(Mr. Cameron, Huron) 2692, 2702; in Com., 2739,
2741, 2744, 2745; on M. to conc. in Res., 2863 (iv).

Canned Goods B. 142 (Mr. Costigan) in Com., 2534,
2536-2540 (vol. iii).

Cape Tormentine Ry., connection (Ques.) 2997 (iv).
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INDEX.

Davies, Mr. L. H.-Continued.
Carriers by Land B. 13 (Mr. McCarthy) on Amt. (Mr.

Curran) 6 m. h., to M. for 20, 288 (vol. i).
Civil Govt., in Com. of Sup., 907-911, 913, 914, 916, 918,

922-924 (vol. ii).
Civil Service Acts Amt. B. 31 (Mr. Chapleau) in Com.

on Res., 276, 281 (vol. i); on M. for 30 of B., 1296;
(Amt.) 1297; neg. (Y. 57, N. 103) (vol. ii) 1301.

Consolid. Insurance Act, 1877, Amt. B. 20 (Sir Leonard
Tilley) in Com., 2431, 2434-2437; on Amt. (Mr. Ives)
2770 (vol. iv).

Criminal Law Amt., openings, &c., cut in the Ice B. 22
(Mr. Robertson, flamilton) in Com., on Amt. (Mr. Hall)
150 (vol. i).

Deptl. Contingencies, in Com. of Sap., 914, 916, 918,
922-924 (vol. ii).

Dom. Buildings in Charlottetown, construction of
(Ques.) 1039 (vol. ii).

Exchange Bank, Govt. Advances to, on prop. Res. (Sir
Richard Cartwright) 384 (vol. i).

Explosive Substances B. 95 (Sir John A. lacdonald) in
Com., 1167 (vol. ii).

Fisheries, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 911 (vol. ii).
Flag Treaty between U.S. and Spain, on M. for copies

of Cor., &c., 222 (vol. i).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on Amt. (Sir

Richard Cartwright) to M. for 20, 1153-1156 ; in Com.,
"woman suffrage," 1418, 1458; "tenant," 1476,
1478; "occupant," 1483; "person" (Indians) 1576
(Chinese) 1583; "farm," 1592; "farmers' sons,"
1594; "qualifications in cities and towns," 1638-
1643 (vol. ii), 1824-1828, 1939-1945; " manhood
suffrage," 1987, 1991, 1992,1 996; "qualifications in
counties," 2054, 2058,2066-2069, 2071, (Amt.) 2072-
2074, 2077; "who shall not vote," 2090, 2096
(Indians) 2157-2160, (Amt.) 2160; "registration
of votera," 2210, (Amt.) 2211, 2229, 2230, (Amt.)
2234, 2269, 2271-2273, 2280, (Amt.) 2281, 2286,
2287, 2289, 2291, (Amt.) 2292, 2301, 2313, 2316,
(Amt.) 2318; "revision of votera' lists," 2326, 2329,
2331, 2347; "general provisions," 2353; "appeal,'
2361 ; "Iofficers and duties " (Indians) 2378, 2389 (vol.
iii); on Ms. that Com. rise, 1423, 1496, 1497, 1501,
1527, 1529 (vol. ii), 2137, 2208 (vol. iii); on Ques.
of Order, 1435-1436, 1437; reading extracts, 1462,
1465 (vol. ii), 1921 (vol. iii); irregularity of proce-
dure 1470 ; (explanation) 1658 (vol. ii); ruling of
Chairman (remarks) 1800 (vol. iii).

General inspection Act, 1874, Amt. B. 135 (Mr. Costi-
gan) on prop. Res., 1307; in Com., 1308. 1315, 1319,
1320 (vol. ii); in Com. on B., 2548-2551 (vol. iii).

Govt. Business, on M. to take in Thursdays, 453 (vol. i).
Harbor Master at Halifax B. 148 (Mr. McLelan) on M.

for Com. on Res., 2522 (vol. iii).
Immigration, in Com. of Sup., 2835,2845-2849,2852 (iv).
Infectious and Contagions Diseases Affecting Animals

B. 44 (Mr. Pope) in Com., 1067, 1090, 1093 ; on Amt.
(Mr. Casey) to M. for 3°, 1331; on M. for 30 (Amt.
neg. (Y. 50, N. 84) 1334 (vol. ii).

Davies, Mr. L. H.-Continued.
I. C. R., Freight and Passenger Earnings, &o. (M. for

Ret.*) 1442 (vol. ii).
Judges in N. B., appointment for year's circuit (Ques.)

568 (vol. i).
Law of Evidence in Criminal Cases B. 6 (Mr. Cameron,

Huron) in Com., 497 (vol. i).
Legislation, in Com. of Sup., 2796, 2804, 2805 (vol. iv).
Library of Parlt. B. 139 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on

prop. Res., 1664 (vol. ii).
Library, Salaries, &c., in Com. of Sup., 2796 (vol. iv).
Ocean Mail Service, renewal of Contract B. 151 (Mr.

Carling) in Com. on Res., 2556 (vol. iii); on M. to
conc. in Res., 2756 (vol. iv).

Marine, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 907-911 (vol. ii).
Offences against the Person (assault and battery) Act

Amt. B. 42 (Mr. Tupper) on M. for 2°, 218 (vol. i).
Piors and Wharves in P.E. I., expenditure on mainten.

ance and construction (M. for Ret.*) 533 (vol. i).
P.E.I. Ry., Cape Traverse Branch, payment of laborers

on (M. for copies of Pets., &c.) 143 (vol. i).
-- Freight and Passengor Earnings, &c. (M. for

Ret.*) 1442 (vol. ii).
Printing and printing paper, in Com. of Sup., 2804 (iv).
Public Worus, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 913 (vol. ii).
Reciprocity with the U.S. (Res. in Amt. to Com. of

Sup.) 995-1001; neg. (Y. 58, N. 98) 1023, (vol. ii).
Refund of Duties to merchants and fishermen in P.E.I.,

Commissioner's Rep. (M. for copy) 831 (vol. ii).
Richelieu and Ont. Nav. Co's B. 61 (Mr. Desjardins) in

Com., 1318, 1351 (vol. ii).
SUPPLY:

Civil Government: Depti. Contingencies (Agriculture) 922,
(Customs) 916, 924, (Inland Revenue) 918, 919, (Privy
Council) 914, (Sec. of State) 914; (Fisheries, Dept. of) 911 ;
(Marine, Dept. of) 907-9Il, (contingencies) 923; (Public
Works, Dept. of) 913 (vol. ii).

Immigration, 2835, 2845-2849, 2852 (vol. iv).
Legislation: Miscellaneous (Library, Salaries, &c.) 2796;

(Printing andPrinting Paper, &c.) 2804-2805 (vol. iv).

Statutes of Can., Revision of, Commissioners' Rep., on
M. (Sir John A. Macdonald) to conc. in Mess. from
Sen., 781 (vol. ii).

Summary Proceedings before Magistrates B. 128 (Mr.
Caron) on M. for 2° and in Com., 2829 (vol. iv).

Supreme Court Apellate Jurisdiction B. 3 (Mr Landry,
Montmagny) on M. for 2>, 162 (vol. i).

Three Rivers Hiarbor Commissioners' Loan B. 150 (Mr.
Bowell) in Com. on Res., 2555 (vol. iii).

Trade Relations between Canada and the U. S. (Ques.)
1387 (vol. ii).

Treaty Negotiations by Sir Ambrose Shea (Ques.)
1387 (vol. ii).

Washington Treaty, Termination of Fishery Clauses, on
M. for Com. of Sup., 2897 (vol. iv).

Ways and Means-The Tariff : on M. (Sir Leonard
Tilley) for Com., 545-555 (vol. i).

Weights and Measures Inspection Acts. Amt. (B. 118)
(Mr. Costigan) on prop. Res., 837 (vol. ii).
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11 DEX.
Davies, Mr. L. H.-Continued.

Wharves and Docks in Navigable Waters B. 18 (Mr.
Tupper) on M. for 20, 216 (vol. i).

Wharves on P. E. I., Grant for construction (Ques.)
351 (vol. i).

Dawson, Mr. S. J., Algoma.
C. P. R., Resolutions respecting further Loan, on Amt.

(Mr. Cameron, Euron) 2718-2720 (vol. iv).
Civil Govt., in Com. of Sup., 3409 (vol. iv).
Collection of Revenues, in Com. of Sup., 3309 (vol. iv).
Customs Collections in Algoma (M. for Ret.) 39 (i).
Debates, Official Rep., on Amt. (Mr. Tassé) on M. to

conc. in Third Rep. of Com., 3368 (vol. iv).
Disturbance in the N. W., on Amt. (Mr. Blake) to M.

(Sir Leonard Tilley) for Com. on Ways and Means,
769 (vol. i).

Troops, Transport of (remarks) 887, 1380 (vol. ii).
Fisheries, in Com. of Sup., 2953 (vol. iv).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on Amt. (Sir

Richard Cartwright) to M. for 2°, 1160; in Com.
"woman suffrage, " 1408; "owner," 1473; "per.
son " (Indian) 1486, 1491, 1492, 1521, 1569 (expla-
nation) 1503 (vol4 ii); "qualifications in cities and
towns," 1775; "manhood suffrage," 1979; (Indians)
2006-2008, 2012; "in counties " 2078; "who shall
not vote" (Indians) 2122, 2149I; "registration of
votera," 2248-2268, 2298; "officers and dutios"
(Indians) 2369, 2387 (vol. iii); "preamble," 2758
(vol. iv); (Ques. of Order) 2143 (vol. iii).

Hudson Bay Expedition, in Com. of Sup., 3245 (vol. iv).
Immigration, in Com. of Sup., 2816 (vol. iv).
Indians, in Com. of Sup., 3243, 3392 (vol. iv).
Keewatin, Govt. of, in Com. of Sup., 3244 (vol. iv).
Lighthouse and Coast Service,in Com. of Sup.,2952 (iv).
Man. Claims Settlement B. 155 (Mr. Bowell) in Com.,

3048 (vol. iv).
Ocean and River Service, in Com. of Sup., 2947 (vol. iv).
Ontario's Boundaries (remarks) on M. for Com. of Sup.,

3438 (vol. iv).
Ont., Westerly Boundary of, shorthand notes of argu-

ment before P. C., on M. for copies, 440 (vol. i).
Ottawa River Ship Canal, on prop. Res. (Mr White,

Renfrew) 1218 (vol. ii).
Port Arthur Harbor, in Com. of Sup., 2917 (vol. iv).
Privilege, Ques. ;of, paragraph in Globe newspaper

(remarks) 247 (vol. i); article in Port Arthur Herald
(remarks) 3162 (vol. iv).

Refund of Ry. Bonuses to Ont. municipalities, mem-
orials respecting, on M. for copy, 587 (vol. i).

Representation in Parlt. of the N. W. T., on Res. (Mr.
Cameron) in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 3408 (vol. iv).

Sault Ste. Marie Bridge Co.'s (B. 52, 1°*) 170 (vol. i).
SUPPLY:

Civil Govt. (Dept. of Interior) 3409 (vol. iv).
Collection of Revenues (Post Office) 3309 (vol. iv).
Fiaheries (Fish-breeding, &c.) 2953 (vol. iv).
Immigration, 2816 (vol. iv).
ndians <Assistance to institutions) 3392 (vol. iv).

Dawson, Mr. S. J.-Continued.

De

1

Desaulniers, Mr. A. L., Maskinong.
Subsidies, further, to Rys. B. 158 (Sir Hector Langevin)

in Com. on Res., 2995 (vol. iv).

Desjardins, Mr. A., Hochelaga.
Copyright, Law of, on prop. Res. (Mr. Edgar) 711 (i).
Debates, publishing of, in Com. of Sup., 991 (vol. ii).
Disturbance in the N.W., treatment of natives by the

Volunteers, 2998 (vol. iv).
Election Expensos, in Com. of Sup., 3452 (vol. iv),
Fabre, Mr., Salary, &c., in Com. of Sup., 3244 (vol. iv).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.,

"usufructuary," 1431, 1455 (vol. ii).
International Coal Co.'s (B. 51, 1°*) 170 (vol. i).
Liquor License Act, 1883, Supreme Court Judgment

(Ques.) 29 (vol. i).
Mail Subsidies, &c., in Com. of Sup., 2942 (vol. iv).
Model Farm, Establishment of, in Com. of Sup., 3453

(vol. iv).
Refund of Ry. Bonuses to Ont. municipalities, memor-

ials respecting, on M. for copy, 587 (vol. i).
Richelieu and Ont. Nav. Co.'s incorp. Act Amt. (B. 61,

1°*) '188 (vol. i); notice of prop. Amt., 1210; in
Com., 1348 (vol. ii).

SUPPLY:
Legislation: H. of 0. (Debates, publishing) 991 (vol. ii); (Elec.

tion Expenses) 3452 (vol. iv); (Salaries) 991 (vol. ii).
Miscellaneous (Establishment of a Model Farm) 3453 (vol. iv).

(Fabre, Mr., salary and contingencies) 3244 (vol. iv).
Mail Subsidies and Steamship Subventiora (France and Quebec)

fortnightly line) 2938, 2942 (vol. iv).
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Indian Affaira (Grant to supplement Fund) 3243 (vol. iv).
Lighthouse and Coast Service (tLighthouses and Fog Alarms,

constr.) 2952 (vol. iv).
Miscellaneous (Govt. of Keewatin) 3344 ; (Hudson Bay Expedi-

tion) 3245 (vol. iv).
Ocean andRiver Service (Life-boats, Stations, &c.) 2917 (vol. iv).
Public Works-Capital: Port Arthur (construction of harbor)

2917 (vol. iv).

Ways and Means-The Tariff: on Amt. (Mr. Blake)
to M. (Sir Leonard Tilley) for Com. 769 (vol.i); in
Com. (steel) 810 (vol. ii).

St. Georges, Mr. J. E. A., Portneuf.
Customs Department, French Canadian employés

(Ques.) 1914 (vol. iii).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.,

" person " (Indian) 1533 (vol. ii).
Indian Lands sold in the Viger Agency (N. for

Stmnt.*) 1443 (vol. ii).
Lebel, Antoine, Indian Agent, acting without sureties

(Ques.) 1211 (vol. ii).
Pointe aux Trembles, construction of Wharf (M. for

copies of Cor.) 234 (vol. i).
Railway from Montreal to the sea.board, on Res. (Mr.

Laurier) 195 (vol. i).
Supervisor of Cullers, accounts due to (M. for Ret.*)

1443 (vol. ii).



INDEX.

Dickinson, Mr. M. K., Russell.
Dom. Drainage Co. incorp. (B. 28, 1°*) 88 (vol. i); M.

for Com., 1386 (vol. ii).
Ways and Means-The Tariff: on M. (Sir Leonard

Tilley) for Com., 729-733 (vol. i).

Dodd, Mr. M., Cape Breton.
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on Mr. Trow's

pair with Mr. Williams (remarks) 1470 (vol. ii).
Life-saving Apparatus in C.B. (Ques.) 289 (vol. i).
Privilege, Ques. of, on personal explanation of Mr.

Edgar, 1955 (vol. iii).
Subsidies, further, to Rys. B. 158 (Sir Hector Langevin)

in Com. on Res., 2977 (vol. iv).

Dundas, Mr. J. R., South Victoria, Ont.
General Inspection Act, 1874, Amt. B. 135 (Mr. Costi-

gan) in Com. on Res., 1309 (vol. ii).
G. T. R. Mail Trains, Brockville and Toronto, arrival and

departure of, on M. for Ret., 818 (vol. ii).
Ways and Means-In Com., 776 (vol. i) ; (woollen fab-

ries) 796 (vol. ii).

Dupont, Mr. F., Bagot.
Administration of Justice in the N.W.T. B. 141 (Mr.

Caron) on M. to adjn. deb., 3432 (vol. iv).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonalà) on M. for 2°,

1234 (vol. ii).
Infections and Contagious Diseases affecting Animals B.

44 (Mr. Pope) in Com., 1070 (vol. ii).

Edgar, Mr. J. D., Test Ontario.
Administration of Justice in the N.W.T. B. 141 (Mr.

Caron) in Com., 2962, 2965 (vol. iv).
Cape Breton Ry., construction (Ques.) 2239 (vol. iii).
Colonization Co.'s, modification of agreements (Ques.)

2241 (vol. iii).
Consolid. Insurance Act, 1877, Amt. B. 20 (Sir Leonard

Tilley) in Com., 2434 (vol. iii).
Copyright, Law of (prop. Res., 708-711 (vol. i).
C. P.R., Ability of Co. to fulfil engagements under prop.

Res. (Ques.) 2238 (vol. iii).
- --- Co.'s Acts Amt. B. 153 (Mr. Pope) on M. for 2',

3024-3026 (vol. iv).
- Connection with Quebec (Ques.) 2239 (vol. iii).

--- Curves, Grades and Tangents (Quep.) 2239 (iii).
--- Eastern Section, quantities, classifications, and

prices, Engineers' Estimates (M. for copies) 299 (i).
-- Eastern Section, Western Division (M. for copies

ofEstimates, &c.) 302 (vol. i).
-- Location in B.C., Change of (Ques.) 2239 (iii).
-- Progress Estimates, Eastern Section (Ques.)

235 (vol. i).
Rolling Stock on Eastern Section, Change in

Western Division (M. for Ret.) 302 (vol. i).
Section B., Award of $34,179.17, credits in

Public Accounts (Ques.) 114 (vol. i).
- Trestles and Bridges, number of (M. for Stmmt.)
100, 105 (vol. i).

Edgar, Mr. J. D.-ontinued.
Civil Govt., in Com. of Sup., 913 (vol. ii).
Dep. Speaker's Salary, in Com. of Sup., 3353 (vol. iv).
Disturbance in the N.W., Col. Otter's march to Battle-

ford (remarks) 1386 (vol. i).
Civil Service Volunteers (remarks) 3043 (iv).

--- Poundmaker, Surrender of prisoners by (Ques.)
20G5 (vol. iii).
--- Res. (Mr. Blake) want of Confidence, en M.
to adjn. deb., 3212 (vol. iv).

Dom. Drainage Co.'s B. 28 (Mr. Haggart) on M. for
20, 1007 (vol. ii).

Dom. Lands in B. C., Timber dues (Ques.) 2240 (vol. iii).
Evangelical Lutheran Church of Oan. B. 60 (Mr. Mc

Carthy) in Com., 693 (vol. i).
Evans Divorce (B. 106, 10 on a div.) 672; 20 agreed to

(Y. 87, N. 40) 694 (vol. i).
Export Duty on Oak, Pine and Spruce Logs (M. for

Ret.*) 1442 (vol. ii).
Federation of the Empire, proposals for (Ques.) 51 (i).
Fisheries Protection in the N. W., on M. for copies of

Cor., 702 (vol. i).
Fisheries, in Com. of Sup., 2953 (vol. iv),
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on Amt.(Mr.

(Laurier) to M. for 2°, 1197-1200; in Com., "woman
suffrage," 1399; "owner," 1473; "occupant," 1484;
"person " (Indian) 1553, (Chinese) 1582, 1584 (vol.
ii); "farm," 2393; "qualifications in counties,"
"lmanhood suffrage" 1968-1970, 1993, 2001, (Amt.)
2003, (Indian) 2022, 2053, 2066, 2080, 2394; "regis-
tration of voters," 2282, 2289, 2305, 2312, 2316-
2319; "revision of voters' lists," 2330, 2331, 2334,
2337 (vol. iii); on M. to refer back to Cora,
3052; on Amt. (Mr. McIntyre) to M. for 3°,
3057 (vol. iv); on ruling of Chairman (remarks)
1799; (personal explanation) 1872 (vol. iii) ; (Ques.
of Order) 1510; appeal from Chair to Hiouse, 1510
(voL ii).

Franchise B. Pets., on genuineness of Signatures
(remarks) 2025, 2274, 2319 (vol. iii).

General Inspection Act, 1874, Amt. B. 135 (Mr. Costigan)
in Com. on Res., 1320 (vol. ii).

Imperial Federation, Cor. between High Commissioner
and Govt. (Ques.) 51 (vol. i).

Insolvency, attention of Govt. called to Rep. of Com.,
1095 (vol. ii).

--- Legislation (Ques.) 1038 (vol. ii).
Insolvent Banks, Insurance Co.'s, Loan Co.'s, &c. (B. 127,

1°) 1094 (vol. ii).
Insolvent Banks, Insurauce Co.'s, &c., Act Amt. (B. 66,

1°) 235 (vol. i).
I. C. R., Sale of Tickets on Chatham Branch (Ques.)

2238 (vol. iii).
Land Grants to Rys. B. 147 (Sir i-ector Langevin) in

Com. on Res., 2518, 2521, 2533 (vol. iii).
Northern and Pacific Junction Ry. and the C. P. Pt.

(Ques.) 57 (vol. i).
Petitions, on presentation of (remarks) 1893 (vol. iii).
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Edgar, Mr. 3. D.-Continued.
Privilege, Ques. of, article in Toronto News (Ques. of

Order) 1680 (vol. ii) ; paragraph in Ottawa Citizen
(personal explanation) 1955; Franchise B. Pets., gen.
uineness of Signatures, 2103 (vol. iii).

Qu'Appelle and Long Lake and Saskatchewan Ry. and
Stmbt. Co., Land grants to, in Com. on Res., 2521 (iii).

Rys. and Canals, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 3353 (iv).
Returns, enquiry for (remarks) 1039 (vol. ii).
St. Clair Ranche Co., rent paid, &c. (Ques.) 2240 (iii).
St. Croix Cotton Mills, payment of Duties (Ques.) 632 (i).
Short Line Ry. to the Mar. Provs. (Ques.) 2239 (vol. iii).
SUPPLY:

Civil Govt. (Railways and Canals, Dept. of) 913 (vol. ii).
Fisheries (Fish-breeding, &c.) 2953 (vol. iv).
Miscellaneous (Dep. Speaker's Salary) 3353 (vol. iv).

Steamboat Inspection Act Amt. B. 133 (Mr. McLelan)
in Com., 2399 (vol. iii).

Subsidies, further, to Rys. B. 158 (Sir lector Langevin)
in Com. on Res., 2995 (vol. iv).

Fairbank, Mr. J. H., East Lambton.
Administration of Justice in the N. W. T. B. 141 (Mr.

Caron) in Com. on Res., 2330; in Com. on B., 2965;
on Amt. (Mr. Mills) 2967 (vol. iv).

Brewers and Distillers, compensation to, on Amt. to
prop. Res., 253 (vol i).

Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) in
Com., 1057; on Amt. (Air. White, Cardwell) 1060
(vol. ii); on Sen. Amts., 2653, 2669 (vol. iv).

C.P.R., Res. respecting further Loan, in Com, 2734.
Rets. ordered by House since date of Contract,

on M. for Stmnt., 484 (vol. i).
Canned Goods B. 142 (Mr. Costigan) in Com., 2536,

2538 (vol. iii).
Factories B. 85 (Mr. Bergin) on Amt. (Mr. Jamieson)

to substitute Can. Temp. Act to M. for rsmng. adjd.
deb. for 2°, 948 (vol. ii).

Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) "qualifica-
tions in cities and towns," 1779, 1784 (vol. iii) ;
"actual value," 1605; "person (Indian) 1519, 1531;
"woman suffrage," 1415; on M. for 2Q, 1226 (vol. ii);
"qualifications, &c." "manhood suffrage " 1971-1973,
1993, 1997; "qualifications in counties," 2082 ; "who
shall not vote " (Indians) 2152; "revision of votera'
listas," 2338, 2342, 2348 (vol. iii); on consdn. of B.
(Amt.) neg. (Y. 38, N. 87) 3068 (vol. iv).

Infections and Contagious Diseases affecting Animals
B. 44 (Mr. Pope) in Com., 1070, 1081; on Amt. (Mr.
Armstrong) to Mé fot 3°, 1333 (vol. ii).

Land Grants to Rys. B. 147 (Sir Hector Langevin) in
Com. on Res., 2520 (vol. iii).

Life.boata and Stations, &o., in Con. of Sup., 2949 (iv).
Man. and North-Western Ry. Co., Land grants to, in

Com. on Res., 2520 (vol. iii).
Man. Claims Settlement B. 155 (Mr. Bowell) on M. for

Com. on Res., 2789 (vol. iv).
Post Office Savings Bank, Depositors in (Ma. for Rots.)

819, 823 (vol.ii),

Fairbank, Mr. J. H.-Continued.
Refund of Ry. Bonuses to Ont. municipalities, memo-

rials respecting, on M. for copy, 591 (vol. i).

SUPPLY:
Ocean and River Service (Life-boats and Stations, &c)2949 (iv).

Volunteors, Recognition of Services in the N. W. B. 160
(Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com. on Res., 3379 (iv).

Ways and Means-in Com.(woollen fabrics)'793 (vol. ii).

Farrow, Mr. T., East ffuron.
Adulteration of Food, Drugs, &a., B. 143 (Mr. Costigan)

in Com., 2468 (vol. iii).
Census in Man. and N. W. T., &c. (Ques.) 149 (vol. i).
Civil Service Acta Amt. B. 31 (Mr. Chapleau) in Com.,

1121 (vol. ii).
Civil Service Examiners, in Com. of Sup., 985 (vol. ii).
Divorce Court, creation of a (Ques.) 77 (vol. i).
Dynamite, Legislation respecting (Ques.) 57 (vol. i).
Fishery Commission, remuneration of Counsel, in Com.

of Sup., 3388 (vol. iv).
Fort Francis Canal, in Com. of Sup., 3385 (vol. iv).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.,

"tenant," 148 3 (vol. ii).
General Inspection Act,1874, Amt. B.135 (Mr. Costigan)

in Com , 2552 (vol. iii).
Govt. Basiness, on M. to take in Thursdays, 454 (vol. i).
Immigration, in Com. of Sup., 2844 (vol. iv).
Land Grants to Rys. in the N. W. B. 147 (Sir Hector

Langevin) in Com. on Res., 2513, 2521 (vol. iii).
Liquor License Act, 1883, B. 134 (Sir John A. Mac-

donald) in Com., 2895 (iv).
Man. and North-Western Railway Co., Land grants to,

in Com. on Res., 2521 (vol. iii).
Man. and South-Western Col. Ry. Co., Land grans to,

in Com. on Bos., 2513 (vol. iii).
Members Indemnity Act Amt. (B. 116, 1°*) 813 (vol. il).
farliamentary Companion, in Com. of Sup., 3387 (vol. iv).
Post Office, in Çom. of Sup., 3310 (vol. iv).
SUPPLY:

Canal& (Fort Francis, amount due Hugh Sutherland) 3385 (iv).
Civil Govt. (Civil Service Examiners) 985 (vol. ii).
Collection of Revenues (Post Office) 3310 (vol. iv).
Immigration, 2844 (vol. iv).
Miscellaneous (Fishery Commission, increased remuneration to

Counsel) 3388 ; (Parliamentary Companion) 3387 (vol. iv).
Ways and Means-in Com (woollen fabrics) 801 (vol.ii).

Ferguson, Mr. J., Welland.
Agricultural Fertilizers, Sale and Inspection of (B. 122)

prop. Res., 936 (vol. ii).
Great Western and Lake Ont. Shore June. Ry. Co.'s Acta

Amt (B. 38, 1*) 125 (vol. i).
International Ferries B. 17 (Mr. Patterson, Essex) on M.

for 21, 255 (vol. i).
Privilege, Ques. of, paragraph in Ottawa Free Press, re

Timber Regulations in B.C., 2240 (vol. iii).
SUPPLY:

Canals-Capital: Repairs, &c. (Murray) 3303 (vol. iv).
Immigration, 2833 (vol. iv).

Ways and Means-in Com. (woollen rags) 786; (woollen
fabrios) 794 (vol ii).
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Ferguson, Mr. C. F., North Leeds and Grenville.
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) in

Com., 957, 962, 1057, on Amt. (Mr. White, Cardwell)
1060 (vol. ii); on Sen. Amts., 2654 (vol. iv).

Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.,
"actual value," 1601 (vol. ii); (remarks) 2203 (iii).

Infectious and Contagious Diseases affecting Animals
B. 44 (1fr. Pope) in Com., 1065 (vol. ii).

Land Grants to Rys. in the N.W. B. 147 (Sir -ector
Langevin) in Com. on Res., 2489, 2491-2493 (vol. iii).

Weights and Measures Acts Amt. B. 118 (Mr. Costigan)
in Com., 1672 (vol. ii).

Fisher, Mr. S. A., Brome.
Adulteration of Food, Drugs, &c., B. 143 (Mr. Costigan)

in Com., 2467-2470 (vol. iii).
Agricultural Fertilizers, Sale and Inspection of, B. 122

(Mr. Ferguson, Welland) on prop. Res., 938 (vol. ii);
on M. for 20, 2477; in Com., 2478-2482 (vol. iii).

Arts, Agriculture and Statistics, in Com. of Sup., 1032,
1034, 1035 (vol. ii).

Brewers and Distillers, compensation to, on prop. Res.
(Amt.) 242; agreed to (Y. 105, N. 74) 253 (vol. i).

Can. Temp. Act, 1878, voting on the (M. for Stmnt.)
121 (vol. i).

Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) on M.
to place B. 2nd Order on Pub. Bills and Orders, 714
(vol. i); in Com., 955, 956, 959, 960, 962, 963 (vol.
ii); on Sen. Amts., 2646, 2649, 2653, 2661 (vol. iv).

Civil Service Acts Amt. B. 31 (Mr. Chapleau) on Amt.
(Mr. Davies) to M. for 3°, 1299 (vol. ii).

Colonial Exhibitions, in Com. of Sup., 1032, 1034 (ii).
Customs, in Com. of Sup., 3393 (vol. iv).
Factories B. 85 (Mr. Bergin) on Amt. to substitute Can.

Temp. Act to M. for rsmng. adjd. deb. for 20, 947(ii).
Fisheries Protection in the N.W., on M. for copies of

Cor., 703 (vol. i).
Fishery Commission, remuneration of Counsel, in Com.

of Sup., 3391 (vol. iv).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on M. for 2°,

1254-1258; "usufructuary," 1455; "tonant," 1479,
1482; " person" (Indian) 1504, 1538; " actual
value," 1595, 1599, 1602, 1604, (Amt.) 1595; "qualifi-
cations in cities and towns," 1647-1654 (vol. ii), 1804,
1994, 1996, 2080; "manhood suffrage," 1967; "who
shall not vote," 2098, (Indians) 2116-2119; "regis.
tration of voters," 2211, 2294 (vol. iii); consdn. of B.
(Amt.) 3070, neg. (Y. 38, N. 87) 3071 (vol. iv); on
Ms. that Com. rise, 1425, 1434 (vol. ii).

House of Gommons, Commissioners'Rep. re Staff (Ques.)
2750 (vol. iv).

Immigration, in Com. of Sup., 2831, 2833, 2837, 2839,
2841, 2842, 2850 (vol. iv).

Infections and Contagions Diseases affecting Animals B.
44 (Mr. Pope) in Com., 1067, 1071, 1081, 1090; on
M. for 3°, 1321 (vol. i.i) ; on Amt. (Mr. Sutherland,
Oxford) 1323; on Amt (Mr. Mulock) 1326 (vol. ii).

Fisher, Mr. S. A.-Continued.
Liquor License Act, 1883, B. 134 (Sir John A. Mac-

donald) on M. for 2°, 2401 (vol. iii).
Liquor License Act, in Com. of Sup., 3422 (vol. iv).
Reciprocily with the U. S., on Res. (Mr..Davies) in

Amt. to Com. of Sap., 1021 (vol. ii).
Short Lino Ry., Montreal to Atlantic, on Amt. (.Mr.

Langelier) to M. to conc. in Ros., 3284 (vol. iv).
Subsidies, further, to Rys. B. 158 (Sir Hector Langevin)

on Amt. (Mr. Langelier) to M. to conc. in Res., 3284
(vol. iv).

SUPPLY:
Arts, Agriculture and Statistics (Colonial Exhibitions) 1032,1034;

(compiling Agricultural and other Statistics in M&n. and
N. W. T.) 1035 (vol. ii).

Collection ofRevenues (Customs) 3393 (vol. iv).
Immigration, 2831, 2835, 2837, 2839, 2841, 2842, 2850 (vol. iv).
Liquor License Act (administration of) 3422 (vol. iv).
Miscellaneous (Fishery Commission, increased remuneration to

Counsel) 3391 (vol. iv).

Fleming, Mr. J., Peel.
Bonuses granted to Rys., Memorials, &c., respecting (M.

for copies*) 1443 (vol. ii).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on Amt. (Sir

Richard Cartwright) to M. for 2°, 1146-1119; in Com.,
" woman suffrage," 1110; " usufructuary," 1457;
"owner," 1473; "tenant" (Amt.) 1476, 1471,
1479; "person " (Indian) 1545; on M. that Com.
rise, 1531 (vol. ii); "qualifications in cities and
towns," 1994, (Amt) 1997; "in counties," 2062,
2080; "who shall not vote " (Indians) 2164; "regis.
tration of voters," 2197-2199, 2298; "revision of
voters' lists," 2341 (vol. iii).

Indian Lands unsold in Township of Toronto (M. for
List*) 147 (vol. i).

Infectious and Contagious Diseases affecting Animals
B. 44 (Mr. Pope) on Amt. (Mr. Mulock) to M. for
30, 1325 (vol. ii).

Law of Evidence in Criminal Cases Amt. B. 6 (Ar.
Caneron, Huron) on Amt. (Mr. Tupper) 6 m. h., to M.
for 2', 186 (vol. i)4

Port Credit Harbor, Repairs to (Ques.) 188 (vol. i).
Refund of Ry. Bonuses to Ont. municipalities, momori.

als respecting, on M. for copy, 571 (vol. i).

Forbes, Mr. J. F., Queen's, 1.S.
Allan Steamship Co. and claim of Govt. re Newfield and

Moravian (Ques.) 148 (vol. i).
Automatic Buoys,lLiverpool Harbor (Ques.) 479 (vol i);

1914 (iii).
Brooklyn, N.S., Breakwater, Wharfage Collections

(Ques.) 478 (vol. i).
Coffin's Island Lighthouse protection (Ques.) 1915 (iii).
Customs, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 902 (vol. ii).
Customs Detectives or Police in N. S. (Ques.) 889 (ii).
Fish-ladders in La Have River, N.S. (Ques.) 2239 (iii).
Flour and Cornmeal, increase of duty (Ques.) 148 (i).
Free Fishing to American Fishermen (Ques.) 3321 (iv).
Grant, Alpin, position under Govt. (Ques.) 429 (vol. i).
Hardware and Ry. Supplies, purchase of, by Dept. of

Bys. and Canals (M. for Rot.*) 1442 (vol. ii).
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INDEX.
?orbes, Nr. 3. P.-Continued.

Hardware and Supplies furnished Dept. Marine and
Fisheries at Halifax (M. for Ret.*) 533 (vol. i).

Liverpool Harbor, Automatic Buoys (Ques.) 479 (vol. i);
1914 (vol. iii).

Marine Stores, purchase in Halifax (Qaes.) 191t (iii.)
Milliard, Mr., Fines imposed, collection (Ques.) 1211 (ii).
Railway Supplies, purchase in Halifax (Ques.) 1915 (iii)'
Rogers' Fish-ladders, purchase or use (Ques.) 3073 (iv).
Rogers, W. I., Fishery Inspector for N. S., breach of

Sawdust Law (M. for Ret.*) 147 (vol. i).
Sawdust in La Have River, N. S. (Ques.) 22Z9 (vol. iii).
Shingle Shavings in the Mersey River (Ques.) 1039 (ii).
Somerville Breakwater, repair of (Ques.) 57 (vol. i).
SUPPLY:

Civil Govt. (Oustoms, Dépt. of) 902 (vol ii).
White Point Breakwater, repair of (Ques.) 52 (i).

Fortin, Mr. P., Gaspé.
Fishery Bounties, number and amounti

&c. (M. for Stmnt.) 56 (vol. i).
of Claims paid,

FOster, Mr. G. E., King's, N B.
Brewers and Distillers, compensation to, on Amt. to

prop. Res., 243-247 (vol. i).
C. P. R. Resolutions respecting fnrther Loan, on Amt.

(Mr. Cameron, Huron) 2702-2708 (vol. iv).
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Pets. rospecting (M. for Ret.*)

533 (vol. i).
Can. Tem. Act, Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) in Com., 957,

960-963, 1046; on Amt, (Mr. Townshend) 1051; on
Amt. (Mr. Hickey) to M. for 30, 1053; in Com., 1058
(vol. ii); on Sen. Amts., 2646, 2650, 2660, 2670 (iv).

Cavalry and Infantry Schools, in Com. of Sup., 2915
(vol. iv.)

Carleton Branch Ry., in Com. of Sup., 3115 (vol. iv).
Civil Service Acts Amt., B. 31 (Mr. Chapleau) on M. to

conc. in Res., 891; in Com. on B., 1112,1114 (vol. ii).
Civil Service Examiners, in Com. of Sup., 978 (vol. ii).
Deptl. Contingencies, in Com. of Sup., 919 (vol. ii).
Factories B. 85 (Mr. Bergin) on Amt. to substitute Can.

Temp. Act, to M. for rsmng. adjd. deb. for 2°, 944 (ii).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on Amt. (Sir

Richard Cartwright) to M. for 2°, 1156-1158; in Com.,
"Cperson " (Indian) 1558 (vol. ii) ; "qualifications in
cities and towns," 1819, 1822-2001 ; "lin coun-
ties," 2055, 2057; "who shall not vote," 2089,
2098 (vol. iii); Ques. of Order, 1619 (vol. ii), 1825
(vol. iii) ; (remarks) 1715 (vol. ii), 2164 (vol. iii).

Liquor License Act, 1883, Boards of Commissioners
under (Ques.) 77 (vol. i).

Liquor License Act, Amt. (B. 58, 1°) 170; 2° m., 6201
(vol. i).

Liquor License Act, B. 134 (Sir John A. Macdonald)
in Com. 2896 (vol- iv).

SUPPLY:
Civil Goet. (Civil Service Examinera) 978; (Inland Revenue,

contingencies) 919 (vol. ii).
Liquor Licene Act, conc., 3398 (vol. iv).
Militia (Oavalry and Infantry Sehool Corps) 2915 (vol. iv).
Rahsays-Capital: Carleton Branch Ry. (purchase of) 3415(iv).

Foster, Mr. G. E.-Continued.
Supreme Court Apellate Jurisdiction B. 3 (»r. Landry,

Montmagny) on Amt. (Mr. Ouimet) to M. for 20,
165 (vol. i).

Supreme Court of N. B., causes entered for Argument
(M. for number, &c.) 294 (vol. i).

Volunteers in the N. W. and Intoxicating Liquors
(Ques.) 1131 (vol. ii).

Prohibitory Liquor Law of the N. W. T., relaxation of
provisions (M. for Cor.) 101 (vol. i).

Return Tickets on Govt. Rys., on M. for Ret., 706 (i).
Scott Act Pets. (f. to erase name) 2320 (vol. iii).
Subsidies, further, to Rys. B. 158 (Sir Hector Langevin)

on Amt. (Mr. Langelier) to M. to conc. in Res., 3274-
3276, (vol. iv).

Ways and Means-The Tariff: on N. (Sir Leonard
Tilley) for Com., 535-545 (vol. i); in Com. (woollen
fabrics) 800 (vol. ii).

Gault, Mr. M. H., West Montreal.
C. P. R. Employés Relief Ass. incorp. (B. 75, 1°*)

313 (vol. i).
Canned Goods, Law respecting (Ques.) 57 (vol. i).
Civil Service Acts Amt. B. 31 (Mr. Chapleau) in Com.,

1120-1124 (vol. ii).
Customs, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 901 (vol. ii).
Disturbance in the N. W., Arms, description of (Ques.)

814; Troops ready to start (remarks) 839 (vol. ii).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.

"person" (Chinese) 1582; "qualifications in cities
and towns," 1638 (vol. ii).

Government yards in Montreal (Ques.) 57 (vol. i).
Infectious and Contagious Diseases affecting Aninals

B. 44 (Mr. Pope) in Com., 1071 (vol. ii).
Postmaster Geni, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 904 (vol. ii).
Privilege, Ques. of, personal paragraph in Globe news.

paper (remarks) 49 (vol. i).
SUPPLY:

Civil Goi. (Oustoms, Dept. of) 901 ; (Postmaster Gent., Dept.
of) 904 (vol. ii).

.iscedlaneous (Disturbance inthe N.W., vote of $700,000) 1305
(vol. ii).

Vote of 6700,000 for N.W. Troubles, in Com. of Sup.,
1305 (vol. ii).

Ways and Means-in Com. (umbrella and parasol ribs,
&c.) 858 (vol. ii).

Weights and Measures Inspection Acta Amt. B. 118
(Mr. Costigan) on prop. Res., 835 ; in Com. on B.,
1673 (vol. ii).

Gigault, Mr. G. A., Rouville.
Bills of Exchange and Promissory Notes Act Amt. (B.

46, 1°) 147 (vol. j).
Bureau of Agriculture, Establishment (Ques.) 76 (i).
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. (B. 112, 1°) 743 (vol. i).
Can. Temp. Act Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) on M. for 30

(Amt.) 1062 (vol. ii).
Criminal Laws of Canada, 1869-1871, publication in

French (Ques.) 246 (vol. i).
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INDEX.
Gigault, Mr. G. A.-Continued.

Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on M. for 20,
1245-1248 (vol. ii) ; I"qualifications in cities and
towns," 1789 (vol, iii).

Subsidies, further, to Rys. B. 158 (Sir Hector Langevin)
in Com., 3400 (vol. iv).

Gillmor, Mr A. H., Charlotte.
Arts, Agricul. and Statistics, in Com. of Sup., 1033 (ii).
Bridges, Booms, &c., in Nav. Waters B. 101 (Sir Hector

Langevin) on M. for 2°, 893 (vol. ii).
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) in

Com., 1058 (vol. ii).
Carleton Branch Ry., in Com. of Sap., 3416 (vol. iv.)
Colonial Exhibitions, in Com. of Sap., 1033 (vol ii).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on M. for 2°,

1226-1269 ; "person " (Indians) 1534, (Chinese)
1585; "qualifications in cities and towns," 1707-
1709 (vol. ii), 1807, 1984, 1990, 1997; "l in counties,"
2054, 2060, 2072, 2074I; "who shall not vote"
(Indians) 2114-2116 ; " registration of voters,"
2258 (vol. iii), on Amt. (Mr. Wcldon) 3059; on consdn.
of B. (Amt.) neg. (Y. 38 N. 87) 3069 (vol. iv); on
M. that Coin. rise, 1437 (vol. ii).

General Inspection Act, 1874, Amt. B. 135 (Mr. Costi-
gan) in Com. on Ros., 1317 (vol. ii).

. C. R. Free Passes during 1834 (M. for ]Ret.) 234 (i).
Immigration, in Com. of Sup., 2840, 2843 (vol. iv).
Lighthouse and Coast Service, in Com. of Sup., 2951,

2952 (vol. iv).
Ocean Mail Service, renewal of Contract, B. 151 (Mr.

Carling) on M. to cone. in Res., 2757 (vol. iv).
Rand's Micmac Dictionary, in Com. of Sup., 8421 (iv).
St. Stephen's, N.B., public buildings, construction of,

(Ques.) 1148 (vol. i).
Settlers in the Maritime Provs. (Ques.) 148 (vol. i).
Subsidies,further, to Rys. B. 158 (Sirllector Langevin) in

Com. on IRes., 2978; on Amt. (Mr. Langelier) to M.
to conc. in Res., 3281 (vol. iv).

SUPPLY:
Arts, Agriculture and Statistics (Colonial Exhibitions) 1033 (ii).
Immigration, 2840, 2843 (vol. iv).
Lighthouse and Coast Service (Lighthouses and Fog Alarme,

construction) 2952; ( daintenance and Repairs. &c.) 2951 (iv).
Miscellaneous (Rand's Micmac Indian Dictionary) 3121 (vol. iv).
Public Works-Conald. Fund: Telegrapha, 3420 (vol. iv).
Railways-Capital: Carleton Branch Ry. (purchase of) 3416 (iv).

Telegraphs, in Com. of Sup., 3420 (vol. iv).
Ways and Means-The Tarifr: on M. (Sir Leonard

Tilley) for Com., 648-656 (vol. i).
Weirs in the County of Charlotte, N.B., Licenses, &c.

(M. for Ret.*) 1444 (vol. ii).

Girouard, Mr. D., Jacques Cartier.
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) on

Sen. Anmts., 2668 (vol. iv).
Consld. Insurance Act, 1877, Amt. B. 20 (Sir Leonard

Tilley) in Com., 2432-2436 (vol. iii).
Disturbance in the N. W., on Res. (Mr. Blake) want of

confidence, 3128-3154 (vol. iv),

Girouard, Mr. D.-Continued.
Dom. License Act, working of, on M. for Cor., 309 (i).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.,

"usufructuary," 1446; "tenant," 1480 (vol. ii).
Histoires Genealogique des Familles Françaises, 3456

(vol. iv).
La Banque du Peuple (B. 53, 1°*) 170 (vol. i).
Legislation, in Com. of Sup., 3449 (vol. iv).
Privilege, Ques. of, on paragraph in Ottawa Free Press

(remarks) 171 (vol. i); paragraph in Globe (personal
explanation) 3393 (vol. iv) ; paragraph in Montreal
Times (personal explanation) 3161 (vol. iv).

Representation in Parlt. of the N.W.T., on Res. (Mr.
Cameron) in Amt. to Com. of Sap., 3407 (vol. iv).

Subsidies, further, to Rys. B. 158 (Sir Hector Langevin)
on Amt. (Mr. Langelier) to M. to conc. in Res., 3267
(vol. iv).

SUPPLY:
Legislation: H. of C. (increased expenseo under Internal Econ.

Commissioners' Rep.) 3449 (vol. iv).
liscellaneous (Histories Genealogique des Familles Françaises)

3456 (vol. iv).
Supreme Court Apellate Jurisdiction B. 3 (Mr. Landry,

Montmagny) on M. for 2>, 157 (vol. i).
Ways and Means-on Res. (Mr. Blake) re Distarbance

in N.W., 3128-3154 (vol. iv).

Glen, Mr. P. F., South Ontario.
Ways and Means-in Com. (duck) 809 ; (hoop iron)

807 ; (steel) 80B (vol. ii).

Gordon, Mr. D. W., Vancouver Island.
Alaska and B. C. Boundary lino (M. for copies of Cor.,

&c.) 705 (vol. i).
Chinese Immigration Restriction B. 156 (Mr. Chapleau)

on M. for Com. on Res., 3022 (vol. iv).
Indian Affairs in B. C., Cor. between Govt. of Can.

and B. C., on M. for copies, 870 (vol. ii).
Indian Troubles at Metlakatla, on M. for copies of Cor.,

304 (vol. i).
Privilege, Ques. of, paragraph in Ottawa Free Press, re

Timber Regulations in B.C., 2239 (vol. iii).
Railway Belt on Vancouver Island (Ques.) 290 (vol. i).

Guay, Mr., Levis.
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.,

"qualifications in cities and towns," 16.3 (vol. ii).
St. Romuald d'Etchemin, Station at (Ques.) 1567 (ii).

Gunn, ]Mr. A., Kingston.
License Inspectors, pay of, under Act of 1883 (Ques.)

1568 (vol. ii).
Ways and Means-in Com. (glucose syrup) 850-852

(vol. ii) ; (sugar) 3218 (vol. iv).

Hackett, Mr. E., Prince, P.B.I.
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.,

(Ques. of Order) 1431; "qualifications in cities and
towns," 1654-1657 (vol. ii); " who shall not
vote," 2095 (vol. iii); on Amt. (Mr. Jenkins) to M.
for 30, 3054-3056 (vol. iv).
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INDEX.
Hackett, Mr. E.-Continued.

P. E. I. Ry., Cape Traverse Branch, payment of Labor-
ors (M. for copies of Pets., &c.) 142 (vol. i).

Reciprocity with the «U.S., on Res. (Mr. Davies) in
Amt. to Com. of Sup., 1001 (vol. ii).

Ways and Means-The Tarif : on M. (Sir Leonard
Tilley) for Com., 687-692 (vol. i).

Winter Croasing from P.E.I., on M. for copies of Cor.,
63 (vol. i).

Haggart, Mr. J. G., South Lanark.
Dom. Drainage Co.'s (B. 28, 1°*) 88; 20 M., 1007 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Legislation: H. of 0. (Debates, publishing) cono., 3372 (iv).

Hall, Mr. R. N., Sherbrooke.
Consolid. Insurance Act, 1877, Amt. B. 20 (Sir Leonard

Tdley) in Com., 2434, 2438 (vol. iii).
Criminal Law Amt., openings, &c., out in the Ice B. 22

(Mr. Robertson, Ilamilton) in Çom. (Amts.) 150 (i).
Fort Macleod Ranch and Tel. Co.'s B. 80 (M. to conc. in

Sen. Amts.) 2357 (vol. iii).
Geological Survey of the Dom., Management of (Ques.)

114 (vol. i).
Post Office Savings Bank, Depositors in, on M. for Ret.,

822 (vol. ii).
Richelieu and Ont. Nav. Co.'s B. 61 (Mr. Desjardins)

in Com., 1348 (vol. iii).
Subsidies, further, to Rys. B. 158 (Sir Hector Langevin)

in Com. on Res., 2979-2982, 2987; on Amt. (Mr.
Langelier) to M. to conc. in Res., 3274 (vol. iv).

SUPPLY:
ArIs, Agriculture and Statistics (Dominion Exhibition) 1026 (ii).

Hay, Mr. R., Centre Toronto.
Patent Act., 1872, Amt. (B. 89, 1*) 362 (vol. i).

Hesson, Mr. S. R., North Perth.
Banking Facilities to Agriculturists B. 36. (Mr. Orton)

on Res. 117 (vol. i).
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) in

Com., 1047 (vol. ii).
C. P. R. Res. respecting further Loan (remarks on

adjmt. of deb.) 2643; in Com., 2742, 2750 (vol. iv).
Rets ordered by House since date of Contract

(M. for Stmnt.) 481, 483 (vol. i).
Trestles and Bridges, number of, on M. for

Stmnt., 111 (vol. i).
Civil Service Acts Amt. B. 31 (Mr. Chapleau) in Com.,

1130 ; (remarks) 1209, (vol. ii).
Civil Service Examiners, in Com. of Sup., 977, 982 (ii).
Debates, Official Rep. of, on M. to conc. in First Rep.

(remarks) 35 (vol. i).
Dep. Speaker's Salary, in Com. of Sup., 3355,3358 (iv).
Fisheries' Act, extension of, to the N.W. (Ques.) 51 (i).
Fisheries protection in the N.W.(M. for copies of Cor.)

700 (vol. i).

Hesson, Mr. S. R.-Continued.
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.,

"farmers' sons," 1595; "actual value," 1599, 1605
(vol. ii), (explanation) 1752; "qualifications in
cities and towns," 1987; "in counties," 2059, 2081,
2082, 2084, 2085 ; "who shall not vote," (Indians)
2133; "registration of voters," 2246, 2283, 2295,
2305, (explanation) 2185, (correction) 2214 ; on Ms.
that Com. rise, 1423, 1497 (vol. ii); 2208 (vol. iii);
(Ques. of Ordor) 1494 (vol. ii).

Franchise B. Pets., on genuineness of Signatures
(remarks) 2028 (vol. iii).

General Inspection Act, 1874, Amt. B. 135 (Mr. Costi-
gan) in Com., 2552 (vol. iii).

Gold Heserve, Govt., withdrawalp, on M. for copies of
Cor., 353 (vol. i).

Immigration, in Com. of Sup., 2835, 2836, 2853 (vol. iv).
Infections and Contagious Diseases affecting Animals

B. 44 (1r. Pope) in Com., 1072 (vol. ii).
Inland Revenue, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 918 (vol. ii).
Inspection and Supervision of Banks, on Res. (À1r.

Casgrain) 83 (vol. i).
Lands in Ry. Belt. in B. C. and Homestead Act (Ques.)

289 (vol. i).
Letter Postage reduction (Ques.) 33; on M. for copies

of Cor., &c., 291 (vol. i).
Liquor License Act, administration.of, in Com. of Sup.,

3422 (vol. iv).
N. W. Central Ry., Land grant to, on M. for Com. of

Sup., 3382 (vol. iv).
Post Office, in Com. of Sap., 3309 (vol. iv).
Printing and printing paper, in Com. of Sup., 2809 (iv).
Richelieu and Ont. Nav. Co.'s B. 61 (11r. Desjardin) in

Com., 1351 (vol. ii).
SUPPLY:

Civil Govt. (Civil Service Examiners) 977, 982 ; (Inland Revenue,
Dept. of, contingencies) 918 (vol. ii).

Collection of/Revenues (Post Office) 3309 (vol. iv).
Immigration, 2835, 2836, 2853 (vol. iv).
Legislation: Miscellaneous (printing and printing paper, &c.)

2809 (vol. iv).
Liquor License Act (Administration ot) 3422 (vol. iv).
Miscellaneous (Deputy Speaker's Salary) 3355, 3358 (vol. iv).

Towels, in Com. on Ways and Means, 858 (vol. ii).
Ways and .Means-The Tariff : on M. (Sir Leonard

Tilley) for Com., 747-756 (vol. i); in Coin. (towels)
858 (vol. ii).

Weights and Measures Acts Amt. B. 118 (Mr. Costigan)
on prop RBes., 835; in Com., 1673 (vol. ii).

Hickey, Mr. C. E., Dundas.
Administration of Justice in the N. W. T. B. 141 (Mr.

Caron) M. to adja. deb. on Amt. (Mr. Mills) to M.
for 3Q, 3431 (vol. iv).

Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) in
Com. (Amts.) 955,956,959, 963, 1055; on M. for 30
(Amt.) 1051 (vol. ii) ; on Son. Amts., 2645, 2650,
2653 (vol. iv).
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INDEX.
Hickey, Mr. C. E.-Continued.

Consolid. Insurance Act, 1877, B. 20 (Sir Leonard
Tdley)$'n Com., 2437 (vol. iii).

Debates, Official Rep. of, on Amt. (Mr Tassé) to M. to
conc. ini Third Rep. of Com. (Amt.) 3369; neg. (Y. 53,
N. 91) 3370 (vol. iv).

Franchise B. 103 (Sir John' A. Macdonald) in Com.,
"actual value," 1600 (voL ii) ; "qualifications in
cities and towns," 1887-1890, 1989 ; "revision of
voters' lists," 2330 ; "registration of voters " (Amt.)
2279 (vol. iii); (Ques. of Order) 1461 (vol. ii).

Mortuary Statistics, in Com. of Sup., 1029 (vol. ii).
SUPPLY:

Arts, Agriculture and Statitics (Mortuary Statisties) 1029 (ii).
Immigration, 2852 (vol. iv).
Pensions (Veterans of War of 1812) 993 ; conc., 1812 (vol. ii)

2766 (vol. iv).

Volunteers of 1837-38 (Res. recognising services) 37
(vol. i).

Weights and Measures Acts Amt. B. 118 (Mr. Costigan)
in Com., 1676 (vol. ii).

Hilliard, Mr. G., West Peterborough.
Fisheries protection in the N.W., on M. for copies of

Cor., 702 (vol. i).
Ottawa River Ship Canal, on prop. Res. (Mr. White,

Renfrew) 1224 (vol. ii).

Holton. Mr. E., Chateauguay.
A. B. and C. Batteries, in Com. of Sup., 2914 (vol. iv).
Cherrier, Geo. E., Indian Agent at Caughnawaga, dis-

missal of (M. for Ret.*) 1443 (vol. ii).
County Court Judges' Salaries (Ques.) 3073 (vol. iv).
Exchange Bank of Canada, Govt. Claim against

(Ques.) 89; on prop. Res. (Sir Richard Cartwright)
368 (vol. i).

Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.
(M. that Com. rise) 1430 (vol. ii); on M. for consdn.
of B. (Amt.) neg. (Y. 38, N. 87) 3070 (vol. iv).

Geological Survey, in Com. of Sup., 3346 (vol. iv).
Heney, John, Govt. property occupied by (Ques.)

3426 (vol. iv).
SUPPLY:

Civil Government (Iaterior, Dept. of) 3408 (vol. iv).
Geological Survey, 3346 (vol. iv).
Militia (A. B. and C. Batteries, &c.) 2914 (vol. iv).
Public Works-Consolid. Fund: Quebec, 3385 (vol. iv).

Homer, Mr. J. A. R , New Westminster.
Alaska and B.C. boundary line, on M. for copies of

Cor., &c., 705 (vol. i).
C.P. R., Port Moody and Savona's Ferry, extension of

time (Ques.) 146 (vol. i).
Chinase Immigration Restriction B. 156 (Mr. Chapleau)

on M. for Com. on IRes., 3022 (vol. iv).
- - Interpreter, in Com. on Bes. (Mr. Chapleau)

3024 (vol. iv).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.,

"person'" (Chinese) 1582 (vol. ii).

Innes, Mr. J., South Wellington.
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.,

"qualifications in cities and towns," 1736-179 (ii);
"registration of voters" (Amt.) 2279 (vol. iii); on
M. for consdn. of B. (Amt.) neg. (Y. 38, N. 87)
3065 (vol. iv).

Mails between Shiloh and Fergus (Ques.) 1211 (vol. ii).
Post Office, in Com. of Sup., 3309 (vol. iv).
Subsidies, further, to Rys. B. 158 (Sir Eector Langevin)

in Com. on Res., 2982 (vol. iv).
SUPPLY:

Collection of/Revenues (Post Office) 3309 (vol iv).

Irvine, Mr. D., Carleton, -YB.
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) ir.

Com., 957, 960, 1055 (ii) ; on Son. Amts., 2674 (iv).
Duties on Hay, Cor. between Canada and U. S. (M. for

copies) 443 (vol. i).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.,

"iperson " (Indian) 1544 (vol. ii) ; "qualifications in
cities and towns," 1814-1817; "who shall not vote,"
2097 (vol. iii); on M. that Com. rise, 1425 (vol. ii).

Obstructions in Rivers, Cor. between Canada and U. S.
(M. for copies) 443 ; wthdn, 415 (vol. i).

SUPPLY :
Civil Govt. (Postmaster Genl., Dept. of) 904 (vol. ii).

Ways and 11eans-in Com. (woollen rags) 784, 786,
792 ; (woollen fabrice) 800 (vol. ii).

Weights and Measures Acts Amt. B. 118 (Mr. Costigan)
in Com., 1672 (vol. ii).

Woodstock, N.B., Public Buildings, Inspector of (Ques.)
606 (vol. i).

Ives, Mr. W. B., Richmond and Wolfe.
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amnt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson)

on 1°, 449 ; on Ques. to fix day for 2°, 713 (vol. i);
on M. for 2° (Amt.) 951 ; neg. (Y. 17, N. 109) 954; in
Com., 956; on Amt. (Mr. Burpee) 1048; on Amt.
(Mr. Hickey) to M. for 3°, 1053; on Amt. (Mr. White,
Cardwell) 1060 (vol. ii).

C. P. R. Resolutions respecting further Loan (speech)
2622-2630 (vol. iv).

Carriers by Land B. 5 (-&r. Coughlin) on M. tor 20,
284 (vol. i).

Civil Service Acts Amt. B. 31 (Mr. Chapleau) in Com.
on Res., 280 (vol. i).

Civil Service Examaners, in Com. of Sap., 973 (vol. i).
Consolid. Insurance Act, 1877, Amt. B. 20 (Sir

Leonard Tilley) in Com., 2432-2435, (Amat.) 2438; on
Order for 3°, 2532 (vol. iii) ; in Com., 2768; (Amt.)
2768 (vol. iv.)

Criminal Law Amt., openings, &c., out in the Ice B. 22
(Mr. Robertson, Hamilton) in Coma., 150 (vol.i).

Customs, in Com. of Sup., 3233, 3234 (vol. iv).
Deputy Speaker and Chairman of Committees B. 26

(Sir John A. Macdonald) on Res., 72 (vol. i).
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INDEX.

Ives, Mr. W. B.-Continued.
Disturbance in the N. W., Engagement at Duck Lake,

despatch of Troops (Ques.) 790; (remarks) 815; (per.
sonal explanation) par. in Toronto Globe, 1063 (ii).

Dom. Drainage Co.'s B. 28 (Mr. Iaggart) on M. for 20,
1008; on M. for Com., 1386 (vol. ii).

Exchange Bank, Govt. Advances to, on prop. Res.
(Sir Richard Cartwright) 372 (vol. i).

Factories B. 85 (Mr. Bergin) on Amt. to substitute Can.
Temp. Act, to M. for rsmng adjd. deb. for 2°, 940 (ii).

Fort Macleod Ranch and Telegraph Co.'s (B. 80, 1°*)
349 (vol. 1).

Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. M acdonald) in Com.,
"qualifications in cities and towns," 1986-1988;
(Ques. of Order) 1794,2242 (vol. iii).

Inspection and Supervision of Banks, on Res. (Mr. Cas-.
grain) 83 (vol. i).

Library of Parlt. B. 139 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in
Com., 2760 (vol. iv).

Liquor License Act, 1883, Amt. B. 131 (Sir John A.
Macdonald) on Amt. (Mr. Mulock) to M. for 30, 2960
(vol. iv).

North Saskatchewan River Improvements, on M. for
Reps., &c., 697 (vol. i).

SUPPLY:
Civil Govi. (Civil Service Examiners) 973 (vol. ii).
Collection o] Revenues (Oustoms) 3233, 3231 (vol. iv).
Immigration, 2833 (vol. iv).

Ways and Means-in Com. (woollen rags) 788 (vol ii).

Jackson, Mr. J., South Norfolk.

Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) on
Amt. (Mr. White, Cardweli) to M. for 30, 1061 (ii).

Divorce Cases, Evidence in (remarks) 428 (vol. i).
Dredges, Tugs and Scows, building (M. for Ret.) 53 (i).
Dummy Lighthouse Fog-horn (M. for copies of Cor.)

293 (vol. i).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on M. for

Com., 1342; "person" (Indian) 1538; "qualifications
in cities and towns " 171:-1715 (vol. ii).

General Inspection Act, 1874, Amt. B. 135 (Mr. Costi-
gan) in Com. on Res., 1312 (vol. ii).

Life-saving Service at Port Rowan (M. for copies of
Cor.) 142 (vol. i).

Long Point Fishing Grounds (Ques.) 289 (vol. i).
Mail Bags, furnishing of (Ques.) 964 (vol. ii).
Port Rowan as a Harbor of Refuge, construction of (M.

for Ret.) 297 (vol. i).
Ports Stanley and Burwell harbors of refuge, on M. for

Ret. 62 (vol. i).
Ways.and Means-The Tariff : on M.(Sir Leonard Tilley)

for Com., 662-666 (vol. i).
Weights add Measures Inspection Act Amt. B. 118,

on prop. Res. (Mr Costigan) 837: in Com., 1672 (ii),

Jamieson, Mr. J., -North Lanark.
Brewers and Distillers, compensation to, on Amt. (Mr.

, isher) to prop. Res., 252 (vol. i).

Jamieson, Mr. J.-Continued.
Van. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. (B. 92, 11) 448;

(Ques. to fix day for 2°) 713; M. to make B. 2nd
Order of Public Bills and Orders, 714 (vol. i);
2° m., 949; 20 agreed to (Y. 108, N. 15) 954; in
Corn., 955-964; consent of Govt. asked for 30, 1040 ;
3° m., 1045; in Com., 1017 ; on Amt. (.Mr iickey)
1053; on Amt. (Mr. White, Cardwell) 1060; on Amt.
(Mr. Gigault) 1062 (vol. ii) ; Ques. to fix day for
consdn. of Sen. Amts., 2529 (vol. iii) ; M. to disagree
with Son. Amts., 2644; neg. (Y. 75, N. 84) 2647;
(Amt.) 2648 ; neg. (Y. 54, N. 108) 2651 ; (Amt.)
neg. (Y. 75, N.90) 2552; (Amts.) 2653,2655,2657 (iv).

Factory B. 85 (2fr. Bergin) on M. to resume
adjd. deb. for 2Q (Amt.) to substitute Can. Temp.
Act, 940 ; agreed to (Y. 86, N. 62) 948 (vol. ii).

Prohibition of Spirituous Liquors, on prop. Res. (Mr.
Beaty) M. to pass to Pub. Bills and Orders, 1045 (ii)

Jenkins, Mr. J. T., Queen's, P.E.I.
Agricultural Fertilizers B. 122 (Mr. Costigan) in Com.,

2482 (vol. iii).
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) in

Com., 1056 (vol. ii); on Sen. Amts., 2655 (vol. iv).
Civil Service Acts Amt. B. 31 (Mr. Chapleau) in Com.,

1127 (vol. ii).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on M. for

Com., 1344 (vol. ii); in Com. "manhood suffrage,"
1981 (vol. iii); on M. for 30 (Amt.) 3053; agreed
to (Y. 114, N. 17) 3062 (vol, iv).

Infectious and ,Contagious Diseases affecting Animais
B. 44 (Mr. Pope) in Com., 1080 (vol. ii).

Reciprocity with the U.S., on Res. (Mr. Davies) in
Amt. to Com. of Sup., 1019 (vol. ii).

Lansdowne, Steamer, and communication with P.E.I.
(Ques.) 927 (vol. ii).

Weights and Measures Acts Amt. B. 118 (Mr. Costigan)
in Com,, 1674 (vol. ii).

Winter Crossing from P.E.I., on M. for Cor., 65 (i).

Kaulbach, Mr. C. E., Lunenburg.
Fisheries protection in the N.W., on M. for copies of

Cor., 701 (vol. i).
Privilege, Ques. of, paragraph in Ottawa Free Press, re

N. S. Volunteers, 1094 (vol. ii); (explanation)
vote on Son. Amts.to Can. Temp. Act, 3073 (vol. iv).

Rogers' Patent Fish.ladder, Cor. and Reps., on M. for
copies, 871 (vol. ii).

Wharves and Docks in navigable Waters B. 18 (Mr.
Tupper) on M. for 2', 216 (vol. i).

Kilvert, Mr. F. E., Hamilton.
Hamilton, Guelph and Buffalo Ry. Co.'s incorp. (B. 77,

10*) 313 (vol. .).

Hamilton Provident and Loan Society (B. 114) in
Com., 1352 (vol. ii).

Hatzfeld Divorce (B. 107, 1° on a div.) 672, 694; 2°
agreed to (Y. 87, N. 40) 694 (vol. j).

Share and Loan Capital of the Hamilton Provident and
Loan Society (B. 114, 10*) 783 (vol. ii).
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King, Mr. G. G., Queen's, N.B.
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on M. for

2°,1261-1263; in Com. " person " (Indian) 1524 (vol.
ii); "qualifications in cities and towns," 1806; "who
shall not vote" (Indian) 2164; "registration of
votera," 2266, 2285, (Amt.) 2285 (vol. iii).

SUPPLY:
Immigration, 2833 (vol. iv).

Ways- and Means-The Tariff: on M. (Sir Leonard
Tilley) for Com., 561-566 (vol. i).

Kinney, Mr. J. R., Yarmouth.
General Inspection Act, 1874, Amt. B. 135 (Mr. Costi-

gan) in Com. on Res., 1313 (vol. ii).
Windsor Branch Ry., O.C., Agreements, &c., respect.

ing (M. for copies*) 533 (vol. i).

Kirk, Mr. J. A., Guysborough.
Bounty to Fishermen, payment of, in Guysborough,

N.S. (Ques.) 2751 (vol. iv).
Buildings in N.S,, in Com. of Sup., 2917 (vol. iv).
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, certificates, Liquor sold under,

in N.S. (M for Ret.*) 147 (vol. i).
Coal, purchase of, for Public Buildings, quantity and

value (M. for Stmnt.*) 313 (vol. i).
Dredging, in Com. of Sup., 2921 (vol. iv).
Fish-breeding, in Com. of Sup., 2954 (vol, iv).
Fishery Baunty, distribuLion, in Com. of Sup., 2956 (iv).
Fishery Protection Steamers, in Com. of Sup., 2956 (iv).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on M. for 2°,

1259-126L (vol. ii) ; "qualifications in cities and
towns," 1834; "in counties," 2067, 2072, 2078;
"who shall not vote " (Indians) 2166 (vol. iii).

General Inspection Act, 1874, Amt. B. 135 (Mr. Costi-
gan) in Com. on Res., 1308, 1312 (vol. ii).

Harbors and Rivera, N.S., in Com. of Sup., 3419 (iv).
Harbors in Guysboro' Co., re-survey of (Ques) 51 (i).
Indians and Hlalf-breeds, Education of, in Man. and the

N.W.T. (M. for Ret.*) 1443 (vol. ii).
Indian Schools in the N.W. and Man. (Ques.) 568 (i).
Laurie, Maj. Gen., mission of, to the N.W. (Ques.)

2997 (vol. iv).
Lighthouse and Coast Service, in Com. of Sup., 2950,

2952 (vol. iv).
Liquor License Act, in Com. of Sup., 3422 (vol. iv).
Military Cal. Graduates in the Militia (Ques.) 1040 (ii).
New Harbor and Indian Harbor, N. S., Breakwaters

Engineers' Reps. (M. for copies, &c*) 147 (vol. i).
N. S. Claims for a Subsidy (Ques.) 189 (vol. i).
Port Mulgrave and East Bay, Steamahip subvention

in Com. of Sup., 2942 (vol. iv).
Port Mulgrave and Gnysborough, Canso and Arichat,

communication between (Ques.) 114 (vol. i).
Port Mulgrave, N.S., as a sub-port (M. for Papers, &c.)

445; (reply) 448 (vol. i).
.Beturns, enquiries for, 490, 504, 534 (vol. i).

Kirk, Mr. J. A.-Continued.
Reciprocity with the U.S., on Res. (Mr. Davies) in

Amt. to Com. of Sup., 1011 (vol. ii).
St. Francis Lake, road dyke, in Com. of Sup., 3418 (iv).
Rimouski, steamer, subsidy to (Ques.) 114 (vol. i).
Subsidy to N.S., increase of (Ques.) 567.
Subsidies, further, to Rys. B. 158 (Sir Bector Langevin).

on Amt. (Mr. Langelier) to M. to cono. in Res.
(Amt.) 3293 ; on M. to cono. in Amts. (Amt.) 3400
neg. (Y. 40, N. 83) 3403 (volé iv).

SUPPLY:

Canals-Income : Miscellaneous (road dyke, Lake St. Francis)
3418 (vol. iv).

Fisheries (distribution of Bounties) 2956; (Fish-breeding, &c.)
2954; (Fishery protection Steamers) 2956 (vol. iv).

Lighthouse and Coast Service, Salaries, 9c., 2950, 2952 (vol. iv).
Liquor License Act (Administration of) 3422 (vol. iv).
Public Worlks :-Consolid. Fund : Harbors and Rivera (N. S.)

3419. Income: Buildings (N.B.) 2917; Dredging, 2921. (iv).

Vacancy in a Judicial District, N.S. (Ques.) 2750 (iv).

Kirkpatrick, Hon. G. A., Frontenac.
[&e SPEAKER, Mr.]

Kranz, Mr. H., North Waterloo.
Adulteration of Food, Drugs, &c. B. 143 (Mr. Oostigan)

in Com., 2474 (vol. iii).
Brewers and Distillers, compensation to (prop. Res.)

236 (vol. i).
Can. Temp. Act, memorials, &c., respecting (M. for

copies*) 448 (vol. i).
.Private Bills, reception of (M. to extend time) 88 (i).

Landerkin, Mr. G., $puth Grey.
Analysts, Public, Remuneration of, in Com. on Res.,

2542-2546 (vol. ii).
British Medical Acts, Ret. respecting (remarks) 939 (ii).
Civil Service Acts Amt. B. 31 (Mr. Chapleau) in Com.,

1108 (vol. ii).
Civil Service Examiners, in Com. of Sup., 973 (vol. ii).
Customs, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 901 (vol. ii).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on M. for

Com., 1353-1360; "tenant," 1482; " person"
(Indian) 1520, 1539 ; "actual value," 1602 (vol. ii) ;
"qualifications in cities and towns " (Indians) 1845-
1849, 1985, 1997, (Amt.) 2000, 2021; "qualifications
in counties," 2074; "registration of voters," 2267,
2301; "officers and duties " (Indians) 2385; (per.
sonal explanation) 2025, 2027 (vol. iii); (Ques. of
Order) 1432 ; on M. to adjn. deb., 1433 (vol. ii); on
ruling of Chairman (remarks) 1798 (vol. iii).

Franchise B. Pets., genuineness of Signatures, on per.
sonal explanation of Mr. McNeill, 2172; (letter read)
2496( vol. iii).

Geological Survey, in Com. of Sup., 3348 (vol. iv).
Infections and Contagious Diseases affecting Animals B.

44 (Mr. Pope) on Amt. (Mr. Armatrong) to M. for
30, 1833 (vol. ii).
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Landerkin, Mr. G.-Continued.

Inland Revenue, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 917, 919 (ii).
Legislation, in Com. of Sup., 3450 (vol. iv).
Library of Parlt. B. 139 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in

Com. on Res., 1669 (vol. ii).
Liquor License Act, 1883, application for and licenses

grauted, &c. (M. for Ret.*) 46 (vol. i).
Liquor License Act, in Com. of Sup., 3421 (vol. iv).
Marine, Dept. of, in Com, of Sup., 906 (vol. ii).
.Parliamentary Companion, in Com. of Sup., 3387 (ii).
Postmaster Genl., Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 902 (ii).
Privilege, Ques. of (Mr. Sproule) remarks, 89 (vol. i).
Rys. centreing in Ottawa, bounties granted to (M. for

Rot.) 86 (vol. i).

Rys. in the County of Grey, refund of bonuses to County
Council, &c. (M. for copy of memorial) 58 (vol. i).

Returns, enquiry for, 455 (vol. i), 1205 (vol. ii).
Superintendent of Letter Carriers, in Com. on Res.

(Mr. Chapleau) 272 (vol. i).
SUPPLY:

Civil Govt. (Customs, Dept. of) 901; (Civil Service Board of
*Examinera) 973; (Inland Revenue, Dept. of, contingencies,

917, 919; (Marine, Dept. of) 906; (Postmaster Genl., Dept.
of) 902 (vol. ii).

Collection of Revenues (Post Office) 3309 (vol. iv).
Geologscal Survey, 3348 (vol. iv).
Legislation: H. of C. (increased Indemnity to Members) 3450 (iv).
Liquor License Act (Administration of) 3421 (vol. iv).
Miscellaneous (Parliamentary Companion) 3387.

Trutch, J. W., employment of, by Govt. (Ques.) 744
(vol. i).

Ways and Means-in Com, (woollen fabrics) 801 (ii).

Landry, Mr. P. A., Kent, N.B.
Can. Tomp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) in

Com., 962, 1059 (vol. ii).
Consolid. Insurance Act, 1877, Amt. B. 20 (Sir Leonard

Tilley) in Com. 2436 (vol. iii).
Debates, Official Rep., on Amt. (Mr. lickey) to M. to

conc. in Third Rep. of Com., 3370 (vol. iv) .
Factory B. 85 (Mr. Bergin) on Amt. to substitute Can.

Temp. Act to M. for rsmng. adjd. deb. for 2', 949 (ii).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.,

"usufructuary," 1449 ; "person" (Indians) 1554 ;
(Chinese) 1584, 1588 (vol. ii) ; "qualifications in
cities and towns," 1812; "in counties," 2057I; "who
shall not vote," 2100; (explanation) 2195; "regis-
tration of voters," 2230,2232, 2260 (vol. iii); on Amt.
(Mr. Weldon) to M. for 3°, 3058 (vol. iv); on ruling of
Chairman (remarks) 1798 (vol. iii); (Ques. of
Order) 1465 (vol. ii).

Foot and Carriage Bridge on the St. John River (M.
for Ret.*) 1443 (vol. ii).

Richibucto and Kingston Ports, Castomis business (M.
for Ret.*) 1442 (vol. ii).

Short Line Ry., Montreal to Atlantic, on Amt. (Mr6
Langelier) to M. to conc. in Res., 3276 (vol. iv).

Subsidies, further, to Rys.B. 158 (Sir EectorLangevin) on
Amt. (Mr,. Langeler) to M. to cono. in Res. 3276 (iv),

Landry, Mr. P. A.-ontinued.
SUPPLY:

Mail Subsidies and Steamship Subventions (N. B. and P. E. I. to
Great Britain, &e.) 3457 (vol. iv). •

Winter crossing from P. E. I., on M. for copies of Cor.,
65 (vol. i).

Landry, Mr. P., Montmagny.
Bolduc, Capt,, Resignation of (M. for Ret.) 29 (vol. i).
C. P. R. Short Lino Ry. (M. for copies of 0. C., instruc.

tions given, Reports, &c., of Engineers) 33 (vol. i).
Disturbance in the N. W., criticisms of Press as to

cause, and slur upon French members commanding
Battalions, 887 (vol. ii).

Drill Shed at Quebec, tenders for construction of (M.
for Ret.*) 533 (vol. i).

Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.,
"iqualifications in cities and towns," 1635, 1637 (ii).

Immigration Office (Ques.) employés names, &c. (M.
for Stmnt.) 30 (vol. iv).

Library and Mr. Bourinot's work (remarks) 40 (i).
Plante, J. B., Claim of (M. for copies*) 147 (vol. i).
Short Line Ry., Montreal to Atlantic ports, in Com., on

Ros., 2978, 2983, 2995 ; on Amt. (Mr. Langelier) to
M. to couc. in Res., 3273.

Short Lino Ry., Second Rep. of Mr. Light (Ques.) 1741
(vol. iii).

Short Lino Ry. Survey from St. Charles (Ques.) 350 (i).
Subsidies to Rys. further B.1.58 (Sir Hector Langevin)

in Com. on ]Res., 2978, 2982, 2995; on Amt.(Mr. Lan.
gelier) to M. to conc, in Res., 3273 (vol. iv).

SUPPLY:
Mail Subsidies and Steamship Subventions (France and Quebec,

fortnightly liae) 2939 (vol. iv.)

Suprome Court Appellate Jurisdiction (B. 3, 10) 28;
Order for 2° read, 102; 2° m., 151; (reply) 167; 2°
neg. (Y. 34, N. 125) 169 (vol. i.)

Supreme Court Appellate Jurisdiction, limitation (B.
68) M. to introd., 246; 1°, 270 (vol. i).

Supreme Court, Judgments rendered by, since establish-
ment (M. for copies*) 533 (vol. i.)

Langelier, Mr. F., Mégantic.
Administration of the N.W. in Com. on Res., (Mr. Caron)

2928, 2934 (vol. iv).
Agricultural Fertilizers B. 122 (Mr. Costigan) on M. for

20, 2477 (vol. iii).
Ammunition, in Com. of Sup., 2903 (vol. iv).
Archives, care of, in Com. of Sup., 1025 (vol. ii).
Bolduc, Capt., Rosignation of, on M. for Rot., 29 (vol. i).
Bras St. Nicholas, deepening of (M. for copies of Pet.*)

312 (vol. i). -
Brosseau & Lisabelle, Customs Brokers, frauds, &c., by

(Ques.) 1387 (vol. ii).
Colonial Exhibitions, in Com. of Sup., 1032 (vol. ii).
Calling and Measuring Timber Acts Amt. B. 154 (Mr.

Coetigan) in Com., 3048 (vol. iv).
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Langelier, Mr. F.-Continued.
Disturbance in the N. W., funeral exponses of Achille

Blais (Ques.). 2169; pillage of houses of half-breeds
by Volunteers (Ques.) 2169 (vol. iii), 2990 (vol iv).

Fog-horns and letter-box fronts, tenders for (M. for
copies of advertisements, &c.Y) 313 (vol. i).

France and Quebec, Steamship subvention, in Com. of
Sup., 2937-2942 (vol. iv).

Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on M. for
Com., 1364-1373; in Com., "woman suffrage," 1388;
"usufructuary " 1444, 1446, 1448, 1451, 1452, 1454,
1455, 1457; "tenant," 1475, (Amt.) 1476, 1480;
"qualifications in cities and towns," 1632-1638
(vol. ii), 1984, 1996, 1903-1908; "in coun-
ties," 20f4, 2067, 2070, 2394; "registration of
voters," 2185-2190, (Amt.) 2228; "revision of
votera' lists," 2331, 2333, 2342; "appeal," 2365;
"officers and duties," 2388; "offences," 2390 (vol.
iii); on Amt. (Mr. Jenhins) to M. for 3° (Amt.) nog.
(Y. 44, N. 95) 3062; on M. for consdn. of B.
(Amt.) neg. (Y. 41, N. 92) 3063; (Amt.) neg.
(Y. 38, N. 87) 3066 (vol. iv).

Govt. Steamers, in Com. of Sup., 2946 (vol. iv).
Immigration, in Com. of Sup., 2816-2818, 2831, 2834,

2837, 2838, 2892 (vol. iv).
Infections and Contagious Diseases affecting Animals

B. 44 (Mr. Pope) in Cam., 10il1 (vol. ii).
I. C. R., Cost of working, &c., from 1879 to 1884, on

Amt, (Mr. Pope) to M. for Stmnt., 202 (vol. i).
Lavis's patent pole and Militia tents (Ques.) 2029 (iii).
Mortuary Statistics, in Çom. of Sup., 1028 (vol. ii).
Ocean Mail Service, renewal 'of Contract B. 151 (Mr.

Carling) on M. for Com on Res., 2556 ; in Com., 2557
(vol. iii); on M. to receive Rep. of Com. on Res.,
2754 (vol. iv).

Quarantine, in Com. of Sup., 2853 (vol. iv).
Railway from Montreal to the sea-board, on Res. (Mr.

Laurier) 193 (vol. i).
St. Vincent de Paul Penitentiary, in Com. of Sap.,

987 (vol. ii).
Seizures by Customs Dept. at Montreal (Ques.) 1387 (ii).
School of Cavalry at Quebec (M. for Papers, &c.) 88 (i).
Simard, Joseph, Rep. recommending payment to Geo.

Lavoie (M. for copies*) 1443 (vol. ii).
Bubsidies, further, to Rys. B. 158 (Sir Hector Langevin)

in Com. on Res., 2932, 2986; on Amt. (Mr. Laurier)
to M. to conc. in Res., 3259; (Amt.) 3266; neg. (Y.
39, N. 107) 3289; (Amt.) neg. (Y. 35, N. 101)
3292 (vol. iv).

SUPPLY:
4Arts, Agriculture and Statistics (Archives, care of) 1025;

(Colonial Exhibitions) 1032 ; (Mortuary Statistics) 1028 (ii).
Immigration, 2816-2818, 2831, 2834, 2837, 2838, 2892 (vol. iv).
Mail Subsidies and Steamship Subventions (France and Quebec,

fortnightly line) 2937, 2942 (vol. iv).
Miscelaneous (Vote of $700,000 for N. W. Troubles) 1304

(vol. ii) ; (Vote of $1,000,000) 2286 (vol. iii).
Militia (Amuuition) 2903 (vol. it).

Langelier, Mr. F.-Continued.
SUPPLY-COntinued.

Ocean and River Service (Govt. Steamers) 2946 (vol. iv).
Penitentiaries (St. Vincent de Paul) 987 (vol. il).
Quarantine, 2853 (vol, iv).

Quebec, advances on account of Provincial Subsidy
(Ques.) 235 (vol. i).

Vote of $700,000 and $1,000,000 for N. W. Troubles, in
Com. of Sup., 1304 (vol. ii), 2236 (vol. iii).

Langevin, Hon. Sir Hector, Three Rivers.
Adulteration of Food, &c., B. 143 (Mr. Costigan) remu-

neration to Analysts, prop. Res., 2497 (vol. iii).
Agent and contingencies, B.C., in Com. of Sup., 3308

(vol. iv.)
Alaska and B. 0. boundary lino, on M. for copies of

Cor., &c., 705 (vol. i).
Amherst and P.E.J. Ry. incorp. B., on M. to introduce,

349 (vol. i).
Ascension Day, adjmt. for (M.) 1822 (vol. iii).
Baillairge, G. F., in Com. of Sup., 3350 (vol. iv).
Bank of B. C. (B. 105, 1Q) 631; 20 m., 894 (vol. ii).
Bankrupt Estates and Official Assignees, on M. for

Rot., 304 (vol. i).
Bankruptcy and Insolvency, Potitions respecting (M.

to ref. to Sel. Com.) 125 (vol. i).
Bayfiold, N.S., Breakwator, Extension of (Ans.) 77 (i).
Bolduc, Capt., Resignation of, on M. for Ret , 29 (vol. i)è
Bridges, Booms, &c., on navigable waters, Act Amt. (B.

101, 10) 606 (vol. i); 2° m., 893 (vol. ii).
Can. Agricultural Insurance Co., receipts and expendi-

tares of liquidators, &c., on M. for Stmnt., 303 (i).
Can. Southern Ry. Co. and Brie and Niagara Ry. Co.

B. 9 (Mr. Bergin) in Con., 245 (vol. i).
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) on

M. for 1°, 418 (i); in Com., 955, 960-964, 1046 (ii).
Can. Agent at Paris, appointment of, on M. for Papers,

931 (vol. ii).
C. P. R. Extension to Canadian ports on the Atlantic,

Vernon Smith's Rep., on M. for copies, 294 (vol. i).
Land grant accepted by Co., number of acres

(Strmnt.) 862 (vol. ii).
North Shore Ry., subsidy to, on M. for copies of

Cor., 43 (vol. i).
Short Line Ry., on M. for O. C., instructions

given, Reports, &c., of Engineors, 33, 39 (vol. i).
Cape St. Ignace, Station at (Ans.) 246 (vol. i).
Cape Tormentine Harbor, in Com. of Sup., 2917 (iv).
Cascumpec Harbor Improvements (Ans.) 479 (vol. i).
Charlottetown Public Buildings, construction of (Ans.)

2359 (vol. iii).
Chenevert, J. A., employment of, in Public Works

Dept. (Ans.) 429 (vol. i).
Church Point and Trout Cove Piers, Engineers' Rep.,

on M. for copy, 54 (vol. i).
Chinese Commission, in Com. of Sup., 3387, 3421; conc.,

3396 (vol. iv).
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Langevin, Hon. Sir Hector-Continued.
Civil Service Acts Amt. B. 31 (Mr. Chapleau) in Com.,

1102, 1104, 1118, 1128 (vol. ii).
Court of Claims for Canada (B. 93,10) 449 (vol. i);

prop. Res., 777 (vol. ii); M. to dschg. Order, 2439 (iii).
Collins,sJ. E., sums paid to, for services, on M. for Rot.,

700 (vol. i).
Commercial Relations between France and Canada, on

M. for copies of Cor., 831 (vol. ii).
Commercial Treaty with Jamaica (Ans.) 2854 (vol. iv).
Consolid. Ry. Act., 1879, Amt. B. 111 (Mr. Mulock) on

10, 743 (vol. i).
Cornwall Public Buildings (Ans.) 2997 (vol. iv).
Coste, Louis and Eugène, employment of (Ans.) 1131

(vol. ii).
County Court Judges, Man. (B. 162) prop. Res.,3395 (iv).
Customs and Excise Receipts for June (Ans.) 3073 (iv).
Debates, Official Rep., on M. to conc. in Third Rep. of

Com., on Amt. (Mr. Wood, Brockville) 3361 ; in Com.
of Sup., 2765 (vol. iv).

Deputy Speaker and Chairman of Committees, on M. to
appoint Malachy Daly, Esq., 72 (vol. i).

Disturbance in the N. W., Jackson, Mr., communica-
tions from, re Half-breed Claims (Ans.) 3426 (vol. iv).

Murder of Payno and Applegarth and rising of
Stoney Indians, 859 (vol. ii).

on adjmt. (remarks) 3160, 3212 (vol. iv).
Prisoners held for trial (remarks) on M. for

Com. of Sup., 3441 (vol. iv).
-- Stoney Indian rising (Stmnt.) 886 (vol. ii).

-- Telographic communication west of Winnipeg
(remarks) 839 (vol. ii).

Dredges, Tugs and Scows, building of, on M. for Rot.,
53; (remarks) 56 (vol. i).

Dredging, in Com. of Sup., 2921; cone., 2923 (vol. iv).
Dry Docks, encouragement of construction (B. 108,

11) 693 (vol. i); 2° m., 894 (vol. ii).
Dundas and Waterloo Road (B. 120) prop. Res. and M.

for Com., 451 (vol. i); Res. conc. in and 1°* of B., 892
(vol. ii); M. to dschg. Order, 2396 (vol. iii).

Dundas Public Buildinge, erection of (Ans.) 290 (i).
Easter, adjmt. for (M.) 888 (vol. ii).
Esquimalt Graving Dock, length of (Ans.) 743; sub-

stitution of granite for sandstone (Ans.) 743 (vol. i);
in Com. of Sup., 2916 (vol. iv).

Expiring Laws continuation (B. 165 10*,) 2°*, in Com.
and 30*, 3458 (vol. iv).

Factory B. 85 (Mr. Bergin) on M. for 20 (M. to adjn.
deb.) 886 (vol. ii).

France and Quebec, Steamship subvention, in Com. of
Sup., 2937 (vol. iv).

Franchise B. 103 (bir John A. Macdonald) on Amt. (Sir
Richard Cartwright) to M. for 2°, 1137; on M. for
Com. (remarks) 1385 (vol. ii); "qualifications in
counties," 2085 ; on personal explanation of Mr.
Mills, 2140; "registration of voters," 2299; on Ms.
that Com. rise, 1528 (vol. ii), 2137 (vol. iii).

Langevin, Hon. Sir Hector-Continued.
Franchise B. Pets., on genuineness of Signatures

(remarks) 2028 (vol. iii).
Govt. Businoss (Ms. to sit on Saturdays) 3246, 3459

(vol. iv).
Govt. Officials in the N.W., names, &c., on M. for Ret.,

66 (vol. i).
Govt. Rights to Water Lots on Rivers (Ans.) 2238

(vol. iii).
Govt. Yards in Montreal (Ans.) 57 (vol. i).
Guerin, Mr., Rep. of Survey of Improvments on the

Ottawa Riv., 1040 (vol. ii).
Half-breed Claims, communication from Mr. Jackson,

(Ans.) 3426 (vol. iv).
Harbor Commissioners at Three Rivers (B. 150) Govt.

Loan, prop. Res., 2497 (vol. iii).
Harbors in Guysborough Co., re.survey (Ans.) 51 ().
Hatzfeld Divorce B. 107 (Mr. Kilvert) on 10, 672 (i).
High Commissioner, in Com. of Sup., 3386 (vol. iv).
Histoire Genéalogique des Familles Françaises, in Com.

of Sup., 3455 (vol. iv).
House of Commons Commissionors' Rep. re Staff

(Ans.) 2750 (vol. iv).
Immigrant Buildings at Lévis, construction of (Ans.)

89 (vol. i).
Immigrant Sheds at Medicine Hat, construction of

(Ans.) 351 (vol. i).
Immigration, in Com. of Sup., 2819 (vol. iv).
Indian Troubles at Metlakatla, on M. for copies of Cor.,

304 (vol. i).
Inspector of Public Works, Ret. respecting (Ans.)

606 (vol. i).
Internal Economy Commission, increased expenses of,

in Corn. of Sup, 3149 (vol. iv).
Land and Cable Telegraphs, in Com. of Sup., 3307 (iv).
Land grants to Railways in the N. W. (B. 147) prop.

1Res., 2440; in Com. on Res., 2483, 2488, 2517, 2518,
2521; M. to conc. in Res., 2533 (vol. iii); 2° >m.,
2770; in Com., 2855 (vol. iv).

Library of Parlt. B. 139 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on
prop. Res., 1660 (vol. ii) ; in Com., 2759-2761 (iv).

Liquor License Act, 1883, Amt. B. 58 (Mr. Poster) on
M. for 20 (M. to adjn. deb.) 620 (vol. i).

Longueuil and Lévis Ry., Survey of (A ns.) 429 (vol. i).
Man. and North.Western Ry. Co., Land grants to, 2517,

2518 (vol. iii).
Man. Indian Agency, management of, on M. for copy

of Rep. mado by Govt. Commission, 62 (vol. i).

Man. Judiciary (B. 162) prop. Res., 3395 (vol. iv).

Mattawa, Mountain Rapids and Long Sault, Improve-
monts (Ans.) 1040 (vol. ii).

Military Storehouses in Quebec, lease (Ques.) 1039 (ii).
Militia Act, 1883, Amt. B. 152 (Mr. Caron) on M. for

2°, 3045 ; in Com., 3046 (vol. iv).

McCarthy, C., Public Works Dept., Superannuation of

(Ans.) 2530 (vol. iii).

xlvii



INDEX.

Langevin, Hon. Sir Hector-Continued.
McIsaac's Pond as a harbor of refuge (Ans.) 36 (vol. i).
Mounted Police Barracks at Fort Macleod, in Com. of

Sup., 3387 (vol. iv).
Napanee Public Buildings (Ans.) 77 (vol. i)
Northern and Pacifie Junction Ry. and the C.P.R.

(Ans.) 57 (vol. i).
North Saskatchewan River Improvements, on M. for

copy of Reps., &c., 696 (vol. i).
North-Western Coal and Nav. Ry. Co., Land grants to,

in Com. on Res., 2483-2488 (vol. iii).
Official Arbitrators, Legislation respecting (Ans.) 88 (i).
Optional Subjects, in Com. of Sup., 3411 (vol. iv).
Ottawa River Ship Canal, on prop. Res. (Mr. White,

Renfrew) 1225 (vol. ii).
Ottawa River Survey and Exploration (Ans.) 131 (i).
Parliamentary Companion, in Com. of Sup., 3387 (iv).
Penitentiaries Rep. (presented) 28 (vol. i).
Petitions, on presentation of (remarks) 1892 (vol. iii).
Port Arthur Harbor, in Com. of Sup., 2916 (vol. iv).
Postmaster, Assistant, at Ottawa, Allowance to, on

conc., 3397 (vol. iv).
Portage la Prairie and Lake of the Woods Ry. and Nav.

Co.'s B. 63 (Mr. Watson) on M. to refer back Rep. of
Sol. Standing Com. on Rys., &c., 713 (vol. i). .

Port Credit .Uarbor, Ripairs to (Ans.) 188 (vol. i).
Port Rowan Harbor of Refuge, on M. for Ret., 299 (i).
Post Office at village of Montmagny (Ans,) 246 (vol. i).
Printing and Advertising, Ret. (remarks) 28 (vol. i).
Private Bills, Reception of Reps. (M. to extend time)

1094 (vol. ii).
Public Works, Deptl. Rep. (presented) 28 (vol. i).
Qu'Appelle and Long Lake and Saskatchewan Ry. and

Stmbt. Co., Land grants to, in Com. on Res., 2521 (iii).
Ry. from Montreal to the sea-board, on Res. (Mr.

Laurier) 189, 193; (M. to adjn. deb.) 200 (vol. i).

Rys. in the Co. of Grey, Refund of bonuses to Co.
Council, &o., on M. for copy of memorial, 59 (vol. i).

Real Property in the N.W.T. (B. 109, 1°*) 742 (vol. i).
Red Point Harbor Breakwater (Ans.) 1039 (vol. ii).
Representation in Parlt. of the N.W.T., on Res. (Mr.

Cameron, Buron) in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 3405 (iv).
Representation in Parlt. of the N. W.T. B. 45 (Mr.

Cameron, Euron) on M. for 2° (M. to adjn. deb.) 495 (i).
Return, imperfect (remarks) 101 (vol: i), 1386 (vol. ii);

on enquiries for (remarks) 363, 455 (i), 3395 (iv).
Riel, Louis, employment of, by Govt. (Ans.) 743 (vol. i).
Richelieu and Ont. Nav. Co.'s B. 61 (Mr..Desjardins) in

Com., 1352 (vol. ii).
Roads and Bridges, in Com. of Sup., 3420 (vol. iv).
St. Peter and St. Paul, adjmt. for (M.) 2889 (vol. iv).
St. Thomas, Public Buildings at, amount expended, on

M. for Ret., 80 (vol. i).
Sable Island telegraphic communication (Ans.) 57 (i).
Sec. of State, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 3350 (vol. iv).
Select Standing Com. on Rys., Canals and Telegraph

Lines (M. to add name of Mr. Bain) 125 (vol. i).

Langevin, Hon. Sir Hector-Continued.
Sittings of the House (M. for two sittings on each day)

3459 (vol. iv). .
Short Line Ry. See " Subsidies."
Short Lino Ry., Plans, Reps., &c. (Ans.) 246 (vol. i).
Somerville, N.S., Breakwater, repair of (Ans.) 57 (i).
Statistics relating to the Public Service (Ans.) 2854 (iv).
Subsidies, further, to Rys. (B. 158) M. for Com. on Res.,

2971-2974; in Com. on Res., 2975-2977, 2986, 2989,
2994-2926; on Amt. (Mr. Laurier) to M. to conc. in
]Res., 8250, 3257-3259; 19* of B., 3293; 20 m. and in
Com., 3380, 3399-3401; on Amt. (Mr. Kirk) to M. to
conc. in Amts., 3401 (vol. iv).

Superior Court of Quebec (prop. Res.) 3293 (vol. iv).
SJPPLY:

Civil Govt. (Justice, Dept. of) 898 (vol. ii); (Optional Subjects)
3411 (vol. iv); Public Works, Dept. of) 911, suppl., 3448
(vol. iv), (contingencies) 921 (vol. ii); (Sec. of State, Dept.
of) 3350 (vol. iv).

Collection of Revenues: Post Office (allowance to Asst. Post-
master at Ottawa) conc., 3397; Public Works (Agent and
contingencies, B.O.) 3308; Repairs, &c. (Harbors and Blides)
3307; (Land and Cable Telegraphs) 3307 ; (Telegraph and
Signal Service) 3307; (Telegraph Lines, B. C.) 3307 (vol. iv).

Immigration, 2819 (vol. iv).
Legislation: B. of 0. (Debates, publishing) conc., 2765 (vol. iv);

(increased Expenses under Rep. of Internal Economy Coni.
mission) 3419 (vol. iv).

Mail Subsidies and Steamship Subventions (France and Quebec,
fortnightly line) 2937 (vol. iv).

Miscellaneous (Chinese Commission) 3421, 3387, conc., 3396
(Histoire:Genéalogique des Familles Françaises)3455; (Mount.
ed Police Barracks at Fort Macleod) 3387; (Parliamentary
Companion) 3387 (vol. iv).

Penitentiaries: St. Vincent de Paul (payment to G. F. Baillairge)
3350 (vol. iv).

Pensions (Veterans of 1812) conc., 2765 (vol. iv).
Public Works-Capital: B. C. (Esquimalt Graving Dock)

2916; Ottawa (additional buildings) 2916; Port Arthur (con.
structi on of harbor) 2916. Consolid. Fund: Buildings (Ont.)
3385; Harbors and rivers (N. S.) 3409, (N. W.) 3420, (Ont.)
3386, (Quebec) 3385, 3419; Miscellaneous (High Commissioner)
3386 ; Roads and Bridges, 3120 ; Telegraphs, 3386, 3420.
Income : Buildings (Man.) 2919, (N. B.) 2918, (N. S.) 2917,
(N. W. T.) 29:9, 3452, (Ont.) 2918, (P. E. I.) 2918, (Quebec)
2918, (Repairs, &c.) 2919; Dredging, 2922, conc, 2923;
Harbors and Rivers (Man.) 2921, (Mar.Provs. generally) 2923,
(N. B.) 2920, (Ont.) 2920, 3433, (P. E. .) 2919, (Quebec)
2920; Telegraphs, 2922 (vol. iv).

Telegraph and Signal Service in B.C. (Ans.) 743 (vol. i).
and Signal Service, in Com. of Sup., 3307 (iv).

Telegraphs, in Com. of Sup., 2922, 3386, 3420 (vol. iv).
Telegraph System in Cape Breton, Extension of (Ans.)

78 (vol. i).
Translation of Bansard and Votes and Proceedings (re-

marks) 594 (vol. i).
Three Rivers Harbor Commissoners' Loan B. 150 (.Mr.

Bowell) in Com. on Res., 2555 (vol. iii), 2935 (iv).
Trutch, J. W., employment of, by Govt. (Ans.) 744 (i).
Ventilation of the Chamber (remarks) 2676 (vol. iv)
Veterans of 1812, in Com. of Sap., 2765 (vol. iv).
Water Lots in N.S., application for (Ans.) 429 (vol. i).
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White Point, N. S., Breakwater, repair of (Ans.) 52 (i).
Winnipeg and Prince Albert Ry. Co.'s incorp. B. 82

(Mr. Cameron, Victoria) on M. for 2°, 428 (vol. i).
Woodstock, N.B., Publie Buildings, Inspector of (Ans).

606 (vol. i).
Wharves on P.E.I., grant for construction, &c. (Ans.)

351 (vol. i).
Wood supplies for Govt. Buildings, Ottawa (Ans.) 429

(vol. i), 1387 (vol. ii).

Laurier, Hon. W., East Quebec.
Can. Agent at Paris, appointment of, on M. for Papers,

982 (vol. ii).
C. P. R. Extension to Canadian ports on the Atlantic

(Ques.) 290; Vernon Smith's Rep., on M. for copies,
294; St. Martin's Junction to Quebec (M. for copies
of Cor.*) 533 (vol. i).

-- North Shore Line, Subsidy to (M. for copies of
Cor., &c.) 41 (vol. i).

-- Res. respecting further Loan, on M. to conc. in
Res. (Amt.) 2863; neg. (Y. 55, N. 89) 2864 (vol. iv).

-- Short Line Ry., Montreal to the Atlantic, on M.
for Reps. of Govt. Engineers, &c., 39 (vol. i).

Chenevert, J. A., employment of, by Public Works
Dept. (Ques.) 429 (vol. i).

Commercial relations between France [and Canada, on
M. for copies of Cor,, 831 (vol. ii).

Commercial Treaty with Jamaica (Ques.) 2854 (vol. iv).
Disturbance in the N. W., on Res. (kr. Blake) want of

confidence, 3119-3128; on M. to adjn. deb., 3212 (iv).
- - Prisoners beld for Trial (remarks) on M. for

Com. of Sup., 3440 (vol. iv).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on M. for 2°,

1167; (Amt.) 1171; neg. (Y. 54, N. 86) 1204; in
Com., "usufructuary," 1445, 1446, 1448, 1451, 1454,
1455, 1456; "tenant," 1480; "actual value," 1596,
1604; "parish," 1593; "qualifications in cities
and towns," 1626-1629 (ii), 1984 (iii) ; on Amt. (Mr.
McIntyre) to M. for 3° 3057; on Amt. (Mr. Fisher)
to M. for consdn. of B., 3070 (voL. iv) ; (Ques. of
Order) 1510, 1619; on M. that Com. rise, 1424
(vol. ii).

Infectious and Contagious Diseases affecting Animals
B. 44 (Mr. Pope) in Com., 1067 (vol. ii).

Land Grant and Land Grant Bonds to Rys. in Man. and
N.W., on M. for Ret., 96 (vol. i).

Library of Parlt. B. 139 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in
Com., 2761; on M. for 3° (Amt.) neg. (Y. 51, N. 65)
2763 (vol. iv).

Meredith, Chief Justice, resignation of (M. for copy)
43 (vol. i).

Nav. of River St. Lawrence B. 159 (Mr. McLelan) on
Order for 2°, 3t36 (vol. iv).

North Shore Ry., purchase of, by Govt. (Ques.) 189 (i).
Ry. from Montreal to the sea-board (Res.) 189 (vol. i).
Return, enquiry for, 895 (vol. ii).
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Laurier, Hon. W.-Continued.
Riel, Treatment of, in Prison (remarks) 2357 (vol. iii).
Subsidies, further, to Rys. B. 158 (Sir Hector Langevin)

in Com., 2976, 2986, 2994; on M. to conc. in Res.,
3250; (Amt.) 3257; in Com on B., 3399 (vol. iv).

SUPPLY:
Legislation : H. of 0. (Debates, publishing) conc., 3373 (vol. iv).

Supreme Court Appellate Jurisdiction B. 3 (Mr. Landry,
Montmagny) on Amt. (Mr. Ouimet) to M. for 20, 167 (i).

Ways and Means-on Res. (Mr. Blake) re Disturbance in
the N.W., 3119-3128; on M. to adju. deb., 3212 (iv).

Lesage, Mr. C. A., Dorchester.
C. P. R. Extension to Canadian ports on the Atlantic,

Vernon Smith's Rep. (M. for copies) 294 (vol. i).
-- Short Lino Ry. from Montreal to the Atlantic

(M. for Reps. of Govt. Engineers, &c.) 38 (i).
Etchemin River Line, Survey of (Ques.) 350 (vol. i).
Subsidies, further, to Rys. B. 158 (&ïr Bector Langevin)

in Com. on Res., 2992-2994; (Amt.) 3289; neg.
(Y. 36, N. 101) 3292 (vol. iv).

Short Lino Ry., Mr. Wicksteed's Rep. (Ques.) 1744 (iii).

Lister, Mr. J. F., West Lambton.
Bonuses to Rys. in Ont., Pets. for relief of, on M. for

copies, 357 (vol. i).
Brandon, Postmaster at, Salary and Allowances (Ques.)

2029 (vol. iii).
Civil Service Acts Amt. B. 31 (Mr. Chapleau) on M.

for 30, 1301; (Amt.) neg. (Y. 57, N. 103) 1303 (ii).
Cornwall Public Buildings (Ques.) 2997 (vol. iv).
Costo,Louis an.1 Eugène, employment of(Ques.) 1131 (ii).
Disturbance in the N.W., Trial ofRiel (Ques.) 2358 (iii).
Dom. License Act, working of, on M. for Cor., 309 (i).
Dumont, Extradition of (Ques.) 2358 (vol. iii).
Exchange Bank, Govt. Advances to, on prop. Res.

(Sir Richard Cartwright) 390 (vol. i).
Fishing Licenses, Lake Brie, names of persons granted

(M. for Ret.) 964 (vol. ii).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on Amt. (Sir

Richard Cartwright) to M. for 2°, 1150-1153; on M.
for Com., 1344-1347, 1352; "qualifications in cities
and towns," 1732-1736 (vol. ii), 1860-1864; (Indians)
2009-2012; "qualifications in counties," 2066, 2070,
2075; "who shall not vote," 2088, (Indians) 2153-
2155; "registration of voters," 2264, 2283, 2286,
2316; "revision of voters' lists," 2324, 2338, 2343 ;
"general provisions," 2344; "appeal," 2364;
"officers and duties " (Indians) 2371 ; on consdn. of
B. (Amt.) 3066 (vol. iv).

Indian Superintendents, office of (Ques.) 88 (vol. i).
Infections and Contagions Diseases affecting Animale

B. 44 (Mr. Pope) in Com., 1082, 1084 (vol. ii).

Law of Evidence in Criminal Cases Amt. B. 6 (Mr.

Cameron, Euron) on Amt. (Mr. Tupper) 6 m. h., to
M. for 2», 184 (vol. i).

License Commissioners in Essex (Ques.) 606 (vol. i).
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Maritime Court of Ont. Extension of Jurisdiction B.
11 (Mr. Allen) on M. for 2°, 128 (vol. i).

Moody, John, employment of (Ques.) 148 (vol. i).
Northerly and Westerly Boundaries of Ont., proceed-

ings, moneys paid, &c. (M. for Rot.) 210 (vol. i.)
Personal Explanation, re statement made by Min. of

Marine (remarks) 693 (vol. i).
Rys. in the Co. of Grey, refund of bonuses to Co.

Council, &c., on M. for copy of memorial, 59 (vol. i).
Refund of Ry. Bonuses to Ont. Municipalities, momo-

rials respecting, on M. for copy, 585 (vol. i).
Squatters in the Qu'Appelle Valley (M. for Rot.) 205 (i).
Steamboat Inspection Act, 1882, Amt. B. 133 (Mr.

McLelan) on prop. Res., 1279 (vol. ii).
SUPPLY:

i'sheries (Fish-breeding, &c.) 2953 (vol. iv).
Militia (Ammunition) 2905; (Clothing and Great Coats) 2908

(Drill Pay, &c.) 2910 (vol. iv).
Watson, Ebenezer, of Sarnia, office of (Ques.) 188 (i).

Macdonald, Mr. A. O., King's, P.E.1.
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) in

Com., 1047; (Amt.) 1063 (vol. ii).
Criminal Law Amt., openings, &o., cut in the Ico, B. 22

(Mr. Robertson, Hamilton) on Amt. (Mr. -Hall) 150 (i).
Factory B. 85 (Mr. Bergin) on A mt. to substitute Can.

Temp. Act to M. for rsmng. adjd. deb. for 20, 944, (ii).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.,

"Iqualifications in cities and towns'" (Amt.) 1623 (vol.
ii); telegram read re election in P.E.I., 1903 (iii);
on Amt. (Mr. Jenkins) to M. for 30 3054 (iv).

Post Office Savings Bank, Depositors in, on M. for Ret.,
822 (vol. ii).

Red Point Harbor Breakwater (Ques.) 1039 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Public Works-lncome: P.B.I., 2918 (vol. iv).
Weights and Measures Act Amt. B. 118 (Mr. Costigan)

in Com., 1674 (vol. ii).
Weight and Measurement of Root Crops (M. for copies

of Cor.*) 201 (vol. i)
Winter Crossing from P.E.I. (M. for copies of Cor.)

62 (vol. i).

Macdonald, Rt. Hon. Sir John A., Carleton, Ont.
Accommodation for Members (remarks) 49 (vol. i).
Address, on The, 19; M. for Com. to draft, 27; draft

Rep., 27; His Excell. reply, 113 (vol. i).
Administration of Justice in the N.W.T. (B. 141, 10*)

2345 (vol. iii); in Com., 2962, 2967; on Amt. (Mr.
Mills) to M. for 30, 3002, 3427 (vol. iv).

Administration of Oaths of Office (B. 1, 1*) 1 (vol. i).
Administration of the N.W.T. (Mr. Caron) in Corn. on

Res. (Amt.) 2934 (vol. iv).
Advances to Provinces B. 7 (Sir Leonard iley) on M.

to introd., 32 (vol. i).
Agricultural Fertilizers B. 122 (M. to transfer to Govt.

Orders) 1320 (vol. ii).

Macdonald, Rt. Hon. Sir John A.-Continued.
American Engineers' visit to N.S., in Com. of Sup., 3457

(vol. iv).
Analysts, Public, remuneration of, in Com. on Res.,

2546 (vol. iii).
André, Father, Letter from, in 1883 (Ans.) 3425 (iv).
Annunciation Day, adjmt. for (M.) 714 (vol. i).
Archives, care of, in Com. of Sup., 1024 (vol. ii).
Ash Wednesday, adjmt. for (M.) 125 (vol. i).
Banking Facilities for Agriculturists B. 36 (Mr. Orton)

on Res., 120 (vol. i).
Bankruptcy or Insolvency (M. for Sp. Com.) 47;

Pets. respecting (M. to refer to Sp. Com.) 125 (vol. i).
Bell and Kavanagh Land Claims, on M. for copies of

O.C., &c., 481 (vol. i).
Benson, Mr., M.P., Death of (remarks) 2357 (vol. iii).
Better Preservation of the Peace Act Amt. B. 131 (Mr.

Caron) in Com., 2825, 2827 (vol. iv).
Bonuses to Rys. by Ont. Legislature (remarks) on M.

for Com. of Sup., 3446 (vol. iv).
Boundary between Ont. and Man. (Ans.) 51 (i).
B.C. Penitentiary, suspension of Rules, on M. for copies

of Cor., 824; in Com. of Sup., 990 (vol. ii).
British Medical Acts Return (remarks) 939 (vol. ii).
Bureau of Agriculture, Establishment of (Ans.) 76 (i).
Business of the Session (remarks) 211 (vol. i); (M.) to

meet at 1 o'clock, 1744 (vol. iii).
Cabinet Representation for B.C. (Ans.) 235 (vol. i).
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. (Ans.) 363 (vol i).

Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) on ques. to fix
day for 21, 713 ; procedure, 714 (vol. i); (Ans.)
to fix day for consdn. of Sen. Amts., 2530 (vol. iii);
on Son. Amts., 2645, 2650, 2652-2656 (vol. iv).

Druggists' Licenses (Ans.) 1306 (ii).
Expenses of prosecutions under (Ans.) 1306 (ii);

3320 (vol. iv).
Can. Contingent for the Soudan (Ans.) 568 (vol. i).
C. P. R. Agreement by Co. to Terms of Resolution

(Ans.) 1915 (vol. iii).
Change in existing arrangements (Ans.) 695

(vol. i), 1744 (vol. iii).
- - Co.'s Acts Amt. B. 153 (Mr. Pope) prop. Res.

2420 (vol. iii); in Com., 3032 (vol. iv).
-- Debt, floating and unsecured (Ans.) 219 (i).

Extension of, to Quebec (Ans.) 291 (vol. i).
ILength of gaps (explanation) 838 (vol. ii).

-- Forty Mile Belt in B.C. (Memo. read) 1983 (iii).
Govt. Mortgage, changes (Ans.) 36 (vol. i).

-- Homesteads within Ry. Beit (Ans.) 567 (vol. i).
-Land Area in the 48-mile belt accepted by Co.

(Stmnt.) 782 (vol. ii).
Land Grant accepted by Co., number of acres

(Ans.) 568, 741 (vol. i).
Land rejected by Co. in Ry. Belt (Stmnt.) 965;

(Ans.) 927 (vol. ii).
-- Legislation respecting (Ans.) 57 (vol. i.)

Payment of Interest by Co. (Ans.) 1677 (vol. ii).
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Macdonald, Rt. Hon. Sir John A.-Continued.
C. P. R. Proposals by Co. (remarks) 746 (vol. i).
-- Relief of, by Govt. (Ans.) 350 (vol. i).

- Res. respecting further Loan (remarks) on
adjmt. of deb., 2643 ; in Com., 2724, 2725, 2727, 2729-
2731, 2733, 2734, 2137-2741, 2743-2747, 2862 ; on
M. to rec. Rep. of Com. (Amt.) 2859 (vol. iv.)

Timber dues to Govt. by Co. (Ans.) 479 (vol. i).
Canned Goods B. 142 (Mr. Costigan) in Com., 2535-2539

(vol. iii).
Capital Account Expenditure, on M. for Stmnut., 46 (i).
Cape Breton Island Claims under terms of Confedera-

tion, on prop. Res. (Mr. Cameron, Inverness) 615 (i).
Carlton, Evacuation of, Rep. (Ans.) 1567 (vol. ii).
Carriers by Land B. 5 (Mr. Coughlin) on M. for 2Q, 102

(vol. i).
Carriers by Land B. 13 (Mr. McCarthy) on M. for 20,

254 (vol. i).
Census of the N.W.T., &c., B. 21 (Mr. Pope) in Com.

on Res., 75 ; in Com. on B., 171; on Amt. (Sir Richard
Cartwright) to recom., 214 (vol. i).

Central Prison of Ont. Acts Amt. (B. 129, 1°*) 1226
(vol. ii) ; 2° m., 2402 (vol. iii).

Chinese Commissioners' Rep. (Ans.) 29 ; on presenta-
tion (remarks) 236 (vol. i).

Chinese Immigration Restriction B., notice of Res.,
2497 (vol. iii).

Civil Service B. (Ans.) 28 (vol. i).
Civil Service Acts Amt. B. 31 (Mr. Chapleau) in Com.,

1097 ; on Amt. (Mr. Mitchell) 3 m. h., to M. for 3°,
1284 (vol. ii).

Clark, G.M.K., sums paid, on M. for Ret., 697 (vol. i).
Clothing and Great Coats, in Com. of Sup., 2909 (iv).
Colonisation Co.'s modification of agreement (Ans.)

1678 (vol. ii), 2241 (vol. iii).
-Commercial Bank of Windsor B. 117 (Sir Leonard Tilley)

(remarks) 1671 (vol. ii).
Consolid. Insurance Act, 1877, Amt. B. 20 (Sir Leonard

Tilley) in Com., 2430 (vol. iii).
Consolidn. of the Statutes, Rep. of Commissioners (pre-

sented) 32 (vol. i).
Contingencies, Deptl., in Com. of Sup., 915 (vol. ii).
Corpus Christi, adjmt. for (M.) 2301 (vol. iii).
Copyright, Law of, on prop. Res. (Mr. Edgar) 713 (i).
County Court Judges, Man. (B. 162) in Com. on Res.,

3435, 3436 (vol. iv).
County Court Judges' Salaries (Ans.) 3073 (vol. iv).
Crozier, Supt., Rep. of, re Indian sympathy with Half-

breeds, 3425 (vol. iv).
Debates, Official Rep., in Com. of Sup., 991 (vol. ii); on

Amt. (Mr. Wood, Brockville) to M. to conc. in Third
Rep. of Com., 3363 (vol. iv).

Deputy Speaker and Chairman of Coms. (B. 26) prop.
Res., 67; on Amt. (Mr. Blake) to appoint Sol. Com.
to rep. to House, 70; on Amt. (Mr. Mills) 72; on
Ques. of Order, 73; 2° and in Com., 175; 30 on a
a div.,212 (vol. i).

Deputy Speaker (M.) appointing Malachy Daly, Esq.,
72 (vol. i); Salary, in Com. of Sup., 3351, 3353 (iv).

Macdonald, Rt. Hon. Sir John A.-ContinueL
Dowdney, Gov., communications from (Ans.) 3425 (iv).
Disputed Boundaries of Ont., Imperial Legislation

(Ans.) 2854 (vol. iv).
Disturbance in the N. W. (Ans.) 693, 714 (vol. i),

783; (remarks) 1832 (vol. ii).
-- André, Father, letter from (Ans.) 3425 (vol. iv).

- - Assistance to families of Militiamen, 894 (ii).
Assistance to Settlers (Ans.) 2854 (vol. iv).

-- Civil Service Volunteers3 (Ans.) 3043 (iv).
Claims, &c., of Half-breeds (Ans.) 1474 (vol. ii).

-- Compensation for losses (Ans.) 3321 (vol. iv).
Crowfoot, communication from (read) 1038 (ii).

- - Crozier, Supt., Rep. of, re Indian sympathy with
Half.breeds (Ans.) 3425 (vol. iv).

-- Dewdney, Lieut.-Gov., communications with
Govt. (Ans.) 3425 (vol. iv).

-- Duck Lake, Engagement at (Tels. read) 790
(vol. ii); Rep. of Fight (Ans.) 1743 (vol. iii).

- - Dumas, Michel, appointment as farm in-

structor (Ans.) 3425 (vol. iv).
Expense B. 129 (Mr. Bowell) in Com., 2856 (iv).

--- Fort Pitt Disaster, confirmation of news, 1281;
(Tol. read) 1301 (vol. ii).

Frog Lake, Massacre at (Stmnt.) 994 (vol. ii).
- -- Govt. officials in the N.W., communications

with (Ans.) 3425 (vol. iv).
-- Grandin, Bishop, communications from (Ans.)

3321, 3423 (vol. iv).
-- Half-breed grievances (Mr. Blake) 2040-2042

(vol. iii).
--- Half-breed Commission (letter read from Mr.

Street) 1607; work of (remarks) 1566, 2169 (ii).
- - Imp. Govt., commn. with (Ans.) 1744 (vôl. iii).
-- Indemnity to Members in the field, on prop. M.

(Mr. White, Cardwell) 812 (vol. ii).
Indians at Fort Qu'Appelle,loyalty of (Tel. read)

1320 (vol, ii).
- - Isbester, James, appointment as far instructor

(Ans.) 3425 (vol. iv).
-- Mounted Police Officers, Reps. from, of Engage-

ments (Ans.) 3425 (vol. iv).
-- on Amt. (Mr. Blake) to M. for Com. on Ways

and Means, 761-765 (vol. i).
-- on farther information (remarks) 745, 813 (ii).

Poundmaker, Skirmish with, Tel. from Herch-
mer (read) 1649 (vol. ii).

Prisoners held for Trial, 3443 (vol. iv).
- Prisoners surrendered by Poundmaker (Ans.)
2065 (vol. iii).

-- Raid on Houses at Battleford, 889 (vol. ii).
-- Relief of destitute families (remarks) 3321 (iv).

-- Religious Rites refused prisoners 2998 (vol. iv).
Res. (Mr. Blake) want of confidence (reply)

3110-3119 (vol. iv).
-- Rewards for Bravery (Ans.) 2359 (vol. iii).

Riel's proposal to accept money (Ans.) 3426 (iv)
-- Riel, Trial of (Ans.) 2358 (vol. iii).
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-- Stoney Indian rising (Stmnt.) 863 (vol. ii).
- - Volunteers, recognition of Services of (Ans.)

2029 (vol. iii); prop. Res., 3321 (vol. iv).
Divorce Court, creation of a (Ans.) 77 (vol. i).
Dom. and Prov. Franchises, despatch from Mr. Fielding

(Ans.) 2170 (vol. iii).
Dom. Day, Sitting of the House on (Ans.) 2773 (vol. iv).
Dom. Drainage Co.'s B. 28 (.Mr. Haggart) on M. for 2°,

1007; on M. for Com., 1386 (vol. ii).
Dom. Lands, frauds in Dept. (Ans.) 1915, 2170 (vol. iii).

Damont's lot on Saskatchewan (Ans.) 2029
(vol. iii).

..- in B. C., Timber dues (Ans.) 2240 (vol. iii).
Revenue for 7 months 1884-85 (Ans.) 290 (i).
Sales, receipts on account (Ans.) 2854 (vol. iv).

Dom. Police, in Com. of Sup., 985 (vol. if).
Dorchester Penitentiary, in Com. of Sap., 989 (vol. ii).
Dumas, Michel, appointment as farm instructor (Ans.)

3425 (vol. iv).
Duck Lake Engagement, lRep. of (Ans.) 1567 (ii).
Dumont, Extradition of (Ans.) 2358 (vol. iii).
Dynamite, Legislation respecting (Ans.) 57 (vol. i).
Baster, adjmt. for (Ans.) 713 (vol. i).
Edmonton and Saskatchewan Colon. Co.'s Township

Surveys (Ans.) 2171 (vol. iii).
Election Expenses, in Com. of Sup., 3452 (vol. iv).
Etchemin River Line, Survey of (Ans.) 350 (vol. i).
Exchange Bank, Claims against (Ans.) 89; Advances

to, on prop. Res. (Sir Richard Cartwright) 393(vol. i).
Expenditure on Capital Account, on M. for Stmnt., 46 (i).
Explosive Substances (B. 95, 1°*) 545 (vol. i); 20 m.,

893; in Com., 1167; 3° m., 1335 (vol. ii).
Evangelical Lutheran Church of Can. B. 60 (Mr.

McCarthy) in Com., 693 (vol. i).
Fabre, Mr., salary and contingencies, in Com. of Sup.,

3244 (vol. iv).
Factory B. (Ans.) 29 (vol. i).
Federation of the Empire, proposals for (Ans.) 51 (i).
Finance Minister, Health of (Ans.) 2497 (vol. iii).
Fish taken in the Miramichi, on M. for Rot., 295 (i).
Flag Treaty between U.S. and Spain, on M. for copies

of Cor., &c., 221 (vol. i).
Fishery Arrangements with U.S. (remarks) 2890 (iv).
Franchise (B. 103, 10) 629 (vol. i); Order for 2° read

(remarks) 1095; 2° m., 1133; in Com., 1385;
"Iwoman suffrage, 1388, 1458; "owner," 1444, 1445,
1449, 1452, 1453, 1457; "tenant," 1475, 1481;
"occupant," 1483 ; "person " (Indians) 1484, 1486,
1487, 1489, 1563, 1574 (vol. ii), 2023 (vol. iii) ;
(Chinese) 1582, 1558; " farm," 1591; "parish,"
1593; "farmers' sons," 1594; " actual value,"
1596, 1600 (vol. ii), 1"qualifications in cities
and towne," 1745, 1932, 1937, 1983-1988, 1992-2003,
2757-2759 (vol. iv) ; "qualifications in counties,"
2053, 2060, 2062, 2064, 2065, 2079, 2080, 2394;
on disqualifying revising barristers, 2086 (vol. iii);
"who shall not vote " (Indians) 2104, (Amts.)
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2139 ; "registration of voters," 2172, 2177- 2180,
2228, 2231, 2241, 2244, 2269, 2273, 2279-2294, 2300,
2310-2319 ; revision of voters' lists," 2321, 2326-
2335, 2339-2345, "general provisions," 2344,
2351, 2353-2356; "appeal," 2360-2365, 2395;
"officers and duties " (Indians) 2370, 2373,
2388, 2389 ; "offences," 2390 ; "farm," 2393
(vol. iii); "preamble," 2758; M. to refer back
to Com., 3051 ; in Com., 3052; on Amt. (Mr. Mc-
Intyre) to M. for 30,3056; "remuneration of revising
officers, &c.," prop. Res., 2420 (vol. iii); on Amt. (Mr.
Weldon) 3059 (vol. iv); on procedure, 1470; on Mr.
Trow's pair with Mr. Williams (remarks) 1470; on
taking up items consecutively (remarks) 1471 (vol.
ii) ; on Ms. that Com, rise, 2137, 2207 (vol. iii); on
Ques. of Order, appeal from Chair to House, 1510,
1512, 1513 (voi. ii) ; on Ques. of Order, 1825, 1969,
2143 ; on personal explanation of Mr. Mills, 2140;
(remarks) 2146, 2160 (vol. iii).

Franchise B. Pets., on genuineness of Signatures
(remarks) 2026, 2028, 2496 ((vol. iii).

French Half-breeds at St. Laurent, Claims of (Ans.)
2358 (vol. iii).

General Inspection Act, 1874, Amt. B. 135 (Kfr. Costi.
gan) in Com. on Res., 1316, 1319 (vol. ii).

Geological Survey, Management of (Ans.) 114 (i).
Govt. Agents in the N.W.T., Fees from Settlers (Ans.)

2170 (vol. iii).
Govt. Business (Ms.) to take in Thursdays, 451 (vol i);

Wednesdays, 965; Mondays, 1336 (vol. ii); Satur-
days, 1824 (vol iii), 2676; (remarks) 3293 (vol. iv).

Govt. Loan B. 145 (Mr. Bowell) in Com., 2464 ; on M.
to conc. in Res., 2525 (vol. iii).

Govt. Officials in the N. W., communications from
(Ans.) 3425 (vol. iv).

Grandin, Bishop, commn. from (Ans.) 3423 (iv).
G. T. R. Returns, on enquiry respecting (remarks) 662

(vol. i); 964 (vol. ii).
-- Stockholders, Ret. respecting (remarks) 28,

101, 113, 350, 566 (vol. i); Ans. of Mr. Hickson
(Ans.) 927, 1094, 1278 (vol. ii); (remarks) 2210
(iii) ; enforcement of Order of House, 3426 (iv).

Rivière du Loup Branch, Sale of (Ans.) 1039 (ii).
Guns used in fight with Poundimaker (Ans.) 2170 (iii).
IJalf-breed Minors, Man., Claims ofunenumerated (Ans.)

1743 (vol. iii).
Hlalf-breed Commission, information respecting (Ans.)

1567, 1607 (vol. ii); Claims recognized and rejected
(Ans.) 2169 (vol. iii).

Half-breed Indian Reserves and Homesteads (Ans.)
1567 (vol. ii).

Plots on the Saskatchewan (Ans.) 1567 (vol. ii).
Scrip (Ans.) 1914 (vol. iii).

- - Settlement of Claims (Ans.) 1567 (vol. ii).
-- Settlement, undisturbed occupation (Ans.) 1567

(vol. ii).
Homesteads within Ry. Bolt (Ans.) 479 (vol. i).
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Horses for Troops in N.W., purchase of (Ans.) 1306 (ii).
Hudson Bay Expedition, in Com. of Sup., 3245 (iv).
Hughee, D. J., Official conduct of (Ans.) 77; on M. for

Ret., 98 (vol. i).
Immigration, in Com. of Sup., 2841, 2846 (vol. iv).
Indemnity to Members, increased, in Com. of Sup., 3450.
Indian Advancement Act, application of (Ans.) 77 (i).
Indian Affairs, Dept. of, Rep. (.presented) 28 (vol. i);

in Com. of Sup., 901 (vol. ii).
Indian Reserve, Victoria Arm, B.C. (Ans.) 1211 (ii).
Indian Schools in the N.W. and Man. (Ans.) 568 (i).
Indians, in Com. of Sup., 867 (vol. ii); 3243, 3314-3320,

3341, 3392, 3393; conc., 2922, 3373 (vol. iv).
Indian Superintendents, office of (Ans.) 88 (vol. i).
Indian Titles in Ont. acquired by Govt. (Ans.) 632 (i).
Infections and Contagions Diseases affecting Animals

B. 44 (Mr. Pope) in Com., 1065 (vol. ii).
Insolvent Debtors, distribution of Assets prov. B. 4 (M.

to transfer to Govt. Orders) 1280 (vol. ii).
Insolvency, on ques. as to Legislation (remarks) 1038

(vol. ii).
Inspection and Supervision of Banks, on Res. (Mr. Cas-

grain) 85 (vol. i).
I. C. R., in Com. of Sup., 3296, 3297 (vol. iv).
Tnterior, Dept. of, Rep. (presented) 28 (vol. i); in Com.

of Sup., 915, 968-973 (vol. ii), 2764 (vol. iv).
International Ferries B. 17 (Mr. Patterson, Essex) on

M. for 2°, 254 (vol. i).
Isbester, J., appointment as farm instructor (Ans.)

3425 (vol. iv).
Jamaica, Trade relations with (Ans.) 429 (vol. i).
Judges in N.B., appointment for year's circuit (Ans.)

568 (vol. i).
Judicial Reform in the N.W.T., potitions, &c. (Ans.)

1306 (vol. ii).
Justice, Penitentiaries Branch, in Com. of Sup., 914 (ii).
Kingston Penitentiary, in Com. of Sup., 985 (vol. ii).
Land Board at Winnipeg, in Com. of Sup., 3345 (vol. iv).
Land Grants to Rys. in the N.W. (B. 147) prop. Res.,

782 (vol. ii); 2443-2445, 2503 (vol. iii) ; on Amt.
(Mr. Blake) to M. for 30, 2891, 2894 (vol. iv).

Lands in Ry. Belt in B.C., and Homestead Act (Ans.)
289 (vol. i).

Law Reports, Ont., in Com. of Sup., 3351 (vol. iv).
Lebel, Antoine, Indian Agent, acting without sureties

(Ans.) 1211 (vol. ii).
Librarian of Parliament, office of (Ans.) 41 (vol. i).
Library of Parlt. Joint Com. (M. for Mess. to Sen.) 36

(vol. i).
Library of Parlt. (B. 139) prop. Res., 1659, 1661; in

Com.,1668-1670; 2° m., 2402 (iii) ; in Com.,2760 (iv).
Library, Salaries, &c., in Com. of Sup., 2796 (vol. iv).
Lieut.-Gov. of N.B. (Ans.) 362 (vol. i).
Lieut.-Gov. of Quebec, Oath of Office (Ans.) 479 (vol. i).
Lingan Mines, C. B., aiding civil power at, in Com. of

Sup., 3452 (vol. iv).
Liquor License Act, 1883, Amt. B. 58 (Mr. Poster) on

M. for 20, 621 (vol. i).
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Liquor License Act, 1883, on prop. Res. (Mr. Cameron,

Huron) 1211; on M. to conc. in Res.(remarks)1226(ii).
--- (B. 134, 10) 1281 (vol. ii); 2° m., 2400 (vol. iii);

in Com., 2768, 2894, 2897 ; on Amt. (Mr. Mulock) to
M. for 3°, 2959 (vol. iv).

Boards of Commissioners under (Ans.) 77 (i).
Constitutionality of (Ans.) 429 (vol. i).
Putting in force, in Com. of Sup., 3244 (vol. iv).
Regulations directing License Fund under

(Ans.) 76 (vol. i).
--- Supreme Court Judgment (Ans.) 29 (vol. i).

Loan of £4,000,000 recently effected (Ans.) 2998 (iv).
Losses and Expenses through Troubles in the N.W.T.,

in Com. of Sup., 3454 (vol. iv).
McLeod, N., Superannuation of (Ans.) 2530 (vol. iii).
McManus, C., gratuity to widow of, in Com. of Sup.,3350

(vol. iv).
Man., Claim for a Subsidy (Ans.) 188 (vol. i).
Man. Claims Settlement B. 155 (Mr. Bowell) on M. for

Cam. on Res., 2780-2783 (explanation) 2785; in Com.,
2791, 2794, 2824, 3047-3050 (vol. iv).

Man. Half-breed Minors, Claims preferred and rejected
(Ans.) 2169 (vol. iii); temporarily absent (Ans.)
1743 (vol. iii).

Man. Penitentiary, in Com. of Sup., 989 (vol. ii).
Man. South-Western Colon. Ry. Co., Land grants to, in

Com. on Res., 2503 (vol. iii).
Marine, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 908 (vol. ii).
Maritime Court of Ont., Extension of Jurisdiction B, Il

(Mr. Allen) on M. for 2°, 129, 131; on Order for
Com., 215; in Com., 496 (vol. i).

Members' Indemnity, payruents to thoso absent throngh
sickness (Ans.) 3473 (vol. iv).

Meredith, Çhief Justice, resignation of, on M. for copy,
43 (vol. i).

Messages from HRis Ex.: Ans. to Address, 113 (i).
--- Claims of Man., 202 (vol. i).

Internal Economy Commission, 40 (vol. i).
Pets., Res., &c., on Bankruptcy, 101 (vol. i).
Thanks of Queen for condolence on Death of

Duke of Albany, 32 (vol. i).
Washington Treaty, Fishery Clauses, Cor. and

Papers, 3232 (vol. iv).
Meeting of the louse, irregularity (remarks) 2996 (iv).
Minister of Interior, absence of (Ans.) 964 (vol. ii).
Minister of Rys., office of (Ans.) 41, 52 (vol. i).
Model Farm, Establishment, in Com. of Sup., 3453 (iv).
Morgan, H. J., payments to, by Govt. for services, on

M. for Stmnt., 120 (vol. i) ; for "Annual Register,"
in Com. of Sup., 3351 (vol. iv).

Morgan, J. H., Services as Forestry Commissioner
(Ans.) 77 (vol. i).

Mounted Police Barracks, Tenders for (Ans.) 351 (vol.
i); in Ccrm. of Sup., 3244 (vol, iv).

Mounted Police, in Com. of Sup., 3243, 3392 (vol. iv).
Recruits (Stmnt. of number, and horses pur.

chased) 1607; (remarks) 1566 (vol. ii).
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N. S. Rys., Consolid. and completion (Ans.) 2530 (iii).
North Shore Ry., purchase of, by Govt. (Ans.) 189 (vol.

i); use of by C. P. R. (Ans.) 1915 (vol. ii).
N. W. Mounted Police Augmentation (B. 144) prop.

Res., 994 (vol. ii); in Com. on Res., 2402; M. to conc.
in Res., 2421, 2426, 2428; Res. conc. in and 1°* of
B., 2430 (vol. iii); 2 m, 2770; 30 m., 2820 (vol. iv).

- - (B. 140, 'l*) 1670 (vol. ii); 2° m, 2772; 3° m.,
2822 (vol. iv).

-- Commissioners' Rep. (Ans.) 2359 (vol. ii); (pre.
sented) 2820 (vol& iv).

--- Increase of force (Ans.) 2169 (vol. iii).

--- Officers Reps. of Engagements (Ques.) 3425 (iv).
N. W., Papers respecting (Ans.) 2358 (vol. iii).
Oaths of Office (B. 1, 10*) 1 (vol. i).
Ocean Mail Service, renewal of Contract B. 151 (Mr.

Carling) on M. for Com. on Res., 2556 (vol. iii); M.
to receive Rep. of Com. on Res., 2753; on M. to
conc. in Res., 2756 (vol. iv).

Offences against the Person (assault and battery) Act
Amat. B. 42 (Mr.Tupper) on M.for 2° (M. to adjn. deb.)
219 (vol. i).

Offences against the Person Act Amt. (B. 123, 1°*) 1037
(vol. ii); on 30 (remarks) 2768 (vol. iv).

Ontario's Boundaries, Legislation respecting (Ans) 51,
115, 567 (vol. i), 2998, 3321 (vol. iv).

-- on M. for copies of 0.0.'s Imp., Can. or Provl.,
52 (vol. i).

Ontario's Claim to country north of height of land and
south of Hudson's Bay, &c. (Ans.) 51 (vol. i).

Ontario, Northern Boundary of, Res. of Govt. (Ans.)
1133 (vol. ii).

Patent Act, 1872, Amt. B. 64 (Mr. McCarthy) on M.
for 20, 628 (vol. i).

Patents issued to Settlers, Prince Albert (Ans.) 964 (ii).
Payment of DeptI. Clerks, delay in (Ans.) 2170 (iii).
Pensions, New Militia conc. 2765 (vol. iv).
Permita granted in Territory awarded Ont. (Ans.) 115

(vol. i).
Petitions, on presentation of (remarks and rule read)

1891-1894 (vol. iii).
St. Laurent Settlement, Plans and Snrveys, Receipt

of (Ans,) 2358 (vol. iii).
Preservation of the Peace in the vicinity of Public

Works Act Amt. (B. 131, 1°*) 1278 (vol. ii).
Prince Albert Colonization Co.'s Township Surveys

(Ans.) 2170 (vol. iii).
Printing and Printing Paper, &c., in Com. of Sap., 2803,

2805 (vol. iv).
Privilege, Ques. of, Disturbance in the N.W., on article

in Hamilton Spectator, 813 (vol. ii).
-- on article in Toronto News : French aggression,
&o. (remarks) 1679 (vol. ii).

- - on paragraph in Free Press (remarks) 171 (i).
Privy Couneil Office, in Com. of Sup., 899; contingen-

cies, 914 (vol. ii).
Prorogation (Ans.) 3473 (vol. iv).
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Provincial Leg., compilation of Cor., &c., conc., 3434(iv).
Provincial Rys. taken over by Govt. (Ans.) 188 (vol. i).
Qu'Appelle Valley Farming Co.'s agreement (Ans.)

816 (vol. ii).
Queen's Birthday, adjmt. for (M.) 2030 (vol. iii).
Ry. Belt on Vancouver Island (Ans.) 290 (vol. i).
Ry. from Montreal to the sea-board, on Res.(Mr.Laurier)

199 (vol. i).
Rys. and Canals, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 914 (vol. ii).
Rys. centreing in Ottawa, on M. for Ret. (M. to adjn.

deb.) 88 (vol. i).
Relief of distress in N.W.T., in Com. of Sup., 3455 (iv).
Representation of the N.W.T. in Parlt. B. 45 (Mr.

Cameron, Huron) on M. for 2D, 362 (vol. i).
Representation of the N.W.T. in Parlt., on M. for copies

of Cor., &c., 293 (vol. i).
Returns, on enquiries for (remarks) 427 (vol. i), 966,

1038, 1132, 1167, 1209 (vol. ii), 2936 (vol. iv).
-- Preparations of, in Com. of Sup., 3245 (vol. iv).
Return Tickets on Govt. Rys., on M. for Ret., 707 (i).
Revised Statutes of Canada B. 130 (M. to dschg. Order)

2402 (vol. iii).
Richelieu Navigation Co.'s B. 61 (Mr. Desjardins) on

prop. Amt. (remarks) 1210 (vol. ii).
Rideau Canal, increase of water supply, in Com. of Su-p.,

3313 (vol. iv).
Riel's proposal to accept money (Ans.) 3426 (vol. iv).
Riel, Treatment of, in prison (remarks) 2357 (vol. iii).
Roundhouse at Selkirk erected on private property

issue of Patent (Ans.) 2030, 2171 (vol. iii).
Royal Military College, in Com. of Sup., 2914 (vol. iv).
St..Clair Ranch Co., Rents paid, &c. (Ans.) 2240 (iii).
St. George's Day, on M. for adjmt., 1305 (vol. ii).
St. Vincent de Paul Penitentiary, in Com. of Sup., 986-

989 (vol. ii).
Salaries, H. of C., in Com. of Sup., 991 (vol. il).
Salaries of Ministers (Ans.) 3073 (vol. iv).
Schmidt, Louis, and others, of Prince Albert District,

employment of, by Govt. (Ans.) 1915 (vol. iii).
Seduction, &c., punishment of, B. 27 (Mr. Charlton) on

M. for 20, 619 (vol. i).
Settlers' Claims, Prince Albert District (Ans.) 1567 (ii).
Settlement of Claims of Man. half-breed Minors (Ans.)

1743 (vol. iii).
Settlement of Settlers Claims at Prince Albert, &c.

(Ans.) 2358 (vol. iii).
Select Standing Coms. (M.) 2; M. for Sp. Com. to pre.

pare Lists, 27; Committees appointed and Lists pre.
pared (presented) 30; conc. in, 32 (vol. i).

Short Line Ry., Engineers' Reps. (Ans.) 429 (vol. i).
Govt. Grants to (Ans.) 1678 (vol. ii).
Plans and Reps. (Ans.) 479, 567 (vol. i).

--- Rep. of Mr. Wicksteed (Ans.) 1744 (vol. iii).
2nd Rep. of Mr. Light (Ans.) 1744 (vol. iii).
from Montreal to Atlantie, in Com. on Res.,

2977; (Amt.) 2982 (vol. iv).
Short Line Survey from St. Charles (Ans.) 350 (vol. i).
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Simpson, G. A., Govt. Land Agent (Ans.) 57 (vol. i).
Speech from the Throne, consideration of (M.) 2.
Squatters in the Qu'Appelle Valley, on M. for Ret., 205

(vol. i).
Standing Committees, non-summoning of, for organiza-

tion (remarks) 67 (vol. i).
on Colonization and Immigration (M.) to add.

Messrs. Baker,Vie., and Jackson to Com., 299 (vol. i).
Stationery used in H. of C., Expense of (Ans.) '290

(vol. i).
Statutes of Canada Consolidation (B. 130, 10) 1226

(vol. ii).
- Revision of, Commissioners' Rep. (K.) to conc.

in Mess. from Sen., 777 (vol. ii).
Distribution of (Ans.) 568 (vol. i).

Stipendiary Magistrates in N.W.T., in Com. of Sup.,
3448 (vol. iv).

Subsidies, further, to iRys. (B. 158) prop. Res., 2531
(vol. iii) ; in Com. on -Res., 2977 ; (Amt.) 2982 ; in
Com. on B., 3380 (vol. iv).

Sunday Excursions, prohibition B. 19 (Mr. Charlton)
on M. for 20, 266 (vol. i).

Superintendents of Letter Carriers, in Com. on Res.
(Mr. Chapleau) 271 (vol. i).

Superior Court of Q ye., Chief Justice of (Ans ) 429 (i).
Superior Court Judges, Que. (B. 16 1), prop. Res., 3375;

in Com. and lc>* of B., 3395 (vol. iv).
Supreme Court Appellate Jurisdiction B. 3 (Mr. Landry,

Montmagny) on M. for 20, 163 (vol. i).
Surveys and Explorations in the N.W. (Ans.) 2)29 (iii).
Surveys and Plans of Battleford and Edmonton (Ans.)

2357 (vol. iii).
Sutherland, Dr., payment to, in Com. of Sup., 3351 (iv).
SUPPLY:

Administration of Justice, 985 (vol. ii), 3448 (vol. iv).
Arts, Agriculture and Statistics (Archives, care of) 1024 (vol. ii).
Canas-Capital: Repairs, &c. (Trent Riv. Nav.) 3312. Income:

Rideau Canal (increase of water supply) 3313 (vol. iv).
Civil Govt. (Indian Affairs, Dept. of) 901, contingencies, 915;

(Interior, Dept. of) 968, 973, contingencies, 915 (vol. ii),
conc., 2764 (vol. iv); (Justice, Penitentiaries Branch) 914;
(Marine, Dept. of) 908; (Privy Council Office) 899, contin-
gencies, 914 ; (Railways and Canals, Dept. of) 914 (vol. ii).

Dominion Lands-Income (Land Board at Winnipeg) 3345 (iv).
Dominion Police, 985 (vol. ii), suppl., 3350 (vol. iv).
Indians (Assistance to Institutions) 3392 ; (B.0.) 3314 ; (Grant

to supplmt. Fund) 3242; (Industrial Schools at Qu'Appelle
and High River) conc., 2922 ; (Man. and N W.T.) 3314, 3317-
3320, 3341, conc., 3373; (N.S.) 3243; (N.W.T., to complete
service) 3393 (vol. iv).

Legislation: H. of C.(Debates, publishing) 991 (vol. ii) ; (Election
Expenses) 3452 (vol. iv); (Inereased Indemnity to Members)
3450 (vol. iv); (Salaries) 991 (vol. ii). Miscellaneous (Library,
Salaries, &c.) 2796; (Printing and printing paper, kc.) 2803,
2805 (vol. iv).

Militia (Aiding civil power atLingan Mines, C.B.) 3452; (Cloth-
ing and Great Coats) 2909; (Royal Mil. Coll.) 2914 (vol. iv).

Miscellaneous (American Engineers' Visit to N S.) 3457; (Dep.
Speaker's Salary) 3351, 3353; (Establishment of a Model
Farm) 3453; (Fabre, Mr., salary and contingencies) 3244 ;
(Hudson Bay Expedition) 3245 ; (Losses and Expenses through
Troubles in N. W. T. (3454 ; (Liquor License Act, putting
in force of) 3244 ; (Mounted Police Barracks) 3244 ;
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(Ontario Law Reports) 3351; (Payment to H. J. Morgan for
"Annual Register ") 3351; (Provincial Legislation, compila-
tion of Cor., &c ) cono., 3434 ; (Relief of Distress in N.W.T.)
3455; (Returns, preparation of) 3245; (Transport of fami-
lies from Oka to Township of Gibson, Indian Reserve) 3457
(vol. iv) ; (Vote of $1,000,000) conc., 2237 (vol. iii).

Immigration, 2841, 2846 (vol. iv).
N. W. Alounted Police, .3243 ; suppl., 3392 (vol. iv).
Penitentiaries: B.C., 990; Dorchester, 989; Kingston, 985 (vol.

ii), (gratuity to widow of MeManus) 3350; (vol. iv); Mani-
toba, 989 (vol. ii), (payment to Dr. Sutherland) 3351 (vol.
iv); St. Vincent de Paul, 986-989 (vol. ii).

Pensions (New Militia) conc., 2765 (vol. iv); (Veterans of War
of 1812) 992 (vol. ii).

Ry.-Capital:I. C. R. (miscellaneous works) 3296, 3297 (iv)•

Timber Licenses issued since 1882 in N.W.T., &c. (Ans.)
863 (vol. ii).

Timber Limits in Territories awarded Ont., 115 (vol. i).
Trade Relations between Canada and U1.S. (Ans.) 1387.

(vol. ii); with Jamaica (Ans.) 429 (vol. i).
Transport of families from Oka to Township of Gibson,

Indian Reserve, in Com. of Sup., 3457 (vol. iv).
Treasury Board, Constitution of, B. 104 (Sir Leonard

Tilley) on 10, 630 (vol. i); in Com., 1670 (vol. ii).
Treaty Negotiations by Sir A. Shea (Ans.) 1387 (vol. ii).
Trent Riv. Nav., in Com. of Sap., 3312 (vol. iv).

Vacancy in a Judicial.District, N.S. (Ans.) 2750 (vol. iv).
Veterans of War of 1812, in Com. of Sup., 992 (vol. ii).
Volunteers on Active Service, incroase of pay of (Ans.)

2170 (vol. iii).
Volunteors in the N.W., recognition of Services (Ans.)

1566 (vol. ii) ; M. for Com. on Res., 3376; in Com.,
3377-3380 ; on Amt. (Mfr. Watson) to M. to conc.
in Res., 3380; 1°* of B., 3380 (vol. iv).

Volunteers of 1837-38, on Res. recognizing Services,
38 (vol. i).

Vote for relief of Settlers in the N.W. (Ans.) 1744 (iii).
Vote to Genl. Middleton (notice) 3457 (vol. iv).
Washington Treaty, Termination of Fishery Clauses

(remarks) 2559 (vol. iii), 2773, 2899, 2901, 3075; on
M. for Com. of Sup. (reply) to Mr. Weldon, 3330-
3333 (vol. iv).

Watson, Ebenezer, of Sarnia, office of (Ans.) 188 (i).
Ways and Means-The Tariff : on Res. (Mr. Blake)

re Disturbance in the N. W., in Amt. to Com.
761 (vol. i), 3110-3119 (vol. iv) ; (personal expla.
nation) re workingmen of Montreal, 521; (remarks)
as to time for concluding deb., 662 (vol. i); in Com.
(whiskey) 3226; Excise Duties, 3295 (iv).

Wharves and Docks in Navigable Waters B. 18 (Mr.
Tupper) on M. for 2°, 216 (vol. i),

Writ for Lévis County, issue of (Ans.) 633; (remarke)
661 (vol. i).

Mackenzie, Hon. A., East York.
Administration of the N. W., in Com. on

Caron) 2927, 2930, 2932 (vol. iv).
Res. (Mr.



INDEX
Nackenzie, Hon. A.-Continued.

Bankruptcy or Insolvency, on M. (Sir John A. Mac.
donald) for Sp. Com., 48 (vol. i).

Bank of Upper Canada, Stmnts. respecting (Ques.)
112 (vol. i).

Bridges, Booms, &c., in Nav. Waters B. 101 (Sir iector
Langevin) on M. for 2°, 893 (vol. ii).

Business of the House, on M. to meet at 1 o'clock,
1745 (vol. iii).

C. P. R. Trestles and Bridges, number of, on M. for
Stmnt., 111 (vol. i).

-- Section B., Engineers' Reports on re-measure-
ment and re-classification, on M. for copies, 123 (i).

Section B, Judge Clark's Rep. on Award to
Contractors, on M. for copy, 133 (vol. i).

Consus of the N.W. B. 21 (Mr. Pope) in Com., 172 (i).
Civil Service Acts Amt. B. 31 (Mr. Chapleau) in Com.

en Res., 280 (vol. i).
Clark, G. M. K., sums paid to, on M. for Ret., 698 (i).
CoDsolid. Insurance Act, 1877, Amt. B. 20 (Sir Leonard

Tilley) in Com., 2434 (vol. iii).
Calling and Measuring Timber Acts Amt. B. 154 (Afr.

Costigan) in Com., 3045 (vol. iv).
Disturbance in the N.W., Stoney Indian rising (re-

marks) 863 (vol. ii).
Dom. Lands sold or leased for timbor, logs, staves,

cordwood, &c. (M. for Stmnt.*) 40 (vol. i).
Evangelical Lutheran Church of Can. B. 60 (Mr. Mc

Carthy) in Com., 693 (vol. i).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on Ques. of

Order, appeal from Chair te louse, 1510 (vol. ii).
Franchise B. Pets., presentation of (remarks) 2024 (iii).
General Inspection Act, 1874, Amt. B. 135 (Mr. Costi-

gan) in Com. on Res., 1310 (vol. ii).
Infections and Contagions Diseases affecting Animals

B. 44 (Mr. Pope) in Com., 1070 (vol. ii).
Inspectors of Publie Works Ret. (Ques.) 606 (vol. i).
Man. Claims Settlement B. 155 (Mr. Bowell) on M. for

Com. on Res., 2776; (Ques. of Order) 2786 (vol. iv).
Man. Indian Agency, management of, on M. for copy

of Rep. made by Govt. Commission, 62 (vol. i).
Meeting of the House, irregularity of time, 2997 (iv).
North Saskatchewan River Improvements, on M. for

copies of Reps., &c., 697 (vol. i).
Privilege, Ques. of, on paragraph in Globe newspaper,

reflecting on Mr. Galt (remarks) 49 (vol. i).
Protestant Volunteers in the 65th Battalion (remarks)

on newspaper paragraph, 2998 (vol. iv).
Refund of Ry. Bonuses te Ont. Municipalities, memo.

rials respecting, on M. for copy, 571 (vol. i).
St. Thomas Public Buildings, amount expended, on M.

for Ret., 81 (vol. i).
SUPPLY:

Canals-Capital: Repairs, &c. (Williagburg) 3301; (Welland)
3202 (vol. iv).

Civil Gout. (Militia, Dept. of) 898 (vol. ii).
Railway-Capital: Repairs, &c. (1. 0. R.) 3300 (vol. iv).

Superintendents of Letter Carriers, in Com. on Res.
(Mr. Chapleau) 273 (vol. i).

Mackenzie, Hon. A.-Continued.
Three Rivers Harbor Commissioners' Loan B. 150 (Mr.

Bowell) on 1°, 2751 (vol. iv).
Washington Treaty, Termination of Fishery Clauses

(remarks) 2559 (vol. iii).
Ways and Means-on explanation of Mr. McLelan

(remarks) 535 (vol. i).
Winnipeg and Prince Albert Ry. Co.'s incorp. B. 82

(Mr. Cameron, Victoria) on M. for 20, 428 (vol. i).

Mackintosh, Mr. C. H., Ottawa City.
Disturbance in the N.W., on ]Res. (Mr. Bl:ke) want of

confidence, 3175-3190 (vol. iv).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on M. for 20,

1241-1245; on M. for Com. (explanation) 1376 (ii).
High Commissioner, Instructions issued to, respecting

Immigrants (Ques.) 290 (vol. i).
Privilege, Ques. of, personal allusions in deb. (remarks)

3247 (vol. iv).
Public Expenditure, on Res. (Sir Richard Oartwright)

in Amt. to Com. of Sup. (remarks) 2887 (vol. iv).
SUPPLY:

Legislation (Printing and printing paper, &c.) 2808 (vol. iv.)
Ways and .Means-on Res. (Mr. Blake) re Disturbance

in the N. W., 3175-3190 (vol. iv).

Macmaster, Mr. D., Glengarry.
Exchange Bank, Govt. Advances to, on prop. Res. (Sir

Richard Cartwright) 387 (vol. i).
Franchise B. 103 (S&r John A. Macdonald) in Com.,

"revision of voters' lists," 2324, 2343; "general pro-
visions," 2352; "officers and duties" (Indians)
2380-23s2, 2386 (vol. iii); personal explanation,
correction in Official Debates, 2619 (vol. iv).

Priviloge, Qacs. of, article in Port Arthur Berald
(remarks) 3162 (vol. iv).

SUPPLY:
Iiscellaneous (Ddutre, J., cla'm te Halifax Commission)3392 (iv).

Supreme Court Appellate Jurisdiction B. 3 (Mr. Landry,
Montmagny) on M. for 2°, 160 (vol. i).

Macmillan, Mr. D., East Middlesex.
Bankrupt Estates and Official Assignees (M. for Ret.)

303 (vol. i).
Disturbance in the N. W., on Vote of Thanks to Genl.

Middleton and Volunteers, 3468 (vol. iv).
Fish taken in the Miramichi (M. for Ret.) 295 (vol. i).
London Life Insurance Co.'s Act Amt. (B. 76, 1°*)

313 (vol. i); in Com., 1723 (vol. ii).

McCallum, fMr. L., Monck.
C. P. R. Resolutions, &c., in Com., 2742, 2744 (vol. iv>.
Clothing and Great Coats, in Com. of Sup., 2908 (iv).
Bonuses to Rys. by Ont. Legislature (remarks) on M.

for Com. of Sup., 3446 (vol. iv).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.,

"qualifications in cities and towns," 1871, 1994-1996;
"registration of voters," 2258, 2272, 2283, 2284;
"offleers and dutiesI (Indians) 2373,2383, (romarks)

lvi
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McCallum, Mr. C.-Continued.
1965 (vol. iii); on Ms. that Com. rise, 1424, 1496
(vol. ii); (Ques.of Order,) 1167 (vol. il), 1733, 1867;
(personal explanations) 1873, 1970 (vol. iii); member
not speaking to ques. before Com. (remarks) 1919
(vol. iii).

Murray Canal, in Com. of Sup., 3303 (vol. iv).
North Saskatchewan River Improvements (M. for copy

of Reps., &c.) 615, 695 (vol. i).
Oxford and New Glasgow Short Line Ry., in Com. of

Sup., 3415 (vol. iv).
Refund of Ry Bonuses to Ont. municipalities, Memno-

rials respecting, on M. for copy, 570, 616 (vol. i).
SUPPLY :

Canals-Capital: Repaire, &c. (Murray) 3303 ; (Welland) 3302.
Income (Welland) 3418 (vol. iv).

Militia (Clothing and Great Coats) 2908 (vol. iv).
Railway-Capital: Short Line between Oxford and New Glas-

gow, 3415 (vol. iv).
Ways and 31eans-in Com. (woollen fabrics) 801 (ii).
Welland Canal, in Com. of Sup., 2302, 3418 (vol. iv).
Western Ont. Pac. Ry. Co.'s incorp. (B. 94, 10*) 534 (i).

MoCarthy, Mr. D., North Simcoe.
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. (B. 65, 10) 235 (vol. i).

B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) in Com. (Aimt.) 1058; on
Amt. (Mr. White, Cardwell) 1061 (vol. ii).

0. P. R. Resolutions respecting further Loan, on Amt.
(Mr. Cameron, Huron) 2688-2692 ; in Com., 2728,
2740, 2744-2746 (vol. iv).

Carriers by Land B. 5 (3fr. Coughilin) 2° m., 282 ; on
Amt. (Mr. Curran) 6 m. h., 287; 20 on a div., 289; (B
13) 2 'm., 254 (vol. i).

Court of Railway Commissioners (B. 12, 1°) 40 (vol. i).
Evangelical Lutheran Church of Canada incorp. (B. 60,

1°*) 180 (vol. i).
Fort Macleod Ranch Tel. Co.'s B. 80 (Mr. Hall) on M.

to conc. in Sen. Amts., 2357 (vol. iii),
Govt. Business, on M. to take in Thursdays, 454 (vol. i).
Law of Evidence in Criminal Cases B. 6 (.Mr. Cameron,

Huron) in Com., 496-499, 502, 504 (vol. i).
Liquor License Act, 1883, Amt. B. 58 (Mr. Poster) on

M. for 2°, 622 (vol. i).
Patent Act Amt. B. 25 (Mr. White, Renfrew) on M.

for 2°, 268; (B. 64, 1°) 234 ; 2° m., 622 ; M. wthdn.
and Order dschgd., 629 (vol. i).

Sale of Ry. Passenger Tickets (B. 86, 1) 362 (vol. i).

McCraney, Mr. W., Haltoni
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) in

Com., 957, 958, 1059 (vol. ii) ; on Amt. (Mr. White,
Cardwell) 1061; on Sen. Amts., 2647, 2651 (vol. iv).

Druggists Licenses (Ques.) 1306 (vol. ii).
-- - Prosecutions under (Ques.) 1306 (ii) 3320 (iv).

Liquor Certificates granted under, inl Halton
(ML for Ret.*) 67 (vol. i).

C. P. R. Rots, ordered by House since date of Contract
on M. for Stmnt., 484 (vol. i),

8

McCraney, Mr. W.-Continued.
"Dominion Annual Register," payments on account of

(M. for Stmnt.*) 1443 (vol. ii).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.,

Ilwoman suffrage," 1410; "person " (Indian) 1541 ;
(vol. ii) ; I"qualifications in cities and towns," 1773-
1775 (vol. iii); on M. for conadn. of B. (Amt.) neg.
(Y. 38, N. 87) 3065 (vol. iv).

Indian Lands in Ti afalgar, unsold (h. for List*) 533
(vol. i).

Liquor License Act, 1883, Amt. B. 134 (Sir John A.
Macdonald) on Amt. (Mr. Mulock) to M. for V, 2960

(vol. iv).
Morgan, H. J., payments to, by Govt., for services (M.

for Stmnt.) 120 (vol. i).
Return, imperfect (remarks) 101 (vol. i); enquiry for,

1064 (vol. ii).
Ways and Means-on M. (Sir Leonard Tilley) for Com.

(explanation) 514 (vol. i); in Com. (mouldings and
picture frames) 846 (vol. ii).

Wood Supplies, Govt. Buildings, Ottawa (Ques.) 429 (i).

MoDougall, Mr. H. F., Cape Breton.
Fish caught in Bras d'Or Lakes, bounty paid on (M. for

Stmnt.*) 1443 (vol. ii).
Subsidies to Rys. in N.S. and Cape Breton (M. for

Stmnt.) 140 (vol. i).
SUPPLY:

Fisheries, 3387 (vol. iv).

McDougald, Mr. J., Pictou.
Albion Mines Savings Bank (B. 15, 1°*) 46 (vol. i).
Rock Lake, Souris and Brandon iRy. Co.'s incorp. (B.

110, 1°) 742 (vol. i).
SUPPLY:

Ifiscellaneous (American Mining Engineers' visit to N.S.) 3456-
(vol. iv).

Railways-Capital: OI..R., 3299; Short Line Railway (Ox-
ford and New Glasgow) 3413 (vol. iv).

Ways and Means-in Com. (steel) 805 (vol. ii).

MoGreevy, Mr. T., West Quebec.
Finance Minister, Realth of (Ques.) 2497 (vol. iii).

MoIntyre, Mr. P. A., King's, P.E.I.
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Comn,

"oualifications in cities and towns," 1790 (vol. iii) ;
on Amt. (Mr. Jenkins) to M. for 30 (Amt.) 3056;
neg. (Y. 50, N. 95) 3058 (vol. iv).

SUPPLY :
Public Worka-lncome: P.E.1. 2918 (vol. iv).

McIsaac, Mr. A., Antigonish.
Bayfielki, N.S., Breakwater, extension of (Ques.) 77 (i).
Mail Service between Antigonish and Sherbruoke

(Ques.) 568 (vol. i).
Tracadie Breakwater, N.S., expenditure on (M. for

Stmnt.*) 147 (vol. i).

lvii
- lir mmmimm



INDEX.

KcLelan, Hon. A. W., Colchester.
Adulterition of Food, Drugs, &c., B. 143, 2 m., 2466;

in Com., 2467-2475, 2541 (vol. iii).
Agriculture, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 921 (vol. ii).
Allan Steamship Co. and claim of Government re

Newfield and Moravian (Ans.) 148 (vol. i).
Analysts, Public, remuneration of, in Com. on Res,

2541, 2544, 2546, 2548 (vol. iii).
Automatic Buoys, Liverpool Harbor, N.S. (Ans.) 479

(vol. i), 1914 (vol. iii).
Bolton, Staff Commander, and Dept. of Marine and

Fisheries, on M. for Rep. of Auditor Genl., &c., 135,
137 (vol. i).

Bounty to Fishing Vessels, on M. for Stmnt., 98 (vol. i).
Brooklyn, N.S., Breakwater, Wharfage collections

(Ans.) 479 (vol. i).
Buoys in Victoria and Nanaimo Harbors (Ans.) 479 (i).
C. P. R, Trestles and Bridges, number of, on M. for

Stmnt. (Amt.) 100, 107 (vol. i).
Can. Fisheries Exhibit, in Com. of Sup., 2956 (vol. iv).
Can. registration of Shipping, in Com. of Sup., 2950 (iv).
Canned Goods B. 142 (Mr. Costigan) 2 m., 2439; in

Com., 2534-2540 (vol. iii).
Cape Race Light, in Com. of Sup., 2952 (vol. iv).
Caron, Clovis, salary and expenses as Fishery Overseer

(Ans.) 290 (vol. i).
Chapleau, Sheriff, communications from, re outbreak

in the N. W., 3426 (vol. iv).
Coffin's Island Lighthouse, protection (Ans.) 1915 (iii).
Communication with P.E.I. (Str. Lansdowne) in Com.

of Sup., 927 (vol. ii).
Calling and Measuring Timber B. 154 (Mr. Costigan)

prop. Res., 2419; in Com. on Res., 2475 (vol. iii).
Cutlery, in Com. on Ways and Means, 845 (vol. ii).
Deep water fisheries off coast of B. C. (Ans.) 3073 (iv).
Discovery Island, B. C., Lighthouse on (Ans.) 479 (i).
Disturbance in the N.W., Chapleau, Sheriff, communica-

tions from, re outbreak, 3426 (vol. iv).
Land Surveys of St. Laurent (Ans.) 3424 (iv).

-- Leduc, Father, and Mr. Maloney, communica-
tions with Govt. (Ans.) 3424 (vol. iv).

- - Memorials, &c., respecting grievances, answers
to (Ans.) 3424 (vol. iv).

-- North-West Council, Res. re Half-breed Claims,
(Ams.) 3425 (vol. iv).

Petitions and Res., &c., HBalf-breeds and Settlers
Claims (Ans.) 3426 (vol. iv).

Prince Albert and St. Laurent Settlements.
Reps. of Messrs. Russell and Aldous (Ans.) 3426 (iv).

-- Prince Albert Colonization Co.'s Land, Settlers
and Squatters Improvements (Ans.) 3426 (vol. iv).

Qu'Appelle HIalf-breeds, Rep. of Mr. Walsh
(Ans.) 3426 (vol. iv).

River Lots, Claims, settlement of, Mr. Pearce's
letter respecting (Ans.) 3424 (vol. iv).

St. Laurent River Lots, re-survey (Ans.) 3424
(vol. iv).

McLelan, Hon. A. W.-Continued.
Disturbance in the N. W., St. Louis de Langevin, Peti-

tion from Settlers (Ans.) 3424 (vol. iv).
- - Schmidt, answer to letter of (Ans.) 3424 (iv).
- - Surveys of River Lots at St. Albert, &c. (Ans.)

3324 (vol. iv).
-- Surveys on Rivers, mode of (Ans.) 3424 (vol. iv.)

Taché, Archbishop, communica tion from, re
Half-breeds (Ans.) 3425 (vol. iv).

Vegreville, Father, Cor. with Mr. Deville (Ans.)
3424 (vol. iv).

Dom. Lands Agencies, in Com. of Sup., 3346 (vol. iv).
-- Surveys and Examinations of Survey Rets., in

Com. of Sup., 3344 (vol. iv).
-- Sales of, for 1884-85 (Ans.) 2997, 3073 (vol. iv).
Doutre, J., re Halifax Commission, in Com. of Sup.,

3392 (vol. iv).
Fabre, Mr., Salary and contingencies, in Com. of Sup.,

3245 (vol. iv).
Fisheries Act, extension of, to the N.W. (Ans.) 51 (i).
Fisheries, in Com. of Sap., 3387 (vol. iv).
Fisheries, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 910 (vol. ii).
Fisheries Inspector, B.C., name and date of appointment

(Ans.) 694 (vol. i).
Fisheries, protection of, after July (Ans.) 2360 (iii).
Fisheries protection in the N. W., on M. for copies of

Cor., 702 (vol. i).
Fishery Bounty distribution, in Com. of Sup., 2956 (iv).
Fishery Bounties, number and amount of Claims paid,

&c., on M. for Stant., 56 (vol. i).
Fishery Commission, increased remuneration to Coun-

sel, in Com. of Sup., 3390 (vol. iv).
Fishery Protection Steamers, in Com. of Sup., 2955 (iv).
Fish-breeding, & c., in Com. of Sup., 2953-2955 (vol. iv).
Fish Ladders in La Have River, Ans. 2239 (vol. iii).
Fish taken in the Miramichi, on M. for Rot., 295 (vol. i).
France and Quebec, Steamship subvention, in Com. of

Sup,, 2938 (vol. iv).
Free Fishing allowed American Fishermen (Ans.) 3321

(vol. iv).
Gas and Gas Meters Inspection Act Amt. B. 119 (Mr.

Costigan) 2° m., 2419; in Corn., 2439 (vol. iii).
General Inspection Act, 1874, Amt. B. 135 (Mr. Costi-

gan) 2 m., 2548; in Com., 2549-2554 (vol. iii).
Geological Survey, in Com. of Sup., 3346 (vol. iv).
Gauvreau, Jules, salary and expenses as Fishery Over-

seer (Ans.) 290 (vol. i).
Govt. of the N. W. T., in Com. of Sup., 3213 (vol. iv).
Govt. Steamers, in Com. of Sup., 2945 (vol. iv).
Harbor Master at Halifax Acts Amt. (B. 148) prop.

Res., 2421; M. for Com. on Res., 2522; in Com.,
2522; M. to conc. in Res. and 10* of B., 2534 (vol. iii).

Half-breed and Settlers' Clairms, Pets. and Res. (Ans.)
3426 (vol. iv).

Heney, J, Govt. property occupied by (Ans.) 3426 (iv).
Hudson Bay Expedition, in Com. of Sap., 3245 (vol iv).
Hudson Bay Expedition, Supplies furnished to' (Ans.)

783 (vol. ii).
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NcLelan, Hon. A. W.-Continued.
Huron and Superior, Lakes, Sarveys of, in Com. of Sap.

3244 (vol. iv).
Indians, Man. and N. W. T., conc., 3374 (vol. iv).
Inland Revenue Acts Amt. B. 146 (Mr. Costigan) prop.

Res.2421; M. for Com. on Res., 2526; in Com. on
Res., 2528 (vol. iii).

Inland Revenue, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 917 (ii).
Infeetious and Contagions Diseases affecting Animalis,

B. 44 (Mr. Pope) in Com., 1080 (vol. ii).
Inside Service, Extra Clerks, in Com. of Sap., 3346 (iv).
Interior Dept. of, in Com. of Sap., 3408 ; cono., 3433 (iv).
Lake Simcoe Fisheries, Legislation respecting (Ans.)

3073 (vol. iv).
Land and Surveys of St. Laurent (Ans.) 3424 (vol. iv).
Land Board at Winnipeg, in Com. of Sup., 3345 (iv).
Land Grants to Rys. in the N. W. B. 147 (Sir Hector

Langevin) in Com. on Res., 2522 (vol. iii).
Land Sales or Settlement in N.W. south of 24-mile Belt

(Ans.) 2530 (vol. iii).
Lansdowne, Steamer, and communication with P.E.I.

(Ans.) 927 (vol. ii).
Lansdowne, Steamer, engine and boiler (Ans.) 189 (i).
Leduc, Father, and Mr. Maloney, communications with

Govt. (Ans.) 3424 (vol. iv).
Life-boats and Stations, in Com, of Sup., 2947 (vol. iv).
Lighthouse and Coast Service, in Com. of Sup., 2951,

3250 (vol. iv).
Lighthouse and Fog Alarms, construction of, in Com.

of Sup., 2952 (vol. iv).
Life-saving Apparatus in C.B. (Ans.) 239 (vol. i).
Life-saving Service at Port Rowan (Ans.) 149 ; on M.

for copies of Cor., 142 (vol. i).
Lindsay, D., Deputy Collector of Inland Revenue, Super-

annuation of (Ans.) 2531 (vol. iii).
Liverpool Harbor, N.S., Automatic Buoys (Ans ) 479

(vol. i), 1914 (vol. iii).
Longley, G. C., Collector of Inland Rov., Superannua-

tion of (Ans.) 2530 (vol. iii).
Long Point Fishing Grounds (Ans.) 289 (vol. i).
Maintenance and Repairs, in Com. of Sup., 2951 (iv).
Man. Claims Settlement B. 155 (Mr. Bowell) in Com.,

2790; on Res., 2925 (vol. iv).
Marine and Fisheries Deptl. Rep. (presented) 113

(vol. i); in Com. of Sup., 906-911, 922 (vol. ii).
Marine Hospitals, in Com. of Sup., 2956 (vol. iv).
Marine Stores, purchase of, in Halifax (Ans.).1915 (iii).
Masters and Mates, Examination of, in Com. of Sup.,

2946 (vol. iv).
Memorials, &c., respecting ialf-breed grievances,

answers to (Ans.) 3424 (vol. iv).
Meteorological Observatories, in Com. of Sup., 2956 (iv).
Millard, Mr., collection of Fines imposed upon (Ans.)

1211 (vol. ii).
Moody, John, employment of (Ans.) 148 (vol. i).
Narrows, Erection of a Lighthouse at (Ans.) 112 (vol. i).

MoLelan, Hon. A. W.-Continued.
Navigation in Canadian Waters A et Amt. (B. 132) prop.

Res. and in Com., 1278; 1°* of B., 1279 (vol. ii); Mt
to dschg. Order for 2°, 2399 (vol. iii).

Navigation of River St. Lawrence (B. 159, 10*) 3293;
on Order for 29, 3436; 2° m., 3470 (vol. iv).

N. W. Central Ry., Land grant to, on M. for Com. of
Sup., 3382 (vol. iv).

N.W. Council, Res. re Half-breed Claims (Ans.) 3425 (iv).
N.W. Council, Salaries, in Com. of Sup., 3392 (vol. iv).
Obstructions in nav. waters, in Com. of Sup., 2950 (iv).
Oxford and New Glasgow Short Line Ry., in Com. of

Sup., 3414 (vol. iv).
Parrsborough Breakwater, construction of, on M. for

copy of tenders, 66 (vol. i).
Port Mulgrave and Guysborough, Canso and Arichat,

communication between (Ans.) 114 (vol. i).
Prince Albert and St. Laurent Settlements, Reps. of

Messrs. Russell and Aldous (Ans.) 3426 (vol. iv).
Prince Albert Colon. Co.'s Land, Settlers or Squatters'

Claims, Improvements (Ans.) 3426 (vol. iv).
Privilege, Ques. of, on paragraph in Ottawa -Free Press

(remarks) 3162 (vol. iv).
Public Expenditure, on Res. (Sir Richard Cartwright)

in Amt. to Com. of Sap., 2877-2883 (vol. iv).
Qu'Appelle and Long Lake and Saskatchewan Ry. and

Stmbt. Co., Land grants to, in Com. on Res., 2522 (iii).
Qu'Appello Half breeds, Rep. of Mr. Walsh (Ans.) 3426

(vol. iv).
Queen of the Isles, Str., employment of (Ans.) 1131 (ii).
Returns, production of (Ans.) 188 (vol. i).
Return, on enquiries for (remarks) 838, 1133 (vol. ii).
.Rimouski, Steamer, Subsidy to (Ans.) 114 (vol. i).
Rivers and Streams, Rental of (Ans.) 2359 (vol. iii).
River lots, N.W., settlement of Clainms, Mr. Pearce's let-

letter respecting (Ans.) 3424 (vol. iv).
Roach, Mr., and Pilotage Commission (Ans.) 3427 (iv).
Rogers' patent Fish Ladder, Cor. and Reps., on M. for

copies, 872 (i); purchase and use of (Ans.) 3073 (iv).
Russell, A., Dept. of Interior, Superannuation of (Ans.)

2530; Russell, L., 253 1 (vol. iii).
St. Laurent River Lots, re-survey (Ans.) 3424 (vol. iv).
St. Louis de Langevin, petitions from Settlers (Ans.)

3424 (vol. iv).
Salmon Fishing in Bathurst Harbor, regulations, &o.

(Ans.) 2359 (vol. iii). '
Satuma Island, B. C., Lighthouse on (Ans.) 479 (vol. i).
Sawdust in La Have River, N. S. (Ans.) 2239 (vol.iii).
School of Navigation at Quebec (Ans.) 743 (vol. i).
Schmidt, Louis, answer to letter of (Ans.) 3424 (vol. iv).
Shingle Shavings in the Mersey River (Ans.) 1039 (ii).
Steamboat Insp3ction Act, 188, Amt. (B. 133) prop.

Res,, 1279 ; in Com. and 1°*, 1280 (vol. ii); 20 m. and
in Com., 2399 (vol. iii).

Steel, in Com. on Ways and Means, 805 (vol. ii).
Supplies for Steamer .Neptune, on M. for copies of Acets.,

&o., 229 (vol. i).
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McLelan, Hon. A. W.-Continued.
SIUPPLY:

Civil Govt. : Deptl. Contingencies (Agriculture) 921, (Inland
Revenue) 917 ; (Fisheries, Dept. of) 910 (vol ii); (Interior,
Dept. of) 3408, conc., 3433 (vol. iv) ; (Marine, Dept. of) 906-
911, contingencies, 922 (vol. ii).

Dominion Land-Capital (Surveys and Exam. of Survey Rets.)
3344. Income (Inside Service, extra Clerks, &c.) 3346; (Land
Board at Winnipeg) 3345; (Outside Service, Agencies) 3346
(vol. iv).

Fisheries (Canadian Fisheries Exhibit) 2956; (Distribution of
Bounty) 2956; (Fish-breeding, &c.) 2953-2955. Consolidated
Fund, 3387; (Fishery protection Steamers) 2955 (vol. iv).

Geological Survey, 3346 (vol iv).
Indians (Man. and N.W.T.) cono., 3374 (vol. iv).
Lighthouse and Coast Service, 3250; (Agencies, Rents, &c.) 2951;

(Cape Race Light) 2952; (Lighthouses and Fog-alarms)
2952; (Maintenance and Repairs, &c.) 2951; (Salaries, &c.)
2950 (vol. iv).

Miscellaneous (Doutre, J., re Halifax Commission)3392; (Fabre,
Mr., Salary and contingencies) 3245; (Fishery Commission,
increased remuneration to Counsel) 339D; (Govt. of N.W.T.)
8243; (Hudson Bay Expedition) 3245; (N. W. Council, Sal-
aries, &c.) 3392; (Surveys, Lakes Huron and Superior) 3244
(vol. iv).

Mail Subsidies and Steamship Subventions (France and Quebee,
fortnightly line) 2938 (vol. iv).

Marine Hospitals, 2956 (vol. iv).
Ocean and River Service (Can. Registration of Shipping) 2950;

(Examination of Masters and Mates) 2946; (Govt. Steamers)
2915; (Life-boats, Stations, &c.) 2946, 2947, 2950; (Obstruc.
tions in nav. waters) 2950; (Water and River Police) 2950;
Wrecks and Casualties) 2950 (vol. iv).

Ry.-Capital: I. C. R. (miscellaneous works) 3297; (Repair,
&o.) 3300; (Short Line Ry.,Oxford and New Glasgow) 3414 (iv).

Scientijlc Institutions (Meteorological Observatories) 2956 (iv).

Surveys of Lots at St. .Albert, &c. (Ans.) 3424 (vol. iv).
Surveys on Rivers in N.W., mode of (Ans.) 3424 (iv).
Taché, Archbishop, communication from, re Half-breeds

(Ans.) 3425 (vol. iv).
Vegreville, Father, Cor. with Mr. Deville (Ans.) 3424

(vol. iv).
Washington Treaty, Termination of Fishery Clauses, on

M. for Com. of Sup., 3336 (vol. iv).
Water and River Police, in Com. of Sup., 2950 (vol. iv).
Ways and Means-The Tariff : on M. (Sir Leorard

Tilley) for Com., 505-512; (explanation) 534 (vol. i);
in Com (cutlery) 845; (steel) 805 (vol. ii).

Wrecks and Casualties, in Com. of Sup., 2950 (vol. iv).

NcMullen, Mr. J., North Wellington.
Banking Facilities to Agriculturists B. 36 (Mr. Orton)

on Res., 117, 120 (vol. i).
Bergin, Surgeon Genl., Services of (Ques.) 1914 (iii).
Bolton, Staff Commander, and Dept. of Marine and

Fisheries (M. for Rep. of Aud. Genl., &c.) 135, 136 (i).
Bolton, Staff Commander, and dispute with Mr. Tilton

(M. for Ret.*) 312 (vol. i).
Bonded machinery in use (Ques.) 3320 (vol. iv).
C. P. R., Government employés along line (Di. for names,

&c.*) 56 (vol i).
- Reaolutions respecting further Loan, on Amt.
(Mr. Camerm, Huron) 2708-2712 (vol. iv).

McMullen, Mr. J.-Continued.
C. P. R., Rets. ordered by House since date of Contract,

on M. for Stmnt., 482 (vol. i).
Can. Temp. Act Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) on Sen.

Amts., 2650 (vol. iv).
Chinese Commission (M. for copy of Commission, names

of Commissioners, date, salary, &c.) 56 (vol. i).
Civil Service Acts Amt. B 31 (Mr. Chapleau) in Coma

on Res., 277 (vol. i); on Amt. (Mr. Daviea) to M.
for 3°, 1297 (vol. ii).

Civil Service Examinera, in Com. of Sap., 977 (vol. ii).
Collins, J. E., sumas paid to, for services (M. for Rot.)

699 (vol. i).
Debates, publishing of, in Com. of Sup., 991 (vol. ii).
Disturbance in the N.W., Riel, Trial of (Ques.) 2358

(iii); on M. to adjn. deb. on Mr. Blake's Res., 3212 (iv).
Dumont, Extradition of (Ques.) 2358 (vol. iii).
Exchange Bank, Govt. Advances to, on prop. Res. (Sir

Richard Cartwright) 390 (vol. i).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on Amt. (Mr.

Laurier, to M. for 20, 1200-1204; in Com., "woman
suffrage," 1395; "tenant," 1476, 1477, 1479; "quali-
fications in cities and towns," 1685-1690 (vol.ii), 1853,
1856, 1860; "manhood suffrage," 1961-1964, 1992,
1995, 2000; "qualifications in counties " (Amt.)
2052, 2059, 2063, 2067, 2070, 2075, 2080, 2082; " who
shall not vote," 2100, (Indians) 2135-2137; "regis-
tration of votera," 2190-2193; "revision of votera'
lists," 2396; "officers and duties " (Indians) 2386 ;
"farm," 2393 (vol. iii); on Ms. that Com. rise, 1438,
1509, 1514 (vol. ii).

G. T. R., Returns required under Act of 1879, &c., miles
of Main Lino, &c., on M. for Stmnt., 230 (vol. i).

-- Rivière du Loup Branch, Sale (Ques.) 1039 (ii).
Grant, G., Militia Dept., Superannuation of (Ques.)

2531 (vol. iii).
Govt. Officials in the N. W., names, &c. (M. for Rot.)

66 (vol, i).
High Commissioner, amounts paid on account of (M.

for Rot.) 210 (vol. i).
Immigration, in Com. of Sup., 2832,2834,2842,2849 (iv).
Infections and Contagious Diseases affecting Animals

B. 44 (Mr. Pope) in Com., 1078, 1090 (vol. ii).
Indemnity to Members, increase of, in Com. of Sap.,

3450 (vol. iv).
I. C. R., Coal, Carriage of, from Spring Hill Mines (M. for

Rot. of quantity) 533 (vol. i).
Free Passes and reduced fare Tickets (M. for

Ret.*) 505 (vol. i).
-- Miscellaneous works, in Com. of Sap., 3299 (iv).
Jones, W. H., Sec. of State's Dept., Superannuation of

(Ques.) 2530 (vol. iii).
Library, Salaries, &c., in Com. of Sup., 2797 (vol. iv).
Lindsay, D., Deputy Collector of Inland Revenue,

Superannuation of (Ques.) 2531 (vol. iii).
Longley, G. C., Collector of Inland Rev., Superannuw

ation of (Ques.) 2530 (vol. iii).
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NcMullen, Mr. J.-Continued.
McCarthy, C., Public Works Dept., Superannuation of

(Ques.) 2530 (vol. iii).
McLeod, N. (Indian Affairs) Superannuation of (Ques.)

2530 (vol. iii).
Ocean Mail Service, renewal of Çontract B. 151 (Mr.

Carling) on M. to conc. in Res., 2757 (vol. iv).
Printing and Advertising, Rat. respecting (Ques.)28 (i).
Printing and Publishing Co.'s, sums paid to and services

rendered (M. for Rets.*) 147 (vol. i).
Privilege, Quee. of, paragraph in Montreal Herald

(remarks) 1131 (vol ii).
Post Office, in Com. of Sup., 3309 (vol. iv).
Post Office Savings Bank, depositors in, on M. for Ret.,

822 (vol. ii).
Ry.COomnrs. and Dom. Arbitrators (Ques.) 114 (vol. i).
Rys. in the Co. of Grey, refund of Bonuses to Co. Coun-

cil, &c., on M. for memorial, 60 (vol. i).
Refund of Ry. Bonuses to Ont. municipalities, memori-

als respecting, on M. for copy, 578 (vol. i).
Queen of the Isles, Str., employment of (Ques.) 1131 (ii).
Returns, on enquiries for (remarks) 211, 490 (vol. i),

1038, 1063, 1913 (vol. iii).
Returns, imperfect, Govt. advertising (remarks) 67 (i).
Rivers and Streams, Rental of, sums received by Dept.

of Fisheries (M. for Ret.*) 448 (i); (Ques.) 2359 (iii).
Ross, N. N., of Quebec, name and salary of successor to

(Ques.) 862 (vol. ii).
Russell, A., Dept. of Interior, Superannuation of (Ques.)

2530; Russell, L., 2531 (vol. iii).
Speaker, Dep., Salary, in Com. of Sup., 3353 (vol. iv).
Superan. Fund, number on list, &c. (M. for Ret.) 56 (i).
SUPPLY:

Civil Govt. (Civil Service Examinera) 977 (vol. ii).
Collection ofRevenuea (Post Office) 3309 (vol. iv).
Immigration, 2832, 2834, 2842, 2849 (vol. iv).
Legislation: H. of C. (Increased Indemnity to Members) 3450;

(Publishing Debates) 991 (vol. ii); (Miscellaneous Salaries,
Library, &c.) 2797 (vol. iv).

Miacellaneous (Dep. Speaker's Salary) 3353 (vol. iv).
Railways-Capital: I.C.R. (miseellaneous works) 3299 (vol. iv>.

Terry, Charles Hunter, gratuity to (Ques.) 632 (vol. i).
Tilton, Mr., and Staff Commander Bolton, dispute be-

tween (M. for Ret.*) 312 (vol. i).
Ways and Means-The Tariff: on M. (Sir Leonard

Tilley) for Com., 722-729 (vol. i); in Com. (winceys)
842 (vol. ii).

Wilkinson, J. A., sumo paid to, and for what services
(Ques.) 51 (vol. i).

Wood and Wilkinson, sumo paid to, and services ren-
dered (M. for Ret.*) 147 (vol. i).

McNeil, Mr. A., North Bruce.
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) in

Com., 955, 962 (vol. ii).
Carriers byLand B. 5 (Mr. Coughlin) on M. for 20, 285 (i).
Civil Service Acts Amt. B. 31 (Mr. Chapleau) in Com.,

1121, 1125,1126 (vol. ii).

MNNeill, Mr. A.-Continued.
Factories B. 85 (Mr. Bergin) on Amt to substitute Can.

Temp. Act for resuming adid. deb. for 20, 948 (vol. ii).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.,

"woman suffrage," 1412; "qualifications in coun-
ties," 2073; (remarks) 1946, 2204; (Ques. of Order)
1468 (vol. ii).

Franchise B. Pets., genuineness of Signatures (personal
explanation) 2171; (affidavits) 2495 (vol. iii).

General Inspection Act, 1874, Amt. B. 135 (Mr. Costi-
gan) in Com., 2554 (vol. iii).

Infectious and Contagious Diseases affecting Animals B.
44 (Mr. Pope) in Com., 1069; on Amt. (Mr. Casey)
to M. for 30, 1330 (vol. ii).

Medals for Volunteers who served lin the N.W. (Ques.)
2271 (vol. iii).

Ocean Mail Service, renewal of Contract B. (Mr. Car-
ling) on M. for Com. on Ros., 2556; in Com., 2558 (iii).

Privilege, on Ques. of, Franchise B. Pets., genuineness
of Signatures (remarks) 2103 (vol. iii).

SUPPLY:
Civil Govt. (Postmaster Genl., Dept. of) 903 (vol. ii).
Collection oj Revenues (Oustoms) 3395 (vol. iv).

Ways and Means-in Con. (woollon fabries) 798 (ii).

Massue, Mr. L. H., Richelieu.
Antworp International Exhibition, on M. for copy of

Cor. botwoon Govt. and High Commissioner, 306 (i).
Debates, Official Rep. of, delay in distributing French

translation (remarks) 746 (vol. i).
Dom. properties in County of Richelieu (M. for Stmnt.*)

147 (vol. i).

Mills, Hon. D., Bothwell.
Administration of Justice in the N. W. T. B. 141 (Mr.

Caron) in Com., 2961, 2963, 2964; (Amt.) 2967; neg.
(Y. 37, N. 79) 2968; on M. for 3°, 3000; (Amt.) neg.
(Y. 35, N. 89) 3433 (vol. iv).

Administration of the N. W., in Com. on Res. (Mr.
Caron) 2926, 2931 (vol. iv).

Adulteration of Food, Drugs, &c. B. 143 (Mr. Costigan)
on M. for 2°, 2466; in Com., 2471-2474 (vol. iii).

Agent and Contingencies, B.C., in Com. of Sup.,3308 (iv).
Agriculture, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 904 (vol. ii).
Alaska and B. C. Boundary Lino, on M. for copies of

Cor., &c., 706 (vol. i).
Analysts, Public, remuneration of, in Com. on Res.,

2543-2547 (vol. iii).
Arts, Agriculture and Statistics, conc., 2766 (vol. iv).
Bankruptcy or Insolvency, on M. (Sir John A. Mac-

donald) for Sp. Com., 47 (vol. i).
Better Preservation of the Peace Act Amt. B. 131 (Mr.

Caron) in Com., 2825 (vol. iv).
B. C. Eastern Boundary, Cor. with Govt. of B. C. and

Imp. Govt., &c. (M. for copies*) 533 (vol. i).
Business of the House, on M. to meet at 1 o'clock, 1744

(vol. iii).
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Mills, Hon. D.-Continued.

Canada and Antwerp, Steamship subvention, in Com.
of Sup., 2944 (vol. iv).

Canada and Germany, Steamship subvention, in Com.
of Sup., 2945 (vol. iv).

Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) on
Amt. (Mr. Ives) to M. for 2°, 953; in Corn., 1047
(vol. ii) ; on Son. Amts., 2652, 2656, 2664 (vol. iv).

C. P. R., Res. respecting further Loan (remarks) on
adjmt. of deb., 2643; in Com., 2736, 2741-2743,
2745; on M. to conc. in Res. (Armt.) neg. (Y. 55, N.
89) 2864 (vol. iv).

In Com. of Sup., 3383 (vol. iv).
Section B, Judge Clark's Rep. on Award to

Contractors, on M. for copy, 133 (vol. i).
Canned Goods B. 142 (Mr. Costigan) in Com., 2534-

2536 (vol, iii), 2767 (vol. iv).
Carriers by Land B. 5 (Mr. Coughlin) on Amt. (1r.

Curran) to M. for 2°, 288 (vol. i).
Census Commissioners and Enumerators in the N. W.,

&c.; in Com. on Res. (Mr. Pope) 75 (vol. i).
Census of Man. and the N.W. B. 21 (Mr. Pope) in Com.,

171; (Amt,) to recom. neg. on a div., 215 (vol. i).
Chinese Interproter, in Cam. on Res. (Mr. Chapleau)

3024 (vol. iv).
Civil Service Acts Amt. B. 31 (Nfr. Chapleau) in Com.,

1097; on Armt. (Mr. Mitchell) 3 m. h., to M. for 30,
1283 (ii); on. M. to conc. in Son. Amts., 1823 (vol. iii).

Civil Service Examiners, in Com. of Sap., 975, 981 (ii).
Commercial Agencies, in Com. of Sup., 3245 (vol. iv).
Committees, Sessional Clerks, &c., in Com. of Sup., 2795

(vol. iv).
Consolid. Insurance Act, 1877, Amt. B. 20 (Sir Leonard

Tilley) on M. for 2°, 127 (vol. i); in Com. on Amt.
(Mr. Ives) 2770 (vol. iv).

Calling and Measuring Timber B. 154 (Mr. Costigan) in
Cim. on Ras., 2475 (vol. iii).

Debates, Official Rep.of, on First Rep. of Com. (remarks)
35 (vol. i); on Amt. (Mr. Wood, Brockville) to M. to
conc. in Third Rep., 3362 (vol. iv).

Debates, publishing of, in Com. of Sup., 991 (vol. ii);
conc., 3372 (vol. iv).

Depti. Contingencies, in Com. of Sup., 915, 920 (ii).
Deputy Speaker and Chairman of Coms. (Amt.) to Res.

(Sir John A. Macdonald) 72 (vol. i).
Disputed Territory, Indian title, information relating to

(Ques.) 594 (vol. i).
Disturbance in the N.W., Commission, work of the

(Ques.) 791; (remarks) 1566.
--- Duck Lake, Engagement at, 791 (vol. ii).

Expense B. 129 (Mr. Bowell) on M. for 2°, 2855
(vol. iv).

Major Walsh's Rep. (remarks) 839 (vol. ii).
on Res. (Mr. Blake) want of confidence, 3190-

3199; on adjmt. of deb., 3160 (vol. iv).
Dundas and Waterloo Road, on prop. Res. (Sir Hector

Langevin) 451 (vol. i).

Mills, Hon. D.-Continued.
Employment of prisoners without the walls of Gaols B*

87 (Mr. Caron) in Com., 1658 (vol. ii).
Fabre, Mr., Salary, &c., in Com. of Sup., 3244 (vol. iv).
Factory B. 85 (Mr. Bergin) on M. for 2°, 882-886 (ii).
Flag Treaty between U3.S. and Spain, on M. for copies

of Cor., &c., 225 (vol. i).
France and Quebec, fortnightly line, in Com. of Sup.,

2937, 3042 (vol. iv).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on Amt. (Sir

Richard Cartwright) to M. for 2°, 1161-1166;
in Com., 1388; "woman suffrage," 1891, 1458;
"usufructuary," 1449, 1453, 1454, 1455; "owner,"
1472; "tenant," 1477; "occupant," 1483; "farm,"
1591 (vol. ii), 2393 (vol. iii); "person" (Indians)1484,
(Amt.) 1485, 1507, 1568, (Chinese) 1583, 1589; "city,"
1593; "farmers' sons," 1594; "actual value," 1599,
1605 (vol. ii) ; "qualifications in cities and towns,"
1747, 1761, (Indians) 1849, 1910-1913, 1934-1937;
"manhood suffrage," 1964-1967, (Indians) 1976, 1988,
1991-2003, 2004-2006 (vol. iii), 2758 (vol. iv);
"qualifications in counties," 2053, 2056, 2060, 2063,
2065-206J, 2072, 2075, 2078-2083, 2085, 2394;
"disqualifying revising barrister," 2086; "who
shall not vote " (Amt.) 2087, (Indians) 2149,
2160; "registration of voters," 2181-2185, 2229,
2233, (Amt.) 2227, 2243, 2266, 2270, 2273, 2280,
(Amt.) 2282,2285, 2287, 2288, 2293, 2300, 2315, 2316,
2318; "revision of voters' lists," 2322, 2325, 2332,
2336, 2340-2343, 2345-2349; "general provisions,"
2353, 2354; "officers and duties," 2356, (Indians)
2373-2376, Z387, 2388, 2389; "offences," 2390;
"appeal," 2361, 2364, 2366, 2396; "preamble," 2759
(vol. iii); on M. to refer back to Com., 3051; in Com.,
30d2, 3062; on M. for 3° (Amt.) 3052; on Amt.
(Mir. Jenhins) 3054; on Amt. (Mr. Weldon) 3059;
on M. for consdn. of B., on Amt. (Mr. Holton)
3070; (Amt.) 3 m. h., 3071; neg. (Y. 37, N. 88)
3072 (vol. iv); (Ques. of Order) 1432; read-
ing extracts, 1461-1465, 1619 (vol. ii), 1920,
2242 (vol. iii); appeal from Chair to House, 1510 ;
on M. that Coin. rise, 1422, 1432; (Ques. of Order)
1435; taking up items consecutively (remarks) 1471
(vol. ii); ruling of Chairman (remarks) 1798; (per.
sonal explanation) 2139 (vol. iii).

Franchise B. Pets., on genuineness of Signatures
(remarks) 2024 (vol. iii).

General Inspection Act, 1874, Amt. B. 135 (Mr. Costi-
gan) in Com. on Res., 1320 (vol. ii).

Govt. Business, on M. to take in Thursdays, 452 (vol. i);
Wednesdays, 965 (vol. ii).

Govt. Loan B. 145 (Mr. Bowell) on prop. Res., 2463 ;
in Com., 2465 (vol. iii).

Govt. Steamers, in Com, of Sup., 2945 (vol. iv).
Ilarbors and Rivers, in Com. of Sup., 2917, 2921,2923

(vol. iv).

Health Statistics, cono., 2766 (vol. iv).
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Mills, Hon. D.-Continued

Hughes, D. J., charges against, on M. for Ret., 99 (i).
Immigration, in Com. of Sup., 2330 (vol. iv).
Indemnity to Members, increased, in Com. of Sup., 3450

(vol. iv).
Indian affaire in B. C., Cor. between Govt. of Canada

and B. C. (Ml. for copies) 863-867 (vol. ii).
Indians, in Com. of Sup., 2922, 3242, 3313, 3314, 3318,

3342; conc., 3373 (vol. iv).
Indian Titles in Ont. acquired by Govt. (Ques.) 632 ().
Indian Troubles at Metlakatla, on M. for copies of Cor.,

304 (vol. i)6
Industrial Schools at Qu'Appelle, &c., in Com. of Sup.,

2922 (vol. ii).
Infections and Contagious Diseases affecting Animals

B. 44 (Mr. Pope) in Com., 1071, 1090 ; on Amt. (Mr.
-Mulock) to M. for 30, 1326 ; on Amt. (Mr. Casey) to
M. for 3P, 1330 (vol. ii).

.0. R., in Com. of Sup., 3297 (vol. iv).
Interior, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 970 (vol. hi); conc.,

2764 (vol. iv).
Land Board at Winnipeg, in Com. of Sup., 3345 (iv).
Land Grants to Rys. in the N. W. B. 147 (Sir Bector

Langevin) on prop. Res., 2446-2448 (vol. iii).
Law of Evidence in Criminal Cases B. 6 (Mr. Cameron,

Huron) in Com., 497 (vol. i).
Library of Parlt. B. 139 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on

prop. Res., 1662; in Com., 1667 (vol. ii), 2762 (vol. iv).
Library, Salaries, &c., in Com. of Sup., 2796, 2798 (iv).
License Act, Dom., working of, on M. for Cor., 312 (i).
Liquor License Act, 1883, Amt. B. 58 (Mr. Foster) on

M. for 20, 621 (vol. i).
Man. Claims Settlement B. 155 (Mr. Bowell) on M. for

Com. on Res., 2784-2786; in Com., 2792-2795, 2924
(vol. iv).

Marine, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 909 (vol. ii).
Militia, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 898 (vol. ii).
Mining and Timber Lands north of Lakes Superior and

Huron, ownership of (M. for O.C., &c.) 66 (vol. i).
North-West Mounted Police Augmentation B. 144 (Sir

John A. Macdonald) on M. to conc. in Res., 2427 (iii).
Ocean Mail Service, renewai of Contract B. 151 (Mr.

Carling) on M.to receive Rep.of Com.on Res.,2753 (iv).
Offences against the Person (assault and battery) Act

Aîmt. B. 42 (Mr. Tupper) on M. for 2°, 219 (vol. i).
Ont. and Man., Boundary between (Quos.) 51 (vol. i).
Ontario's Boundaries (M. for copies of 0.0., Imp., Can.

or Provl.) 52 (vol. i).
Ontario's Claims to country north of Height of Land,

and south of Hudson Bay, &o. (Ques.) 51 (vol. i).
--- Disputed Boundaries of, Imperial legislation

(Ques.) 51, 115 (vol. i); 2854, 2998, 3321; (remarks)
on M. for Com. of Sup., 3437 (vol. iv).

Northern Boundary of, Res. of Govt. (Ques).
1132 (vol. i).

Patent Act, 1872, Amt. B. 64 (Mr. McCarthy) on M.
for 2°, 628 (vol. i).

Petitions, on presentation of (remarks) 1893 (vol iii).

Mills, Hon. D.-ContinuecL
Port Arthur Harbor, construction of, in Com. of Sup.,

2917 (vol. iv).
Postrnaster Genl., in Com. of Sup., 902 (vol. ii)i
Powder Magazines at Fort Howe, St. John, N.B. (Ques.)

246 (vol. i).
P.E.I., Refund of Duties to merchants and fishermen,

Commissioners' Rep. (M. for copy) 831 (vol. ii).
Printing and printing paper, &c., in Cem. of Sup., 2798,

2802, 2805-2807 (vol. iv).
Privilege, Ques. of, on interpolation of words in despatch

3247 (vol. iv).
Proofs of Entries in Books of Accounts B. 113 (Mr.

Chapleau) in Com., 2466 (vol. iii).
Railway from Montreal to the sea-board, on Res. (Mr.

Laurier) 200 (vol. i).
Refund of Ry. Bonuses to Ont. municipalities,

memorials respecting, on M. for copy, 570 (vol. i).
Representation in Parlt. of N. W. T., on Res. (Mr.

Cameron, Huron) in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 3406,
3408 (vol. iv).

Returns, enquiries for, 427, 715 (vol. i), 1955, 2393
(vol. iii), 2936 (vol. iv.)

Returns, preparation of, in Com. of Sup., 3245 (vol. iv).
Rideau Canal, in Com. of Sup., 3312 (vol. iv).
Robertson, John D., compensation to, for premises and

land taken for I.C.R. (M. for Ret.*) 1443 (vol. ii).
Rys. and Canals, Minister of (remarks) on M. for Com.

of Sup., 3436 (vol. iv).
Secretary of State, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 900 (ii).
Senate, Salaries, &c., cono., 2765 (vol. iv).
Statutes of Can., revision of, Commissioners' Rep., on

M. (Sir John A. Macdonald) to conc. in Mess. from
Sen., 781 (vol. ii).

Sugar, in Com. on Ways and Means, 3224 (vol. iv).
SUPPLY :

Arta, Agriculture and Statiatwsa (Health Statatica) conc., 2766
(vol. iv).

Canale-Income : Rideau Canal (increase ef water supply)
3312 (vol. iv).

Civil Govt. (Agriculture, Dept. of) 904; (Civil Service Exam.
iners) 975, 981; Deptl. Contingencies (Indiau Affaire) 915,
(Inland Revenue) 920 ; (Interior, Dept. of) 970 (vol. ii),
conc., 2764 (vol. iv); (Marine, Dept. of) 909; (Militia, Dept.
of) 898; (Postmaster Genl., Dept. of) 902; (Sec. of State,
Dept. of) 900 (vol. ii).

Coll. o Revenues: Post Office, 3308, 3310; Public Works (Tel.
lines, B. 0.) 3307; (Agent and contingencies, B. C.) 3308 (iv).

Dominion Land-Capital (Surveys and Examination of Survey
Rets.) 3344. Income (Land Board at Winnipeg) 3345; (Inside
Service, extra Clerks, &c.) 3346 (vol. iv).

Immigration, 2830 (vol. iv).
Indians (B. C.) 3313; (Grant to suppl. Fund) 3242; (Indus-

trial Schools at Qu'Appelle and High River) 2922; (Man.
and N. W. T.) 3314, 3318, 3312, conc., 3373 (vol. iv).

Legiulation: H. of 0. (Come., extra Sessional Clerku, &c.) 2795;
(increased Indemnity to Members) 3450 (vol. iv); (Debates,
publishing) 991 (vol. ii), conc., 3372. Miscellaneous (Library,
Salaries, &c.) 2796, 2798; (Printing and printing paper, &c.)
2798, 2808, 2805-2807. Benate (Salaries, &c.) coac., 2760
(vol. iv).
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INDEX,
Nills, Hon. D.-Continued.

SUPPLY-Continued.

Mail Subsidies and Steamship Subventions (Can. and Antwerp)
2944 ; (Oan. and Germany) 2945; (France and Quebec, fort-
nightly line) 2937, 3042 (vol. iv).

Miscellaneous (Commercial Agencies) 3245; (Fabre, Mr., Salary
and contingencies) 3244; (Returns, preparation of) 3245 (iv).

Ocean and River Service (Govt. Steamers) 2)45 (vol. iv.)
Pensions (Veterans of War of 1812) 993 (vol. il) ; conc., 2765 (iv).
Publie Works-Capital: Port Arthur (construction of Harbor)

2917. Income: Harbors and Rivers (Mar. Provs. generally)
2923; (Ont.) 2921 (vol. iv).

Railway-Capital : 0. P. R., 3383 ; 1. O. R. (miscellaneous
works) 3297 (vol. iv).

Superintendents of Letter Carriers, in Com. on Res.
(Mr. Chapleau) 272 (vol. i).

Surveys and Exam. of Returns,in Com. of Sup., 3344 (iv).
Surveys and Exploration in N. W. (Ques.) 2029 (iii).
Telograph lines, B. C., in Cam. of Sap., 3307 (vol. iv).
Three Rivers Harbor Commissioners' B. 150 (Mr.

Bowell) in Com., 2935 (vol. iv).
Timber Permits granted in Territory awarded Ont.

(Ques.) 114, 115; M. for Ret., 115; (M. for copies,
&c.*) 124, 210 (vol. i).

Treasury Board, Constitution of, B. 104 (Sir Leonard
Tilley) on 11, 631 (vol. i).

Veterans of 1812, in Com. of Sup., 993 (vol. ii); cone.,
2765 (vol. iv).

Volunteers Services in the N. W., Recognition of, B.
160 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com. on Res., 3378;
on Amt. (Mr. Watson) 3384 (vol. iv).

Washington Treaty, Termination of Fishery Clauses, on
M. for Com. of Sup., 2902, 3333-3336 (vol. iv).

Ways and Means -Tho Taritf: on M. (Sir Leonard
Tilley) for Com., 512-521, (explanation) 539 (vol. i) ;
in Com. (sugar) 3224 (vol. iii) ; (woollen rags) 784;
(woollen fabrics) 793, 795 (vol ii); (whiskey) 3228;
disturbance in the N. W., on Res. granting $ 1,700,000,
2532 (vol. iii) ; on Res. (Mr. Blake) in Amt. to Com.,
want of confidence, 3190-3199 (vol. iv).

Weights and Measures Inspection Acts Amt.B. 18 (Mr.
Costigan) on prop. Res., 835; in Com. on B., 1675 (ii).

Mitchell, Hon. P., Northumberland, N.B.
Accommodation for Members (remarks) 49 (vol. i).
Administration of Justice in the N. W. T. B. 141 (Mr.

Caron) on Amt. (Mr. Mills) to M. for 30, 3001 (iv).
Australian and Tasmanian Colonies, trade with (M. for

copies of Cor., &o.) 36 (vol. i).
Bankrupt Estates and Official Assignoes, on M. for Ret.,

303 (vol i).
Bolton, Staff Commander, and Dent. of Marine and

Fiaheries, on M. for Rep. of Aud. Genl., 136, 137 (i).
Business of the House, Tariff deb. (Ques.) 595 (vol. i).
C. P. R., Res. respecting further loan, in Com., 2860 (iv).
Casualties on G. T. R. and C. P. R. and Branches (M.

for Stmnt.) 226 (vol. i).
Civil Service Acts Amt B. 31 (Mr. Chapleau) in Com.,

1097, 1111; on M. for 3° (Amt.) 3 m. h., 1282; neg.

Mitchell, Hon. P.-Continued.

(Y. 67, N. 112) 1286 (vol. ii); on M. to conc. in Sen.
Amts., 1823 (vol. iii).

Collection of Revenues, in Com. of Sup., 3233 (vol. iv).
Criminal Law Amt., openings, &c., eut in. the Ice B. 22

(2Mr. Robertson, Ramilton) on Amt. (Mr. Hall) 150 (i).
Customs, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 901 (ii), 3233 (iv).
Debates, Official Rop. of, First Rep. (remarks) 35 (vol.

i); on Amt. (Mr. Hickey) to M.to conc. in Third Rep.,
3370; on Amt. (Mr. Wood, Brockville) 3362 (iv).

Disturbance in the N. W., movement of Troops from
N. S. (remarks) 873 (volé ii).

- Skirmish with Poundmaker (Ques.) 1646 (ii).
Financial Commissioner in Eng., in Cam. of Sap., 897 (ii).
Fisheries, Dept. of, in Com. of Sap., 911 (vol. ii).
Fishery arrangements with the U.S. (remarks) 2890 (iv).
Fishery protection Steamers, conc., 2958 (vol. iv).
Fish taken in the Miramichi (M. for Rot.) 295 (vol. i).
Flag Treaty between U. S. and Spain, on M. for copies

of Cor., &c., 224 (vol. i).
France and Quebec, fortnightly lino, in Com. of Sup.,

2938, 2940 (vol. iv).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on Amt.

(Sir Richard Cartwright) to M. for 2°, 1145, (explana.
tion) 1149; in Com."person" (Indians) 1577,(Chinese)
1582 (vol. ii) "qualifications in cities and towns,"
1807, (Amt.) 1938; "manhood suffrage," 1959, 1980,
(Amt.) 1987, 1991 ; "qualifications in counties," 2069,
2072; on personal explanation of Mr. Blake, 2542; on
ruling of Chairman (remarks) 1800 (vol. iii); (Ques.
of Order) 1467; reading extracts, 1463 (vol. ii).

Fredericton and St. Mary's Ry. Bridge Co.'s incorp. B.
50 (Mr. Temple) on M. to conc.in Sen. Amts., 1386 (ii).

Govt. Business, on M. to take in Thursdays, 453 (vol.
i) ; Wednesdays, 965 (vol. ii).

G. T. R. Double Track, Montreal and Toronto, assur-
ance, &c., given to Govt. (M. for copy, &c.) 143 (i).

- - Importation of Rails (Ques.) 1566 (vol. ii).
-- Mail Trains, Brockville and Toronto, arrival

and departure of, on M. for Rot., 817 (vol. ii).
-- IReturna, enquiries for, 566, 662 (vol. i), 964

(vol. ii), 2393 (vol. iii), 3000, 3395 (vol. iv).
- RPIeturn, imperfect, presented by Mr. Hickson

(remarks) 860; (Ques.) 1278 (vol. ii).
Returns required under Act of 1879, &c., miles

of Main lino, &c. (M. for Rot.) 229 (vol. i).
- Stockholders' .List, Rets respecting (Ques.) 28,

101, 350; (remarks) 113; (M. for Rot.) 234 (vol. i);
(remarks) 2210 (vol. iii) ; and Ans. of Mr. Hickson
(Ques.) 927; and action of Mr. Hickson (Ques.)
1094 (vol. ii); enforcement of Order of louse (Ques.)
3426 (iv).

Indians, MIan. and N.W. T., in Com. of Sup., 3340 (iv).
Insolvent Debtors Assets Distribution B. 3 (Mr. Curran)

on M. for 10, 29 (voL i).
I. C. R., conc., 3395 (vol. iv).
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INDEX.
Mitchell, Hon. P.-Continwed.

Interior, Dept. of, in Comn. of Sap., 970 (vol ii).
Interior, Depti. Rop. (appeal to Members to speak

louder) 49 (vol. i).
Land Grants and Land Grant Bonds to Rys. in Man.

and N. W., on M. for Rot. (personal explanation) 94
(vol. i).

Land Grants to Rys. in the N. W. B. 147 (Sir Hector
Langevin) on prop. Res., 2453-2456; (Ques. of Order)
2459; (personal explanation) 2460 (vol. iii); on
Amt. (Mr. Blake) to M. for 30, 2891 (vol. iv).

Lighthouse and Coast Service, in Com. of Sup., 2951
(vol. iv).

Man. Claims Settlement B. 155 (Mr. Bowell) in Com. on
Res., 2924; in Com. on B., 3048, 3050 (vol. iv).

Maritime Ccart of Ont. Extension of Jurisdiction B. 11
(Mr. Allen) on M. for 2°, 130 (vol. i).

Newfoundland and the Dom., Trade Relations between
(Ques.) 3042 (vol. iv).

North-West Mounted Police Augmentation B. 144 (Sr
John A. Macdonald) on M. to conc. in Res., 2425 (iii).

Official Assignees under Bankrupt Act, 1869 (M. for
Rot. of Estates, &.*) 533 (vol. i).

Postmaster Genl., Dept. of, in Com. of Sup, 903 (vol. ii).
P. E. I. and G. B., &c., Steamship subvention, in Com. of

Sap., 2942 (vol. iv).
Printing Dom. Notes, in Com. of Sup., 898 (vol. ii).
Printing and printing paper, in Com. of Sup., 2799,

2800, 2801 (vol. iv).
Privilege, Ques. of, on remarks of Mr. MeMullen, 1131

(vol. ii).
Volunteors' Services, recognition of, in the N. W. B. 160

(Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com. on Rei., 3380; on
Amt. (Mr. Watson) to M. to conc. in Res., 3380 (iv).

Refund of Duties to persons in P.E.I., in Com. of Sup.,
3455 (vol. iv).

Salaries, Lighthouse and Coast Service, in Com. of Sup.,
2951 (vol. iv).

Short Lino Ry., Montreal to Atlantic, on Amt. (Mr.
Langelier) to M. to conc. in Res., 3287 (vol. iv).

Subsidies, further, to Rys. B. 158 (&ir Bector Langevin)
on Amt. (Mr. Langelier) to M. to conc. in Res., 3287
(vol. iv).

SUPPLY:
Charges o Management (Financial Commissioner in Eng.) 897;

(Printing Dom. Notes) 898 (vol. ii).
Cieil Government (Oustom, Dept. of) 931; (Fisheries, Dept. of)

911; (InteriorDept. of) 970; (Postmaster Genl., Dept. of)
903 (vol. ii).

Collection of Revenues (Customs) 3233 (vol. iv).
Fisheries (Fishery Protection Steamers) conc., 2958 (vol. iv).
Indians (Man. and K. W. T.) 3340 (vol. iv).
Legislation : Miscellaneous (Printing and printing paper) 2799-

2801 (vol. il).
Lighthouse and Coast Service (Salaries, &o.) 2951 (vol. lv).
Mail Subsidies and Steamship Subventions (France and Quebec,

fortnightly line) 2938-2940.; (P. E. I. and G.B., &c.) 2942 (iv).
Miscellaneous (Refund of duties to persons in P. E. I.) 3455 (iv).
Railways-Capital: . C. B., conc., 3395 (vol. lv).
9

Mitchell, Hon. P.-Continued.
Treasury Board, Constitution of, B. 104 (Sir Leonard

Tilley) on 1°, 630 (vol. i).
Washington Treaty, Termination of Fishery Clauses

(Lemarks) 2559-2773 (vol. iii); on M. for Com. of
Sup., 2899, 3336-3338; (personal explanation) 2902
(vol. iv).

Wheat and Flour Importa and Export, on M. for Rot.,
138 (vol. i)

Moffat, Mr. R., Restigouche.
Customs Law, violation of, in N.S., by John Leander

Mackenzie (M. for Ret.*) 1442 (vol. ii).
Dodge, Brenton, of Kentville, N.S., dismissal of (M. for

Ret.*) 1442 (vol. ii).
Franchise B., in Com. "qualifications in counties,"

2056 (vol. iii).

Mulock, Mr. W., North York.
Analysts, Public, remuneration of, in Com. on Res.,

2543, 2546 (vol. iii).
C. P. R. connection with Ont. systema of Rys. (M. for

copy of offers, &c.*) 532; (Ques.) 569 (vol. i);
offers to construct line (M. for copies) 1444 (vol. ii).
-- Res. respecting further Loan, in Com., 2731,
2736, 2738, 2744 (vol. iv).

Rets. ordered by House since date of Contract,
on. M. for Stmnt., 482 (vol. i).

-- Trestles and Bridges, number of, on Amt. to M.
for Stmnt., 102 (vol. i).

Canadian Fisheries (M. for copies of 0.0., &c., &c., &c.)
55 (vol. i).

Canned Goods B. 142 (Mr. Costigan) in Com., 2537,
2540 (vol. iii).

Civil Service Acts Amt. B. 31 (Mr. (hapleau) in Com.
on Res., 279 (vol i); on M. to cono. in Res., 889 ;
in Com., 1106, 1113, 1118, 1121; on Amt. (Mr.
Mitchell) 3 m. h., to M. for 3°, 1283; on Amt. (Mr.
Blake) to M. for 30, 1295; on M. for 30 (Amt.) 1303;
neg. (Y. 57, N. 103) 1304 (vol. ii); on M. to conc.
in Sen. Amts., 1823 (vol. iii).

Civil Service Examiners, in Com. of Sup., 974 (vol. ii).
Consolid. Insurance Act, 1877, Amt. B. 20 (Sir Leonard

Tilley) on M. for 2°, 126 (vol. i); in Com., 2768 (iv).
Consolid. Ry. Act, 1879, Amt. (B. 111, 1°) 742 (vol. i),
Controverted Elections Acts Amt. (B. 98,11) 605 (vol. i).
Deputy Speaker's Salary, in Comn. of Sup., 3354 (vol. iv).
Disturbance in the N.W,, luxuries for the Volunteers,

forwarding of (remarks) 968 (vol. ii) ; Duck Lake,
Rep. of engagement (Ques.) 1743 (vol. iii).

Dominion Lands Agencies, in Com. of Sup., 8346 (iv).
Exchange Bank, Govt. Advances to, on prop. Res. (Sir

Richard Cartwright) 370 (vol. i).
Fisheries Act Amt. (B. 90, 10) 426 (vol. i).
Fisheries protection in the N.W., on M. for copies of

Cor., 701 (vol. i).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on M. for Com.,

1379, 1384; "woman suffrage," 1421, 1426-1480;

lxv



INDEX
Mulook, Mr. W.-Continued.

"owner," 1473; "I tenant," 1482; "occupant," 1484;
"person" (Indian) 1520, 1538; "actual value,"
1607; "qualifications in cities and towns," 1715-1723
(vol. ii), 1882, 1887; "manhood suffrage," 1978,
(Amt.) 1985, 1992, 2000; "qualifications in counties,"
2053 ; (Amt.) 2054, 2059, 2064, 2070 ; (Amt.)
2072, 2073, 2076; "who shall not vote" (Indians)
2137; "registration of voters," 2223-2227, 2248,
2272, 2286, 2287, 2291, 2300, 2302, 2317 ; "revision
of voters' lists," 2322, 2327, 2329, 2331, 2335, 2340,
2349; "general provisions," 2354; " appeal," 2360,
2363; "officers and duties " (Indians) 2372 (vol. iii);
"preamble," 2758; on Amt. (Mr. Jenkins) to M. for
3°, (Amt.) neg. (Y.46, N. 96) 3061 ; on M. to refer
back to Com., 3052; in Com., 3052; on M. for 30
(Amt.) 3052 (vol. iv) ; (remarks) 1933; on ruling of
Chairman (remarks) 1800; on procedure, 1470;
(Ques. of Order) 1619 (vol. ii), 1920 (vol. iii).

Geological Survey, in Com. of Sup., 3349 (vol. iv).
Infections and Contagious Diseases affecting Animals B.

44 (Mr. Pope) in Com., 1066,1068, 1074-1078,(Amt.)
1090 ; on M. for 3° (Amt.) 1324, neg. (Y. 54, N. 90)

1327 (vol. ii).
L C. R., in Com. of Sup., 3296 (vol. iv).
Lake Simcoe Fisheries, permits granted (M. for Rot.*)

1444 (ii); Legislation respecting (Ques.) 3073 (iv).
Library of Parlt. B. 139 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in

Com., 2759-2762 (vol. iv).
Liquor License Act, 1883, B. 134 (Sir John A. Mac-

donald) in Com., 2897; on M. for 3° (Amt.) 2958 (iv).
Liquor License Act, in Com. of Sup., 3423 (vol. iv).
Man. Claims Settlement B. 155 (Mr. Bowell) on M. for

Com. on Res., 2783; in Com., 3049 (vol. iv).
Militia, Active, number of members of (M. for Ret.*)

533 (vol. i).
Militia Act, 1883, Amt. B. 152 (Mr. Caron) on M. for

20, 3045 (vol. iv).
Northern and Pacifie Junction Ry. Co. and Northern

Ry. Co. of Can., &c. (51. for copy of Lease) 56 (vol. i).
N. W. Council Salaries, in Com. of Sup., 3392 (vol, iv).
Ocean Mail Service, renewal of Contract B. 151 (Mr.

Carling) on M. to cono. in Res., 2757 (vol. iv).
Patent Act, 1872, Amt. B. 25 (Mr. White, -Renfrew) on

M. for 2°, 267, 624 (vol. i).
Petitions, on presentation of (remarks) 1891 (vol. iii).
Postmaster at Maitland, removal of (Ques.) 1743 (iii).
Refund of Ry. Bonuses to Ont. municipalities, Memo.

rials respecting, on M. for copy, 571 (vol. i).
Returns, production of (Ques.) 188 (vol. i); (remarks)

1133 (vol. ii)>
Richelieu and Ont. Nav. Co.'s B. 61 (Mr. Desjardins) in

Com., 1352 (vol. ii).
Rideau Canal, in Com. of Sup., 3313 (vol. iv).
Scott Act Pets., on M. to erase nane, 2320 (vol. iii).
Superintendents of Letter Carriers, in Com.on REu. (Mr.

Chapleau) 270 (vol. i).

I.

Mulock, Mr. W.-Continued.
SUPPLY:

Canals-Capital: Repaire, &c. (Trent River Nav.) 3311 (iv).
Income : Rideau Canal (increase of water supply) 3313 (iv).
Civil Government (Civil Service Examiners) 974 (vol. i).
Dom.Landa-Income (Outaide Service, Agencies) 3346 (vol. iv).
Geological Survey,'3349 (vol. iv).
Liquor Licene Act (Administration of) 3423 (vol. lv).
MNicellaneous (Dep. Speaker's Salary) 3354 ; (N.W. Counnil,

Salaries, &c.) 3392 (vol. iv).
Public Works-Consolidated Fund l(Ont.) 3385. Telegraph,

3420 (vol. iv).
Rys.-Capital: I. C. R. (miscellaneous works) 3296 (vol. iv).

Synod of the Diocese of Qu'Appelle incorp. (B. 39,
10*) 125 (vol. i).

Telegraphs, in Com. of Sup., 3420 (vol. iv).
Tolls on certain Railway Companies (M. for Stmnt., &c.)

54 (vol. i).
Trent Riv. Navigation, in Com. of Sup., 3311 (vol. iv).

O'Brien, Mr. W. E., Muskoka.
Charlinch Post Office, appointment or removal of Post-

master, &c., on M. for Papers, 708 (vol. i).
Disturbance in the N.W., description of Arms,

(remarks) 814 (vol. ii).
Inland Fishories of the Dom., Queen vs. Robinson (M.

for copy of Judgment of Supreme Court) 229 (vol. i).
Refund of Ry. Bonuses to Ont. municipalities, memo.

rials respecting, on M. for copy, 571 (vol. i).
Sunday Excursions prohibition B. 19 (Mr. Charlton) on

M. for 2°, 265 (vol. i).
Ways and Means-in Com. (woollen rags) 783; (wool-

len fabries) 794 (vol. ii).

Orton, Mr. G. T., Centre Wellington.
Administration of Justice in the N. W. T. B. 141 (Mr.

Caron) on Amt. (Mr. Mills) 3002; on M. to adjn.
deb., 3432 (vol. iv).

Administration of the N. W. T., in Com. on Ro. (Mr.
Caron) 2929-2931 (vol. iv).

Banking Facilities for Agriculturists (B. 36, RS.)
115, 118; 1°* of B., 120; 2° M., 620 (vol. i).

Brewers and Distillers, compensation to, on prop. Res.,
(Mr. Kranz) 238 (vol. i).

Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) on M.
to place B. 2nd Order on.Public Bills and Orders, 714
(vol. i); on Son. Amts., 2646, 2649, 2653 (vol. iii.)

Carriers by Land B. 13 (Mr. McOarthy) on Amt. (Mr.
Ourran) 6m. h., to M. for 2°, 288 (vol. i).

Land Grants to Rys. in the N. W. B. 147 (Sir ffctor
Langevin) on Amt. (Mr. Blake) to M. for 30, 2893 (iv).

Liquor License Act, 1883, Amt. B. 58 (Mr. Foster) on
M. for 20, 621 (vol. i).

Man. Claims Settlement'B. 155 (Air. Bowell) in Com.
on Re&., 2925 (vol. iv).

North-West Mounted Police Augmentation B. 144 (8ir
John A. Macdonald) on M. toe conc. in Res., 2428 (iii).

Privilege, Ques. of, article in News Record (explana-
tion) 9000; on explanation of Mr. Kaulbach of vote
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on Can. Temp.Act, 3073; on reading newspaper para-
graphs (remarks) 3161 (vol. iv).

Squatters in Township .3, Ranges 23 and 24 west, on
M. for Rot., 24, (vol. i).

Subsidies to Rys. B. 164 (2Mr. Pope) on M. for Com. on
Res., 3472 (vol. iv).

Ways and Mean-in Com. (woollen rags) 787, 789 (ii).

Oiumet, Mr. J. A., Laval.
Criminal Law Amt., Houses of ill-fame, gambling and

disorderly houses (B. 56 1°), 170 (vol. i).
Land Grant and Land Grant Bonds to Rys. in Man.

and N. W., on M. for Rot., 97 (vol. i).
Supreme Court Appellate Jurisdiction B. 3 (Mr. Landry,
.Montmagny) on M. for 2°, 161; (Amt.) 165 (vol. i).

Paint, Mr. N.. Richmond, N.S.
Clearing Vessels without Harbor Master's certificate

(Ques.) 862 (vol. ii).
.Debatts, Official Rep., omissions from (remarks) 3474

(vol. iv).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. -Macdonald) in Com.,

"qualifications in cities and towns," 1991; "in coun-
ties," 2072, 2077, 2078; "who shall not vote"
(Indians) 2166 (vol. iii).

General Inspection Act, 1874, Amt. B. 135 (Mr. Costi-
gan) in Com. on Res., 1311, 1313 (vol. ii).

Great American and European Short Lino Ry., Cor.
between Dom. Govt. and Govt. of N. S., Engineers'
Reps., &c. (M. for copies) 78 (vol. i).

Harbor Master at Halifax B. 148 (Mr. McLelan) in
Com. on Res., 2523 (vol. iii).

Rand's Indian Dictionary, in Com. of Sup., 3420 (vol. iv).
Subsidies, further, to Rys. B. 158 (Sir Hector Langevin)

on Am.t. (Mr. Kirk) to M. to conc. in Amts., 3403 (iv).
&UPPLY:

Art, Agriculture and Statietics (Mortuary Statistics) 1029 (ii).
Canal8-Capital: Repaire, &c. (St. Peter's Canal) 3312. Income:

Miscellaneous (road dyke, Lake St. Francis) 3419 (vol. iv).
Lighthouse and Coast Service (Lighthouses and Fog-alarms,

construction) 2953 (vol. iv).
Mail Subsidies and Steamship Subventions (France and Quebec,

fortnightly line) 2937, 2941 (vol. iv).
Xicellaneous (Rand's Indian Dictionary) 3420 (vol. iv).
Railways--Capital: Carleton Branch Ry. (purchase of) 3417;

1..R. (miscellaneous worke) 3298; (Short Line between Ox-
ford and New Glasgow) 3415 (vol. iv).

Seimnt,cfi Institutions (Meteorological Observatories) 2956 (iv).
Way8 and Means-in Com. (glucose syrup) 850 (vol. ii).

Paterson, Mr. W., South Brant.
Adulteration of Food, Drugs, &c., B. 143 (Mr. Costigan)

in Com., 2467-2474 (vol. iii).
Analyst', Public, remuneration of, in Com. on lRes.,

2542-2546, 2548 (vol. iii).
Antwerp and Colonial Exhibitions, in Com. of Sup.,

2766 (vol. iv).
Brantford, Waterloo and Lake Erie Ry. Co.'s incorp.

(B. 59, 1°*) 170 (vol. i).

Paterson, Mr. W.-ontinued.
Bonuses to Rys. by Ont. Legislature, on M. for Com. of

Sup., 3447 (vol. iv).
C. P. R., Immigration to Man. and N. W., Cor. between

the Govt. and Co. (M. for copies*) 147 (vol. i).
Resolutions respecting further Loan, on Amt.

(Mr. Cameron, Huron) 2720-2723 (vol. iv).
Canned Goods B. 142 (Mr. Costigan) in Com., 2537-

2540 (vol. iii).
Colonial and Indian Exhibitions B. 126 (Mr. Pope) in

Com., 2399 (vol. iii).
Colonial Exhibitions, in Com. of Sup., 1032 (vol. ii).
Consolid. Inland Revenue Act Amt. B. 146 (Mr. Costi-

gan) on M. for Com. on Res., 2527; in Com., 2528
(vol. iii), 2968-2971; on M. to conc. in Son. Amts.,
3433 (vol. iv).

Customis, in Com. of Sup., 3235 (vol. iv).
Customs Seizures at Winnipeg (M. for Stmnt.) 293

(vol. i); (M. for Rot.*) 1443 (vol. ii).
Debates, Official Rep., on Amt. (Mr. Wood, Brockville)

to M. to conc. in Third Rep. of Com., 3363 (volé iv).
Deputy Speaker's Salary, in Com. of Sap., 3352, 3357

(vol. iv).
Deptl. Contingencies, in Com. of Sup., 915, 917, 921,

923 (vol. ii).
Division List, correction (remarks) 994 (vol. ii).
Drawbacks on Manufactured Exports (M. for Rot.) 139

(vol. i).
Dundas and Waterloo Macadamized Road, Sale by

Govt. (M. for copies of Papers, &c.*) 147 (vol. i).
Election Expenses, in Com. of Sup., 3452 (vol. iv).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on M. for

Com., 1360-1364; in ComI., "person " (lIdian)
1489, 1492, 1571, 1574 (vol. ii); "qualifications in
cities and towns," 1793-1798, 1800-1804, 1931 ;
" manhood suffrage," 1981, 2001, (Indian) 2013-
2019; "qualifications in counties," 2056, 2059, 2074,
2079, 2084; "who shall not vote" (Indians) 2123-
2127, 2162; "registration of voters," 2259-2263,
2199-2205, 2269, 2273,2279, 2283, 2285,2291,2298,
2100, 2315, 2318; "revision of voters' lists,"
2337; "officers and duties," 2356, ([ndian) 2367-
2369, 2376, 2387; "appeal," 2367; "offences," 2391
(vol. iii); on M. to refer back to Com., 3052; on
M. for consdn. of B. (Ait.) 3068; neg. (Y. 38
N. 87) 3068; on M. to conc. in Aits., 3071
(vol. iv); on procedure, 1470;~on Ms. that Com.
rise, 1423, 1430, 1435, 1507, 1556 (vol. ii), 2138,
2209 (vol. iii) ; on Ques. of Order, reading extracts,
1463, 1765; appeal from Chair to House (rule read)
(Ques. of Order) 1921; (Ques. of Privilege) 2102;
(remarks) 2146 (iii).

General Inspection Act, 1874, Amt. B. 135 (Mr. Costi-
gan) in Comi on Res., 1307, 1309, 1312, 1317, 1320
(vol. ii), 2551 (vol. iii).

Glucose Syrup, in Com. on Ways and Meens, 850-853,
856 (vol. ii).
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Patèrson, Mr. W.-Continued.
Indemnity to Members, increased, in Com. of Sup., 3450

(vol. iv).
Indian ;Lands unsold in Township of Toronto (M.

for List*) 147 (vol. i).
Indian Supplies in the N.W., Tendors, &c. (M. for Rets.*)

532 (vol. i).
Infectious and Contagious Diseases affecting Animals

B. 44 (Mr. Pope) in Com., 1070, 1089; on At.n (Mr.
Casey) 1331 (vol. ii).

Land Grants to Rys. in the N. W. B. 147 (Sr lHector
Langevin) on prop. Res., 2456-2460 (vol. iii).

Library of Parlt. B. 139 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in
Com. on Res ,1669 (vol. ii).

Library, Salaries, &c., in Com. of Sup., 2798 (vol. iv).
License Act, Dom., working of, on M. for Cor., 311 (i).
Man. Claims Settlement B. 153 (Mr. Bowell) in Com.,

2191, 2792 (vol. iv).
Militia, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 914 (vol. ii).
Morgan, J. H., appointment as Forestry Commis-

sioner (M. for O.C., &c.*) 117 (vol. i).
Ocean Mail Service, renewal of Contract B. 151 (Mr.

Carling) on M. to conc. in Res., 2757 (vol. iv).
Printing Com., on M. to conc. in Second Rep., 149 (i).
Rand's Micmac Dictionary, in Com. of Sup., 3420 (iv).
Roads and Bridges, in Com. of Sup., 3420 (vol. iv).
Senate, extra Expenses, in Com. of Sap., 3448 (vol. iv).
Subsidies to Rys. B. 164 (Mr. Pope) on M. for Com. on

Res., 3472 ; in Com., 3472 (vol. iv).
Sugar, in Com. on Ways and Means, 3215, 3218 (vol. iv).
SUPPLY:

.Arts, Agriculture and Statistics (Antwerp and Colonial Exhibi-
tions) 2766 (vol. iv); (Colonial Exhibitions) 1032 (vol. ii).

Civil Government: Deptl. Contingencies (Agriculture) 921;
(Customs) 916, 921, 923 ; (Inland Revenue) 917, 921 ; (Finance
and Treasury Board) 915 ; (Interior) 915; (ilitia) 914
(Public Works) 921 ; (Railways and Canals) 923 (rol. ii).

Collection oj Revenues (Customs) 3235 (vol. iv)
.mmigration, 2819, 2832, 2836, 2840, 2844-2846, 2849-2852 (iv).
Indians (Man. and N. W. T.) 3315-3318; (Assistance to Institu-

tions) 3392 (vol. iv).
4egislation: H. of C. (Election Expenses) 3452; (Increased

Indemnity to Members) 3450. (Miscellaneous (Salaries,
Library, &c.) 2798. Senate (extra Expenses) 3448 (vol. iv).

Misellaneous (Dep. Speaker's Salary) 3352, 3357; (Rand's
Micmac Indian Dictionary) 3420 (vol. iv).

Pensiom (Veterans of War of 1812) 992 (vol. ii); cone., 2765 (iv).
Public Works-Consolidated Fund: Roads and Bridges, 3420.

Telegraphs, 3420 (vol. iv).

Trade Relations with Mexico (Ques.) 632 (vol. i).
Veterans of War of 1812, in Com. of Sup., 992 (vol. ii);

conc., 2765 (vol. iv).
Weights and Measures Acts Amt. B. 118 (Mr. Costigan)

in Com., 1675 (vol. ii).
Wheat and Flour, Duties on, Memorials, &c. (M. for

copies*) 532 (vol. i).
Wheat and Flour Importa and Exports (M. for Ret.)

138 (vol. i).
Ways and Means-The Tariff: on M. (Sir Leonard

Tilley) for Cam., 412-426 ; in Com., 772-775 (vol. i);
(earthenware and stoneware) 848; (glucose syrup)

Paterson, Mr. W.-Continued.
850-853, 856; (steel) 804 (vol. ii) ; (spirits and
tobacco) 3229; (sugar) 3215, 3218; (whiskey) 3226
(vol. iv); (winceys) 842 (vol. ii).

Patterson, Mr. J. a., North Essex.
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. M3acdonald) in Com.,

"9qualifications in cities and towns," 1986 (vol. iii).
International Ferries (B. 17, 1°*) 46; 20 m., 254 (i).
Lake Erie, Essex and Detroit River Ry. Co. (B. 24,

1°*) 67 (vol. i).
Sale of Ry. Passenger Tickets (B. 121, 1°*) 927 (ii).

Platt, Mr. J. M., Prince Edward, Ont.
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) on

Amt. (Mr. Burpee) 1048; in Com., 1059 (vol. ii); on
Sen. Amts., 2647 (vol. iv).

Civil Service Acts Amt. B. 31 (Mr. Chapleau) in Com.,
1119, 1127 (vol. ii).

Drill Pay, &c., in Com. of Sap., 2911 (vol. iv).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on M. for

Com., 1336-1341-; " woman suffrage," 1439; " per-
son " (Indian) 1525 ; "actual value," 1606 (vol. ii) ;
"qualifications in cities and towns," 1784-1789;
" manhood suffrage" and (Indians) 1977; " revision
of voters' lists," 2343; "who shall not vote"
(Indians) 2127-2129 (vol. iii).

Govt. Steamers, in Corm. of Sup., 2946 (vol. iv).
Importation of Prison Manufactures (Ques.) 2169 (iii).
Life-boats and Stations, in Com. of Sup., 2947-2950 (iv).
Market Battery, Kingston, lease of property (M. for

copies of 0. C., &c.) 210 (vol. i).
Militia Clothing, in Com. of Sup., 2909 (vol. iv).
Mortuary Statistics, in Com. of Sup., 1032 (vol. ii).
Murray Canal, in Com. of Sup., 3303-3306 (vol. iv).
Port Credit Harbor Co., Reports made to Gov t., &c. (M.

for copies*) 121 (vol. i).
Salmon Point Breakwater, construction (M. for Cor.,

&c.) 210 (vol. i.)
SUPPLY:

Arts, Agriculture and Statistics (Mortuary Statistics) 1032 (ii).
Canals-Capital: Repairs, &c. (Murray) 3303-3306; (Trent Riv.

Nav.) 3312 (vol. iv).
Lighthouse and Coast Service (Maintenance and Repairs, &e.)

2951; (Salaries, &c.) 2951 (vol. iv).
Militia (Clothing and Great Coats) 2909; (Drill Pay, &c.) 2911

(vol. iv).
Ocean and River Service (Govt. Steamers) 2916; (Lite-boats and

Stations, &c.) 2947-2950; (Wrecks and Casualties) 2950 (iv).

Tête du Point Barracks, lease of (hi. for copies of O.C.,
&c.) 210 (vol. i).

Trent River Nav., in Com. of Sup., 3312 (vol. iv).
Ways and Means-in Com. (hoop iron) 807; (salt cake)

806; (steel) 805 (vol. ii).
Weights and Measures Acts Amt. B. 118 (Mr. Costigan)

in Com., 1677 (vol. ii).
Weller's Bay, "Range Lights " at (M. for Cor., &o.)

210 (vol. i).
Wrecks and Casualties, in Com. of Sup., 2950 (vol. iv).
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Pope, Hon. J. H., Compton.
Agriculture, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 904,921 (vol. ii).
Agrieultural, &o., Statistics, compilation, in Com. of

Sap., 1036 (vol. ii).
Agricultural Fertilizers B. 122 (Mr. Costigan) on M. for

20, 2478; in Com., 2479-2481 (vol. iii).
Air-Brakes, LC.R., in Com. of Sup., 3299 (vol. iv).
Allan Line, payments to, for assisted passages (Ans.)

567 (vol. i).
Antwerp and Colonial Exhibitions, conc., 2766 (vol. iv).
Antwerp International Exhibition, on M. for copy of

Cor. between Govt. and High Com., 306 (vol. i).
Archives, care of, in Com. of Sup., 1023, 1025 (vol. ii).
Bradley, W. Ingles, services of, on M. for Ret., 479 (i).
Canada and Antwerp, Steamship subvention, in Com. of

Sup., 2943 (vol. iv).
Canada and Germany, Steamship subvention, in Com.

of Sup., 2945 (vol. iv).
C. P. R., Ability of Co. to fulfil engagements under

prop. Res., 2238 (vol. iii).
Amended Plans and Profiles, B.C. (Ans.) 362 (i).
Avalanches in the Selkirk Range (Ans.) 694 (i).
Branch Lines (Ans.) 694 (vol. i).
B. C. Sections, work on, on M. for Reps., &c.,

204 (vol. i).
- - Change in arrangements between Govt. and Co.

(Ans.) 1913 (vol. iii).
Connection with Ont. system (Ans.) 569 (i).

-- Connection with Quebec (Ans.) 2239 (vol. iii).
Construction near Lytton, B. C., on M. for

Ret., 2.76 (vol. i).
Cor. between Co. and Govt. re chango in arrang-

monts (Ans.) 2029 (vol. iii).
-- Cost of construction fron Winnipog to 615

miles west, on M. for Stmnt., 228 (vol. i).
Co.'s Acts Amt. (B. 153, 1°*,) 2858; in Com.,

8031; 3 m., 3293; 30 agreed to (Y. 77, N. 45) 3294
(vol. iv).

--- Eastern Division,Earnings and Working Expenses
(Ans.) 816 (vol. ii).

Eastern Section, Progress Estimates (Ans.)
233 (vol. i).

-Eastern Section, quantities, classifications and
prices, Engineers' Estimates, on M. for copies, 300,
301 (vol. i).
- Expenditure to complete Govt. construction
(Ans.) 1130 (vol ii).

Govt. Sections in B. C., working of, by contrac.
tors (Ans.) 632 (vol. i).

-- Grades and Curves, number of (Ans.) 632; maxi-
mum and minimum (Ans.) 694 (vol. i).

--- Grades, Tangents and Curves (Ans.) 694 (vol. i);
2239 (vol. iii).

In Com. of Sup., 3383 (vol. iv).
Laborers' wages, payment of, on construction

(Ans.) 290 (vol. i).
Levels, Grades, Tangents, &c., from summit of

Bockies to Moody (An.) 888 (vol. ii).

Pope, Hon. J. H.-Continued.
C. P. R., Location, change of, in B.C., 2239 (vol. iii).

North American Contracting Co., and grades,
curvos, main line, &c., on M. for Stmnt., 145 (vol. i).

-- Port Moody and Savona's Ferry, extension of
tirne (Ans.) 148 (vol. i).
- Port Moody Wharf and Freight Shed, on M. for
copies of Reps., Plans, &c., 296 (vol. i).

-- Progress Estimatos (Ans.) on adjmnt. of louse,
188; for Feb., 429 (vol. i).

-- Prop. Res. and Mail Newspaper (remarks) 1712
(vol. ii).

ý- Resolutions respecting further Loan (speech)
• 2559-2565; in Com., 2724, 2733, 2741, 2748-2750

M. to receive Rep. of Com., 2858 (vol. iv).
-- Rails for Govt. section in B.C. (Ans.) 1914 (iii).

Rates in B. C. (A ns.) 1474 (vol. ii).
Rolling Stock, Eastern Section, Western Divi-

sion, change in, on M. for Ret., 303 (vol. i).
Route, construction, rolling stock, extensions,

cash subsidy, land grant bonds, &c., &c., on M. for
Stmnts., 45 (vol. i).

-- Section B, Award of $395,600 to contractors,
payrnent of (AnE.) 77 (vol. i).

-- Section B, Award of $34,179.17, credits in
Public Accounts (Ans.) 114 (vol. i).

--- Section B, Arbitration, Evidence taken (Ans.)
112 (vol. i).

Section B, Engineers' Reports on re-measure-
ment and re-classification, on M. for copies, 122 (vol. i)

- - Section B, opinion of Counsel as to binding
character of Award (Ans.) 77 (vol. i).

- - Section B, Rep. of Judge Clark on Award

(Ans.) 78, 133 (vol. j).
Subsidy, ii COM. of Sup., 3295 (vol. iv).
Tangents and Curves, number and aggregate

length (Ans.) 744 (vol. i).
- - Trestles and Bridges, number of, on Amt. to M.

for Strant., 103, (vol. i).
Western Division, Earnings and Working ex-

penses (Ans.) 816 (vol. ii).
-- Western Terminus, route or routes from Port

Moody to English Bay, on M. for plan, &c., 145 (i).
Cape Breton Ry., constrifetion of (Ans.) 2239 (vol. iii).

-Surveys, in Com. of Sup., 3418 (iv).
Cape Tormentine Ry., connection with (Ans.) 2997 (iv).
Cape Traverse Branch Ry., payment to contractors

for construction (Ans.) 694 (vol. i).
Carleton Branch Ry., in Com. of Sup., 3415 (vol. iv).
Catholie population of Prov. of Quebec (Ans.) 363 (i).
Census Commissioners and Enumerators in the N.W.T.,

(prop. Res.) 46 ; M. for Com. on Res., 74; M. to conc.
in Rep. of Com., 125 (vol. i).

Census of 1881, Absentees from Canada during (Ans.)
235 (vol. i).

Census, Quinquennial, of Man., N.W.T., &c. (B. 21, 1Q)
46; in Com., 171; consdn. of B. m., 212 (vol. i).

Census, Fourth and Fifth Vols., issue of (Ans.) 48 (i),
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Pope, Hon. J. H.-Continued.
Change of Names in the N.W.T. (Ans.) 2359 (vol. iii).
Cholera, precautions against (Ans.) 568 (vol. i).
Clark, G. M., Sums paid to, apart from salary as Judge

(Ans.) 235 (vol. j).
Colonial and Indian Exhibitions (B. 126) prop. Res.,

451 (vol. i); Res. in Com.,, 892; in Com. of Sup.,
1032-1035; Res. conc. in and 1°* of B., 1064 (vol.
ii) ; in Com., 2399 (vol. iii).

Contagious Diseases affecting Animals (B. 44) in Com.,
1065-1073, 1089-1091 (vol. ii).

Cornwall Canal, in Com. of Sup., 3301 (vol. iv).
Criminal Statistics, in Com. of Sup., 1026 (vol. ii).
Dams at Lakefield and Young's Point (Ans.) 1130 (ii).
Deptl. Contingencies, in Com. of Sup., 921, 923 (vol. ii).
Dominion Exhibition, in Com. of Sup., 1026 (vol. ii).
Eastern Extension Ry., in Com. of Sup., 3300, 3384

(vol. iv).
Fort Francis Canal, in Com. of Sup., 3385 (vol. iv).
G. T, R., Double Track between Montreal and Toronto,

assurance, &c., given to Govt., on M. for copy, 144 (i).
- - Imperfect Ret. presented by Mr. Hickson (re-

marks) 861 (vol. ii).
Grant, Alpin, position of, under Govt. (Ans.) 429 (i).
Great American and European Short Line Ry., on M,

for Ret., 79 (vol. i).
Grenville Canal, in Com. of Sup., 3418 (vol. iv).
HIealth Statistics, in Com. of Sup., 2766 (vol. iv).
High Commissioner, Instructions issued to, respecting

Immigrants (Ans.) 290 (vol. i).
Immigrant Patients in Quarantine, in Com. of Sup.,

3358 (vol. iv).
Immigration, in Com. of Sup., 2810, 2813, 2816, 2831-

2853 (vol. iv).
Immigrants to the N. W., on M. for Stmnt., 45 (vol. i).
Immigrants settled in B. G. (Ans.) 189 (vol. i).
Indians, in Com. of Sup., 3342 (vol. iv).
Infections and Contagious Diseases affecting Animals

(B. 44, 1°) 125 (vol. i); 20 m., 892; 3° m., 1321; on
Amt. (Mr. Sutherland, Oxford) .1321; on Amt. (Mr.
Mfulock) to M. for 31, 1325; M. to conc. in Son. Amts.
2397 (vol. iii).

Inspecting Engineers' Salaries, in Com. of Sup., 3417,
(vol. iv).

Inspectors or Clorks of Works, persons employed as,
on M. for Stmnt., 139 (vol. i).

I. C. R., Claims of Contractors, Sec. 16 (Ans.) 505 (i).
Construction to Indiantown (Ans.) 744 (vol. j),

816 (vol. ii).
Cost of Equipment (Ans.) 816 (vol. ii).

-- Cost of Working, &c., from 1879 to 1884, on
M. for Strnt. (Amt.) 203 (vol. i).
-- Equipment, valuation of (Ans.) 888 (vol. ii).

Earnings and Working Expenses: 3073
(vol. iv); monthly (Ans.) 76, 114 ; for Jan., 1885,
428 (vol. i); for March and April, 2029 (fii).

- - in Com. of Sup., 3296, 3299, 3300, 3117; cono.,
8396 (vol. iv).

Pope, Hon. J. H.-Continued.
I. C. R. Receipts and Expenses (Ans.) 1744, 1914 (iii).
-- Sale of Tickets on Chatham Branch (Ans.)

2289 (vol. iii).
Lachine Canal, in Cam. of Sap., 3301 (vol. iv).
Lake St. Francis Road Dyke, in Com. of Sap., 3419 (iv).
Lynch's Treatise on Butter-making, in Com. of Sup.,

3456 (vol. iv).
Man. Claims Settlement B. 155 (Mr. Bowell) in Com.,

3049 (vol. iv).
Mortuary Statistics, in Com. of Sap., 1027-1031 (ii).
Murray Canal, in Com. of Sup., 3303 (vol. iv).
Muskoka Lakes and River Severn Canal System (Ans.)

289 (vol. i).
Oxford and New Glasgow Ry., N.S., projected line, on

M. for copies of Cor., &c., 146 (vol. i); in Com. of
Sap., 3413 (vol. iv).

Patent Act 1872, Amt. B. 64 (Mr. McCarthy) on1,
234; on M. for 2°, 627 (vol. i).

Pembina Branch Ry., in Com. of Sap., 8417 (vol. iv).
P. E. I. Ry., Cape Traverse Branch, payment of

laborers, on M. for copies of Petitions, &c., 142 (i).
Pringle, H. H., employment of, by Govt. (Ans.) 744 (i).
Port Moody Dock, Tenders for repair (Ans.) 816 (ii).
Post Office, in Com. of Sup., 3308 (vol. iv).
Purcell & Ryan, payment to, in Com. of Sup., 3452 (iv).
Quarantine, appointment of Physicians to accompany

Steamships (Ans.) 2169 (vol. iii).
Quarantine, in Com. of Sap., 2853, 3358, 3411 (vol. iv).
iRys. and Canals, Deptl. Rep. (presented) 76 (vol.i).

in Com. of Sup., 913, 923, 975 (vol. ii).
Ry. Commissioners and Dom. Arbitrators (Ans.) 114 (i).
Ry. Supplies, purchase of, in lalifax (Ans.) 1915 (iii).
Refund of Ry. Bonuses to Ont. municipalities, Memor.

ials respecting, on M. for copy, 593 (vol. i).
Return Tickets on Govt. Rys., on M. for Rot., 707 (i).
Returns, production of (Ans.) 188; (remarks) 113, 455

(vol. i), 1132 (vol. ii), 2393 (vol. iii).
Rideau Canal, in Com. of Sup., 3312,3418 (vol. iv).
Richelieu River Floods, Memorials from Riparian own-

ers (Ans.) 606 (vol. i).
St. John Bridge and Ry. Extension Co. (Ans.) 569 (i).
St. Romuald d'Etchimin, Station (Ans.) 1567 (i).
Settlers in Man. and N.W.T. (Ans.) 113 (vol. 1).
Settlers in the Dom. during calendar year 1884 (Ans.)

113 (vol. i).
Settlers in the Mar. Provs. (Ans.) 148 (vol. i).
Sheep Scab, in Com. of Sup., 3411 (vol. iv).
Short Lino Ry. to the Mar. Prove. (Ans.) 2239 (vol. iii).
Simard, J., payment to, in Com. of Sup., 3418 (vol. iv).
Sleeping Cars, LC.R., 3417 (vol. iv).
Statistics relating to the Public Service (Ans.) 2531

(vol. iii).
Subsidies, further, to Rys. B. 158 (Sir Hector Langevin)

in Com. on Res., 2988 (vol. iv).
Subsidies to Rys. (B. 164) prop. Res., 3457; on M. for

Cm. on Res., 3470; in Com., 3472 (vol. iv.)
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Pope, Hon. J. R.-bontinued.

SUPPLY:
Arts, Agriculture and Statistics (Antwerp and Colonial Exhibi-

tions) conc., 2766 (vol. iv); (Archives, care of) 1023, 1025 ;
(Colonial Exhibitions) 1032-1035 (vol. ii), 3452 (vol. iv);
(Compiling Agricultural and other Statistics in Man. and
N.W.T.) 1036; (Criminal Statistics) 1026 ; (Dominion Exhi-

bition) 1026 (vol. ii) ; (Health Statisties) 2766 (vol. iv) ;
(Mortuary Statistics) 1027-1031 (ii).

Canals-Capital: Repaire, &c. (Cornwall) 3301; (Murray) 3303 ;
(Lachine) 3301; (Trent River Nav.) 331] ; (Welland) 3301,
3311 ; (Williamaburg) 3301; ( &mount due Hugh Sutherland)
3385 (vol. iv). Income: (Rideau, Land damages in Township
of Pittsburg) 3418; (Increase of water supply) 3312 ; (Gren-
ville, payment to J. Simard) 3418. Miscellaneous (road dyke,
Lake St. Francis) 3419; (Sarveys and Inspections) 3313;
(Welland) 3418 (vol. iv).

Civil Govt. (Agriculture, Dept. of.) 904, (contingencies) 921;
(Railways and Canais, Dept. of) 913, 975, (contingeicies)
923 (vol. ii).

Collection 0 Revenues (Post Office) 3308 (vol. iv).
Immigration, 2810, 2813, 2816, 2831-2853 (vol. iv).
indians (Man. and N. W. T.) 3342 (vol. iv).
Mail Subsidie and Steamship Subventions (Can. and Antwerp);

2943; (Can. and Germany) 2945 (vol. iv.)
.iscellaneous (Lynch's Treatise on Butter-making) 3456;

(Purcell & Ryan, for supplies furnished to Lord Lorne and
party) 3452 (vol. iv).

Quarantine, 2853; (Immigrant Patients) 3358 ; (Sheep Scab)
3358, 3411 (vol. iv).

Ry.-Capital: C. P. R, 3383; (Inspecting Eagineers'Salaries,
t.) 3117 ; (Pembina Branch) 3417; (Subsidy) 3295. Cape
Breton Ry. (Surveys) 3418 ; Carleton Branch Ry. (purchase
of) 3415; Eastern Extension Ry., 3300, 3384; I. C. R., 3383,
conc., 3396; (applying Air Brakes) 3299; (miscellaneous
works) 3296-3299; (Repairs, &c.) 3300 ; (Sleeping Cars)
3117. Short Line Ry. (Oxford and New Glasgow) 3413
(vol. iv).

Surveys and Inspections (Canals) in Com. of Sup., 3313
(vol. iv).

Sutherland, H., amount due, in Com. of Sup., 3385 (iv).
Trent Valley Canal, plans and estimates of cost, &c.,

on Ms. for copies of Cor., &c., 145, 202 (vol. i).
Trent River Nav., in Com. of Sap., 3311 (vol. iv).
Turkish Pauper Immigrants (Ans.) 3475 (vol. iv).
Welland and Williamsburg Canals, in Com. of Sup.,

3301, 34L8 (vol. iv).
Wilkinson, J. A., sums paid to, and for what services

(Ans.) 51 (vol. i).

Pruyn, Xr. M. W., Lennox.
Franchise B. 103 (Bir John A. Macdonald) on M. that

Com. rise, 1425 (vol. ii).
Napanee, Public Buildings (Ques.) 77 (vol. i).

Reid, Mr. J., Cariboo.
C. P. R. Rates in B.C. (Ques.) 1474 (vol. ii).

Rinfret, Mr. C. J., Lotbinière.
Flannel Shirts for the Militia, Contract (Ques.) 1306 (ii).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.,

"'person" (Indian) 1506, 1538; "qualifications in
cities and towns," 1680-1683 (vol. ii).

House of Commons Commissioners' Rep. re Staff (Ques.)
2750 (voL iv).

Rinfret, Mr. 0. J.-Continued.
Le Fonds Post Office, establishment of (Ques.) 816 (ii).
Peachy, J. W., Superannuation of (Ques.) 1743 (iii).
Ways and Means-The Tariff : on M. (Sir Leonard

Tilley) for Com., 527-532 (vol. i).

Robertson, Mr. A., West Eastings.
Criminal Law Amt, Punishment of Burglars (B.'71, 10)

270 (vol. i); (B. 136, 1°) 1335 (vol. ii).
Debates, Official Rep., on Amt. (Mr. Wood, Brockville)

to M. to conc. in Third Rep. (Ques.) 3362 (vol. iv).
Disturbance in the N. W., Gatling Guns for use of

Troops (Ques.) 813 (vol. ii).
Veterans of 1812, Extension of Pensions to widows of

(Ques.) 36 (vol. i).

Robertson, Mr. T., Hamilton.
Can. Temp. Act Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) on M. to

place B. 2nd Order on Publie Bills and Orders, 714 (i).
Consolid. Insurance Act, 1877, Amt. B. 20 (Sir Leonard

Tilley) in Com., on Amt. (Mr. Ives) 2769 (vol. iv).
Criminal Law Amt., openings cut in the Ice, &c. (B. 22,

1°*) 57; 2° m., 131; M. for Com., 150; Order for
Con. dschgd. and B. ref. to Sel. Com., 496 (vol. i).

Factory B. 85 (Mr. Bergin) on Amt. to substitute Can.
Temp. Act to M. for rsmng. adjd. deb. for 2°, 943 (ii).

Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com., on
Ques. of Order, 1922 (vol. iii).

Govt. Business, conduet of (remarks) 3445 (vol. iv).
Law of Evidence in Criminal Cases B. 6 (Mr. Cameron,

Buron) in Com., 501, 503 (vol. i).

Library, Salaries, &c., in Com. of Sap., 2797 (vol. iv).
Life-boats, Stations, &c., in Com. of Sup., 2947 (vol. iv).
Man. Çlaims Settlement B. 155 (Mr. Bowell) in Com.,

3047 (vol. iv)
Petitions, on presentation of (remarks) 1891 (vol. iii).
Soundings taken in Burlington Bay Canal, Rep. of

Supdt. (M. for copies*) 1533 (vol. i).
South Saskatchewan Valley Ry. Ce.'s Act Amt. (B. 37,

1°*) 125 (vol. i).
Sumnmary Proceedings before Magistrates B. 128 (Mr.

Caron) in Com., 2830 (vol. iv).
SUPPLY:

Immigrationa, 2818, 2843 (vol. iv).
Legislation: Miscellaneous (Library, Salaries, &o.) 2797 (iv).

Liquor License Act (Administration of) 3423.(vol. iv).

Ocean and River &rvice (Life-boats and Stations, &c.) 2947 (iv).

Ways and Means-The Tariff: on M. (Bir Leonard
Tilley) for Com., 719-722 (vol. i).

Robertson, Mr. T., Shelburne.
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. (Ques.) 363 (vol. i).
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. (B. 92, 1°) 448 (vol. i).
Coal, tenders to supply Fog-whistles, &c, in Bay of

Fundy (M. for copies*) 533 (vol. i).

Deptl. Contingencies, in Com. of Sup., 919 (vol. ii).
Fraser, D. M., and Dept. of Agriculture, Cor. between

(M. for copies*) 533 (vol. i).
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INDEX.
Robertson, Mr. T.-Oontinued.

Great Village River Improvements, Colchester, N.S.,
(M. for Stmnt. in detail*) 67 (vol. i).

Lion, seizure of Schooner, in N.S. (M. for copies of Rep.,
&c.*) 533 (vol. i).

Liquor License Act, 1883, Amt. B. 58 (Mr. Poster) on
M. for 2°, 621 (vol. i).

ParrsboroughBreakwater, construction of (M. for copies
of Tenders) 66 (vol. i).

Rogers' Patent Fish Ladder, Cor. and Reps. (M4 for
copies) 870 (vol. ii).

SUPPLY:
Civil Govt.: Dept1. Contingencies (nland Revenue) 919 (vol. ii).

Rose, Mr. A. W., Lisgar.
C. P. R., Res. respecting further Loan, on Amt. (Mr.

Cameron, Huron) 2712-2718 (vol. iv).
Disturbance in the N.W., Assistance to Settlers through

outbreak (Ques.) 2854; Compensation for losses
(Ques.) 3321; Relief of dostitute families, 3321 (iv).

Equipment of the 90th Battalion (Ques.) 2854 (vol. iv).
Land Grants to Rys. in the N. W. B. 147 (Sir Rector

Langevin) in Com. on Res., 2491 (vol. iii).
Man. Claims Settlement B. 155 (Mr. Bowell) on. M. for

Com. on Res., 2777; in Com., 2793, 3050 (vol. iv).
North-Western Coal and Nav. Ry. Co., Land grants to,

in Com. on Res., 2491(vol. iii).
SUPPLY:

Immigration, 2843 (vol. iv).

Royal, Mr. J., Frovencher.
Administration of Justice in the N. W. B. 1l (Mr.

Caron) on Amt. (Mr. Milis) to M. for 30, 3002; on
M. to adjn. dob., 3431 (vol. iv).

C. P. R., Res. respecting further Loan, on Amt. (Mr.
Watson) 2867 (vol. iv).

Deputy Speaker and Chairman of Committees B. 26
(Sir John A. Macdonald) on Res. (Amt.) 72 (vol. i).

Disturbance in the N.W., Assistance to settlers through
outbreak (Ques.) 2854 (vol. iv).

- - Batoche, capture of, rumored indignities com-
mitted by Volunteers (Ques.) 3425 (vol. iv).

-- Compensation for losses (Ques) 3321 (vol. iv).
- Duck Lake, Engagement at, Rep. of (Ques.)

1567 (vol. ii).
- - on Res. (Mr. Blake) want of confidence, 3199-

3212 (vol. iv).
-- Relief of destitute families (Ques.) 3321 (vol. iv).

Equipment of the 90th Battalion (Ques.) 2854 (vol. iv).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. -Macdonald) in Com.,

"Iwoman suffrare," 1390 (vol. ii).
Half-breed Commission, information respecting (Ques.)

1566 (vol. ii).
Land grants to Rys. in the N. W. B. 147 (Sir Hector

Langevin) on prop. Res., 2448 (vol. iii).
Man. and North-Western Ry. Co.'s (B. 74, 10*) 313 (i).
North Saskatchewan River Improvements, on M. for

copy of Reps., &c., 695 (vol. i).

Royal, Mr. J.-Continued.
Privilege, Ques. of, interpolation of words in despatch,

3247 (vol. iv); par. in ree Press (remarks 170 (i).
Representation in Parlt. of the N. W. T., on Res. (Mr.

Cameron, Huron) to M. for Com. of Sup., 3406 (iv).
Statistics relating to Public Service (Ques.) 2854 (iv).

Supreme CourtAppellate Jurisdiction B. 3 (Mr.Landry,
Montmagny) on M. for 21, 168 (vol. i).

Ways and Means-on ]Res. (Mr. Blake) re Disturbance
in the N. W., 3199-3212 (vol. iv).

Rykert, Mr. J. C., Lincoln and -Niagara.
Civil Service Examiners, in Com. of Sup., 982 (vol. ii).
Customs Seizure of School Books at Toronto (M. for

Ret.*) 1443 (vol. ii).
Franchise B. 103 (bir John A. Macdonald) in Com.,

"usufructuary," 1450; "tenant," 1477 (vol. ii) ;
"qualifications in cities and towns," 1761-1770, 2002;
"in counties," 2058; "revision of voters' list," 2342
(vol. iii) ; on Ques. of Order, 1435, 1465; on M. that
Com. rise, 1437, 1500 (vol. ii); on ruling of Chair-
man (remarks) 1799, 1849 (vol. iii).

Franchise B. Pets., genuineness of Signatures (remarks)
2274, 2320 (vol. iii).

Huron and Ont. Ship Canal Co.'s B. 69 (M. to conc. in

Sen. Amts.) 1386 (vol. ii).
Mackinley, A. & W., of Halifax, entry of School Books

at undervaluation (M. for Ret.*) 1443 (vol. ii).
Maritime Court of Ont. Jurisdiction B. 11 (Mr. Allen)

in Com., 496 (vol. i).
Ont., Westerly Boundary of, argument before P, C.,

shorthand notes (M. for copy) 430-440 (vol. i).
Printing, Public, changes in Contract (M. for copies of

O.C.) 246 (vol. i).
Railways centreing in Ottawa, Bonuses granted to, on

M. for Ret., 87; adjd. deb. rsmd., 89 (vol. i).

SUPPLY:
Civil Govt. (Civil Service Examinera) 982 (vol. ii).

Wines, spirits, ale, beer, porter, &c., imported, amount
of Rev. (M. for Ret.*) 313 (vol. i).

Scriver, Mr. J., Huntingdon.
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) in

Com., 1058 (vol. il); on Sen. Amts., 2649, 2664 (iv).
Customs, in Com. of Sup., 3234 (vol. iv).
Drill Pay, &c., in Com. of Sup., 2912 (vol. iv).
Duties on Hay, Cor. between Can. and U.S., on M. for

copies, 443 (vol. i).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.,

"usufructuary," 1447, 1448, 1451 ; "occupant," 1484
(vol. ii); "qualifications in cities and towns," 1995;
(Indians) 2018 (vol. iii).

Factory B. 85 (Mr. Bergin) on Amt. te substitute
Can. Temp. Act to M. for rsrmng. adjd. deb. for 2°
943 (remarks) 944 (vol. iii).

Infectious and Contagions Diseases affecting Animals,
B. 44 (Mr. Pope) on M. for 3° (Amt.) 1334; on Amt,
(Mr. Catudal) to M, for 30, 1327 (vol. ii).
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INDEX.
Scriver, Mr. J.-Continued.

Lake St. Francis ]Road Dyke, in Com. ofSup., 3419 (iv).
Oka Indians, transport of, in Cam. of Sup., 3457 (iv).
Post Office, in Com. of Sup., 3310 (vol. iv).
Sheep Scab, in Com. of Sap., 3411 (vol. iv).
Subsidies to Rys. B. 164 (Mr. Pope) in Com., 3472 (iv).
SUPPLY:

Canaka-Income: Miscellaneous (Road Dyke, Lake St. Francis)
3419 (vol. iv).

Collection qf Revenues (Post Office) 3310; (Oustoms) 3234 (iv).
Indians (Transport of families from Oka) 3457 (vol. iv).
Xilitia (Drill Pay, &c.) 2912 (vol. iv).
Quarantine (Sheep Scab) 3411 (vol. iv.).

Ways and Means-in Com. (barrels containing petro-
leum or its productes) 843; (umbrella and parasol
ribs, &c.) 858; (woollen rags) 787 (vol. ii).

Weights and Messures Inspection Acts Amt. B. 118 (Mr.
Costigan) on prop. Res., 832 (vol. ii).

Shakespeare, Mr. N., Victoria, B. C.
B. C. Penitentiary, suspension of Rules (M. for copies

of Cor.) 823 (vol. ii).
Cabinet Representation for B. C. (Ques.) 235 (vol. i).
Chinose Commissioners' R2p. (Ques.) 29, 211 (vol. i).
Chinese Immigration Restriction B. 156 (Mr. Chapleau)

on M. for Com. on Res., 3011 (vol. iv).
Chinese Interpreter, in Com. on Res. (Mr. Chapleau)

3024 (vol. iv).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.,

"lwoman suffrage," 1391 ; "person " (Chinese)
1583, 1591 (vol. ii) ; "qualifications " (Indians and
Chinese) 1974; (remarks) 1944 (vol. iii).

Indian Affairs in B. C., Cor. between Govt. of Canada
and B. C., on M. for copies, 869 (vol. ii).

Indian Troubles at Metlakatla (M. for copies of Cor.)
304 (vol. i).

Manufacturing Industries of Canada, Rep. on (remarks)
on absence of information respecting B. C., 594 (i).

Rice, increased duty on (Qenos.) 695 (vol. i).
St. George's Day, Adjmt. for (M.) 1305 (vol. ii).

Shanley, Mr. Walter, South Grenville.

Subsidies, further, to Rys. B. 158 (Sir Hector Langevin)
on Amt. (Mr. Langelier) to M. to conc. in Res. (Mr.

Light's Rep.) 3266 (vol. iv).
SUPPLY :

Canal&-Capital: Repairs, &c. (Welland) 3301, 3311; (Trent
Riv. Nav.) 3311 (vol. iv).

Ry.-Capital: C.P.R. (Pembina Branch) 3417; (Subsidy) 3296;
I.C.R. (miscellaneous works) 3298 (vol. iv).

Small, Mi. J., East Toronto.
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) on

Son. Amts. (Amt.) neg. (Y. 78, N. 86) 2660, (vol. iv).
Federal Bank of Canada Capital Stock reduction (B. 10,

1°*) 20, 57 (vol. i).
IntoxicatingLiquors, traffic in, farther provision (B. 70,

1°) 270 (vol. i).
10

Small, Mr. J.-Continued.
Justices of the Peace, &c., Summary Proceedings B. 128

(Mr. Caron) 1°*, 1130 (vol. ii).
Kootenay Ry. Co. of B.C. incorp. (B. 83, 1°*) 349 (i)
Pawnbrokers' Provision (B. 137, 1°*) 1474 (vol. ii).
Volunteers in the N.W., recognition of Services (Ques.)

1566 (vol. ii).

Smyth, Mr. H., Kent, Ont.
Bills of Exchange and Promissory Notes (B. 16, 1°*)

46 (vol. i).
Patents of Invention Acts Amt. (B. 29, 10) 88 (voL i).

Somerville, Mr. J., North Brant.
Bradley, W. Ingles, services of (M. for Ret.) 479 (voL i).
Debates, Official Rep. of, on M. to conc. in First Repi

(remarks) 35 (vol. i).
Expenses of Members of the Govt., &G., in Eng. or else.

where (M. for Ret.*) 124 (vol. i).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on M. for 20,

1269-1272 (vol. ii) ; in Com., "woman suffrage,"
1441; " person " ([ndian) 1549 (vol. ii) ; "who shall
not vote" ([ndians) 2129-2133; "registration of
voters,' 2276, 2291, 2296 (vol. iii); on M. for consdn.
of B. (Amt.) neg. (Y. 38, N. 87) 3065 (vol. iv).

Govt. Printing and Advertising (Res.) in Amt. to Com.
ofSup., 3033-3039 (vol. iv).

Immigration, in Com. of Sup.,2812, 2836,2843-2845 (iv).
Mounted Police, compensation for injuries(K. for Ret.*)

505 (vol. i).
Printing and printing paper, &c., in Com. of Sup.,

2799-2802, 2804, 2806-2809 (vol. iv).
Privilege, Ques. of, paragraph in Ottawa Citizen, 3162,

2213; personal allusions in deb., 3248 (vol. iv).
Rental of Offices for use of Govt. in Ottawa (MI. for

Ret.*) 533 (vol. i).
Salaries of Ministers (Ques.) 3073 (vol, iv).
SUPPLY:

Immigration, 2812, 2836, 2843-2845 (vol. iv).
Legislation: Miscellaneous (Printing and printing paper, ke.)

2799-2802, 2804, 2806-2809 (vol. iv).

Speaker, Mr. (lIoN. G. A.'KIRKPATRICK) Frontenac.
Accommodation for Members (remarks) 49 (vol. i).
Administration of Justice in the N.W.T. B. 111, inter-

ruptions by Members not in Order, 3430 (vol. iv).
Address, Ans. to, Mess. fromI His Er. (read) 113 (i).
Amherst and P. E. I. Ry. Co's. incorp. B., on M. to

introd., Rep. of Com. on Stndg. Orders ref. to, 349 (i).
Bankruptcy, Pets., Res., &c., Message from His Ex.

(read) 101 (vol. i).
Beauce, Vacancy in the Representation: Warrant issued

and Ret. of Member, 1 (vol. i).
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 92, on M. to place B.

2nd Order on Public Bills and Orders (procedure)
714 (vol. i); on Son. Amts. (rulings) 2657, 2664.

Cape Breton, Vacancy in the Representation: Warrant
issued and Ret. of Member, 1 (vol. i).
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Speaker, Mr.-Continued.
Census of the N. W. B. 21, Member called to Order on

imputing motives, 213 (vol. i).
Chinose Commissioners' Rcp., Mess. from His Ex.

(read) 234 (vol. i).
Civil Service Acts Amt. B. 31, on Amt. (Mr. Davies)

(ruling) rèmarks must be confined to Amt., 1300 (ii).
Claims of Man., Mess. fromi is Ex. (read) 202 (vol. i).
Commercial Bank of Windsor B. 117, suggestion te

refer B. to Com. on Banking and Commerce, 1677 (ii).
Controverted Elections, Judge's Reps. (read) 1, 593 (i).
Cumberland, Vacancy in the Representation : Warrant

issued and Rot. of Member, 1 (vol. i).
Debates, publishing of, in Com. of Sup., 991 (vol. ii).
Disturbance in the N.W., Engagement at Batoche, des-

patch respecting (read) 1380 (vol. ii).
Disturbance in the N. W. (ruling) speech must be fin-

ished before corrections can be made, 3161 (vol. iv).
Divorce Cases, Evidence in (explanation) 428 (vol. i).
Dundas and Waterloo Road, on prop. Res. (raling) on

Ques. of Order, 451 (vol. i).
Estimates, The, Mess. from His Ex. (read) 289 (vol. i);

Suppl. for 188485, 2820; Suppl. for 1885-86, 3359;
Further Suppl. for 1885-86, 3423 (vol. iv).

Factory B. 85, on Amt. to substitute Can. Temp. Act
(ruling on procedure) 944 (vol. ii).

Franchise B. 103, Chairman's ruling in Com. sustained
(Y. 76, N. 46) 1513, (Y. 67, N. 41) 1944 (vol. ii).

Franchise B. Pets., Signatures to, English practice
quoted, 2027-2029; (remarks) 2274; on presentation
of, 2320 (vol. iii).

Grenville, South, Election, Ret. of Member elect (an-
nouncement) 3072 (vol. iv).

Gov. GenU.'s Socretary, letter from, re Royal Assent to
Bills (read) 1514 (vol. ii).

H. of C. Contingencies, in Com. of Sup., 2796 (vol. iv).
Huron and Ont. Ship Canal Co.'s B. 69, on M. te conc.

in Son. Amts. (remarks) 1387 (vol. ii).
Infections and Contagious Diseases affecting Animals

B. 44, on Amt. (Mr. Casey) to M. for 3°, full discus.
sion of B. net in Order on an Amt., 1330 (vol. ii).

Insolvert Debtors Assets B,4, on M. (Sir John A. Mac-
donald) te transfer te Govt. Orders (Votes and Pro-
ceedings quoted) 1281 (vol. ii).

Inspection of Factories Res., suggestion that same stand
first on Public Bills and Orders, 607 (vol. i).

Internal Economy Commission, Mess. from His Ex.
(read) 40 (vol. i).

Legislation, in Com. of Sup., 991 (vol. i), 2795, 2796,
3449 (vol. iv).

Library, The, and Mr. Bourinot's work (remarks) 40 (i).
Lennox Election, Judge's certificate, &c. (read) 1; War.

rant issued and Ret. of Member, 1 (vol. i).
Levis Electoral District, Judge's Rep. (read) and

Wari-ant issued, 593; Ret. of Member elect (announce.
ment) 1385 (vol. ii).

Man. Claims Settlement Res. (ruling) reference to what
bas taken place in Com. not in Order, 2783, 2786 (iv).

Speaker, Mr.-Continued.
Manitoba Indian Agency, missing Rot. (produced) 67 (i).
Maskinongé, Vacancy in the Representation: Warrant

issued and Ret. of Member, 1 (vol. i).
Megantie, Rot. of Member to represent (announcement)

1 (vol. i).
Members, iNew, et. of (announcement) 1, 133 (vol. i),

1192, 1385 (vol. ii), 3072 (vol. iv).
Messages from _His Ex. (read), 1, 40, 101, 113, 202, 234,

289 (vol. i), 1064 (vol. ii), 2234 (vol. iii), 2820, 3232,
3359, 3423, 3470, 3475 (vol. iv).

Middleton, Genl., Grant to, Mess. from His Ex., 3470
(vol. iv).

Militia Act, 1883, Amt. B. 152 (procedure) 3046 (iv).
Nicolet, Rot. of Member to represent (announcement)

1 (vol. i).
Northumberland, West, Election, Judge's Rep. (read)

and Warrant issued, 593; Ret. of Member elect,
(announcement) 1192 (vol. ii).

Ontario, West, Vacancy in the Representation: War-
rant issued and return of Member, 1 (vol. i).

Parlt., opening of, Commons summoned to Sonate, 1
(vol. i); Prorogation, 3475 (vol. iv).

Petitions, on presentation of (remarks and authorities
quoted) 1891, 1893, 2027-2029, 2274, 2320 (vol. iii).

Privilege, Ques. of (ruling) should conclude with a
motion, 3161 (vol. iv).

Prohibition of Spirituous Liquors (ruling) in Order to
move the previous question, &c., 1045 (vol. ii).

Prorogation, Letter from Acting Sec. to Gov. Gen.
(read) 3473; Mess. from His Ex., 3475 (vol. iv).

Queen's County, P. E. I., Vacancy in the Representa.
tion: Warrant issued and return of Member, 1 (i).

Royal Assent to Bills (announcement) 1516 (ii), 3475
(vol. iv).

Scott Act Pets., on M. to erase name (remarks) 2320
(vol. iii).

Sessional Clerks, extra, &c., in Com. of Sap., 2795 (iv).
Soulanges Election, Judgment of Supreme Court (read)

1; Roet. of Member elect (announcement) 113 (vol. i).
Speech from the Throne (Rep.) 2 (vol. i).
Staff of the House, Res. and Schedules adopted by Com-

missioners (presented) 2497 (vol. iii).
Stationery used in H. of C., Expense of (Ans) 290 (i).
SUPPLY:

Legislation, H. of 0. (Comf ees, extraSessional Clerks, &c.)
2795; (Contingencies) 96 (vol. iv); (Publishing Debates)
991 (vol. ii) ; (increas'd Expenses under Rep. of Internal
Economy Comm.) 3449 (vol. iv).

Supreme Court Appellate Jurisdiction, Limitation B.
68, on M. to introd. B. (remarks) 246, 270.

Vacancies, notification of, 1 (vol. i).
Volunteers in the N. W., Recognition of Services B.

160 (ruling) on Ques. of Order, 3380 (vol. iv).
Warrants issued for new Elections (announcement) 1,

593 (vol. i).
Washington Treaty, Cor. and papers (read) 3232; rul-

ing) allusion to previous deb. not in order, 2899 (iv).
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Speaker, Mr.-Continued.

West Middlesex Election, Judge's Rop. (read) 1 (vol. i).
Winnipeg and Prince Albert Ry. Co.'s incorp. B. 82, on

M. for 2°, suggestion that Order be dschgd., 428 (vol. i).
$700,000 for N.W.Troubles, Mess. from His Ex. (read)

1064 (vol. ii).
$1,700,000 for N.W. Expenses, Mess. from His Ex.

(read) 2234 (vol. iii).

Speaker, Mr. Deputy.
[See " OInDE," "PRIVILEGE" AND " PROCEDURE."]

Sproule, Mr. T. S., East Grey.
Adulteration of Food, Drugs, &c., B. 143 (Mr. Costigan)

in Com., 2468 (vol. iii).
Analystsu, Public, remuneration of, in Com. on Res.,

2547 (vol. iii).
Brewers and Distillers, compens. on prop. Res., 241 (i).
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jarieson) in

Com., 956, 957, 958; on Amt. (Mr. Burpee) 1018; on
Amt. (Mr. Iickey) to M. for 3°, 1052; in Com., 1054,
1057; on Amt. (Mr. White, Cardwell) 1061 (vol. ii);
on Son. Amts., 2648 (vol. iv).

Civil Service Examiners, in Com. of Sup., 980 (vol. ii).
Consolidated Insurance Act, 1l77, Amt. B. 20 (Sir

Leonard Tilley) in Com., 2437 (vol. iii).
Debates, Official Rep. on Amt. (Mr. Tassé) to M. to

cono. in Third Rep. of Com., 3365 (vol. iv).
Duties on Hay, Cor. between Canada and U.S., on M.

for copies, 445 (vol. i).
Factory B. 85 (Mr. Bergin) on M. for 20, 881 (vol. ii).
Fish-breeding, &c., in Com. of Sup, 2954 (vol. iv).
Fishery Commission, in Com. of Sap., 3390 (vol. iv).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.,

"person " (Indian) 1492, 1551; "actual value," 1598;
"qualifications in cities and towns " (Indians) 1850,
2012; "qualifications in counties," 2073 ; "registra-
tion of voters," 2218; explanation, 2257; "appeal,"
2361, 2366 ; "officers and duties," 2388, 2389;
"offences," 2390 (vol. iii); explanation of vote on
Mr. Langelier's Amt. (remarks) 3062 (vol. iv); on
M. that Com. rise, 1437 ; (Ques. of Order) reading
extracts, 1464 (vol. ii), 1920 (vol. iii).

Franchise B. Pets., genuineness of Signatures 2392 (iii).
General Inspection Act, 1874, Amt. B. 135 (Mr. Costi-

gan) in'Com., 2550 (vol. iii).
Govt. Business, on M. to take in Wednesdays, 966 (ii).
Histoire Génealogique des Familles Françaises, in

Com. of Sup., 3456 (vol. iv).
Infectious and Contagious Diseases affecting Animals

B. 44 (Mr. Pope) in Com., 1038.
Land Grants to Rys. in the N. W. B. 147 (Sir Bector

Langevin) in Com. on Res., 2492 (vol. iii).
Land Improvement Fund Settlement (Ques.) 1039 (ii).
Life-boats, Stations, &c., in Com. of Sup., 2948 (vol. iv).
Liquor License Act, 1883, B. 134 (Sir John A. Mac-

donald) on M. for 2Q, 2400 (vol. iii).

Sproule, Mr. T. S.-Continued.
Mortuary Statistics, in Com. of Sup., 1030 (vol. ii).
North-Western Coal and Nav. Ry. Co., Land grants to,

in com. on Res., 2492 (vol. iii).
Pa lent Act, 1872, A mt. B. 25 (Mr. White, Renfrew) on

M. for 2°, 267 (vol. i).
Personal Explanation, article in Canada Presbyterian

and Meaford Monitor, 2772 (vol. iv).
Postmaster Genil., Dept. of, in Coma. of Sup, 903 (i).
Privilege, Ques, of, paragraph in Ottawa Free Prea

(remarks) 89, 566 (vol. i).
Provincial Rys. taken over by Govt. (Ques.) 188 (i).
Refund of Ry, Bonuses to Ont. municipalities, Memo-

rials respecting, on M. for copies, 583 (vol. i.)
Return Tickets on Govt. Rys., on M. for Rot., 707 (i).
SUPPLY:

Arts, Agriculture and Statiatics (Mortuary Statistica) 1030 (ii).
Civil Govt. (Civil Service Examinera) 980; (Postmaster GenL,

Dept. of) 903 (vol. ii).
Fisheries (Fsh-breeding, &c.) 2954 (vol. iv),
Immigration 2812 (vol. iv).
Miscellaneous (Fishery Commission, increased remuneration to

Counsel) 3390; (Histoires Génealogique des Familles Fran-

çaises) 3456; (Lynch's Treatise on Butter-making) 3456 (iv).

Ocean and River Service (Life-boats, Stations, &c.) 2948 (vol. iv).

Wys and JIeans-The Tariff: on M. (Sir Leonard
Tlley) for Com., 733-739 (vol. i).

Weights and Measures Acts Amt. B. 118 (Mr. Costigan)
in Com., 1674 (vol. ii).

Stairs, Mr. J. Fitz-William, West Halifax.
Animal Charcoal, importations of (M.for Ret.*) 533 (i).
Canada aid Antwerp, Steamship subvention, in Com.

of Sup., 2943 (vol. iv).
Canned Goods B. 142 (Mr. Costigan) in Com., 2534,

2538, 2540 (vol. iii).
Civil Service Acts Amat. B. 31 (Mr. Chapleau) in Com.,

1119, 1120, 1124 (vol. ii).
Customs Seizures at N. S. ports of entry (M. for Stmnt.*)

532 (vol. i).
Duck, in Com. on Ways and Means, 809 (vol. ii).
France and Quebec, Steamship subvention, in Com. of

Sup., 2941, 3041 (vol. iv).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. .Macdonald) on Amt. (Mr.

McIntyre) to M. for R', 3057 (vol. iv).
General Inspection Act, 1874, Amnt. B. 135 (Mr. Costi-

gan) in Corn. on Res., 1310, 1314 (vol. ii); in Com.
on B., 2550 (vol. iii).

Glucose Syrup, in Com. on Ways and Means, 854 (ii).

Harbor Master at Halifax B. 148 (Mr. McLelan) in
Coma. on Res., ?523 (vol. iii).

I. C. R., in Com. of Sap., 3298 (vol. iv).
N. S. Rys., consolid. and completion (Ques.) 2530 (iii).
Post Office Savings Banks in the Mar. Prove. (Ques.)

148 (vol. i).
Short Line Ry., Montreal to Atlantic, in Com. on

Res., 2991 (vol. iv).
Steel, in Coma. on Ways and Means, 804 (vol, ii).
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Stairs, Mr. J. Fitz-William-continued.
Subsidies, further, to Rys. B. 158 (Sir fector Langevin)

in Com. on Res., 2991 (vol. iv).
Sugar, in Com. on Ways and Means, 3216, 3218 (iv).
SUPPLY:

lndianm (Man. and N.W.T.) 3318 (vol. iv).
Aail Subsidies and Steamship Subventions (Can. and Antwerp)

2943; (France and Quebec, fortnightly Une) 2941, 3041 (iv).
Pensions (Veterans of War of 1812) 994 (vol. ii).
Ry.-Capital:I. C. R. (miscellaneous works) 3298 (vol. iv).

Veterans of 1812, in Com. of Sup., 994 (vol. ii).
Ways and Means-The Tariff: on M. (Sir Leonard

Tilley) for Com., 641-648 ; in Com. (duck) 809 ;
(glucose syrup) 854; (steel) 804 (vol. ii) ; (sugar)
3216, 3218 (vol. iv).

Weights and Measures Acts Amt. B. 118 (Mr. Costigan)
in Com., 1673 (vol. ii).

Sutherland, Mr. H., Selkirk.
General Inspection Act, 1874, Amt. B. 135 (Mr. Costi-

gan) in Com. on Bes., 1315 (vol. ii).
Infectious and Contagious Diseases affocting Animais

B. 44 (Mr. Pope) in Com., 1065 (vol. ii).

Sutherland, Mr. J., North Oxford.
Oan. Temp. Act, 1877, Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) on

Son. Amts., 2648-2652 (vol. iv).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.

(M. thatCom. rise) 1496,1497 (ii).
Infectious and Contagions Diseases affecting Animals

B. 44 (Mr. Pope) in Com., 1071, (Amt.) 1085; on M.
for 30 (Amt.) 1321; agreed to (Y. 131, N. 16) 1324;
on M. to conc. in Sen. Amts., 2397 (vol. iii).

Prisoners, employment of, outside Gaols (B. 87, 10*)
362 (vol. i).

Taschereau, Mr. T. L., Beauce.
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on M. for

20, 1236; in Com., "usufructuary," 1447 (vol. ii).
Quarantine, appointment of Physicians to accompany

Steamships (Ques.) 2169 (vol. iii).
ShorteLine Ry., Montreal to Atlantic, on Amt. (Mr.

Langelier) to M. to conc. in Res., 3268.
Subsidies, further, to Rys. B. 158 (Sir Hector Langevin)

on Amt. (Mr. Langelier) to M. to cono. in Res.,
3268 (vol. iv).

Tasse, Mr. J., Ottawa City.
Change of Names in the N. W. T. (Ques.) 2359 (vol. iii).
Debates, Official Rep. of, on Amt. (Mr. Wood, Brock.

ville) to M. to conc. in Third Rep. of Com. (Amt.) 3364,
neg. (Y. 18, N. 127) 3369; on conc., 3373; on M. to
conc. in Fourth Rep. of Com., 3458 (vol. iv).

Disturbance in the N.W., on Vote of Thanks to Gen.
Middleton and Volunteers, 3465 (vol. iv).

Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.,
"Iwho shall not vote," 2093, 2097 (vol. iii).

Ottawa River Ship Canal, on prop. Res. (Mr. White,
Benfrew) 1219-1224 (vol. ii).

Tasse, Mr. J.-Continued.
Statisties relating to the Public Service (Ques.) 2531

(vol. iii), 2854 (vol. iv).
SUPPLY:

Legislation: H. of 0. (increased Expenses under Rep. ofInternal
Economy Commissioners) 3450 (vol. iv).

Ways and Means-The Tariff on M. (Sir Leonard Tilley)
for Com., 677-687 (vol. i).

Taylor, Mr. G., South Leeds.
Fish Breeding, &c., in Com, of Sup., 2953 (vol. iv).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on M. that

Com. rise, 1502 (vol. ii); in Com., "qualifications in
counties," 2061 (vol. iii).

Terry Divorce (B. 97, 10 on a div.) 605 (vol. i).
SUPPLY:

Fisheries (Fish-breeding, &o.) 2953 (vol iv).
Weights and Measures Acta Amt. B. 118 (Mr. Costigan)

in Com., 1676 (vol. ii).

Temple, Mr. T., York, N.B.
Central Bank of N. B. (B. 40, 10*) 939 (vol. ii).
Civil Service Acte Amt. B. 31 (Mr. Chapleau) in Com.,

1129 (vol. ii).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.,

"qualifications in counties," 2054, 2058, 2084;
"revision of voters' lists," 2341 (vol. iii).

Fredericton and St. Mary's Bridge Co.'s incorp. (B. 50,
1°*) 170 (i); M. to conc. in Sen, Amts., 1386 (ii).

Land Grants to Rys. in the N. W. B. 147 (Sir Hector
Langevin) in Com. on Res., 2494 (vol. iii).

Northern and Western Ry., Cor. between Dom. and
Local Govt. of N.B. (M. for copies*) 533 (vol. i).

North-Western Coal and Nav. Ry. Co., Land grants to,
in Com. on Res., 2494 (vol. iii).

Short Line Ry., Montreal to Atlantic, on Amt. (Mr.
Langelier) to M. to conc. in Res., 3271 (vol. iv).

Subsidies, further, to Rys. B. 158 (Sir Hector Langevin)
on Amt. (Mr. Langelier) to M. to conc. in Res.,
3271 (vol. iv).

Tilley, Hon. Sir Leonard, Bt. John, -Y.B.
Advances to Provinces (B. 7, 1) 32; 2° m., 102 (i).
American Gold, substitution of, for Sovereigns (Ans.)

505 (vol. i).
Ascetic Acid, in Com. on Ways and Means, 849 (vol. ii).
Assistant Rec. Genl.'s, Montreal, St. John and Winni-

peg, in Com. of Sup., 895 (vol. ii).
Auditor Genl.'s Rep. (presented) 28 (vol. i).
Bank Advances to the Govt. (Ans.) 113 (vol. i).
Bank of B. C. (B. 105, 1°) 631 (vol. i).
Bank of Upper Can., Stmnts. respecting (Ans.) 112 (i).
Budget, The (Ans.) 76, 149, 211, (annual Stmnt.) 313 (i).
Brokerage and Commission, in Com. of Sup., 896 (ii).
Business of the House, Tarif deb. (Ans.) 595 (vol. i).
C. P. R., Interest paid to Govt. by Co. on Loans (Ans.)

350 (vol. i), 1131 (vol. ii).
Loan 822,500,000, payments to Co. (Ans.)-29 (i).

lxxvi



INDEX.
Tilley, Hon. Sir Leonard-Continued.

C. P. R. Loan, $30,000,000, payments on account of
(Ans.) 1130 (vol. ii).

Carpet Mats, in Com. on Ways and Meanus, 856 (vol. ii).
China and Porcelain ware, in Com. on Ways and

Means, 847 (vol. ii).
Civil Service Acts Amt. B. 31 (Mr. Chapleau) in Com.,

1104 (vol. ii).
Çommercial Bank of Windsor (B. 117,1°*) 832 (vol. ii).
Consolid. Insurance Act, 1877, Amt. (B. 20, 1°) 46; 2Q

M., 126 (vol. i).
Cutlery, in Com. on Ways and Means, 814 (vol. ii).
Dominion Notes, issue and redemption, in Com. of Sup.,

897 (vol. ii).
Rarthenware and Stoneware, in Com. on Ways and

Means, 847 (vol. ii).
Emerson, Town of, aid to (Ans.) 148 (vol. i).
Exchange Bank, Govt. Advances to, on prop. Res. (Sir

Richard Cartwright) 367; (explanations) 371, 391 (i).
Factories, Operatives in, on M. for Rets., Stmnts., &c.,

37 (vol. i).
Factory Commission, Rep. of, distribution of (remarks)

478 (vol. i).
Financial Commnr. in Eng., in Com. of Sup., 896 (ii).
Financial Inspector, in Corn. of Sup., 893 (vol. ii).
Five per cent. Consolid. Loan, retirement of, on M. for

copies of O. C., 487; (explanations) 489 (vol. i).
Flag Treaty between U. S. and Spain, on M. for copies

of Cor., &c., 220 (vol, i).
Flour and cornmeal, increase of Duty on (Ans.) 148,

744 (vol. i).
Gas Coke, in Com. on Ways and Means, 783 (vol. ii).
Glucose Syrup, in Com. on Ways and Means, 849(vol. ii).
Gold Reserve, Govt withdrawals, on M. for copies of

Cor., 353, 355; (remarks) 361 (vol. i).
Gov. Genl.'s Sec.'s Office, in Com. of Sup., 893 (ii).
Imitation precious stones, in Com. on Ways and Means,

846 (vol. ii).
Inspection and Supervision of Banks, on Res. (Mr.

Casgrain) 82 (vol. i).
Inspection of Banks, Legislation (Ans.) 51 (vol. i).
Land Improvement Fund Settlement (Ans.) 1040 (ii).
Library of Parlt. (B. 139) prop. Res., 594 (vol. i).
Loan, recent, Prospectus and Advertisements, on M.

for Ret., 37 (vol. i).
Manila Rats, in Com. on Ways and Mcans, 847 (vol. ii).
Manufacturing Industries of Can., Rep. on (remarks)

on absence of information respecting B. C., 594 (1).
Mess. from His Ex. recommending grant of J700,000

for N. W. Troubles (presented) 1063 (vol. ii).
Money borrowed by Govt. in Can. (Ans.) 743 (vol. i).
Montreal Turnpike Trust Debentures (Ans.) 567 (vol. i).
N. S.'s Claims for a Subsidy (Ans.) 189 (vol. i).
Operatives in Factories, on M. for Rets., Stmuts., &c.,

37 (vol. i).
Pickles and Sauces, in Com. on Ways and Means,

843 (vol ii).

Tilley, Hon. Sir Leonard-ontinued
Picture Frames, &c., in Com. on Ways and Means, 846

(vol. ii).
Polariscopie Test for Sugar (Ans.) 479 (vol. i).
Post Office Savings Bank, Depositors in, on M. for Rot.,

821 (vol. ii).
Post Office Savings Banks in the Mar. Provo. (Ans.)

148 (vol. i).
Printing Com., on M. to conc. in Second Rep., 149 (i).
Printing Dom. Notes, in Com. of Sup., 898 (vol. ii).
Private Banks and Brokers, Legislation (Ans.) 51(i)•
Prussiate of Potash, in Com. on Ways and beans, 846

(vol. ii).
Public Debt of Can. (Ans.) 29 (vol. i).
Public Debt, the gross amount of (Ans.) 76 (vol. i).
Quebec, Advances on account of Provincial Subsidy

(Ans.) 235 (vol. i).
Returns, on Enquiry for (Ans.) 363 (vol. i).
Rice, increased Duty on (Ans.) 695 (vol. i).
St. Stephen's, N.B., Public Buildings, construction of

(Ans.) 148 (vol. i).
Savings Banks in Mar. Provs., in Com. of Sup., 896 (ii).
Stamp Duty, commutation of, in Com. of Sup., 897 (ii).
Steam Communication with France (Ans.) 567, 568 (i).
Small Savings, encouragement of, on M. for Rot., 91 (i).
Subsidy to N. S., increase of (Ans.) 567 (vol. i).
SUPPLY (Res. for Oom.) 28 (vol. i) :

Charges of Management (Asst. Rec. Geni., Montreal) 895;
(Auditor and Rec. Genl., St. John) 895; (Auditor and
Asst. Rec. Genl., Winnipeg) 895; (3rokerage and Commis-
sion) 896; (Commutation of Stamp Duty, &c) 897; (Country
Savings Banks, N.B., N.S. and B.C.) 896: (Financial Com-
missioner in Eng.) 896; (Financial Inspector) 895; (Issue
and Redemption of Dom. Notes) 897; (Printing Dom. Notes)
898 (vol. ii).

Civil Gout. (Gov. Genl. Sec.l's Office) 898 (vol. li).

Temporary Loans to Govt. by Banks (Ans.) 350 (vol. i).
Terry, Charles Hunter, gratuity to (Ans.) 632 (vol. i).
Tissue Paper, in Com. on Ways and Means, 849 (vol.ii).'
Trade Relations with Foreign Countries (Ans.) 78; with

Mexico, 632 (vol. i).
Treasury Board, Constitution of (B. 104, 1°) 630 (i).
Umbrella or parasol ribs, &c., in Com. on Ways and

Means, 847 (vol. ii).
Ways and Means (Res. for Com.) 27; (Budget Speech)

313; time for conclusion of Deb. :(remarts) 662;
in Com., 771 (vol. i); (acetic acid) 849; (carpet
mats) 856; (china and porcelain ware) 847: (cat-
lery) 844; (earthenware and stoneware) 847; (gas
coke) 783; (glucose syrup) 849; (imitation precious
stones) 846 ; (Manila hate) 847; (pickles and sauces)
843; (picture frames) 846; (prussiate of potash)
816 ; (tissue paper) 849 ; (woollen fabries) 840
(woollen rags) 785 (vol. ii).

Wheat and Flour Duties, alteration of (Ans.) 148
(vol. i).
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IND EX.
Trow, Mr. J., South Perth.

Bounty to Fishermen, payment of, in Guysborough, N.S.
(Ques.) 2751 (vol. iv).

Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) on
Amt. (Mr. Townshend) 1050 (vol. ii).

Consolid. Insurance Act, 1877, Amt. B. 20 (Sir Leonard
Tilley) in Com., 2437 (vol. iii).

C. P. R. Rets. ordered by House since date of-Contract,
on M. for Stmnt., 483 (vol. i).

Civil Service Examiners, in Com. of Sap., 982 (vol. ii).
Colonial Exhibitions, in Com. of Sup., 1034 (vol. ii).
Customs and Excise Receipts for Jane (Ques.) 3073 (iv).
Debates, Official Rep. of, on omissions (remarks) 3474;

on M. to conc. in Fourth Rep. of Com., 3458 (vol. iv).
Deptl. Contingencies, in Com. of Sup.,918, 921 (vol. ii).
Disturbance in the N.W., Duck Lake, Rep. of fight at

(Ques.) 1743 (vol. iii) ; on M. to adjn. deb. on Mr.
Blake's Res. (want of confidence) 3212 (vol. iv).

Dom. Lands Sales for 1884.-85 (Ques.) 3072 (vol. iv).
Franchise B. 103 (.Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.,

"woman suffrage," 1460;; "farmers' sons," 1594;
"actual value," 1596 (vol. ii); "qualifications in
chies and towns," 1908; "Iin counties," 2056, 2073,
2076; "who shall not vote" (Indians) 2133, (Ant.)
2163; "registration of voters," 2240, 2280; "reviE-
ion of voters' liste," 2343 (vol. iii); on M. for consdn.
of B. (Amt.) 3063, neg. (Y. 36, N. 88) 3064 (vol.
iv); on pairing with Mr. Williams (explanation)
1470 (vol. ii); on ruling of Chairman (remarks)
1799; M. to print extra copies, 1855 (iii).

Franchise B. Petp., genuineness of Signatures questioned

(remarks) 2024 (vol. iii).
Harbors and Rivers N.W.T., in Com. of Sup, 3420 (iv).
lorses for Troops in N.W., purchase of (Ques.) 1306

(vol. ii).
Infections and Contagions Diseases affecting Animalis

B. 44, in Com., 1065; on Amt. (Mr. Muloch) to M.
for 30, 1326 (vol. ii).

Immigration, in Com. of Sup., 2831-2833, 2834 (iv).
Land Grants to Rys. in the N.W. B. 147 (Sir Hector

Langevin) in Com. on Res., 2520 (vol. iii).
Land Sales or Settlement in N.W. south of 24-mile Belt

(Ques.) 2530 (vol. iii).
Lake Simcoe Fisheries, Legislation (Ques.) 3073 (iv).
Legislation, in Com. of Sup., 3470 (vol. iv).
Loans to Govt., Temporary (Ques.) 2530 (vol. iii).
Lynch's Treatise on Butter-making, 3456 (vol. iv).
Man. and North-Western Ry. Co., Land grants to, in

Çom. on Res., 2520 (vol. iii).
Man. Claims Settlement B. 155 (Mr. Bowell) on M. for

Com. on Res., 2787; in Com., 2792, 2795, 3050 (iv).
Members' Indemnity, payment to those absent through

sickness (Ques.) 3473 (vol. iv).
Military organizations in Man. and N.W.T. (Ques.) 862

(vol. ii).
Model Farm, Establishment, in Com. of Sp., 3453 (iv).
Pauper Turkish Immigrants (Ques.) 3475 (vol, iv).

Trow, Mr. J.-Continued.
Port Arthur Harbor, in Com. of Sup., 2916 (vol. iv).
Postmaster at Maitland, removal of (Ques.) 1743 (iii).
Post Office, in Com. of Sup., 3309 (vol. iv).
Post Office Savings Bank Deposits (Ques.) 2559 (iii).
Printing of Parlt., on M. to cono. in Tenth Rep. of Com.,

3394 (vol. iv).
Prorogation, closing remarks, 3474 (vol. iv).
Purcell & Ryan, payment to, in Com. of Sap., 8458 (iv).
Refund toiRy. Bonuses to Ont. municipalities, Memorials

respecting, on M. for copies, 592 (vol. i).
Statutes, Distribution of (Ques.) 568 (vol. i).
SurPLY:

Arts, Agriculture and Statistica (Colonial Exhibitions) 1034 (ii).
Civil Government (Civil Service Examiners) 982 ; Deptl. Co 2.

tingencies (Inland Rev.) 918, 921 (vol. ii).
Collection of Revenues (Post Office) 3309 (vol. iv).
Immigration, 2831-2834 (vol. iv).
1Legislation: H. of 0. (increased Expenditure under Rep. of

Internal Economy Commission) 3470 (vol. iv).
Miscellaneous (Establishment of a Model Farm) 3453 ((ynch's

Treatise on Butter-making) 3456; (Purcell à Ryan, for
supplies furnished to Lord Lorne and party) 3453 (vol. iv).

Pensions (Voterans of War of 1812) 993 (vol. ii).
Public Works-Capital: Port Arthur (construction of Harbor)

2916 (vol. iv).
Public Works-Consolid. Funî: Harbors and Rivers (N.W.T.)

3420 (vol. iv).

Vacancy in a Judicial District, N.S. (Ques.) 2750 (iv).
Veterans of 1812, in Com. of Sup., 993 (vol. ii).

Tupper, Mr. C. H., Pictou.
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.

" qualifications in cities and towns," 1643, 1832;
"registration of voters," 2250 (vol. iii).

Infectious and Contagious Diseases affecting Animals
B. 44 (Mr. Pope) in Com., 1067 (vol. ii).

Justices of the Peace, Duties of (B. 41, 10) 125 (vol. i).
Law of Evidence in Criminal Cases Amt. B. 6 (Mr.

Cameron, Huron) on M. for 2°, 180; (Amt.) 6 m. h.
182, neg. (Y. 57, N. 87) 187; in Com., 497 (vol. i).

Offences against the Person, Criminal Law Amt. (B.
43, 1°*) 125; 20 m., 218 (vol. i).

Rush Lake and Saskatchewan Ry. and Nav. Co.'s (B.
79, 1°*) 313 (vol. i).

Scott Act, prosecutions under (Ques.) 41 (vol. i)
Supreme Court Appellate Jurisdiction B. 3 (Mr. Landry,

Montmagny) on M. for 2°, 156 (vol. i).
Truro Bank incorp. (B. 78, 1°*) 313 (vol. i).
Water Lots in N. S., applications for (Ques.) 429 (vol. i).
Ways and Means-The Tariff: on M. (Sir Leonard

Tilley) for Com., 455-463 (vol. i).
Wharves, Docks and Piers in Navigable Waters (B. 18,

1) 46; 2° m., 215; 2° and ref. to Sel. Com., 218 (vol. i).

Townshend, M. C. J., Cumberland.
Amherst and P. E. I. Ry. Co.'s incorp. B. (M. to

introd.) 349 (vol. i).
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. (B. 88, 10*) 362 (vol. i).
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) on

M. for consdn. of B. (Amt.) 1050 (vol ii).
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Townshend, Mr. C. J.-Centinued.
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on M. for 20,

1249-1254; in Com. (Amt.) "woman suffrage,"
1388; agreed to, 1442 (vol. ii).

Tyrwhitt, Mr. R., South Simcoe.
Huron and Ont. Ship Canal Co.'s (B. 69, 10*) 269 (i).

Vail, Hon. W. B., Digby.
Adulteration of Food, Drugs, &c. B. 143 (Mr. Costigan)

in Com., 2751 (vol. iv).
Analysts, Public, remuneration of, in Com. on Res.

2518 (vol. iii).
Ammunition, in Com. of Sup., 2905 (vol. iv).
Barracks at London, in Com. of Sup., 3412 (vol. iv).
Beet.root Sugar, importation of (Ques.) 744 (vol i).
C. P. R. Res. respecting further loan, on M. to conc. in

Res., 2861 (Amt.) 2861 (vol. iv).
Trestles and Bridges, number of, on Amt. to M.

for Stmnt., 100 (vol. i).
Can. and Antwerp Steamship subvention, in Com. of

Sup., 2942-2945; conc., 2958 (vol. iv).
Canned Goods B. 142 (Mr. Costigan) in Com.,.2538 (iii).
Carleton Branch Ry., in Com. of Sup, 3415 (vol. iv).
Church Point and Trout Cove Piers, Engineers' Rop. (M.

for copy) 54 (vol. i).
Civil Service Examiners, in Com. of Sup., 976, 934 (ii).
Culling and Measuring Timber B. 151 (Mr. Costigan)

in Com. on Res., 2476 (vol. iii).
Customs, in Com. of Sup., 3226-3238, 3240 (iv).
Deptl. Contingencies, in Com. of Sup., 914, 917, 922 (ii).
Digby Pier, Wharfage Collections for 1884 (M. for

Ret.*) 532 (vol. i).
Disturbance in the N.W., on M. to adjn. deb. on Mr.

Blake's Res. (want of confidence) 3212 (vol. iv).
Drill Pay, &c., in Com. of Sup., 2910 (vol. iv).
Rastern Extension iRy., in Com. of Sap., 3301 (vol. iv).
Fisheries, in Co'm. of Sup., 2964 (vol. iv).
Fisheries negotiations (remarks) 3074 (vol. iv).
Fisheries, protection of, after July (Ques.) 2359 (iii).
Fishery Bounty distribution in Com. of Sup., 2956 (iv).
Flag Treaty between U. S. and Spain (M. for copies of

Cor., &c.) 219 (vol. i).
France and Quebec, Steamship subvention, in Com. of

Sup., 2930, 2941 (vol. iv).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on M. for 2°,

1274-1277; in Com., "farmers' sons," 1594 ; "actual
value," 1606 (vol. ii); "qualifications in cities and
towns" (Amt.) 1829-1832, 1990, 1994, 1999-2002;
"in counties," 2394, 2081, 2085; " who shall not
vote " (Indians) 2165; "lregistration of voters," 2190,
2249, 2278, (Amt.) 2280, 2288, 2294, 2316 (vol. iii) ;
on Ques. of Order (reading extracts) 1461 (vol. ii);
(remarks) 2146 (vol. iii).

Free Fishing allcwed Americans (Ques.) 3321 (vol. iv).
General Inspection Act, 1874, Amt. B. 135 (Mr. Costi-

gan) in Coin. on Res., 1310 (vol. ii).
Govt. Steamers, in Com. of Sup., 2945, 3396 (vol. iv),

Vail, Hon. W. B.-Coninued.
Harbors and Rivers, in Com. of Sup., 2922 (vol. iv).
Harbor Master at Halifax B. 148 (Mr. McLelan) on M.

for Com. on Res., 2522; in Com., 2523 (vol. iii).
Health Statistics, conc., 2766 (vol. iv).
Hudson Bay Expedition Supplies (Ques.) 783 (vol. ii).
Inspection of Staples, in Com. of Sup., 3242 (vol. iv).
Lansdowne, steamer, engine and boiler (Ques.) 189 (1).
Lighthouse and Coast Servico, in Coma. of Sup., 2950(iv).
Metaghan River Pier, Wharfage Collections for 1884

(M. for Ret.*) 532 (vol. i).
Military Branch and District Staff, Salaries, in Com. of

Sup, 2903 (vol. iv).
Militia Clothing, in Com. of Sup., 2909 (vol. iv).
Military Properties, care of, in Com. of Sup., 2916 (iv).
Obstructions in nav. waters, in Com. of Sap., 2950 (iv).
Oxford and New Glasgow Ry., in Com. of Sup., 3413 (iv).
Polariscopic Test for Sugar (Ques.) 479 (vol. i).
Port Mulgrave as a sub-port, on M. for Papers, 447 (i).
Postmaster Genl., Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 904 (vol. ii).
Post Office, in Com. of Sup., 3310 (vol. iv).
Post Office Savings Banks Depositors, on M. for Rot.,

822 (vol. ii).
Printing and printing paper, in Com. of Sup., 2806 (iv).
Priviloge, Ques. of, personal allusions (remarks) 3248

(vol. iv).
Public Works, in Com. of Sup., 3308 (vol. iv).
Returns, Enquiries for, 211, 455, 714 (vol. i), 838 (ii).
Return Tickets on Govt. Rys., on M. for Ret., 707 (vol. i).
Sleeping Cars., conc,, 3396 (vol. iv).
Subsidies, further, to Rys. B. 158 (Sir fector Langevin)

in Com. on Res., 2977 (vol. iv).
Sugars, importation of, at Halifax, from Jamaica (M.

for Rot.) 40 (vol. i).
Sugar, in Com. on Ways and Means, 3216-3218, 3222-

3224 (vol. iv).
Supplies for the Hudson Bay str. INeptune (M. for copies

of Accts., &c.) 229 (vol. i).
SUPpnY:

Arts, Agr. and Statistics (Health Statistics) conc., 2766 (vol. iv).
Canals-Capital: Repairs, &c. (Trent River Nav.) 3311 ; (Wel-

land) 3302, 3311 (vol. iv).
Civil Government (Civil Service Examiners) 976, 984 ; (Deptl.

Contingencies), 914, 917, 922; (Postmaster Genl., Dept. of)
904 (vol. ii).

Collection oj Revenues (Customs) 3233, 3236-3238, 3240; (Inspec-
tion of Staples) 3242 ; (Post Office) 3310; (Public Works)
3308; (Weights and Measures and Gas) 3241 (vol. iv).

Fisheries (Distribution of Bounty) 2956 (vol. iv).
Legislation: Miscellaneous (Printing and printing paper, &c.)

2806 (vol. iv).
Mail Subsidies and Steamship Suiventions (Can. and Antwerp)

2912-2945, conc., 2958 ; (France and Quebec, fortnightly line)
2936 (vol. iv).

Marine lospitals, 2957 (vol. iv).
Lighthouse and Coast Service (Salaries, &c.) 2950 (vol. iv).
Militia (Ammunition) 2905 ; (Barracks at London) 3412

(Olothing and Great Coats) 2909; (Drill Pay, &c.) 2910;
(Military Properties, care of) 2916; (Salaries, Military Branch
and District Staff) 2903 (vol. iv).

Ocean and River Service (Govt. Steamers) 2945, 3396; (Obstrac.
tions in nav. waters) 2950 (vol. iv).
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Vail, Hon. W. B.-Continued.
SUPPLY-Continued.

Pensions (Veterans of War of 1812) 992 ; (vol. ii), 2766 (vol iv).
Public Works-Income: Buildings (N.S.) 2917 ; Harbors ard

Rivers (Mar. Provs. generally) 2922 (vol. iv).
Rys -Capital: Carleton Branch Ry. (purchase of) 3115 ; Eastern

Extension Ry. (Repairs, &c.) 3301. I.C.R., conc., 3396,
(Sleeping Cars) 3417 ; Short Line Ry. (Oxford and New
Glasgow) 3413 (vol. iv).

Superintendence of Insurance, 2957 (vol. iv).

Trent Riv. Nav., in Com. of Sup., 3302, 3311 (vol. iv).
Veterans of 1812, in Com. of Sup., 992 (ii), 2766 (iv).
Ways and Means-The Tariff: on M. (Sir Leonard

Tilley) for Com., 666-676 (vol. i) ; in Com. (sugar)
3216-3218, 3222-3224 (vol. iv).

Washington Treaty, Termination of Fishory Clauses
(remarks) 2559, 2774; on M. for Com. of Sup., 2901,
3339 (vol. iv).

Wheat, flour, cornmeal and corn, Duty collected in
N.S. (M. for Ret.*) 533 (vol. i).

Weights and Measures and Gas, in Com. of Sap., 3241
(vol. iv).

Valin, Mr. P. V., Montmorency.
SUPPLY:

Mail Subsidies and Steamship Subventions
fortnightly service) 2941 (vol. iv).

(France and Quebec,

Vanasse, Mr. F., Yamaska.
Expenditure for Rys, Canals, &c., in B.C., N.W.T., and

other Provs. (M. for Stmnt.*) 964 (vol. ii).
Govt. rights to Water Lots on Rivers (Ques.) 2238 (iii).
Longueuil and Lévis Ry. Survey (Ques.) 429 (i).

Wallace, Mr. N. C., West York, Ont.
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on M. for

Com., 1341; in Com., " tonant," 1477, 1178; '"per.
son " (Indian) 1491; "actual value," 1602, 1604 (ii) ;
"Iqualifications in counties," 2002, 2066, 2083 (iii).

Privilege, Ques. of, on Rep. of speech in Globe news-
paper (remarks) 1824 (vol. iii).

Refund of Ry. Bonuses to Ont. municipalities, Mem-
orials respecting, on M. for copies, 578 (vol. i).

School Books, consigunment by Nelson & Sons (M.
for Rot.*) 1443 (vol. ii).

Ways and Means-in Com. (woollen fabrics) 796 (vol.ii).
Weights and Measures Acts Amt. B. 118 (Mr. Costi-

gan) in Com. 1673 (vol. ii).

Watson, Mr. R., Marquette.
Administration of Justice in the N. W. T. B. 141 (Mr.

Caron) on Amt. (Mr. Mills) to M. for 30, 3001 (iv).

Administration of the N. W. (Mr. Caron) in Com. on
Res., 2931 (vol. iv).

Bank of Winnipeg Incorp. Act. Amt. (B. 62, 10*)
210 (vol. i).

Bonuses granted to Rys., memorials, &c., respecting
(M. for copies*) 1443 (vol. ii).

Calgary and Fort Macleod Stage Lino (Ques.) 351 (i).
C. P. R, Completion of line west of Winnipeg, dates,

&o, (M. for Ret.*) 964.

Watson, Mr. R.-ontinued.
C. P. R., Res. respecting further Loan, in Com., 2743,

2744; on M. to conc. in Res., 2865 (Amt.) 2867, neg.
(Y. 51, N. 93) 2868 (vol. iv).

Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) on
Amt. (Mr. Ives) to M. for 20, 954 (vol. ii).

Civil Service Acts. Amt. B. 31 (1fr. Chapleau) in Com.,
1113 -1115 (vol. ii).

Colonial Exhibitions, in Com. of Sup., 1058 (vol. ii).
Criminal Law Amt., openings, &c., eut in the Ice, B. 22

(Mr. Robertson, Hamilton) on Amt. (Mr. Hall) 151 (i).
Customs, in Com. of Sup., 3236 (vol. iv).
Disturbance in the N. W., Col. Scott's Battalion (Ques.)

1064 (vol. ii).
further intelligence, 812 (vol. ii).
organization of Companies in the N. W., 816(ii).

-- on M. to adjn. deb. on Mr. Blake's Res. (want
of confidence) 3212 (vol. iv).

Dominion Exhibition, in Com. of Sup., 1027 (vol. ii).
Lands Agencies, in Com. of Sup., 3346 (vol. iv).

Dredging, in Com. of Sup., 2921 ; cor c., 2923 (vol. iv).
Drill Sheds and Rifle Ranges, in Com. of Sap., 2915 (iv).
Duck, in Com. on Ways and Means, 809 (vol. ii).
Duties, Imposition of (M. for Ret.*) 1443 (vol. ii).
Fisheries protection in the N. W., on M. for copies of

Cor., 701 (vol. i).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on M. for

2° , 1274; in Com., "woman suffrage," 1468; "per-
son" (Indian) 1492, 1522, 1542; "occupant," 1484;
" actual value," 1606 (vol. ii); "qualifications in
cities and towns" (Indians) 1853, (Aits.) 1933,
1990, 1992, (Indian) 2008; "qualifications in coun-
ties," 2058; "registration of voters," 2268, 2295;
"revision of voters' lists," 2344 (vol. iii); on Amt.
(Mr. Jenkins) to M. for 30 (Amt.) neg. (Y. 46, N. 96)
3061 (vol. iv).

General Inspection Act, 1874, Amt. B. 135 (Mr. Costigan)
in Com. on Res., 1307, 1315, 1316, 1319 (vol. ii); in
Com., 2550-2554 (vol. iii).

Harbors and Rivers, in Com. of Sap., 2921, 3420 (iv).
Immigrant Sheds at Medicine Hat, construction of

(Ques.) 350 (vol. i).
Indians, Man. and N.W.T., in Com. of Sup., 3318 (iv).
Infectious and Contagious Diseases affecting Animais

B. 44 (Mr. Pope) in Com., 1085, 1093; onAmt. (Mr.
Armstrong) to M. for 3°, 1332 (vol. ii).

Land Board at Winnipeg, in Com., of Sup., 3345 (iv).
Land Grants to Rys. in the N.W. B. 147 (Sir Bector

Langevin) on prop. Res., 2418; in Com. on Res.,
2492, 2493, 2512, 2513, 2517, 2519, 2521 (vol. iii).

Man. Claims Settlement B. 155 (Mr. Bowell) on M. for
Com. on Res., 2776; (remarks) 2788; in Com., 2793-
2795, 2924-2926, 3047,3049; on M. for 3°, 3075 (iv).

Man. Penitentiary, in Com. of Sup., 990 (vol. ii)
Man. and North-Western Ry. Co., Land grants to, in

Qom. on Res., 2517, 2519, 2521 (vol. iii).
Man. South-Western Colon. Ry. Co., Land grants to, in

Com. on Res., 2512, 2519 (vol. iii).

lxxx



INDEX.

Watson, Mr. R.-Continued.
Medicine Hat and Fort Macleod Stage Line (Ques.)

351 (vol. i).
Mounted Police Barracks, Tenders for (Ques.) 351 (i).
North Saskatchewan River Improvements, on M. for

copy of Reps., &c., 696 (vol. i).
N. W. Central Ry., Land grant to, on M. for Com. of

Sup., 3380 (vol. iv).
N. W. Mounted Police Augmentation B. 144 (Sir John

A. Macdonald) on prop. Res., 2414; on M. to conc.
in Res., 2429 (vol, iii); in Com. on B., 277 L (vol. iv).

North.Western Coal and Nav. Ry. Co., Land grants
to, in Com. on Res., 2492, 2493 (vol. iii).

Portage la Prairie and Lake of the Woods Ry. and
Nav. Co. (B. 63, 1°*) 210; M. to refer back Rep. of
Sel. Standing Com. on Rys., &c., 713 (vol. i).

SUPPLY:
Arta, Agriculture and Statistics (Colonial Exhibitions) 1035

(Dominion Exhibition) 1027 (vol. ii).
Canal-Income : Miscellaueous (Surveys and Inspections) 3313

(vol. iv).
Collection of Revenues (Customs) 3236 (vol. iv).
Dominion Lands-Income (Agencies) 3346 ; (Land Board at

Winnipeg) 3345 (vol. iv).
Indians (Man. and N. W. T.) 3318 (vol. iv).
Militia (Drill Shed and Rifle Ranges) 2915 (vol. ivý.
Penitentiaries (Man.) 990 (vol. ii).
Public Works : Dredging, 2921; conc., 2923. Harbors and Rivera

(Man.) 2921; (N. W. T.) 3420 (vol. iv).

Surveys and Inspections, in Com. of Sup., 3313 (iv.)
Tug-barges, dredge and machinery on Red River (M.

for Ret.¥) 964 (vol. ii).
Volunteers' Services in the N. W., recognition of

B. 160 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com. on Res.,
3377; on M. to conc. in Res. (Amt.) 3380 (vol. iv).

Vote for Relief of Settlers in the N. W. (Ques.) 1744
(vol. iii).

Ways and Means-The Tariff: on Res. (Mr. Blake) in
Amt. to M. for Com., 769 (vol. i); in Com. (duck)
809 (vol. ii).

Weights and Measures Acts Amt. B. 118 (Mr. Costi-
gan) in Com., 1673 (vol ii).

Weldon, Mr. C. W., St. John (N.B.) City and County.
A, B and C Batteries, in Com. of Sup., 2915 (iv).
Administration of Justice in N.W.T. B. 141 (Mr. Caron)

in Com., 2961 (vol. iv).
Administration of the N. W., in Com. on Res. (Mr.

Caron) 2929 (vol. iv).
Better Preservation of the Peace Act Amt. B. 131

(Mr. Caron) in Com., 2824-2826 (vol. iv).
Bounty to Fishing Vessels (M. for Stmnt.) 98 (vol. i).
Bridges, Booms, &c., in Nav. Waters B. 101 (Sir Hector

Langevin) on M. for 2°, 893 (vol. ii).
Campbellton and Gaspé, Steamahip subvention, in Com.

of Sup., 2942 (vol. iv).
C.P. R., Res. respecting further Loan, on M. to conc. in

Res. (Amt.) 2864; neg. (Y. 53, N. 89) 2865 (iv).
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) in

Com., 959-964; on M. for 3° (Amt.) 1045; in Con.,
1046, 1050 (vol. ii).
Il

Weldon, Mr. C. W.-Continued.
Cape Tormentine, Ry. connection (Ques.) 2997 (vol. iv),
Central Bank of N. B. (B. 40, 10*) 939 (vol. ii).
Charlottetown Publie Buildings, construction of (Ques.)

2359 (vol. iii).
Coal entered ex.Warehouse, free or for exportation (M.

for Stmnt.*) 100 (vol. i).
Customs, in Com. of Sup., 3233-3235, 3240 (vol. iv).
Dom. Drainage Co.'s B. 29 (Mr. Haggart) on M. for 20,

1008 (vol. ii).
Drawback on Ship-building Mtrls. (M. for Ret.*) 100 i).
Fish Inspector in City of St. John (Ques.) 2997 (vol. iv).
Fisheries, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 911 (vol. ii).
Fishery Leases and Licenses issued by Dept. of Marine

and Fisheries (M. for Ret.*) 539 (vol. i).
Fishery protection Steamers, in Corm. of Sup., 2956 (iv).
Flag Treaty botween U.S. and Spain, on M. for copies

of Cor., &c., 222 (vol. i).
France and Quebec, Steamship subvention, in Com. of

Sup., 2938 (vol. i).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on Amt. (Sir

Richard Cartwright) to M. for 20, 1149 ; in Com., "usu-
fructuary," 1452I; "owner," 1472; "tenant," 1478;
" person" (Indian) 1493, (Chinese) 1583; "farm,"
1592; "parish," 1593; "farmers' sons," 1595; "actual
value" (Ant.) 1596, 100; "qualifications in cities
and towns," 1727-1731 (vol. ii), (Amt.) 1805; "regis.
tration of voters," 2253, 2277, (Amts.) 2278, 2282,
2283, 2286, 2288, 2289, 2291, 2297, 2316, 2310;
"revision of voters' lists," 2323, 2328, 2339, 2341,
2343, 2349 (vol. iii); on Amt. (Mr. Jenkins) to M. for
30 (Amt.) 3058, neg. (Y. 46, N. 96) 3060 (vol. iv);
on consdn. of B. (Amt.) neg. (Y. 38, N. 87) 3068; on
M. that Com. rise, 1425; on taking up items consecu-
tivoly, 1471, 1472; on Ques. of Order, appoal from
Chair to liouso, 1512 (vol. ii); on ruling of Chair-
man (remarks) 1799 (vol. iv).

Fredericton and St. Mary's Ry. and Bridge Co.'s incorp.
B. 50, on M. to conc. in Son. Amts., 1386 (vol. ii).

Govt. Steamers, in Cor. of Sup., 2945 (vol. iv).
Halifax Fishory Commission, in Com. of Sup., 3388 (iv).
Infectious and Contagious Diseases affecting Animala

B. 44 (Mr. Pope) in Com., 1090, 1092; on Amt. (Mr.
Sutherland, Oxford) to M. for 30, 1322; on Amt.
(Mr. Armstrong) 1333 (vol ii).

Instructions to Health Officers in N.B., and Quardntine
Regulations (M. for Ret.*) 1443 (vol. ii).

I. C. R., Casualties to Trains, &c. (M. for Ret *) 100 (i).
-- Claims of Contractors of Sec. 16 (Ques.) 505 (i).

Commissioners appointed to settle claims (M.
for copies of O.C., &c.*) 100 (vol. i).

-- Construction to Indiantown (Ques.) 744 (vol.
i), 816 (vol ii).

-- Eroction of Wire Fences, Contracts for (M. for

Ret.*) 532 (vol. i).
-- in Com. of Sup., 3384, 3298 (vol. iv).

-Revenue and Working Expenses (M. for Stmnt.)
101 (vol. i).
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Weldon, Mr. C. W.-Continued.
I.C.R. Rolling Stock, purchase of (M. for Ret.) 101 (i).
Library, Salaries, &c., in Com. of Sup., 2796 (vol. iv).
Life-boats, Stations, &c., in Com. of Sup., 2950 (vol. iv).
Lighthouses and Fog-alarms, in Com. of Sup., 2952 (iv).
Lighthouse at Quaco, Memorials or Cor. (M. for

copies*) 1442 (vol ii).
Liquor License Act, 1883, Amt. B. 58 (Mr. Foster) on

M. for 2°, 621 (vol. i).
Meteorological Observatories, in Com. of Sup., 2956;

cono., 2958 (vol. iv).
Military Magazine at St. John, N.B., disposal of (h&. for

Rot.) 606 (vol. i).
Militia Act, 1883, Amt. B. 152 (Mr. Caron) in Com.,

3047 (vol. iv).
Mill St., St. John, Ry.erossing on, Memorials and Cor.

(M. for copies*) 1442 (vol. ii).
Navigation of Canadian Waters B. 132 (ofr. McLelan)

in Com. on Res., 1278 (vol. ii).
Offences against the Person B. 123 (Mr. Chapleau) in

Com., 2767 (vol. iv).
Oxford and New Glasgow Ry., in Com. ofSup., 3414 (iv).
Partridge, prairie fowl, &c., in Cont. on Ways and Means,

858 (vol. ii).
P.E.I. or N.B. and G.B. Steamship subvention, in Comn.

of Sup., 2942 (vol. iv).
Powder Magazines at Fort Howe, St. John, N.B. (Ques.)

246 (vol. i).
Public Works, in Com. of Sup., 2918, 3307 (vol. iv).
Railways and Canals, in Com. of Sap., 913 (vol. ii).
Reciprocity with the U.S., on Res. (Mr. Davies) in

Amt. to Com. of Sup., 1016 (vol. ii).
RZegistration cf Shipping, in Com. of Sup., 2950 (vol. iv).
Returns, enquiries for, Fishories Cor., 2936, 3000 (iv).
Return Tickets on Govt. Rys. (M. for Ret.) 706 (vol. i).
St. John Bridge and Ry. Extension Co. (Ques.) 569 (1).
St. John, City and County, issue of Writ for Election

(Ques.) 3427 (vol. iv).
Short Line Ry., Montreal to Atlantic, on Amt. (Mr.

Langelier) to M. to conc. in Res., 3266 (vol. iv).
Steamboat Inspection Act Amt. B. 133 (Mr. MHcelan)

in Com., 1280 (vol. ii).
Subsidies, further, to Rys. B. 158 (Sir Hector Langevin)

on Amt. (Mr. Langelier) to M. to conc. in Res., 3266;
in Com. on B. (vol. iv).

Summary Proceedings before Magistrates B. 128 (Mr.
Caron) in Com., 2829 (vol. iv).

SUPPLY:
Civil Government (Fisheries, Dept. of) 911; (Railways and

Canals, Dept. of) 913 (vol. ii).
Collection of Revenues (Public Works) 3307 ; (Customs) 3233-

3235, 3240 (vol. iv).
Fiaheries (Fishery protection Steamers) 2956 (vol. iv).
Immigration, 2833 (vol. iv).
Legislation: Miscellaneous (Library, Salaries, &c.) 2796 (vol.

iv).
Lighthouse and Coast Service (Lighthouses and Fog-alarms, con-

struction) 2952 ; (Maintenance and Repairs,&c.)2951 (vol.,iv).

Weldon, Mr. C. W.-Continued.
SUPPLY-Continued.

Mail Subsidies and Steamship Subvention. (Oampbellton and
Gaspé) 2942 ; (France and Quebec, fortnightly lino) 2938;
(P. E. I. and G. B., &c.) 2942 (vol. iv).

Militia (A, B and C Batteries) 2915 (vol. iv).
3iscellaneous (Fishery Commission, inereased remuneration to

Counsel) 3388 (vol. iv).
Ocean and River Service (Canadian registration of Shipping)

2950; (Govt. Steamers) 2945; (Life-boats and Stations, &c.)
2950 (vol. iv).

Public Works-Income: Buildings (P. E. I.) 2918 (vol. iv).
Railways-Capital: I. C. R., 3384; (miscellaneous works) 3298;

Short Line Ry. (Oxford and New Glasgow) 3414 (iv).
Scientic Institutions (Meteorological Observatories) 2956,

conc., 2958 (vol. iv).

Telegraph and Signal Serv., in Com. of Sup., 3307 (iv).
Three Rivers Harbor Commissioners' B. 150 (Sir Hector

Langevin) in Çom., 2935 (vol. iv).
Washington Treaty, Termination of Fishery Clauses,

Cor. and papers (Ques.) 3249; on M. for Com. of
Sup., 3322-3330 (vol. iv).

Ways and Means-in Com. (partridge, prairie fowl, &c.)
858 (vol. ii).

Wharves and Docks in Navigable Waters, B. 18 (Mr.
Tuppçr) on M. for 20, 217 (vol. i).

Wells, Mr. R. M., East Bruce.
Brewers and Distillers, compensation to, on prop. Res.

(Mr. Kranz) 236 (vol. i).
Consolid. Insurance Act, 1877, Amt. B. 20 (3ir Leonard

Tilley) in Com., on Amt. (Mr. Ives) 2168; (Amts.)
2432-2439 (vol. iii).

Consolid. Ry. Act Amt. (B. 30, 1°) 101 (vol. i).

White, Mr. J., East Hastings.
Administration of Justice in the N.W. B. 141 (Mr.

Caron) on Amt. (Mr. Mills) to M. for 3Q, 3001 (iv).
Bonuses to ]Rys. in Ont., Pets, for relief of, on M. for

copies, 361 (vol. i).
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Ami. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) in

Com., 956, 958; on Amt. (Mr. Burpee) 1049 (vol. ii).
C. P. R., Rets. ordered by House since date of Contract,

on M. for Stmnt., 483 (vol. i).
Carleton Branch Ry., in Com. of Sup., 3417 (vol. iv).
Debates, Official Rep. of, on M. to conc. in Third Rep. of

Com., 3359; on Amt. (Mr. Tass) 3369; Fourth Rep.,
3458; remuneration of amanuensis (remarks) 3474
(vol. iv).

Dom. License Act, working of, on M. for Cor., 308 (i).
Franchise B. 103 (SirJohn A. Macdonald) in Com., "per-

son " (Indian) 1492; "qualifications, &c. "man.
hood suffrage " and (Indians) 1983, 2008; "quali-
fications in counties," 2067 ; "who shall not vote,"
2088, 2092, (Indians) 2155-2157 (vol. iii); (explana.
tions) 1494, 1527; on Ms. that Qom. rise, 1497;
(remarks) 1652, 1701 (ii), 2151,2214,2203,2206 (iii)

Scarcity of copies (remarks) 1131 (vol. ii).
-- Pets. on genuineness of Signatures (remarks)

2027 (vol, iii).
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INDEX.
White, Xr. J.-Continued.

Govt. Business, on M. to take in Thursdays, 452 (vol. i).
Indemnity to Members, in Com. of Sup., 3451 (vol. iv).
Insolvent Debtors, distribution of Assets provision B. 4,

on M. (Sir John A Macdonald) to transfer to Govt.
Orders, 1281 (vol. ii).

Land Grants to Rys. in the N.W. B. 147 (Sir Hector
Langevin) in Com. on Res., 2511 (vol. iii).

Liquor License Act, 1883, Amt. B. 134 (Sir John A.
Macdonald) on Amt. (Mr. Mulock) to M. for 30, 2960
(vol. iv).

Man. Claims Settlement B. 155, on M. for Com. on Res.
(personal explanation) 2786 (vol. iv).

Patent Act, 1872, Amt. B. 64 (Air. McCarthy) on M.
for 20, 625 (vol. i).

Privilege, Ques. of, on paragraph in Ottawa Free Press
(remarks) 3162 (vol. iv).

Printing, printing paper, in Com. of Sup., 2806 (iv).
Superintendent of Letter Carriers, in Com. on Res.

(Mr. Chapleau) 273 (vol. i).
SUPPLY :

Legislation: H. of 0. (Increased Indemnity to Members) 3451.
Miscellaneous (Printing and printing paper, &c.) 2806 (v).

Liguor Licmnse Act (Administration of) 3421 (vol. iv).
Public Worle-ConolidatedFund (Telegraphe) 3420 (vol. iv).
Ry.-Capital: Carleton Branch Ry. (purchase of) 3417 (iv).

Telegraphs, in Com. of Sup., 3420 (vol. iv).

White, Mr. P., North Renfrew.
Culling and Measuring Timber Acts Amt. B. 154 (Mr.

Costigan) on M. for 20 and in Com., 3043 (vol. iv).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.,

"Iqualifications in cities and towns," 1996 (vol. iii).
G. T. R. Mail Trains, Brockville and Toronto, arrival

and departure of, on M. for Ret., 818 (vol. ii).
Guerin, Lister, Rep. of Survey of Improvements on

Ottawa River (Ques.) 1040 (vol. ii).
Indemnity to Members, in Com. of Sup., 3451 (vol. iv).
Infections and Contagious Diseases affecting Animals B.

44 (Mr. Pope) in Com., 1084; on Ant. (Mr. Sutke r
land, Oxford) to M. for 30, 1322 (vol. ii).

Lynch's Treatise on Butter-making, in Com. of Sup.,
3456 (vol. iv).

Mattawa, Mountain Rapids and Long Sault, Improve-
ments (Ques.) 1040 (vol. ii).

Ottawa River Ship Canal, prop. Res., 1211 (reply) 1225
(vol. ii).

Ottawa River Survey and Exploration (Ques.) 131 (i).
Patent Act, 1872, Amt. (B. 25, 1°*) 67; 2° m., 266;

(reply) 268; 2° neg. (Y. 57, N. 70) 269 (vol. i).
Printing done outside of Contract (M. for Ret.) 860 (ii).
Refund of Ry. Bonuses to Ont. municipalities, Memor-

ials respecting, on M. for copy, 581; (explanations)
588, 591, 593 (vol. i).

Subsidies to Rys. B. 164 (Mr. Pape) on M. for Com. on
Res., 3471 (vol. iv).

SUPPLY:
Legislation: H. cf O. (Increased Indemnity to Membert) 3451

(vol. i).
.Kiacellaneous (Lynch's Treatise on Butter-making) 3456 (vol. iv).

White, Mr. T., Cardwell.
Annuity and Guarantee Fund of the Bank of Montreal

(B. 48, 10*) 170 (vol. i).
C. P.R., Resolutions respecting further Loan, in Com,,

2726-2729 (vol. iv).
Trestles and Bridges, number of, on Amt. (Jfr.

McLelan) to M. for Stmnt., 108 (vol. i).
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, voting on the, on M. for Stmut.,

121 (vol. i).
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) on

M. for 2°, 950 ; on Ait. (.Mr. Ives) 951, 953; in Com.,
958, 963, 1056 ; on M. for 3° (Amt.) 1059 ; neg. (Y.
39, N. 78) 1062 (vol. il) ; on Sen. Amts., 2650, 9663
(vol. iv).

Canned Goods B. 142 (Mr. Costigan) in Com., 2589 (iii).

Consolid. Insurance Act, 1877, Amt. B. 20 (Sir Leonard
Tilley) in Com., 2432, 2438 (vol. iii); on Amt; (Mr.
Ives) 2769 (vol. iv).

Davis Divorce (B. 84, 11 on a div.) 426; M. to appoint
day for 21 agreed to (Y. 86, N. 61) 426; 20 on a div.,

567 (vol. i).
Debates, Official Rep. of, First Rep. (presented) 32;

(remarks) 33; (M. to conc. in Second Rep.) 40; on
Delay in distributing Daily Issue (remarks) 595; on

delay in distributing French Iranslation (remarks)
746 (vol. i); Ms. to conc. in Third Rep.2168 (vol. iii),
3359; on Am.t. (Mr. Tassd) 3367; on omissions, 3249,
3474; M. to conc. in Fourth Rep., 3458 ; on cono.,
3372; (vol. iv).

Disturbance in the N. W., Indemnity to Membera in
the Field (prop. M.) 812 (vol. ii).

Dom. Grange Mutual Fire Ins. Association (B. 55, 10*)
170 (vol. i).

Dom. License Act, working of, on M. for Cor., 310 (i),
Evangelical Lutheran Church of Canada (B. 60) in

Com., 693 (vol. i).
Exchange Bank, Govt. Advances to, on proposed Res.

(Sir Richard Cartwright) 380 (vol. i).
Factory B. 85 (Mr. Bergin) on Amt. to substitute Can.

Temp. Act to M. forrsming. adjd. deb. for 20, 946 (ii).
Flag Treaty between U.S. and Spain, on M. for oopies

of Cor., &c., 223 (vol. i).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on Amt.

(Mr. Laurier) to M. for 2°, 1192-1197 (vol. ii);
"qualifications in cities and towns " (manhood suff-
rage) 1945, 1996, (remarks) 2015, (Indian) 2019;
"registration of voters," 2245, 2283, (remarks) 2261
(vol. iii); on M. that Com. rise, 1498, 1529; on Ques.
of Order, 1620 (vol. ii), 1921 ; on ruling of Chairman,
1798 (vol. iii).

Govt. Printing and Advertising, on es. (Mr. Bomer.
ville, Brant) in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 3039-3041 (iv).

Inland Rev. Act Amt. B. 146 (Mr. Costigan) on M. for
Com. on Res., 2528 (vol. iii).

Land Grants to Rys. in the N.W. B. 147 (Sir Hector
Langevin) on prop. Res., 2452 (vol. iii).

Man. Claims Settlement B. 155 (Mr. Bowell) on M.

for Com. on Res., 2783 (vol. iv).
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White, Mr. T.-Continued.

Man. South-Western Col. Ry. Co., Land Grants to, in
Com. on Res., 2511 (vol. iii).

Pension Fund Society of the Bank of Montreal (B. 49,
10*) 170 (vol. i).

Printing Com., Second Rep. (M. to conc. in) 149 (vol.
i); Seventh Rep., 1822 (vol. iii); 9th Rep., 3293;
Tenth Rep., 3393 (vol. iv).

Printing, printing paper, &c., in Com. of Sup., 2802,
2805 (vol. iv).

Refund of Ry. Bonuses to Ont. municipalities, Memo-
rials respecting, on M. for copies, 573 (vol. i).

Returns, preparation of, in Com. of Sup., 3388 (vol. iv).
Scott Act Pets., on M. to erase name, 2320 (vol. iii).
Sessional Clerks, extra, &c., in Com. of Sup., 2896 (iv).
Sugar, in Com. on Ways and Means, 3223 (vol iv).

SUPPLY:
Immigration, 2814 (vol. iv).
Legislation: H. of O. (Committees, extra Sessional Olerk,

&c.) 2896. Miscellaneous (Priting and printing paper, &c.)
2802, 2805 (vol. iv).

Miscellaneous (Rets., preparation of) 3388 (vol. iv).

Ways and Means-The Taia: on M. (Sir Leonard
Tilley) for Com., 894-412; in Com., 774 (vol. i);
(sugar) 3223 (vol. iv).

WIgle, Mr. L., Soulh Essex.
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on M. that

Com. rise, 1501 (vol. ii).
Mail Service on Can. Southern Ry. (M. for Ret.) 120 (i).
Ways and Means-in Com. (woollen fabrios) 795 (ii).

Williams, Mr. A. T. H., East Durham.
Calgary, Edmonton and Athabasca Ry. Co.'s incorp.

(B. 73, 1°*) 313 (vol. i).
Wood Mountain and Qu'Appelle Ry. Co.'s (B. 23, 10*) 67

(vol. i).

Wilson, Mr. J. H., East Elgin.
Adulteration of Food, Drugs, &c., B. 143 (Mr. Costigan)

in Com., 2474 (vol. iii).
Adulteration of Food, in Com. of Sup., 3242 (vol. iv).
Agriculture, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 905 (vol. ii).
Analysts, Public, remuneration of, in Com. on Res,,

2548 (vol. iii).
Bonuses to Rys. in Ont., Pets. for relief of (M. for

copies) 356 (vol. i).
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) in

Com., 957, 1058 (vol. ii); on Sen. Amts., 2656 (iv).
Commercial Agencies, in Com. of Sup., 3245 (vol. iv).
Deputy Speaker's Salary, in Com. of Sup., 3351 (iv).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.,

"woman suffrage," 1417; "occupant," 1484; "per-
son " (Indian) 1515, 1536; "qualifications in cities
and towns," 1723-1727 (vol. ii) 1901; "manhood
suffrage," 1960, 1986, 1989; "qualifications in coun-
ties," 2060, 2068, 2073, 2077; "who shall not vote "
(Indians) 2120-2122 ; "registration of votera," 2205-
2207, 2265, 2287; "appeal," 2362, 2367 (vol. iii).

Wilson, Mr. J. H.-Continued.
Health Statistios, conc., 2766 (vol. iv).
Hughes, D. J., Charges against (Ques.) 77; (M. for

copies of Papers and Cor.) 98 (vol. i).
Infections and Contagions Diseases affecting Animals B.

44 (Mr. Pope) in Com., 1065, 1091; on Amt, (Mr.
Sutherland, Oxford) to M. for 30, 1322 (vol. ii).

Mortuary Statistics, in Com. of Sup., 1027-1030 (vol. ii).
O'Malley, Lieut Col., Charges against and suspension

(M. for copy) 101 (vol. i).
Ports Stanley and Burwell Harbors of Refuge (M. for

Ret.) 62 (vol. i).
Post Office, in Com. of Sup., 3309 (vol. iv).
Public Works, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 911 (vol. ii).
Rideau Canal, in Com. of Sup., 3313 (vol. iv).
St. Thomas Public Buildings, amount expended on

(M. for Ret.) 79 (vol. i).
SUPPLY:

Arts, Agriculture andStatistics (Eealth Statisties) conc., 2766
(vol. iv); (Mortuary Statistics) 1027-1030 (vol. ii).

Canals-Income: Rideau Canal (water supply) 3313 (vol. iv).
Civil Government (Agriculture, Dept. of) 905; (Public Works,

Dept. of) 911 (vol. ii).
Collection of Revenues (Adulteration of Food) 3242; (Post

Office) 3309 (vol. iv).
Immigration, 2833, 2842 (vol. iv).
Miscellaneous (Commercial Agencies) 3245; (Dep. Speaker's

Salary) 3351 (vol iv).
Penitentiaries (Man., payment to Dr. Sutherland) 3350 (vol. iv).
Public Works : Consolidated Fund: (Ont.) 3385 (vol. iv).

Refund of Ry. Bonusus to Ont. municipalities,
Memorials respecting, on M. for copies, 589, 618 (i).

Sutherland, Dr., payment to, in Com. of Sup., 3350 (iv).

Wood, Mr. J. F., Brockville.
Criminal Law Amt., openings, &c., cnt in the Ice B. 23

(Mr. Robertson, Hamilton) on Amt. (Mr. Ball) 151 (i).
Debates, Official Rep. of, on M. to cone. in Third Rep. of

Com. (Amt.) 3361; neg. (Y. 63, N. 82) 3369 (vol. iv).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.,

"actual value," 1600 (vol. ii); (remarks) 2203;
"registration of voters," 2317 (vol, iii).

Islands in River St. Lawrence, Lease of, &c. (M. for
Ret.*) 147 (vol. i).

Narrows, Erection of a Lighthonse at (Ques.) 112 (i).
Squatters in Qu'Appelle Valley, on M. for Ret., 205 (i).
Subsidies to Rys. B. 164 (2Mr. Pope) in Com., 3472 (iv).
Ways and Means-The Tariff : on M. (Sir Leonard Ti-

ley) for Com., 656-661 (vol. i).

Wood, Mr. J., Westmoreland.
Amherst and P. E. I. Ry. Co's. incorp. B., on M. to

introd., 349 (vol. i).
Debates, Official Rep. of, on Amt. (Mr. Tasse) on M. to

conc. in Third Rep. of Com., 3365 (vol. iv).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.,

"qualifications in cities and towns," 1731 (vol. i).
Liquor License Act, 1883, Amt. (B. 58, 1°) 170 (vol. i).
Return Tickets on Govt. Rys., on M. for Ret., 707 (i).
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Wood, Mr. J.-ontinued.

Subsidies, further, to Rys. B. 158 (Sir Bector Langein)
in Com. on Res., 2982; on Amt. (Mr. Langelier) on
M. to conc. in Res., 3269-3271 (vol. iv).

SUPPLY:
Immigration, 2845 (vol. iv).

Winter Crossing from P.B.L, on M. for copies of Cor.,
63 (vol. i).

Woodworth, Mr. D. B., Xing's, N.S.
C.P.R., Rets. ordered by House since date of Contract,

on M for Stmnt., 483 (vol. i).
Civil Service Acts Amt. B. 31 (Mr. Chapleau) in Com.,

1126 (vol. ii).
Debates, publishing of, in Com. of Sup., 2765 (vol. iv).
Disturbance in the N. W., Half-breed grievances (re-

marks) 2045 (vol. iii); on M. to adjn. deb. on Mr.
Blake's Res, (want of confidence) 3212 (vol. iv).

Transport of Troops (remarks) 887 (vol. ii).
- Vote of Thanks to Genl. Middleton and Volun-
teers, 3467 (vol. iv).

Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Mdcdonald) on M. for 20,
1228-1234; in Com., "person " (Chinese) 15841; on M.
that Com., ribe, 1422; (Ques. of Order) 1467; read-
ing extracts, 1464; unparliamentary language, 1540;
(explanation) 1561 (vol. ii); (remarks) 2023 (iii).

Glucose Syrup, in Com. on Ways and Means, 854 (il).
Immigration, in Com. of Sup., 2848 (vol. iv).
Land Grants to Rys. in the N. W. B. 147 (Sir iector

Langevin) on Amt. (Mr. Blake) to M. for 2°, 2892 (iv).
Law of Evidence in Criminal Cases Amt. B. 6 (Mr.

Cameron, Huron) on Amt. (Mr. Tupper) 6 m. h., to
M. for 2°, 182; in Com., 501 (vol. i).

Man. Claims Settlement B. 155 (Mr. Bowell) on M. for
Com. on Res., 2787 (vol. iv).

Oxford and New Glasgow Ry., in Com. of Sap., 3414 (iv).
Reciprocity with the U. S., on Res. (Mr. Daviea) in Amt.

to Com. of Sup., 1010 (vol. ii).

Woodworth, Mr. D. B.-Continued.
Sale of Ry. Passenger Tickets (B. 121, 10*) 927 (vol. ii).
SUPPLY:

Immigration, 2848 (vol. 1v).
Legislation: B. of 0. (Publishing Debatet) 2785 (vol. 1v).
Pensions (Veterans of War of 1812) 993 (vol. il).
Railways-Capital.. Short Line Ry. (Oxford and New Glaugow)

8414 (vol. l1).
Veterans of 1812, in Com. of Sup., 993 (vol. ii).
Ways and Means-The Tarif: on M. (Sir Leonard

Tiley) for Com., 555-561 (vol. i); in Com. (glucose
syrup) 854 (vol. ii).

Weights and Measures Inspection Acta Amt. B. 118(»,
Costigan) on prop. Res., 835 (vol. ii).

Wharves and Docks in Navigable Waters B. 18 (Mr.
Tupper) on M for 20, 217 (vol. i).

Wright, Mr. A., Ottawa County.
C.P. R. Co.'s Acts Amt. B. 153 (Mr. Pope) on M. for

20, 3026-3031 (vol. iv).
Debates, Official Rep. of, on Amt. (Mr. Bickey) to M.

to cono. in Third Rep. of Com., 3370 (vol. iv).
Disturbance in the N.W., on Vote of Thanks to Genl.

Middleton and Volunteers, 3466 (vol. iv),
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A Macdonald) on Amt. (Sir

Richard Cartwright) to M. for 2°, 1143 (vol. ii).

Yeo, Mr. J., Prince, P.E.I.
Cape Traverse Branch Ry., payment to Contractors for

construction (Ques.) 694 (vol. i).
Cascumpec Harbor Improvements (Ques.) 479 (vol. i).
Customs Appraiser at Summerside, (Ques.) 350 (i).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.,

"9qualifications in cities and towns," 1647 (vol. ii).
Inland Rev. Collector at Summerside (Ques.) 350 (i).
Reciprocity with the U. S., on Res. (Mr. Davies) in

Amt. to Com. of Sup., 1004 (vol. ii).
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INDEX-PART

SUBJECTS.

A, B AND C BATTERIES, OFiCiS AND MEN, pay and aliow-
ances : M. for Ret.* (Mr. Cameron, Middleex) 313 (i).

ABOLITION oF DUTY ON GRAIN. See " CUSToMS."

ACCIDENTS. Ne& "CASUAL!TIES."

ACCOMMODATION FOR MEMBERS: Remarku (Sir Richard
Cartwright) 49 (i).

ACTIVE MILITIA, NUMBER, &o.: M. for Stmnt.* (Mr. >lock)
533 (i).

ACTS, CONTINUED. See "EXPIRING LAWS."
ADDREss, ANS. To: Me88. from Ris Ex., 113 (i).
ADMINISTRATION OF JUSTICE.: in Com. of Sup., 985 (ii),

3448 (iv).
A dministration of Justice, &c., in the N. W. T.

B. No,141 (Sir John A. Macdonald). 1°*, 2345; Res.
prop., 2531 (iii); Res. in Com., 2926; 20 of B., 2934;
M. to conc. in Ros., Amt. (Mr. Blake) neg. (Y. 37, N. 67)
2957; in Com. on B., 2961 ; M. for consdn. of B., Amt.
(Mr. Mills) neg. (Y. 37, N. 79) 2968; 3° m., Amt. (Mr.
Mills) 3000; deb. adjd., 3002; Order for rsmng. adjd.
deb., 3427; Amt. neg. (Y. 35, N. 89) 3433 (iv). (48-
49 Vic., c. 51.)

Administration of Oaths of Office B. No. 1 (Sir
John A. >Iacdonald). 1°*, 1 pro forma (i).

ADJOURNMENTS :
ANNUNCIATIoN DAY: M. (Sir John A. Macdonald) 714 (i).
AscnsnIoN DAT: M. (Sir Rector hangevin) 1822 (iii).
Aan WUDNUDATY: M. (Sir John A. Macdonald) 125 (i).
CORPUS GRISTI: M. (Sir John A. Macdonald) 2301 (iii).
DomuroN DAY : Ques. (Mr. Blake) 2773 (iv).
EBATIR: Ques.(Mr. Blake) 713 (); M. (Sir Hector Langevin) 888 (i).
QuunN'S BIRTHDAY-: M. (Sir John A. Macdonald) 2030 (iii).
ST. GEoReG's DÂT : M. (Mr. Shakeapeare) 1305 (ii).
ET. PATRICK'S DAY: M. (Ur. Curran) 593 (i).
8T. PETIR AND ST. PAUL,: M. (Sir Hector Langevin) 2889 (iv).

Adulteration of Food, Drugs, &c., B. No. 143
(Mr. Costigan). 1°*, 2356 ; °, 2466; in Com., 2467-
2541; Res. (remuneration of Analyste) prop., 2497 ;
in Com., 2541, 2542 (iii), 2751 ; on M. to conc. in
Amts., Aint. (Mr. Blake) neg. (Y& 42, N. 60) 2751 ; 3°
of B., 2751 (iv). (48-49 Vic., c. 67.)

ADVANCES To LoCAL GOVTS.: M. for Cor., &o. (Mr. Blake)

45 (i).
ADVANCES To C.P.R. Br GovT.: Ques. (Sir Richard Cart-

wright) 1305 (ii).
Advances to Provinces B. No. 7 (Sir Leonard

Tilley). 1°, 32; 20, 102 (i); in Com. and 30*, 1064
(ii). (48-49 Yic., o. 4.)

ADVZERTISING AD PRINTING, GovT.: Remarks (Mr. Somer-
ville, Brant) on M. for Com. of Sup., 3033 (iv).

AGEZEUENT Bl C.P.R. Co. To mm s o pRu.: Que. (Mr.
Bkde) 1915 (iii).

AGRICULTURAL INS. Co. 0F CAN., INCOMPLETU RIT.: Remarks
(Mr. Blondeau) 1386 (ii).

AGRICULTURAL, &o., STATISTICS, COMPILATION: in Com. of

Sup., 1036 (ii).

Agricultural Fertilizers B. No. 122 (Mr. Ferguso,
Welland). Res. prop., 936; in Com. and 1°*, 939; M.
to transfer to Govt. Orders, 1320 (ii) ; 2°, 2476 ; in
Com., 2478; 30*, 2497 (iii). (48-49 Vic., c. 68.)

AGRICULTURAL, TIMBER, PASTURE, AND MINERAL LANDS AND

ToWN SITES : M. for Ret. (Mr. Charlton) 209 (i).
AGRICULTURE, BUREAU O, ESTABLISKMENT: Qies. (Mr.

Gigault) 76 (i).
AGRICULTURE, DEPT. OF: in Com. of Sup., 904, 921 (i).

Agriculturists. See "BANKINo."
AID To Rys. See "LAND GRANTS " AND "SUBSIDIES."

AIR BRAKES, I.C.R.: in 0>m. of Sup., 3299 (iv).

ALASKA AND B. O. BOUNDARY LINE: M. for copies of Cor., &o.
(Mr. Gordon) 705 (i).

ALBANT, DUKE oF, THANKS 0F QUEEN FOR CONDOLENCE:

Mess. from His Ex., 32 (i).

Alberta and Athabaska Ry. Co.'s Incorp. B. No.
73 (Mr. Williams). 1°*, 313 ; 2°*, 405 (i) ; in Com.,
791 ; 3°*, 816 (ii). (48-49 1Tic., c. 88.)

Albion Mines Savings Bank B. No. 15 (Mr. Xc-
Dougald). 1°*, 46 ; 2°*, 113; in Com. and 3°*, 616
(i). (48-49 Vic., c. 14.)

ALGOMA, CUSTOMS COLLECTIONS. See IlCUSTOMS."

ALLAN LINE, PAYMENTS TO, for assisted passages: Ques.

(Sir Richard Cartwright) 567 (i); M. for Rot.* (Mr.
Blake) 1443 (ii).

ALLAN STEAMSIIP Co. AND CLAIM OF GOVT. re .Newfield and

Moravian: Ques. (Mr. Forbes) 148, 312 (i);
ALLISON, Ma. D. W.: Rection declared nuli and void on

Judges' Rep. on Controverted Election, 1 (i).

ALLOWANCES TO CANADIAN MANUFAOTURERS: M for Rot.

(Mr. Blake) 44 (i).
AMERICAN ENGINEERS' VISIT TO N.S.: in Com. of Ip.

3457 (iv).

AMERICAN GOLD, SUBSTITUTION 0o, FOR SOVEREIGNS: QUeS4

(Sir Richard Cartwright) 505 (i).
AMOUNTS COLLECTED IN WESTERN ONTARIO. See "DoMIN'

ION LANDS."

AMOUNTS DUE CONTRACTORS ON C.P.R.: M. for Ret.* (Mr.

Charlton) 533 (i).
ANDRÉ, FATHER, LETTER FROM, IN JAN., 1883: Ques. (Mr.

Blake) 3425 (iv).
ANI>uAL CHURCOAL, IMPORTATIONS Or: M. for Ret.* (Kr.

Stairs) 583 (i).
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Animals, Cruelty to, Prevention B. No. 47.(Mr.

Charlton) 10*, 147 (i).

Animals, Infectious or Contagious Diseases
affecting, B. No. 44 (Mr. Pope). 10, 125 (i) ; 20,
892; in Com., 1064-1094; 30 m., 1321; Amt. (Mr.
Sutherland, Oxford) to recom., 1321; agreed to (Y, 131,
N. 16) 1324; Amt. (Mr. Mulock) to recom., 1324; neg.
(Y. 54, N. 90) 1327; Amt. (Mr. Catudal) to recom.,
1327; neg. (Y. 58, N. 89) 1328 ; Amt. (Mr. Casey) to
recom., 1328; neg. (Y. 54, N. 94) 1332; Amt. (Mr.
Armstrong) to recom., 1332; neg. (Y. 50, N. 88) 1334;
Amt. (Mr. Scriver) to recom., neg. on a div., 1334;
Amt. (Mr. Davies) to recom., neg (Y. 50, N. 84) 1334;
30, 1335 (ii); Sen. Amts. cone. in, 2397 (iv). (48-49

ic., c. 70.)
ANNUAL REGISTER. See 4lDOMINION."

Annuity and Guarantee Funds Society of
Bank of Montreal B. No, 48 (Mr. White, Card-
well). 1°*, 170; 20*, 245; in Com. and 30* 693 (i).
(48-49 Tic., c. 12.)

ANNINCIATIoN DAY, ADJMT. FOR: M. (Sir John A. Mac
donald) 714 (i).

ANTWVERP AND COLONIAL EXHIBITION: conc., 2766 (iv).
ANTWEUP INTERNATIONAL EXfIIBITION : M. for copy of Cor.

between Govt. and High Com. (Mr. Bergeron) 305 (i).
APPRAISER AT SUMMERSIDE, P.E.I.: Ques. (Mr. Yeo) 350 (i).
ARBITRATORS. See " OFFICIAL."

ARCHIVES, CARE OF: in Com. of Sup., 1023, 1025 (ii).
ARGYLE HIGHLANDERS, PAYMENT OF ARREARS DUE: Ques.

(Mr. Campbell, Victoria) 888 ; (M. for Ret.*) 1444 (ii).
ARmoUR, Mr. JUSTICE.: Rep. on Lennox Controverted Elec-

tion, 1 (i).
ABMS, DEsCRIPTION OF: Ques. (Mr. Gault) 814 (ii).
ARTILLERY ASSOCIATION, Dom.: in Com. of Sup. 2913 (iv).

ASBESTOS: in Com. on Ways and Means, 857 (ii).

AsCENsIoN DAY, ADJMT. FoR: M. (Sir Hector Langevin)
1822 (iii).

AscETIC AcID: in Com. on Ways and Means, 849 (ii).
AB WEDNEsDAY, ADJMT. FOR: M. (Sir John A. Macdonald)

125 (i).
AssErts, DIsTaIBUTION OF INSOLvENT DEBTORS, See B. 4.
ASSIGNEES. See " OFF1IIAL ASSIGNEES."
Ass9STED PASSAGES: See "ALLAN LINE."

ASSISTANCE TO SETTLERS, &C., THROUGH REBELLION: See
"DISTURBANCE IN THE N.W."

ASSISTANT POSTMASTEZ OF OTTAWA: in Com. of Sup., 3393;
conc., 3398 (iv).

AJSISTANT REC. GEN., MONTREAL, &C.: in Com. of Sup., 895,

896 (ii).

ASSOCIATIONS, &c.:
ANNUITY AND GUARANTUE FUNDS SociETY oF BANK OF MONTREAL. S0

B. 48.
CANADA CO-OPERATIVE SUPPLY ASSOCIATION. Seo B. 81.
CANADAN PACIFIC EMPLOYÉS RELIEF ASSOCIATION. See B. 75.
CONGREGATIONAL MISSIONART SOOIETY. See B. 51.
HAMILTON PROVIDENT AND LOAN SOCIuTY. See B. 114.
LUTRERAN CHURCH oF ANADA. Se B. 60.
P318103 FUND OCIET 0F TE BANE 0F KOIEIM & #. B. 40.

"A TRIP To DoM. 0F CAN.," PAMPHLET: M. for copies (Mr.
Robertson, Shelburne) 533 (i).

AUDITOR GENL. AND DEPT. OF MARINE, RENTAL OF RIVERS:
M. for Rot. (Mr. McMulten) 448 (i).

AUDITOR AND REC. GENL. OF ST. JOHN AND WINNIPEG: in
Com. of Sup. 895 (ii).

AUDITOR GENL.'S REP.: presented (Sir Leonard Tilley) 28;

M. (Sir Richard Cartwright) to ref. to Public Accounts

Com., 76 (i).
AUSTRALIAN AND TAsMANIAN COLONIEs, TRADE WITH: M.

for copies of Cor., &c. (Mr. Mitchell) 36 (i).
AUTOMATIC Buoy, LIvERPooL RIARBoR, N.S.: Ques. (Mr.

Forbes) 479 (i), 1914 (iii).
AVALANCHES IN THE SELKIRK RANGE: Ques. (Mr. Blake)

694 (i).
AXLE GREASE: in Com. on Ways and Means, 857 (ii).

BAIN, MR. J. W.: Election declared null and void on Judge's

Rep. on Controverted Election, 1; re-elected 113 (i).

BANK ADVANCEs TO GoVT.: M. for Bots. of amounts (Sir

Richard Cartwright) 37; (Ques.) 113 (i).

Banking and Loan Facilities to Agriculturists
B. No. 36 (Mr. Orton). Res. prop., 115; in Com.
and 1°¥ of B., 120 (i).

Bank of British Columbia B. No. 105 (Sir -Hector
Langevin). 1', 631; 20, 894 (ii); in Çom. and 30*,

2396 (iii). (48-49 Vic., c. 83.)
Bank of Montreal Annuity and Guarantee

Funds Society B. No. 48 (Mr. White, Cardwell).
10*, 170; 2°*, 245; in Com. and 30*, 693 (i). (48-49)
Vic., c. 12.)

Bank of Montreal Pension Fund Incorp. B. No.
49 (Mr. White, Cardwell). 10*, 170; 2°*, 245; in
Com. and B3°¥, 693 (i). (48-49 Vic., c. 13.)

BANK OF UPPER CANADA, STMNTS. RESPECTING: Ques. (Mr.

Mackenzie) 112 (i).
Bank of Winnipeg Act Amt. B. No. 62 (Mr.

Watson). 1°*, 210; 2°*, 281 (i); in Com, and 3°*
1007 (ii). (48-49 Vic., c. 10.)

BANKRUPTCY AND INSoLVENCY: M. (Sir John A. Macdonald)

for Sp. Com. 47; Mess. from His Ex., 101; ref. to
Com., 102; M. to ref. Petitions to Com., 125 (i).

BANKRUPT ESTATES AND OFFICIAL AssIGNEES: M. for Rot.
(Mfr. Macmillan, Middlesex) 303 (i).

BANKS AND BANKING:
ALBION MINES SAVINGS BANK. See B. 15.
BAN OF WINNIPEG. See B. 62.
BANK OF BRITISH COLUMBIA. See B. 105.
BANKING AND LOAN FACILITIES TO AGRICULTURISTS. Sec B 36.
BILLS OF EXCHANGE AND PnoIissoRY NOTES. See Bs. 16, 46 and 100.
BANK ADVANOES TO GovT.: M. for Ret. (Sir Richard Gartwright)

37; Ques. 113, 743 (i).
BANK OF PPER CANADA, STMNTS: Ques. (Mr. Mackenzie) 112 (i).
CENTRAL BANK OF NEW BRUNSWIcK. See B. 40.
COMMERCIAL BANK OF WINDSOR. See B. 117.
DErOSITs, GOYT., IN BANKE: M. for Stmnt. (Sir Richard Cartwright)

29 (i).
EXCHANGE BANKe, ADVANOES TO : prop. Res. (Sir Richard Cart-

wright) censuring Govt., 295 (j).
FEDERAL BANE OF CANADA. Sec B. 10.
GOVT. NOTES IN OIRCULATION: Que.. (Mr. Chariton) 2465 (iii).
Iiisoi.t BAsm . Bw B. 66 and 127.
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BANKS AND BANK[NG-Continued.

INP30TION AND SuPERVIsIoN o BAN: Queo. (1r. Caayrais) 51;
prop. Reg., el1(i).

LA BANQUE DU PEUP.E. So'B. 53.
PORT Ouro0 SATINGs BANs DzPoaITo: M. for Ret. (Mr. Fairbank)

819 (ii).
PoST OFieIC SAVINGs BAxs DEPOSITs: Quos. (Mr. Ch4rlton) 2359,

2465, 2559 (iii).
PosT OricE SAVINES BANxs IN THE MAR. PRoVS.: Ques. (Mr. Stairt)

148 (i); in Com. of Sup., 896 (il).
PEIVATE BANKS AND BROIEES: Ques. (Mr. Cameron, Middlesex) 51().
SAVINGS BANKS (P. O. O oTHERWISE) DEPOSITo0Ss: M. for Ret.*

(Sir Richard Cartwright) 533 (i).
TRuao BANE. Se. B. 78.

BARRAcRs AT LoNDoN : in Com. of Sup., 3412 (iv).

BARRaic HUTs, B.C.: in Uom. of Sup., 3412 (iv).
BARRELI OONTAINING PETROLEUM OR ITS PRODUOTS: in Com-

on Ways and Means, 843 (ii).
BATocHE, BATTLE oF : Despatch respecting first Engage.

ment, 1380; telegram from Gen. Middleton giving
details of second fight, 1822; second despatch, 1835 (iii).

BAToOHE, CAPTURE oP': Rumored indignities committed by
Volunteers : Ques. (Mr. Royal) 2999, 3425 (iv).

BATTERIES, A, B AND 0. See "MILITIA."
BAYFIELD, N.S., BREAKWATER, EXTENSION oF : Ques. (Mr.

McIsaac) 77 (i).
BEAucE : Vacancy in the Representation, Warrant issued and

Ret. of Member to represent, 1 (i).
BEAVER LINE 0F STEAMERS AND I.B., FREIGHT RATE : M.

for Ret. (Mr. Blake) 144 (i).
BEET-ROOT SUGAR, IMPORTATION 0F: Ques. (Mr. Fail) 744 (i).
BELL AND KAVANAGH, LAND CLAIMS : M. for copies of O.C.,

&c. (Mr. Cameron, Huron) 479 (i).
BELLEVILLE AND NORTH HASTINGS BY. Co.'s SUBSIDY : prop.

Res. (Mr. Pope) 3458 ; in Com.,3473 (iv).
BENSoN, MR., M.P., DEATH OF : Remarks (Sir John A. Mac-

donald) 2357 (iii).
BERGIN, SURGEON-GENERAL, SERVIcES F :Qi1es. (Mr. Mc

Mullen) 1914 (iii).
Bis BEAR. See "lDISTURBANCE IN THE N.W."
BILL (No. 1) Respecting the Administration of Oaths of

Office.-(Sir John A. Macdonald,)
1*, 1 (vol. i).

BILL (No. 2) To regulate the Employment of childron and
young persons and women in the Workshops, Mills and
Factories of the Dominion of Canada.-(Mr. Bergin.)

1°*, 29; Order for 2° dschgd., 362 (vol. i).
BILL (No. 3) To limit the Appellate Jurisdiction of the

Supreme Court.-(Mir. Landry, Montmagny.)
1°, 28; Order for 2° read., 102; 2° m., 151; Amt. (Mr.

Ouimet) 165; neg., 167; 2° neg. (Y. 34, N. 125) 169
(vol. i).

BILL (No. 4) To provide for the distribution of Assets of
Insolvent Debtors.-(Mr. Curran.)

1°, 29;2°*, 619 (vol. i); M. to transfer to Govt. Orders,
1280; agreed to, 1281 (vol. ii); Order dschgd. and
B. wthdn., 3375 (vol. iii).

BILL (No. 5) Respecting the liability of Carriers by
Land.-(Mr. Coughlin.)

1*, 29; 29 m., 102 (vol. i).
12

BILL (No. 6) To further amend the Law of Bvidencq in
Criminal Cases.-(Mr. Cameron, Huron.)

1O*, 29; 2° m., 176; consdn. resmd., 180; Amt. (Mr.
Tupper) 6 m. h., 182; neg. (Y. 55, N. 87) 187; 20
and ref. to Sel. Com., 187 ; in Com., 496 ; Amt (Mr.
Amyot) to recom. neg. (Y. 34, N. 76) 504; 3°*, 616
(vol. i).

BILL (No. 7) To amend the Act 37 Victoria, Chapter 17,
intituled: "An Act to authorize the advance of a cer.
tain sum of money to the Province of British Columbia
for the construction of a Graving Dock at Esquimalt,
and for other purposes."-(Sir Leonard Tilley.)

1°, 32; 20, 102 (vol. i); in Com. and 3°*, 1064 (vol. ii).
(48-49 Vic., c. 4.)

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

1°* 40; 29*, 57; in Com. and 3°*, 245 (vol. i). (48-49
Vic., c. 25.)

BILL (No. 9) Respecting the Canada Southern Railway Com.
pany and the Brie and Niagara Railway Company.-.
(Mr. Bergin.)

10*, 40; 2 '*, 57; in Com., 245; 8°*, 281 (vol. i). (48-49
Vic., c. 15.)

BILL (No. 10) To reduce the Capital Stock of the Federal

Bank of Canada, and for other purposes.-(Mr. Small.)
1°*, 40; 20*, 57; in Com. and 30*, 428 (vol. i). (4849

Vic., c. 9.)
BILL (No. 11) To extend the Juriadiotion of the Maritime

Court of Ontario.-(Mr. Allen.)
1O*, 40; 2° m., 127; 20*, 131 ; Order for Com. read, 215;

in Com; 496 ; 3°*, 616 (vol. i).
BILL (No. 12) For constituting a Court of Railway Com-

missioners for Canada, and to amend the Consolidated
Railway Act, 1879.-(ffr. McCarthy.)

10, 40 (vol. i).
BILL (No. 13) Respecting Carriers by Land.-(Mr. Mc.

Carthy.)
1J*, 40; 20 m., 254-282; Amt. (Mr. Curran) 6 m. h.,

285; neg. (Y. 64, N. 74) and 20*, 289 (vol. i).
BILL (No. 14) To consolidate and amend the Acts respecting

the Election of Members of the House of Commons.-
(Mr. Cameron, Huron.)

1°, 41 (vol. i).
BILL (No. 15) To continue an Act respecting the Albion

Mines Savings Bank.-(Mr. McDougald.)
10*, 46; 2°*, 113; in Com. and 30*, 616 (vol. i). (48-49

ic., c. 14.)
BILL (NO. 16) To amend the Law relating to Bills of Ex.

change and Promissory Notes.-(Mr. Smyth.)
1°*, 46 (vol. i).

BILL (No. 17) Respecting International Ferrie.-(Mr. Pat-
terson, Essex.)

1°*, 46; 2° m., 254; 2°*, 256 (vol. i).

BILL (NO. 18) Respecting Wharves, Docks and Piers con.

structed in navigable waters.-(Mr. Tupper.)
10, 46; 2" m., 215; 20* and ref. to Sel. Com., 218

(vol i).
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BILL (No. 19) To provide for the better observance of the

Lord's Day, commonly called Sunday, by prohibiting
Sunday Excursions of certain kinds.-(Rr. Charlton.)

10*, 46; 2? m., 256; neg. on a div., 266 (vol. i).
BILL (No. 20) To modify the application of "The Consoli.

dated Insurance Act, 1877."-(Sir Leonard Tilley.)
10, 46; 20, 126 (vol. i); in Com., 2430; Order for 30,

2532; deb. adjd., 2533 (vol. iii) ; ref. back to Com.,
2768; 3°, 2770 (vol. iv). (48-49 Vic., c. 49.)

BILL (No. 21) To provide for the taking of a Census in the
Province of Manitoba, the North-West Territories and
the District of Keewatin.-(Dlr. Pope.)

10 of B. and Res. prop., 46; M. for Com. on Res., 74; in
Com., 75; M. to receive Rep. of Com., 125; Res.
agreed to and 20 of B., 126; in Com., 171; consdn. m.
and Amt. (Sir Richard Cartwright) to recom., 212 ;
neg. on a div., 212; Amt. (Sir Richard Cartwright) to
recom., 213; neg. (Y. 62 N. 120) 215; Amt. (Mr.
Mills) to recom., 215; neg. on a div., 215; 30*, 215
(vol. i). (48-49 Tic., c. 3.)

BILL (No. 22) To amend the Criminal Law, to declare it a
misdemeanor to leave unguarded and exposed holes eut
in the Ice on any navigable or frequented waters.-(Mr.
Robertson, Hamilton.)

1J*, 57; 2°, 131; in Com., 150; Order dschgd. and ref. to
Sel. Com., 496 (vol. i).

BILL (No. 23) To amend the Act to incorporate the Wood
Mountain and Qu'Appelle Railway Company.-(Mr.
Williams.)

1°*, 67; 20*, 113; in Com. and 30*, 490 (vol. i). (48-49
Vic., c. 16.)

BILL (No. 24) To incorporate the Lake Brie, Essex and
Detroit Railway Company.-(Mr. Patterson, Essex.)

1>*, 67; 2°*, 113; in Com. and 30*, 490 (vol. i). (48-49
Vie., c. 21.)

BILL (No. 25) Further to amend "The Patent Act of 1872."
-(bir. White, Renfrew.)

1?, 67; 2° m., 266; neg. (Y. 57, N. 70) 269 (vol. i).
BILL (No. 26) To provide for the appointment of a Deputy

Speaker.-(Sir John A. Macdonald.)
Res. prop., 67; Amt. (Mr. Rlake) to refer to Sel. Com.,

70; neg. (Y. 59, N. 121) 72; 1°* of B., 74; 2°* and
in Com., 175; M. for 30 agreed to on a div. and 30*,
212 (vol. i). (48-49 Vic., c. 1.)

BILL (No. 27) To provide for the punishment of Seduction,
and like offences.-(Mr. Charlton.)

1°*, 76; 2", 619 (vol. i).
BILL (No. 28) To incorporate the Dominion Drainage Com-

pany.-(Mr. Baggart.)
1°*, 88; 20*, 113 (vol. i); M. for Com., 1007 ; deb.

adjd., 1008; M. for Com., 1386 (vol. ii) ; in Com.
and 30*, 3053 (vol. iv). (48-49 Vic., c. 95.)

BILL (No. 29) To amend the Act respecting Patents of
Inventions.-(Mr. Smyth.)

10*, 88 (vol, i).

BILL (No. 30) To amend and consolidate "The Consolidated
Railway Act, 1879," und the Acts amending it.-(Mr.
Wells.)

18, 101 (vol. i),

BILL (No. 31) To amend and consolidate the Canada Civil
Service Acts of 1882, 1883 and 1884.-(Mr. Chapleau.)

10, 101; Res. prop., 210; Res. (letter carriers) in Com.,
270; Res. (C. S. Examiners, &c.) in Com., 273, 281
(vol i); conc. m., 889; conc. in, 892; 20 of B. m.,
1095; 2° and in Com., 1097-1130, 1281; 3Q m.,
1282; Amt. (Mr. Mitchell) 3 m. h., 1282; neg. (Y.
67, N. 112) 1286; Armt. (Mr. Casey) to recom., 1291;
neg. (Y. 59, N. 107) 1293; Amt. (Mr. Blake) to
recom., 1294; neg. (Y. 58, N. 104) 1296; Amt. (Mir.
Davies) to recom., 1297; neg. (Y. 57, N. 103) 1301;
Amt. (Mr. Lister) to recom., neg. on sane div.,
1303; Amt, (Mir. Mulock) to recom., 1303; neg. on
same div., 1304; 39 on a div., 1304 (vol. ii) ; M. to
conc. in Senate Aimts., 1823, 2396 (vol. iii). (48-49
Vic., c. 46.)

BILL (No. 32) Respecting Insolvency.-(Mr. Billy.)
10,101 (vol. i).

BILL (No. 33) For the equitable ditribution of Insolvents'
Estates.-(Mr. Beaty.)

1°*, 113 (vol. i).
BILL (No. 34) For the discharge

Beaty.)
10*, 113 (vol. i).

BILL (No. 35) Further to amend
Act, 1879.-(Mr. Bergeron.)

1°*, 113 (vol. i).

of past Insolvents.-(Kr.

the Consolidated Railway

BILL (No. 36) To provide Banking and Loan facilities to
those engaged in Agricultural pursuits.-(Mr. Orton.)

Res. prop., 115; in Com. and 10* of B., 120 (vol. i).
BILL (No. 37) Further to amend the Act to incorporate the

South Saskatchewan Valley Railway Company.-(Mr.
.Robertson, Hamilton.)

10*, 125; 20*, 179; in Com. and 30*, 672 (vol. i). (48-

49 Vic., c. 17.)
BILL (No. 38) To amend the Acts relating to The Great

Western and Lake Ontario Shore Junction Railway
Company.-(Mr. Ferguson, Welland.)

10*, 125; 2°*, 179; in Com. and 3°*, 490 (vol. i). (48-
49 Vic., c. 18.)

BILL (No. 39) To incorporate the Synod of the Diocese of
Qu'Appelle, and for other purposes connected there.
with.-(Mr. Mulock.)

1°*, 125; 2Q*, 180; in Com. and 3°*, 490 (vol. i). (48-
49 Vic., c. 33.)

BILL (No. 40) Further relating to The Central Bank of New
Brunswick.-(Mr. Temple.)

10*; 125; 20*, 180 (vol. i); in Com. and 30*, 939 (vol. ii).

(48-49 Vie., c. 11.)
BILL (No. 41) To amend the Act respecting duties of Jus-

tices of the Peace in relation to Summary Convictions.-
(Mr. Tupper).

10, 125; 2°, 892 (vol. ii).
BILL (No. 42) To amend the'Act respecting Offences against

the person.-(Mr. Tupper.)
1°*,125; 2°0 m., 218 deb. adjd., 219 (vol. i).

re
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BILL (No. 43) To authorize the Royal Canadian Insurance

Company to reduce its Capital Stock, and for other
purposes.-(Mr. Curran.)

1°*, 125; 2°*, 188 (vol. i); in Com. and 3°, 791 (vol. ii).
(48-49 Vtc., c. 28.)

BILL (No. 44) Respecting Infectious or Contagious Diseases
affecting Animals.-(Mr. Pope.)

1J, 125 (vol. i); 2°, 892; in Com., 1064-1094; 3 m.,
1321; Amt. (Mr. Sutherland, Oxford) to recoin., 1321;
agreed to (Y. 131, N. 16) 1324; Amt. (Mr. Mulock)
to recom., 1324; neg. (Y. 54, N. 90) 1327; Amt. (Mr.
Catudal) to recom., 1327; neg. (Y. 58, N. 89) 1328;
Amt. (Mr. Casey) to recom., 1328; neg. (Y. 54, N. 94)
1332; Amt. (Mr. Armstrong) to recom., 1332; neg.
(Y. 50, N. 88) 1334; Amt. (Mr. Scriver) to recom.,
neg. on a div., 1334; Amt. (Mr. Davies) to recom.,
neg. (Y. 50, N. 81) 1334; 3°, 1335 (vol. ii) ; Sen.
Amts conc. in, 2397 (vol. iii). (48-49 Vic., c. 70.)

BILL (No. 45) Respecting the representation of the Terri-
tories in the House of Commons.-(Mr. Cameron,
Huron.)

1°*, 147; 2° m., 362, 490; deb. adjd., 495 (vol. i).
BILL (No. 46) Further to amend the Law relating to Bills of

Exchange and Promissory Notes.-(Mr. Gigault.)
1°, 147 (vol. i).

BILL (No. 47) For the more effectual prevention of Cruelty
to Animals.-(Mr. Charlton.)

1°*, 147 (vol. i).
BILL (No. 48) Respecting the Annuity and Guarantee Fands

Society of the Bank of Montreal.-(Mr. White, Cardwell.)
1°*, 170; 20*, 245; in Com. and 3°*, 693 (vol. i). (48-

49 Vic., c. 12.)
BILL (No. 49) To incorporate the Pension Fund of the Bank

of Montreal.-(Mir. White, Cardwell.)
10*, 170; 20*, 245; in Com. and 30*, 693 (vol i). (48-49

Vic., C. 13.)
BILL (No. 50) To incorporate the Fredericton and St. Mary's

Railway Bridge Company.-(Mr. Temple.)
1°*, 170; 20*, 289 (vol. i); in. Com. and 3°*, 873; Sen.

Amts. conc. in, 1386 (vol. ii). (48-49 Tic., c. 26.)
BILL (No. 51) For granting certain powers to the Interna.

tional Coal Company (Limited).-(lir. Desjardins.)
1°*, 170; 2°*-, 245; in Com. and 3°*, 567 (vol. i). (48-49

Yic., c. 29.)
BILL (No. 52) Respecting the Sault Ste. Marie Bridge Com.

pany.-(Mr. Dawson.)
1°*, 170; 2°*, 245; in Com. and 3°*, 490 (vol. i). (48-49

Vic., c. 24.)
BILL (No. 53) Respecting La Banque du Peuple.-(Mr.

Girouard.)
1°*, 170; 20*, 245; in Com. and 30*, 693 (vol. i). (48-49

Tic., c. 8.)
BILL (No. 54) To confirm the Union of the Canada Congre-

gational Missionary Society, and the Congregational
Union of Nova Scotia and New Brunswick.-(Mr.
Abbott.)

1°*, 170; 20*, 259; in Com. and 30*, 490 (vol. i). (48-49
ic., c. 34.)

BILL (No. 55) To authorize the Dominion Grange Mutual
Fire Insurance Association to insure against fire the
property of the Patrons of Husbandry wheresoever
situate in Canada.-<Mr. White, CardweU.)

10*, 170; 2°¥Y, 246 (vol. i); in Com. and 30*, 1210 (vol. ii).
(48-49 ic., c. 93.)

BILL (No. 56) Respecting Disorderly Houses.-(Mr. Ouimet.)
10, 170 (vol. i).

BILL (No. 57) To amend the Criminal Law of Canada.-
(Mr. Ouimet.)

1°, 170 (vol. i).
BILL (No. 58) To amend the Liquor Liceuse Act of 1883.

-(Mr. Foster.)
1°, 170; 2° m., 620; deb. adjd., 622 (vol. i).

BILL (No. 59) To incorporate the Brantford, Waterloo and
Lake Erie Railway Company.-(Mr. Paterson, Brant.)

1°*, 170; 20*, 281; in Com. and 3°*, 567 (vol. i). (48-49
Vie., c. 20.)

BILL (No. 60) To incorporate the Synod of the Evangelical
Lutheran Church of Canada.-(Mr. McCarthy.)

10*, 180; 2°*, 246; in Com., 693; 3°*, 791 (vol. ii).
(48-49 Vic., c. 32.)

BILL (No. 61) Further to amend the Act ineorporating the
Richelieu Navigation Company, and the Richelieu and
Ontario Navigation Company.-(Mr. Desjardins.)

1°*, 188; 2°*, 246 (vol. i); Notice of an Amt., 1210; in
Com., 1347; 30, 1352 (vol. ii). (48-49 Vic., c. 91.)

BI.L (No. 62) To amend the Act to incorporate the Bank of
Winnipeg.-(Mr. Watson.)

1°*, 210; 2°*, 281 (vol. i); in Com. and 3°*, 1007 (vol.
ii). (48-49 Vic., c. 10.)

BILL (No. 63) To incorporate the Portage la Prairie and
Lake of the Woods Railway and Navigation Company.
-(Mr. Watson.)

1°*, 210; 2e*, 289 (vol. i).
BILL (No. 64) Farther to amend the Patent Act of 1872.-

(Mr. McCarthy.)
10, 234; 2 m., 622; Order for 2° dschgd. 629 (vol. i).

BILL (No. 65) To amend "The Canada Temperance Act of
1878."-(fMr. McCarthy.)

1W, 235 (vol. i).
BILL (No. 66) Further to amend an Act respecting Insol-

vent Banks, Insurance Companies, Loan Companies,
Building Societies and Trading Corporations. -(Mr.
Edgar.)

10, 235 (vol, i).
BILL (No. 67) Further to amend "The Canada Temperance

Act, 1878."-(Mr, Baker, TFctoria.)
lo, 246 (vol. i).

BILL (No. 63) To limit the Appellate Jurisdiction of the
Supreme Court, as respects matters of a purely local
nature in the Province of Quebec.-(Mr. Dandry, Mont-
magny.)

10, 270 (vol. i).
BILL (No. 69) Respecting the Huron and Ontario Ship

Canal Company.-(Mr. Tyrwhitt.)
10*, 269; 2°*, 428 (vol. i); in Com. and 3°*, 1007; Son.

Amts. conc. in, 1386 (vol. ii). (48-49 Fic., c. 27.)
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BILL (No. 70) To maire further provision respecting the
traffle in Intoxicating Liquors.-(Kr. Small.)

1°, 270 (vol. i).
BILL (No. 71) To amend the Criminal Law.-(Mr. Robert-

son, Bastings.)
14, 270 (vol. i).

BILL (No. 72) Respecting the Ontario Pacifie Railway Com-
pany.-(Mr. Bergin.)

1°*, 213; 20*, 405 (vol. i); in Com. and 30*, 1007 (vol.
ii). (48-49 Vic., c. 19.)

BILL (No. 73) To incorporate the Alberta and Athabasca
Railway Company.-(Mr. Williams.)

1°*, 313; 20*, 405 (vol. i); in Com., 791; 30*, 816 (vol.
ii). (48-49 Vic., c. 88.)

BILL (No. 74) Respecting the Manitoba and North-Western
Railway Company of Canada.-(Mr. Royal.)

le*, 313; 2°*, 405, (vol. i); in Com. and 30*, 1180 (vol. ii).
(48-49 Yic., c. 86.)

BILL (No. 75) To incorporate the Canadian Pacifie
Employés Relief Association.-(Mr. Gault.)

1J*, 313; 2°*, 490 (vol. i); in Com. and 3°*, 1007 (vol.
ii). (48-49 Vic., c. 23.)

BILL (No. 76) To amend the Act respecting the London
Life Insurance Company.-(Mr. Macmillan, Middlesex.)

1°*, 313; 2°*, 405 (vol. i); in Com, and 3°, 1723 (vol. ii).
(48-49 Vic., c. 94.)

BILL (No. 77) To incorporate the Hamilton, Guelph and
Buffalo Railway Company.-(Mr. Kilvert.)

1°*, 313; 2°*, 405 (vol. i); in Com. and 3?*, 1007 (vol.
ii). (48-49 Vic., c. 22.)

BILL (No. 78) To incorporate the Truro Bank.-(Mr.
Tupper.)

10*, 313; 20*, 405 (vol. i).
BILL (No. 79) To incorporate the Rush Lake and Saskatche-

wan Railway and Navigation Company.-(Mr. Tupper.)
1*, 313; 2°*, 490 (vol. i); in Com. and 30*, 1180 (vol.

ii). (48-49 Vic., c. 90.)
BILL (No. 80) To incorporate the Fort Macleod Ranch

Telegraph Company.-(Mr. Ives.)
lo*, 349; 2°*, 428 (vol. i); in Com. and 3°*, 1723 (ii);

Sen. Amts. cono. in, 2357 (iii). (48-49 Vic., c. 92.)
BILL (No. 81) Respecting the Canada Co-operative Supply

Association (Limited).-(Mr. Ourran.)
1°*,349; 2°*, 428; in Com. and 3°*, 693 (vol. i). (48-49

ic., C. 31.)
BILL (No. 82) To incorporate the Winnipeg and Prince

Albert Railway Company.-(Mr. Cameron, Victoria.)
1°*, 349; 2° m., 428; Order dschgd. and B. wthdn., 428

(vol. i).
BILL (No. 83) To incorporate the Kootenay Railway Com-

pany, British Columbia.-(Mr. Small.)
1°*, 349; 2°*, 545 (vol. i).

BILL (No. 84) For the relief of Amanda Esther Davis.-(C)
from the Senate.-(Mr. White, Cardwell.)

1° on a div., 226; M. to fix day for 2Q agreed to (Y. 86,
N. 61) 226; 2° on a div., 567; in Com. and 30*, 693.
(48-49 ic., c. 37.)

BILL (No. 85) Respecting Factories.-(Mr. Bergin.)
1*, 362 (vol. i); 20 m., 873; deb. adjd., 886; M. to

resume adjd. deb., 940; Amt. (Kr. Jamieson) to
substitute B. (No. 94) Canada Temperance Act, 940;
Amt. agreed to (Y. 86, N. 62) 948 (vol. ii).

BILL (No. 86) To amend the Act respecting the Sale of
Railway Passenger Tickets.-(Mr. McCarthy.)

10, 362 (vol. i).
BILL (No. 87) To amend the Act 40 Victoria, Chapter 36,

intituled: "An Act to provide for the employment,
without the walls of Common Gaols, of Prisoners
sentenced to imprisonment therein."-(Mr. Sutherland,
Oxford.)

10*, 362 (vol. i); 29, in Com., and 3°*, 1658 (vol. ii),
(48-49 Vic., c. 81.)

BILL (No. 88) Further to amend "The Canada Temperance
Act, 1878."-(rr. Townshend.)

1°*, 362 (vol. i).
BILL (No. 89) Farther to amend "The Patent Act of

1872."-(Mr. Ray.)
1°*,ý 362 (vol. i).

BILL (No. 90) To amend "The Fisheries Act."-(Mr.
Mulock.)

10, 426 (vol. i).
BILL (No. 91) To incorporate the Winnipeg and Prince

Albert Railway Company.-(Mr. Cameron, Victoria.)
1*, 428; 20, 567 (vol. i) ; in Com. and 30-, 1180 (vol.

ii). (48-49 Vic., c. 89.)
BILL (No. 92) Farther to amend "The Canada Temperance

Act, 1878."-(Mr. Jamieson.)
1°, 448; Ques. and M. to fix day for 2°, 713 (vol. i) ; 20

m., 949; Amt. (Mr. lves) 951; neg. (Y. 17, N. 109)
954; 20 agreed to (Y. 108, N. 15) 954; in Com.,
954; 3G m., 1045; Amt. (Mr. Weldon) to recom.,
1045; in Com., 1046 ; Amt. (Mr. Bourbeau) to recom.,
1047; in Com., 1047; on M. to conc., Amt. (Mr.
Burpee) 1047; neg. (Y. 49, N. 86) 1050; on M. for
30, Amt. (Mr. Townshend) to recom., 1050; in Com.,
1050 ; Amt. (Mr. Bickey) to recom., 1051; agreed to
(Y. 68, N. 64) 1054; Amt. (Mr. White, Cardwell) to
recom., 1059; neg. (Y. 39, N. 78) 1062; Amt. (Mr.
Macdonald, King's) to recom., neg., 1062; Amt. (Mr.
Gigault) to recom., neg., 1062; 3°, 1063 (vol. ii);
M. (Sir Bector Langevin) to consdr. Son. Amts.,
2600; consdn. of Sen. Amts., 2644; (Amt) 2645;
neg. (Y. 75, N. 81) 2647; (Amt.) 2648; neg. (Y. 54,
N. 108) 2651; (Amt.) neg. (Y. 75, N. 90) 2552;
Amts., 2653-2657; Amt. (Mr. Small) 2660; neg. (Y.
78, N. 86) 2670; Amt. (Mr. Cameron, Victoria) 2674;
neg., 2675 (vol. iv).

BILL (No. 93) To establish a Court of Claims for Canada.
(Sir Hector Langevin.)

10, 449 (vol. i); prop. Res., 777 (vol. ii); Order for 2"
dschgd. and B. wthdn., 2439 (vol. iii).

BILL (No. 94) To incorporate the Western Ontario Pacifie
Railway Company.-(Mr. McCallum.)

1*, 534; 20*, 616 (vol. i); in Com. and 30", 1288 (vol.
ii), (48-49 Yic., c. 87.)
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BILL (No. 95) Respecting Explosive Substances.-(K) from

the Senate.-(Sir John A. Macdonald.)
1J*, 545 (vol.!); 2°, 893 ;in Com., 1167 ; 30, 1335 (vol. ii).

(48-49 Vic., c. 7.)
BILL (No. 96) Statutes of Canada Consolidation.-(Sir John

A. MacdonalL)
Not introdnoed. See B. 130.

BILL (No. 7) For the relief of Fairy Emily Jane Terry.-
(E) from the Senate.-(Mr. Taylor.)

1F on a div., 605; 20 on a div., 672 (vol. i); in Com. and
3° or a div., 873 (vol. ii). (48-49 Vic., c. 36.)

BILL (No. 98) To amend the Acts respecting Controverted
Blections.-(Mr. Mulock.)

10, 605 (vol. i).

BILL (No. 99) To amend "The Canada Temperance Act,
1878."-(Mr. Bourbeau.)

10, 605 (vol. i).
BILL (No. 101) To amend the Law respecting Bridges,

Booms and other works, constructed over or in
navigable waters under the authority of Provincial
Acts.-(Sir Eector Langevin.)

19, 605 (vol. i); 2° m., 893; 2°* and in Com., 894; 3°*,
895 (voL ii). (48-49 Vic., c. 6.)

BILL (No. 102) To amend the Acts respecting the Depart-
ment of the Secretary of State.-(Mr. Chapleau.)

10, 629 (vol. i) ; 2° and in Com., 894; 30*, 895 (vol. ii).
(48-49 Vic., c. 2.)

BILL (No. 103) Respecting the Electoral Franchise.-(Sir
John A. Macdonald.)

1°, 629 (vol. i); Order for 29 postponed, 1095; 21 m.,
1133; Amt. (Sir Richard Cartsoright) 1137; neg. (Y.
59, N. 104) and deb. adjd., 1166 ; deb. rsmd., 1167;
Amt. (Mr. Laurier) 1171 ; neg. (Y. 54, N. 86) 1204;
deb. adjd., 1204; deb. rsmd., 1226; 2° agreed to (Y.
111, N. 63) 1277; M. for Com., 1336; in Com., 1385,
1388, 1444, 1475, 1568, 1608, 1646, 1680, 1712, 1745,
1782, 1824, 1856, 1895, 1915, 1956, 1983, 2052, 2065,
2086, 2104, 2139, 2172, 2210, 2241, 2274, 2301, 2321,
2345,2360, 2393 (vol. iii),2757, 3052,3062; on consdn.
of B., Amt. (Mr. Charlton) neg. (Y. 51, N. 96)
3053; Amt. (Mr. Jenkins) 3053; Amt. to Amt. (Mr.
McIntyre) 3056; neg. (Y. 50, N. 95) 3058; Amt. to
Amt. (Mr. Weldon) 3058; neg. (Y. 46, N. 96) 3060 ;
Amt. to Ant. (Mr. Watson) neg. (Y. 46, N. 96) 3061 ;
Amt. to Amt. (Mr. Mulock) neg. (Y. 46, N. 96) 3061;
Amt. to Amtà (Mr. Langelier) neg. (Y. 44, N. 95)
3062; Amt. (Mr. Jenkins) agreed to (Y. 114, N. 17)
3062; Amt. (Mr. Langelier) neg. (Y. 41, N. 92) 3063;
Amt. (Mr. Burpee) neg. (Y. 37, N. 89) 3063; Atnt.
(Mr. Trow) 3063; neg. (Y. 36, N. 88) 3064; Amt.
(Mr. Armstrong) neg. (Y. 37, N. 87) 3064 ; Amt. (Mr.
Somerville, Brant) neg. (Y. 38, N. 87) 3065; Amte.
(Mesars. McCraney and innes) neg. (Y. 38, N. 87)
3065; Amts. (Mesers. Cameron [Middlesex] and Lange-
lier) neg. (Y. 38, N. 87) 3066 ; Amts. (Mesrs. Lister
and Cameron, Huron) neg. (Y. 88, S. 87) 3067; Amts.

(Messrs. Weldon and Fairbank) neg. (Y. 38, N. 87)
3068; Amta. (Mesrs. Paterson [Brant] and Gillmor)
neg. (Y. 38, N. 87) 3069; Amts. (Messrs. Bolton and
Fisher) neg. (Y. 38, N. 87) 3070; on M. for 30, Amt.
(Mr. Mills) 3 m. h., 3071; neg. (Y. 37, N. 88) 3072;
3° of B., 3072 (vol. iv). (48-49 Yic., c. 40.)

BILL (No. 104) To amend the sections of Acts therein
mentioned relating to the constitution of the Treasury
Board.-(Sir Leonard Tilley.)

10, 630 (vol. i) ; 2°, in Com., and 30*, 1670 (vol. ii). (48-
49 Vic., c. 47.)

BILL (No. 105) Respecting the Bank of British Columbia.
-(Sir Bector Langevin.)

10, 631; 2> 894 (vol. ii); in Com. and 30*, 2396 (vol.
iii). (48-49 Vic., c. 83.)

BILL (No. 106) For the relief of Alice Elvira Evans.-(G)
from the Senate.-(Mr. Edgar.)

10 on a div., 672; 2° (Y. 87, N. 40) 694 (vol. i) ; in Com.
and 30 on a div., 873 (vol. ii). (48-49 Vic., c. 39.)

BILL (No. 107) For the relief of George Louis Emil Hatz
feld.-(D) from the Sente.-(fr. Kilvert.)

10 on a div., 672; 2° (Y. 87, N. 40) 694 (vol. i); in Com.
and 3° on a div., 873 (vol. ii). (48-49 Vic., c. 38.)

BILL (No. 108) To amend the Act to encourage the con,
struction of Dry Docks, by granting assistance on cer-
tain conditions to Companies constructing them.-(Sir
.Hector Langevin.)

10, 693 (vol. i); 20 and in Com., 894; 30*, 895 (vol. ii).
(48-49 Vic., c. 5.)

BILL (No. 109) Respecting Real Property in the North.
West Territories.-(A) from the Senate.-(Sir Eector
Langevin.)

10*, 742 (vol. i).
BILL (No. 110) To incorporate the Rock Lake and Souris

and Brandon Railway Company.-(MIr. AfcDougald,
Pictou.)

10*, 742 (vol. i); 20*, 873 (vol. ii).
BILL (No. 111) To amend the Consolidated Railway Act,

1879, and amendments thereto.-(Mr. Mulock.)
10, 742 (vol. i).

BILL (No. 112) Further to amend "The Canada Temper.
anco Act, 1878."-(Mr. Gigault.)

10, 743 (vol. i).
BILL (NO. 113) Respecting Proof of Entries in Books of

Account kept by Oficers of the Crown.-(M) from the
Senate.-(Mr. Chapleau.)

1°*, 964 (vol. ii); 20, 2397; wthdn., 2398; 21, 2465 ; in
Com., 2466; 30*, 2497 (vol. iii). (48-49 Yic., c. 48.)

BILL (No. 114) To comprise in one Act a limitation of the
Share and Loan Capital of the Hamilton Provident and
Loan Society.-(J) from the Senate.-( r. Kivert.)

1°*, 783; 2°*, 816; in Com. and 30, 1352 (vol. ii). (48-
49 Vc., c. 30.)

BILL (No. 115) To amend an Act to incorporate the Sisters
of Charity of the North-West Territories.-(i) from the
Senate).-(Mr.1)esjardins.)

10*, 832; 20*, 873; in Com. and 3°*, 1007 (vol. iii). (48-

49 Yic., c. 35.)
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BILL (No. 116) To amend the Act respecting the Indemnity
to the Members of both Houses of Parliament.-(Mr.
Farrow.)

1°, 813 (vol. ii).

BILL (No. 117) Respecting the Commercial Bank of Wind-
sor.-(Sir Leonard Tilley.)

1°*, 832; 20, 1671; Order dsohgd. and B. ref. to Com. on
Banking and Commerce, 1677 (vol. ii); in Com. and
3°*, 2396 (vol. iii). (48-49 Vic., c. 84.)

BIL (No. 118) Farther to amend the Acts relating to
Weights and Measures.-(Mr. Costigan.)

Res. prop., 832; in Com. and 10* of B., 837; 2° and in
Com., 1672; 3°*, 1680 (vol. ii). (48-49 Vzc., c. 64.)

BILL (No. 119) Further to amend the Acte respecting the
Inspection of Gas and Gas Meters.-(Mr. Costigan.)

Res. prop., in Com. and 1ç' of B., 837 (vol. ii); 20, 2419;
in Com. and 3°¥, 2439 (vol. iii). (48-49 ic., c. 69.)

BILL (No. 120) To give effect to an Agreement made by
the Department of Public Works for the Sale and trans-
fer of the Dundas and Waterloo Road..-(Sir Hector
Langevin.)

Res. prop., 451 (vol. i); cone. in and 10* of B., 892 (vol.
ii); Order dschgd. and B. wthdn., 2396 (voL iii).

BILL (No. 121) To amend the Act 45 Vic., chap. 41, respect-
ing the Sale of Railway Passenger Tickets.-(Mr. Pat-
terson, Essex.)

1°*, 927 (vol. ii).
BILL (No. 122) Respecting Agricultural Fertilizers.-(Mr.

Ferguson, Welland.)
es. prop., 936; in Com. and 1°*, 939; M. to transfer to

Govt. Orders, 1320 (vol. ii); 2°, 2476; in Com.,
2478; 30*, 2497 (vol. iii). (48-49 Vic., c. 68.)

BILL (No. 123) Farther to amend an Act intituled: "An Act
respecting offences against the person."-(S) from the
Senate.-(Sir John A. Macdonald.)

1O*, 1037 (vol. ii) ; 2° and in Com., 2767; 3° m., Amt.

(Mr. Charlton) neg. (Y. 58, N. 72) 2767; 3>*, 2768
(vol. iv). (48-49 Vic., c. 82.)

B3ILL (No. 124) To restrict and regulate Chinese Immigra.
tion into the Dominion of Canada.-(Mr. Chapleau.)

1i, 1037 (vol. ii); wthdn., 3023 (vol. iv).
BILL (No. 125) For the Prohibition of Spirituous Liquors.-

(Mr. Beaty.)
Res. prop., 1040 ; 10* of B., 1063 (vol. ii).

BILL (No. 126) To provide for the fitting representation of
Canada at the Colonial and Indian Exhibition to be held
in London in the year 1886.-(Mr. Pope.)

Res. prop., 451 (vol. i); in Com., 892; Res. conc. in and
1°* of B., 1064 (vol. ii) ; 2°, in Com. and 3°¥, 2399
(vol. iii). (48-49 Vic., c. 44.)

BILL (No. 127) Further to amend "An Act respecting In-
solvent Banks, Insurance Companies, Loan Companies,
Building Societies and Trading Corporations.- (N)from
the Senate.-(Mr. Edgar.)

1°, 1094 (vol. ii).

BILL (No. 128) To make further provision rospecting sum-
mary proceedings before Justices and other Magis-
trates.-(L) from the Senate.-( Mr. Small.)

1°*, 1130 (vol. ii); Order for 20 transferred to Govt.
Orders, 2420 voL iii; 2° m., 2827; 2° and in Com.,
2829 (vol. iv).

BILL (No. 129) To amend an Act respecting "The Central
Prison for the Province of Ontario."-(P) from the
Senate.-(Sir John A. Macdonald.)

1°*, 1226 (vol. ii); 2°, in Com. and 30*, 2402 (vol. iii).

(48-49 Tic., c. 79.)
BILL (No. 130) Respecting the Revised Statutes of Canada.-

(Sir John A. Macdonald.)
10, 1226 (vol. ii); Order for 2° dschgd., and B. wtlidn.,

2402 (vol. iii).
BILL (No. 131) "For the better Preservation of the Peace

in the vicinity of Public Works," and the Acts in
amendment thereof.-(O) from the Seate.-(Sir John A.
Macdonald.)

1°*, 1278 (vol. ii); 20 m. and in Com., 2824; 30*, 2851
(vol. iv). (48-49 Vic., c. 80.)

BILL (No. 132) To amend the Act 43 Vic., chap. 29, respect-
ing the navigation of Canadian Waters, and to enable the
Governor in Council to suspend from time to time cer-
tain provisions of the said Act.-(Mr. McLelan.)

Res. prop. and in Com., 1278; 1°* of B., 1279 (vol. ii);
Order for 2° dschgd. and B. wthdn., 2899 (vol. iv).

BILL (No. 133) Further to amend "The Steamboat Inspec
tion Act, 1882."-(Mr. McLelan.)

Res. prop., 1279; in Com. and, 10* of B., 1280 (vol. ii);
2" and in Com., 2399; 30*, 2421 (vol. iii). (48-49
Vic., c. 75.)

BILL (No. 134) Respecting "The Liquor License Act,
1883."-(Sir. John A. Macdonald.)

1°, 1281 (vol. ii); 21 m., 2400 ; 2°*, 2402 (vol. iii) ; in
Com, 2768, 2894; 30 m., Amt. (Mr. Mulock) 2958;
3g*, 2961 (vol. iv). (48-49 Vic., c. 74.)

BILL (No. 135) Further to amend "The General Inspection
Act, 1874."- (Mr. Costigan.)

Res. (Chief Inspector) prop., 1306; in Com., 1307; conc.
in and 1°* of B., 1320 (vol. ii); 20 and in Com.,
2548; 30, 2555 (vol. iii). (48-49 Vic., c. 66.)

BILL (No. 136) To amend the Criminal Law of Canada.-
(Mr. Robertson, Hastings.)

10, 1335 (vol. ii).
BILL (No. 137) To make farther provision respecting

Pawnbrokers.-(R) from the Senate.-(Mr. Small.)
1°*, 1474 (vol. ii).

BILL (No. 138) For the relief of George Branford Cox.-
(H) from the Senate.-(Mr. Cameron, Euron.)

10 on a div., 1473; 2° on a div., 1566 ; in Com. and 30 on a
div., 1723 (vol. ii). (48-19 Vic., c. 85.)

BILL (No. 139) To amend the Act in relation to the Library
of Parliament.-(Sir John A. Macdonald.)

Res. prop., 1658; in Com., 1666; 10* of B., 1670 (vol.
ii); 2°, 2402 (vol. iii); in Com., 2759 ; 3° m , Amt.
(Mr. Laurier) neg. (Y. 51, N 65) 2763; 30 on same
div. reversed, 2763 (vol, iv). (48-49 Vic., c. 45.)
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BILL (No. 140) Respecting the North.West Mounted Poli

Force.-(T) from the Benate.-(Sir John A. Macdonald
1°*, 1670 (vol. ii); 20 and in Com., 2772; 3° m., 2832

30, 2833 (vol iv). (48-49 1Vic., c. 54.)
BILL (No. 141) Respecting the Administration of .ustie

and other mattera, in the North-West Territories.-(V
from the Senate.-(Sir John A. iMacdonald.)

10*, 2345; Res. prop., 2531 (vol. iii); ies, in Com., 2926
20 of B., 2934 ; K. to cono. in Res., Amt. (Mi
Blake) nog. (Y. 37, N. 67) 2957; in Com. on B., 2961
M. for consdn. of B., Amt. (Mr. .Mill) neg. (Y. 31
N. 79) 2968; 30 m., Amt. ( Mr. MilLs) 3000; del
adjd., 3002; Order for rsmng. adjd. deb., 3427; Ami
neg. (Y. 35, N. 89) 3433 (vol. iv). (48-49 Pic., c. 51.

BILL (Ne. 142) Respecting Canned Good.-(U) from thi
Senate.-(Mr. Costigan.)

1J*, 2345; 20, 2439; in Com., 2534 (vol. iii), 2767; 3°*
2767 (vol. iv). (48-49 Tic., c. 63.)

BILL (NO. 143) Respecting the Adulteration of Food, Drugs
and Agricultural Fertilizers.-(W) from theB enate.-
(Mr. Bowell.)

1J*, 235q ; 20, 2466; in Com., 2467, 2541; Res. (remunera.
tion of AnalyEts) prop., 2497; in Com., 2541, 2542
(vol. iii), 2751; on M. to conc. in Amts., Amt. (Mr.
.Blake) nog. (Y. 42, N. 60) 2751; 30 of B., 2751 (vol.
iv). (48-49 Vic., 0. 67.)

BILL (No. 144) To authorize the augmentation of the North-
West Mounted Police.-(Sir John A. Macdonald.)

Res. prop., 994 (vol. ii); M. for Com. on Res., 2402; in
Com., 2415; M. to receive Rep. of Com., 2421; 1*
of B., 2430 (vol. iii); 20 and in Com., 2770; 3 nM.,
2820; 3° on a div., 2822 (vol. iv). (48-49 VFic., c. 53.)

BILL (No. 145) To authorize the raising, by way of Loan, of
certain sums of money for the Public Servico.-(Mr.
.Boicell.)

Res. prop., 2391; M. for Com. on Res., 2461 ; in Com., 2463;
M. to receive Rop. of Com., 2523; 10* of B., 20*, in
Com. and 3°*, 2526 (vol. iii). (48-49 Vic., c. 43.)

BILL (No. 146) To amend "The Consolidated Inland
Revenue Act, 1883."-(Mr. Costigan.)

Res. prop., 2421; M. for Com. on fRes., 2526; in Com.,
2528; 1Q* of B., 2529; 20 m., 2935; 2°*, 2536 (vol.
iii); inCom., 2968; 3, 3002; M. to conc. in Sen.
Amts., 3435 (vol. iv). (48-49 ic., c. 62.)

BILL (No& 147) To authorize the grant of certain subsidies
in land for the construction of the Railways therein
mentioned.-(Sir ifector Langevin.)

Res. prop., 782 (vol. ii) ; M. for Con. on Res., 2440 ; in
Com., 2461, 2483, 2497 ; M. to conc. in Res., 2533 ;
1°* of B., 2534 (vol. iii); 2° 1m., 2770, 2854; in
Com., 2855 ; Order for 3° read, Amts. (Mr. Blake)
2890; neg. (Y. 46, N. 86) 2893; Amts. (Mr. Blake)
neg. on same div., 2894 ; 30*, 2894 (vol. iv); (48-
49 Vic., c. 60.)

BnLL (No. 118) To amend the Act respecting the appoint.
ment of a Harbor Master at the Port of Halifax.-
(Mr. McLelan.)

ce Res. prop., 2431 ; in Com., 2522; Ries. cone. in and 1°*
of B., 2534 (vol. iii) ; 2°*, in Com. and 3°*, 2772

2; (vol. iv). (48-49 ic., c. 78.)
BILL (No. 149) For granting to Her Majesty the sum of

e, 41,700,000 required for defraying certain Expenses now
7) being incurred in connection with the Troubles in the

North-West Territories.-(lr. Bowell.)
; Res. and 1°1, 2559; 2° and in Com., 2855; 3°*, 2894 (vol,

ýr iv). (48-49 Vic., c. 42.)
; LL (No. 150) To authorize the advance of a certain aum

7, to the Harbor Commissioners of the Harbor of Three
b. Iivers.-(Mr. Bowell.)

t. Res. prop., 2497; Res. in Com., 2555 (vul. iii) ; 1°* of
) B., 2751 ; 2° m., 2934 ; in Com., 2935 ; 30*, 2957
e (vol. iv). (48-49 Vic, c. 76.)

BILL (No. 151) Respecting the Ocean Mail Servioe.-(Mr.
Carling.)

ies. prop., 2440; Ries. in Com., 2555 (vol. ii) ; M. to
rec. fRep. of Com., 2751 ; M. to conc. in Res., 2754;
1° of B., 2757 ; Order for 2" dschgd. and B. wthdn.,
3375 (vol. iv).

- BLL (No. 152) To amend the Consolidated Militia Act#
1883.-(Mr. Caron.)

1, 2853; 20 m., 3045; 2° and in Com., 3046; 0*, 3075
(vol. iv). (48-49 Vic., c. 72.)

BLL (No. 153) Farther to anrend the Acta respecting the
Candian Pacifie Railway, and to provide for the com.
pletion and successfal operation thereof.-(Mr. Pope.)

ies. prop., 2420 (vol. iii) ; M. for Com., 2559 ; Amt. (Ur.
Cameron, Huron) 2643; neg. (Y. 51, N. 100) 2723 ;
in Com., 2724; M. to rec. Rep. of Com., 2858; Aimt.
(Mr. Caneron, Huron) 2858; Amt. (Sir John A. Vac.
donald) 2859; in Com., 2859; on M. to conc. in Res
Amt. (Mr. Charlton) 2860; neg. (Y. 53, N. 91) 2C61;
Amt. (1r. Vail) 2861; in Com., 2862; on M. to conc
in Res., A mt. (Ur. Caaey) 2862; neg. (Y. 55, N. 91)
2863; Amt. (Mr. Davies) 2863 ; Amt. (Mr. Laurier)
2863; neg. (Y. 55, N. 89) 2864; Amt. (Mr. Milla)
2864; Amt. (Mr. Weldon) 2864; neg. (Y. 53, N. 89)
2865; Amt. (Mr. Watson) 2865; neg. (Y. 51, N. 93)
2868; 10 of B., 2868 ; 2° >m., 3024; 2° and in Com.,

3031; 30 m., 3293; agreed to (Y. 77, N. 45) 3294
(vol. iv). (48-49 Vic., c. 57.)

BILL (No. 154) Further to amend the Act relating to the
Cnlling and Measurement of Timber in the Provinces of
Ontario and Quebec.-(Mr. Costigan.)

Res. prop., 2419 ; M. for Com. on Res., 2475 (vol. lii); 10
2° and in Com., 3043; 30*, 3075 (vol. iv). (48-49
Vic., C. 65.)

BtLL (No. 155) For increasing the yearly subsidy to the
Province of Manitoba, and for other purposes therein
mentioned.-(Mr. Bowell.)

Res. prop., 2420 (vol. iii); M. for Com., 2775; in Com.,
2789, 2823; further Res., 2889 ; in C.om., 2924; 1°*
of B., 2926; 20 and in Com., 3047; 30? 3Q75 (vol, iv).
(48-49jVtc., c. 50.)
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EtLt (No. 156) To restrict and regulate Chinese Immigra-

tion into the Dominion of Canada.-(Mr. Chapleau.)
Res. (Chinese interpreter) prop., 2421 (vol. iii) ; in Com.

on Res., 3023; prop. Res. (poll tax, &c.) 2497; M.
for Com. on Res., 3002; in Com., 3023; 10* of B.,
3323; 2" and in Com., 3050 ; 3°, 3075 (vol. iv). (48-
49 ic., c. 71.)

BILL (No. 157) To amend the several Acts relating to Duties
of Customs and Excise.-(Mr. Bowell.)

10, 3250; 20*, 3434; in Com. and 30*, 3435 (vol. iv).

(48-49 Vic., c. 61.)
BILL (No. 158) To authorize the granting of further subsi.

dies to and making further provision for the construc-
tion and effcient operation of the Railways therein
described -(Sir -Hector Langevin.)

Bes. prop., 2531 (vol. iii); M. for Com. on Res., 2971;
in Com., 2974; M. to conc. in Res., 3250; 41* of B.,
3293; 2° m., 3380; in Com., 3380-3399; on M. to
conc. in Amts,, Amt. (Mr. Kirk) 3401; neg. (Y. 40,
N. 83) 3403; Amt. (Mr. Blake) neg. (Y. 43, N. 79)
3404; 3°*, 3404 (vol. iv). (48-49 Vic., c. 58.)

BILL (No. 159) For facilitating the navigation of the River
St. Lawrence, in and near the harbor of Quebec.- (Mr.
McLelan.)

1°*, 3293 ; Order for 20 read., 3436; 20 m., Amt. (Sir
Richard Cartwright) 6 m. h., neg., 3470; 2°*, in
Com. and 3°*, 3470 (vol. iv). (48-49 Tic., c. 77.)

BILL (No. 160) Respecting a grant of land to the Militia on
service in Manitoba and the North-West.-(Mr. Caron.)

Res. prop., 3321; M. for Com., 3376 ; in Com., 3377; 1°*
of B., 3380; 2°*, in Com. and 30*, 3470 (vol. iv).

(48-49 Vic., c. 73.)
BILL (No. 161) To provide for the salaries and superannua-

tion and travelling allowances of certain Judges of
certain Provincial Courts.-(Sir Rector Langevin.)

Re&. prop., 3293; M. for Com. on Res., 3375; in Com. and
1°* of B., 3395; 2°*, in Com. and 3°*, 3436 (vol. iv).
(48-49 Tic., c. 56.)

BILL (No. 162) To provide a Salary for an additional County
Court Judge in the Province of Manitoba.-(Sir John
A. Macdonald.)

.Re. prop., 3395; in Com. on Res., 3435; 1°* of B.,
3436; 2°*, in Com. and 3°*, 3470 (vol. iv). (48-49
Vic., c. 55.)

BILL (No. 163) For granting to Her Majesty certain suins of
money required for defraying certain expenses of the
Public Service, for the years ending respectively the
30th June, 1885, and the 30th June, 1886 ; and for
other purposes relating to the Public Service.-(Mr.
Bowell.)

1°*, 20, 39*, 3470 (vol. iv). (48-49 Tic., c. 41.)
BILL (No. 164) To authorize the granting of the subsidies

therein mentioned in aid of the construction of certain
Railways.-(Mr. Pope.)

Res. prop., 3457; M. for Coin., 344W; in Com., 3472;
1°*, 2°*, in Com. and 30*, 3473 (vol. iv). (48-49

Vic., c. 59.)

BILL (No. 165) To continue for a Ulmited time the Act
therein mentioned.-(Sir Thector Langevin.)

1J*, 20*, in Com. and 3°*, 3458 (vol. iv). (48-49 Tie.
c. 52.)

BILLS ASSENTED TO, 1516 (ii), 3475 (iv).
Bills of Exchange and Promissory Notes Acts

Amt. B. No. 16 (Mr. Smyth). 1°*, 46 (i).
Bills of Exchange and Promissory Notes Acts.

Amt. B. No. 46 (Mr. Gigault). 1°. 147 (i).
BILL, MR. S. J. R., AND SAWDUST L&w : M. for Rot.* (Mr.

Forbes) 14 ().
BIRD ISLAND LIGHTHoUsE , N.S., MANAGEMENT OF: M. for

Ret.* (Mr. Campbell, Victoria) 1443 (ii).
BINGHEAM, LIEUT.-COL., DEFRRvATIoN OF COMMAND: M. for

Ret.* (Mr. Campbell, Victoria) 1444 (ii).
BLAcÂ ROD, GENTLEMAN USHER: Messages summoning Com-

mons to Senate, 1 (i), 1516 (ii), 3475 (iv).

BOLDUO, CAPT. LUDoER, REIGNATION oFp: M. for Rot. (Mr.

Landry, Montmagny) 29 (i).
BOLTON, STAFF COMMANDER, AND DEPT. oP MARINE AND

FIsHERIEs: M. for ]Rep. of Auditor-General, &0. (Mr.

.McMullen) 135; DIsPUTE wITH Ma. TILTON: M. for

Ret.,* 312 (i).
BoNDED MAcHINERY IN USE: Ques. (Mx. .Mcullen) 3320

(iv).
BONDS GovT., DIsAPPEARANdE PRoM DEPT. : Ques. (Mr.

Blake) 3371 (iv).
BoNUsEs GRANTED TO RYS., MEMORIALs, &C., RESPEOTING:

M. for copies* (Mr. Fleming) 1443 (ii).
BONUSES TO BYs. IN ONT., PETS. FOR RELIEF or: M. for

copies (Mr. Wilson) 356 (i).

Books of Acoount. See " PROOF O ENTIES."

BoOTS FoR THE TORONTO MILITIA CoRPS: Ques. (Mr. Blake)

1744 (iii).
BoLAx: in Com. on Ways and Means, 808 (ii).

BOUNDARIES:
ALABEA AND B. 0. M. for copies of Cor., Le. (Mr. Gordon) 705(1).
BRITISH CoLUMIA's BSTERN: M. for copies of Cor.* (Mr. Mills)

533 (i).
ONTAluo'8 NORTHEBLY AND WESTRELY: M. for Ret. (Kr. IÀ8efr) 210.
- CLAIMS TO COUNTRY NORTH or HIeuT or LAND: Que. (Mr.

Milla) 51 (i).
- ImP1alÂL LEGIsLÂTION RESPEOTING: Ques. (Mr. Mills) 51,

115 (i), 2854, 2998, 3321; (remarks) on M. for Com. of Sup.,
3437 (iv).

- NORTaERN, Ru. or GovT. : Ques. (Mr. MiU) 1132 (Ii).

- PROPOSALS To PAnLT.: Que$. (Mr. Blake) 567 (i).
- WESTERN BOUNDART, BGUMNT 131OR P. 0.: M. for copies

(Mr. Rykert) 430 (i).

BoUNTY ON MA.NUFAoTURES OP IRoN: M. for copies of 0. (.,
&c.* (Mr. Blake) 100 (i).

BoUNTY TO FISHERMEN, PAYMENT OP, IN GUYsBoRoUGH, N.S.
Ques. (Mr. Kirk) 2751 (iv).

BoUNTY To FISHING VESsELs : M. fOr Stmnt. (Mr. Weldon)
98 (i).

BoURINOT's, 1R., WORK: Scarcity of copies in Library

(remarks) 40 (i).

BRADLEY, W. INGLEs, SERVICES OF: M. for Rot. (Mr. &om-
erville, Brant) 479 (i).

govi



INDEX.
BRANC LINES, C.P.I., EXPENDITURE ON: M. fOr Btmnta.*

(Mr. Blake) 147; Ques., 694 (i),
BRANDON, POSTKASTER AT, SALARY AND ALLOWANOES: Ques.

(Mr. Lister) 2029 (iii).
BRANDON TO MOOSE JAW, C.P.R.: M. for Ret.* (Mr. Watson)

964 (ii).

Brantford, Waterloo and Lake Erie Ry. Co.'s
Incorp. B. No. 59 (gr. Paterson, Brant). 1°*, 170;
2°*, 281; in Com. and 3°*, 567 (i). (48-19 T7ic., c. 20.)

BRAS D'OR LAKES, FIsH OAUGET AND BOUNTY PAID: M. for
Ret.* (Mr. McDougall, Cape Breton) 1443 (ii).

BaAs ST. NICEOLAS, DEEPENING OF: M. for opies Of Pet.*
(Mr. Langelier) 312 (i).

BRAVERY, DISTINCTIVE, REWARDS FOR: Ques. (Mr. Casgrain)
2359 (iii).

BREAKWATERS. See "MARINE " and " PUBLIC WORKS."
BREWERs AND DISTILLERS, COMPENSATION TO: prop. Bo. (Mr.

Kranz) 236; Deb. (Mr. Wells) 236; (Mr. Orton) 238;
(Mr. Sproule) 241; (Kr. Fisher) 242; on Amt.: (Mr.
Poster) 243, 247; (Mr. Jamieson) 252; (Mr. Fairbank)
253 (i).

BRIDGES AND TRESTLES ON C.P.R.: M. for Stmnt. (Kr. Edgar)
100 (i).

Bridges, Booms, &c., in Nav. Waters Act Amt.
B. No. 101 (Sir Bector Langevin). 1°, 605 (i); 20
m., 893; 2°* and in Com., 894; 30*, 895 (ii). (48-49

ic., c. 6.)

Bridge, Fredericton. Bee "ST. JOHN RIVER BRIDGE."

BRITISH COLUMBIA :
AGCENT AND CONTINGENCnIB, B.O.-: in Co. of Sup., 3308 (iv).
ALASKA AND B. O. BOUNDART M. for copies of Cor., &o. (Mr.

Gordon) 705 (1).
BARAcx RUTS, EREOTION OF: in Com. of Sup., 3412 (iv).
Buoys IN VICTORIA AND NANAIMO RAuBOR.: Que.. (Mr. Baker,

Victoria) 479 (i).
CANADIAN PACIFIa RY. See " GENERAL HEADING."
CHINESE ComIhSioNERS' REP. : Que.. (Mr. Shakespeare) 29, 211 (i).

CHINISE IMMIGRATION. See general heading and B. 156.
CIVIL SERvics ExPLOyá IN B.C.: M. for Ret.' (Mr. Baker, Vie.

toria) 1442 (ii).
DUEP-WATER FISHERZES OFF COAST: Quoi. (Mr. Baker, Victoria)

3073 (iv).
DiscovERy ISLAND LIGHTHOUSE : Que8. (Mr. Baker, Victoria) 479 ().
BASTERN BOUNDARY, COR. : M. for Copies* (Mr. Mille) 538 (i).
ESQUIMALT GRAviNG DOCK: Ques. (Mr. Baker, Victoria) 743 (i);

in Co. of Sup., 2916 (iv). See B. 7.
EXPENDITURU FOR RAILWAYS IN B.C.: M. for Stmnt.' (hir. Vanasse)

964 (ii).
FIsMRIEs INSPBCTOR, APPOINTMENT OF: Ques. (Mr. Baker, Victoria)

694 (i).
IMMIGRANTS SITTLED IN B.C.: Ques. (Mr. Baker, Victoria) 189 (i).
INDIAN RESERvE LANDS: M. for copies of Cor., &C.* (Mr. Baker,

Victoria) 1443 (ii).
MANUPACTURING INDUSTRIES REP. : Remarks (Mr. Shakespeare) 594 (i).
METLAKATLA INDIAN TBOUBLES: M. for copies of Cor. (Mr. Shake-

rpeare) 304 (i).
PENrIINTIARY, SUSPENSION oF Ru.E: M. for Cor. (Mr. Shakespeare) (

823 (ii).
PORT MOODY AND SAvONA'S FERRY: Ques. (Mr. Homer) 146 (i).
PORT MOODY DOCK, TENDERS FOR REPAIR : Que. (Mr. Casey) 816(ii). (
PUBLIC RIESERvEB AND " FORE-8OBRE" RIGETS: M. for Ret. (fr.

Baker, Victoria) 703 (i).
SATURi ISLA»D LIGHTHOUSE: Ques. (Mr. Baker, Victoria) 479 (i).
RY. BELT ON VANOOUvuR ISLANDI Quo8. (1r. Gordon) 290 (i).
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RY. LANDS IN B.C.: M. for Rot.' (Mr. Blake) 1443 (ii).
" IR JAxES DOUGLAS," STrAMER; M. for copies ofor. (Kr. Baker,

Victoria) 831 (ii).
TELEGRAPE AND SIGNAL SERviCEs: Ques. (Mr. Baker, Victorio) 748

(i); in Com. of Sup., 3307 (iv).
TELEeRAPH CBLE ACROS JUAN DE FUCA STRAITs: M. for Ret

(Mr. Baker, Victoria) 1443 (il).
U.S. AND VICTORIA MAU SUBSIDY: in COM. Of8Up., 2938 (Iv).

[See also "DOMINION LANDS," "INDIANS," o.
BRITISH MEDICAL ACT AND AMTB.: BE. for copies of COr., &o.*

(Bir. Bergin) 33 (i); Rets. respeOting (remarks)|939 (ii).
BROCKVILLE, WESTPORT AND SAULT STE. MARIE ET. Co.'0

SUBSIDY : prop. Res. (Mr. Pope) 3457; in Oemà, 3472
(iv).

BROKERAGE AND CoInîssION: in Co. of Sup., 896 (ii).
BROOKLYN, N.S., BREAKWATER, WHARFAGE COLLECTION8i

Ques. (Mr. Forbes) 478 (i).
BROSSEAU & LISABELLE, CUiSTOMS BBOKER8, FRAUDs, &o., BT :

Ques. (Mr. Langelier) 1387 (ii).
BUoKRAM; in Com. on Ways and Mean8, 807 (il).
BUDGET, THE : Ques. (Sir Richard Cartwright) 76, 149,

211; Remarks (Sir Leonard Tilley) 211; (Annual Stmnt.)
313. ~For Deb. see "WAYS AND MEANS."]

Building Societies. See "INSOLVENT BANICS."

BuoYs IN LIVERPOOL MARBOR, N. S. : Ques. (1r. Forbes)
479 (i), 1914 (iii).

Buoys IN VICTORIA AND NNAIMO HARBo: Ques. (Mr.
Baker, Victoria) 479 (i).

BUREAU OF AGRICULTURE, ESTABLISHMENT OF A: Ques. (Mr,

Gigault) 76 (i).
BURLINGTON BAY CANAL, SOUNDINGS, &C.: M. for Ret. (1r.

Robertson, Eastings) 533 (i).
BURGESS, A. M. See 4"DOMINION LANDS."
BURGLARY, &c. &e Bs. 71 and 136.
BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. See IlGOVT. BUSINESS."
BYE-ELECTIONS SINCE 1878: M. for Ret. (Mr. Blake) 210 (i).
CABINET REPRESENTATION FOR B.O.: Ques. (Mr. Shakes.

peare) 235 (i).
CALGARY AND FORT MACLEOD STAGE LINE ;'QaOs. (à1r.

Watson) 351 (i).
CALGARY AND ROCKY MOUNTAINS, COST OF C. P. R. BETWEEN:

M. for Stmnt. (Mr. Blake) 145 (i).
CALLANDER AND PORT ARTHUR, COsT OF C. P. R. BETWEEN:

M. for Stmnt. (Mr. Blake) 145 ().
CALLANDER AND PORT ARTHUR, COST OF CONSTRUCTION AND

EQUIPMENT: M. for Stmnt. (Mr. Blake) 145 (i).
CAMERoN, Mr. D. M.: Election sustained on Judges Rep.

on Controverted Election, 1 (i).
CANADA AGRICULTURAL INSURANCE CO., RECRIPTS AND Ex-

PENDITURES OF LIQUIDATORS, &C.: M. for Stmnt. (Mr.
Amyot) 303 (i).

CANADA AND ANTWERP STEAMSHIP SUBVENTION: in om. Of

Sup., 2943 (iv).
CANADA AND GERMANY STEAMSIP SUBVENTION: in COm. Of

Sup., 2945 (iv).
CANADA AND JAMAICA CONFEDERATION: fM. for COpie Of

Cor. (Mr. Burpee) 505 (i).
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INDEX.
CANADA ATLANTIo Rr. 0o.' SUBsIDY: prop. Ros. (Mr.

Pope) 3458 (iv).
CANADA CENTRAL RY., BoNusEs To: M. for Rot. (Mr. Lan-

derkin) 86 (i).
Canada Co-operative Supply Association B.

No. 81 (Mr. Curran). 1°*, 349; 20*, 428; in Com.
and 30*, 693 (i). (48-49 TFc., c. 31.)

CANADA N.W. LAND Co., STooK INVESTED IN BY C.P.R.: M.
for Stmnt. (Mr. Blake) 145 (i).

CANADA SHIPPING Co. AND I.C.R. PREIGHT RATES: M. for
Ret. (Mr. Blake) 144 (i).

Canada Southern Ry. Co. and Erie and Niagara
Ry. Co.'s B. No. 9 (Mr. Bergin). 1°*, 40; 20*, 57; in
Com. 245; 30*, 281 (i). (48-49 Vic., c. 15.)

CANADA SOUTHIRN RY. MAIL SERV10E: M. for Ret. (Mr.
Wigrle) 120 (i).

Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. No. 65 (Mr. Mc-
Carthy). 10, 235 (i). '

Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. No. 67 (Mr.
Baker, Victoria). 10, 246 (i).

Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. No. 88 (Mr. Towns.
hend), 10*, 362 (i).

Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. No. 92(Mr. Jamieson).
1°, 448; Ques. and M. to fix a day for 2°, 713 (i); 2°
m., 949; Amti (Mr. Ives) 951; neg. (Y. 17, N. 109)
954; 20 agreed to (Y. 108, N. 15) 954; in Com., 954;
3° m., 1045; Amt. (Kr. Weldon) to recom., 1045; in
Com., 1046; Amt. (Mr. Bourbeau) to recom., 1047; in
Com., 1047; on M. to cono., Amt. (Kr. Burpee) 1047;
neg. (Y. 49, N. 86) 1050; on M. for 30, Amt. (Mr.
Townshend) to recom., 1050; in Com., 1050; Amt.
(Mr. Rickey) to recom., 1051; agreed to (Y. 68, N. 64)
1054; Amt. (Mr. White, Cardwell) to recom., 1059;
neg. (Y. 39, N. 78) 1062; Amt. (Mr. Macdonald, King's)
to recom., neg., 1062; Amt. (Mr. Gigault) to recom.,
neg., 1062; 3°, 1063 (ii); M. (Sir Hector Langevin) to
consdr. Son. Amts., 2600; consdn. of Son. Amts.,
2644; (Amt.) 2645; neg. (Y. 75, 1. 84) 2647; (Amt.)
2648; neg. (Y. 54, N. 108) 2651; (Amt.) neg. (Y. 75,
N. 90) 2552; Amts., 2653-2657; Amt. (Mr. Srpall)
2660; nog. (Y. 78, N. 86) 2670; Amt. (Mr. Cameron,
Victoria) 2674; nog., 2675 (iv).

Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. No. 99 (Mr.
Bourbeau). 1°, 605 (i).

Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. No. 112 (Mr.
Gigault). 10, 743 (i).

CAN. TEMP. ACT, 1878:
CERTIFIOATES OF LIQUOR SOLD UNDER IN N.S.: M. for Ret. (Mr.

Kirk) 147 (i).
LiquoOCERTIFICATS GRANTED UNDER IN HALTON: M. for Ret.*

(Mr. mcr4negy) 67; PROsEUTIONs UNDER AND DRUGGIST8'
LicnNss: Ques., 1306 (ii), 3320 (iv).

MaxomÂLs, &o., RUaPECTiNG: M. for copies (Mr. Kranz) 448 (i).
PIrIIONS RESPUOTING. M. for Ret.* (Mr. Poster) 533 (i).
QUusuC ACT, WORKING Or UNDER : M. for Cor. (Mr. Bergeron) 307 (i).
Quuu. (Mr. Robertson, Shelburne) 363 (i).
RBauun DERIVED Rom SALU or LIQUoR : M. for Stmnt. (1fr.

Rykert) 313 (i).
SUPREME COURT CASE: M. for Ret. (Mr. Cameron, Huron) 45 (i).
VOTrNGa UNDUR.: a. fOr Rot. (Mr. Fisher) 121 (i).

CANADIAN AGENT AT PARIS, APPOINTMENT 0P, &.t M. for
Papers (Mr. Bergeron) 928 (ii).

[8ee "FABRE, MR."]
CANADIAN CONTINGENT FOR THE SOUDAN : Ques. (Mr. Blake)

563 (i).
CANADIAN FIsHERIEs : M. for copies of O.C., &o. (Mr. Nv-

lock) 55 (i).
C. P. R. Co's. Acts Amt. B. No. 153 (Mr. Pope). RO.

prop., 2420 (iii) ; M. for Com., 2559 ; Amt. (Mr. Cam-
eron, Huron) 2643 ; neg. (Y. 51, N. 100) 2723; in Com.,
2724; M. to rec. Rop. of Com., 2858 ; Amt. (Mr. Cam.
eron, Huron) 2858; Amt. (Sir John A. Macdonald) 2859;
in Com., 2859 ; on M. to cono. in Res., Amt. (Mr. Charl-
ton) 2860; neg. (Y. 53, N. 91) 2861; Amt. (Mr. Vail)
2861 ; in Com., 2862; on M. to cono. in Re., Amt.
(Mr. Casey) 2862; nog. (Y. 55, N. 91) 2863; Amt.
(Mr. Davies) 2863; Amt. (Mr. Laurier) 2863; neg.
(Y. 55, N. 89) 2864; Amt. (Mr. Mills) 2864; Amt.
(Mr. Weldon) 2864; neg. (Y. 53, N. 89) 2865; Amt.
(Mir. Watson) 2865 ; neg. (Y. 51, N. 93) 2868 ; 1° of
B., 2868; 2° m., 3024; ' and in Com., 3031 ; 3° m.,
3293; agreed to (Y. 77, N. 45) 3291 (iv). (48-49 Vic.,
c. 57.)

Canadian Pacifie Employés Relief Association
Incorp. B. No 75 (Mr. Gault). 1°*, 313; 2°*,
490 (i) ; in Com. and 30, 1007 (ii). (48-49 Vic., c. 23.)

CANADIAN PACIFIC RY. LoAN B. 153 (Mr. Pope): prop.
Res., 2420 ; M. for Com. (Annual Stmnt.) 2559 ; Deb.
(Mr. Chapleau) 2565; (Mr. Blake) 2586; (Mr. Ives)
2622; (Mr. Camerom, Huron) 2630; Amt. 2643; (Mr.
Charlton) 2676; (Mr. McCarthy) 2688; (Mr. Davies)
2692; (Kr. Foster) 2702; (Mr. McMulled) 2708; (Mr.
Ros) 2712; (Mr. Dawson) 2718; (Mr. Paterson, Brant)
2720; Amt. (Mr. Cameron, Huron) neg. (Y. 51, N. 100)
2723; on M. for 2° of B. (Mr. Edgar) 2024 (iii).

CANADIAN PACIFIC RAIL WAY:
ADVANCES T O 00. BY GovT.: Ques. (Sir Bichard Cartwright) 1305 (ii).
AGREEMENT BY 00. TO TERms or RE. : Ques. (Mr. Blake) 1915 (iii).
ALLOWANCES TO CANADIAN MANUPACTURERS: M. for copies of Cor.,

&c. (Mr. Blake) 44 (i).
AMENDED PLANS AND PROFILES, B. C.: Que. (Kr. Blake) 362 (1).
AMOUNTS DUE TO CONTRACTORS AND NON-PAYMENT BY CO. : M. for

Ret.' (Mr. Okarlion) 533.
AVALANCHES IN THE SELKIRK RANGE : Ques. (Mr. Blake) 394 (i).
BRANcH LiNs: Q ues. (Mr. Blake) 694 (1).
BRANDON TO MOOSu eJAW: M. for Ret.' (Mr. Watson) 964 (ii).
B. C. SECTIONS, WoRK oN : M. for Rep., &c. (Mr. Blake) 204 (i).
CALLANDER AND PORT ARTHUR, COST AND EQUIPMENT: M. for Stmnt.

Mr. Blake) 145 (i).
CASUALTIES ON MAIN LINE AND BRANCHES: M. for Stmnt. (1fr.

Mitchell) 229 (i).
CHANGE IN ARRANGEMENTS, COR. BETWEEN 00. AND GOVT. : Quoi.

(Mr. Blake) 695 (i), 1744, 1913, 2029 (iii).
COMPLETION OF LINE WEST OF WINNIPEG, DATRS, &o.: M. for Ret.*

(Mr. Watson) 964 (ii).

CONNETION WITH ONTARIO SYSTEM, OFFERS TO CONSTRUOT LINES: M.
for copies*' (Mr. Jfulock) 532* (i), 1444 (ii); Ques., 569 (i).

CONNECTION WITH QUEBEC: Ques. (Mr. Edgar) (iii).
CONSTRUCTION FROM WINNIPEG TO 615 MILES WEST, 0OT: M. for

Stmnt. (Mr. Blake) 226.
CONSTRUCTION NEAR LYTTON, B C.: M. for Ret. (Kr. Blake) 225 (i).
CONSTRUCTION ON THE FRàsua: M for Stmnt. (Kr. Blake) 204 (i).
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CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY-Continued.

CONSTRUCTION, PORT ARTHUR AND WINNIPEG : M. for Stmt. of Sums

paid to Co. (Kr. Casey) 123 (i).
CONTRACTORS, &C., NON-PAYMENT OF »Y Go. : M. for Ret.4 (1r.

Charlton) 533 (i).
CUIVES, GRADES AND TANGENTS: M. for Ret.,* 67; Ques. (Mr.

Blake) 632, 694, 744 (i), 888 (ii), 2239 (iii).
DEBr, FLOATING AND UNSECURED: Ques. (Mr. Charlton) 219 (i),

1677 (ii).
EARNINGS AND WORKING EXPENSES : Ques. (Mr. Blake) 816 (i).
EARNINGS, GROSS AND NET, AND EXPRNSES : M. for Stmnt. (Kr. Blake)

61 (i).
EASTERN SECTION, ESTIMATED COsT : M. for Copies Of EStimate (Mr.

Edgar) 299, 300, 302 (i).
BASTERN SECTION, WESTERN DIVISIoN, ESTIMATES : M. for copies

(Mr. Edgar) 299 (i).
EMPLOYkS, NAMES OF, SALARY, FIE, &C.: M. fOr Ret.* (Mr. Mc-

Mullen) 56 ().
EMPLOYkS RELIEF ASSOCIATION. See B. 75.

ENGINEERS' SALARIES : in 0cm. of Sup., 3417 (iv).
EXPENDITURE, COST OF EQUIPMENT, SUMS PAID FOR EXTENSION, &C.":

M. for Stmnt. (Mr. Blake) 147 ().
EXPENDITURE TO COMPLETE GOVT. CONSTRUCTION: Que@. (Sir

Richard Cartwright) 1130 (il).
EXTENSION TO QUEBEC, PAPERS, &C.: Remarks (Mr. Blake) 1677 (ii),

2239 (iii).
FORTY-MILE BELT IN B.C.: Memo. read (Sir John A. facdonald)

1983 (iii).
GAPS ON, NORTH oF LAKE SuPnIoR : Explanation (Mr. Bowell)

838 (ii).
GOVT. MORTGAGE, CHANGES IN RELATION TO : QueS. (Mr. Blake)

36 (i).
GOVT. SECTIONS iN B. G., WORKING OF, BY CONTRACTORS: Ques.

(Mr. Blake) 632 (i).
HOXE8TEADS WITHIN RY. BELT ', Ques. (Mr. Blake) 567 (i).
IMMIGRATION TO MAN. AND N.W., COR. BETWEEN GOVT. AND CO.

M. for copies* (Mr. Paterson, Brant) 147 (i).
INTEREST PAID TO GOvT. BY 00. oN LoANS : QueS. (Mr. Blake)

350 (i), 1677 (ii), 1955 (iii).
INTEREST, PAYMENT oF BY 0Co.: QueS. (Mr. Charlton) 1677 (ii).
LABORERS' WAGES, PAYMENT OF, ON CONSTRUCTION: Ques. (Mr.

Charlton) 290 (i).
LAND AREA IN 48.MILE BELT ACCEPT&D BY CO.: Stmnt. (Sir John

A. Macdonald) 782 (ii).
LAND GRANT ACCEFTED BY o., ACRES: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 568,

744 (i); Stmut. (Sir Hector Langevin) 862.
LAND GRANT AND LAND GRANT BONDS: M. for Stmnt. (31r. Blake)

92, 100 (i).
LANDS BEJE . TED BY CO. OUTSIDE RY. BELT; Ques. (Mr. Blake) 927 (i).
LEGISLATION RESPECTING: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 57 (i).
LOAN : Ques. (Mr. Charlton) 29 (i); payment of Intereat on, 1131 (il).

LoAx $30,000,000, PAYMENT ON ACCOUNT : QueS. (Sir Richard
Cartwright)1130 (ii).

LOCATION AND LANDS SET APART, &C.: M. for Maps* (Mr. Blake) 46(i).
LOCATION oF LINE IN B. C. : Ques. (Kr. Blake) 2239 (iii).

NORTH AMERICAN CONTRACTING CO., POSITION OF: M. for Stmnt. (Mr.

Blake) 145 (i).
NORTH SHORE LINE SUBSIDY : M. for Cor. (Mr. Laurier) 41 ().
PLANS AND PROFILES, AMENDED : Ques. (Mr. Blake) 362 (i).

PORT MOODY AND SAVONA'S FERRY, EXTENSION OF TIME: Ques. (Mr.

Homer) 146 (i).
PORT MOODY WHARF AND FREIGHT SaBD: M. for plans, &c. (Mr.

Blake) 295 (i).
POSTAL AND TRANSPORT SERVICE: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 1744 (iii).

PROGRESS ESTIMATES: Ques.(Mr. Edgar) 235; Que.. (Kr. Blake)
188; for Feb., 429 (i).

RAILS FaR GOVT. SECTION, B. C. : Ques. (Kr. Blake) 1914 (iii).
RECEIPTS AND EXPENDITURES : M. for Stmnts.' (Mr. Blake) 100 (i).
RELIEF OF O-. BY GOVT. : Ques. (Mr. Blake) 350 (i).

RUSEIVE OP 3960,000 FOR EXTENSION TO QUEBEC: M. for Copies ot

Cor." (Mr. Laurier) 533 (i).

CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY-Continued.
RETURNS REIPECTING, NUNRER AND OosT: M. for Stmnt. (Mr. ume,.0)

481 (i); Remarks (Mr. Blake) 782, 1565 (ii), 3371 (iv).
ROLLING STOCK ON WESTERN DIriBioN, CHANGE IN : M. for Rot. (r.

Edgar) 302 (1).
ROLLING STOCK, PAYMIENT OrPDUTIES ON : Ques. (Mr. Blake) 888 (il).

ROUNDHOUSU ON PRIVA TE PROPERTT : Ques. (Mr. Blake) 2030 (iii).

ROUTE, ROLLING STOCK, RECEIPTS : M. for Stmnt. (Ur. Blake) M (1).

SECTION B., AWARD OF $31,17D. 17 GREDITS IN PUBLIC AOCTS.: QuoS.

(Mr. Edgar) 114 (i).
SECTION B., AWARP TO CONTRACTORS : M. for copy of Case submitted

to Abitrators (Ur. Casey) 131 (i).
SECTION B., AWARD TO CONTRACTORS: (tr. Ca8ey) QuoI., 78; M. for

copy of Rep. of Judge Clark, 132 (i).

SECTION B,, ARBITRATION,.EVIDENCE TAKENN; Ques. (1fr. Casey) 1121

M. for copies, 206 (i).
SECTION B., CASE SUBMITTED TO ARBITSATION: M. for copy (Ur.

Oa8ey) 206 (i).
SECTION B., OoPY OF CLAIN PUT IN BY CONTRACTORS: M. for Rot.

(11r. Casey) 134 (i).
SECTION B., ENGINEERS' REPORT ON RU-NEASUREMENT, &.; M. fol'

Ret. (Mr. Caaey) 121 (i).
SECTION B., OPINION OF COUNSEL AS TO BINDING CHARACTER 01 AWARD :

Quee. (Ur. Casey) 77 (i).
SHAREHOLDERS AND STOCK : M. for Stmnt.* (Ur. Blaike) 503 (1).
SHORT LINE ROUTE TO MARITIME PROVINCES : M. for Ret. (Ur.

Landry, Montmagny) 33 (i).
ST. MARTIN'S JUNCTION TO QUIEBC-: M. for copies of Cor.* (Mi.

Laurier) 533 (i).
STOCK SOLD FORMERLY PLEDGED FOR A LOAN : M. for Stmnt. (ilW

Blake) 45 (i).
SUBSIDY : in Com. of Sup., 3296 (iv).

SUBSIDY TO THE NORTH SHORE LIER: M. for copies of Cor. (Ur.
Laurier) 41 (i).

SUMS PAID OR ADVANCED TO 00. AS INTERUST OR SUBSIDY ; Quea. (lir.
Charlton) 1677 (ii).

TARIFF RATES FOR PASSENGERS, &C., WUST OF WINNIPEG : M. fOr

Ret.* (Mr. Watson) 964 (i).
TERMINUS ON ATLANTIC OCEAN, SURVEYS OF SEVERAL PROPOSED LIESi

M. for Reps. of Engineers (51r. Lesage) 38 (i).

TImBER DUES TO GOVT. BY 00. : Ques. (Mr. Casey) 479 (i)è

Tows SITES, SALES OF: M. for Stmnt.* (gr. Blake) 67 (i)é

TRAIN SERVICE : M. for Ret.' (Ur. Blake) 67 (i).

TRESTLES AND BRIDGES: M. for Stmat. (Ur. Edgar) 100,105 (i)é
VAN HORNE, MR., REPORT OF: M. for copy (Ur. Blake) 208 (i).
VERNON SITH'S REP. oF SURVIY: M. for copies (Mr. Lebage) 294 (i).

WESTERN TERMINUS, PLAN OF PROPOSED ROUTE': M. for COpy (Ur.
Blake) 145 (i).

WINNIPEG T.) BRANDON, &C., COMPLETION OF NAIN LINEU: M. for Ret.'
(Mr. Watson) 964 (i).

CANADIAN VOYAGEURS, NAMES, &C.: M. for SLmnt. (Sir
Richard Cartwright) 210 (i).

CANAL FROM GRAVENHURST BAY TO RIVER SzVzRN: M. for
copies of Cor. (Mr. ockburn) 202 (i).

CANALS. See "SUPPLY," &C.

Canned Goods B. No. 142 (Ur. Costigan). 1°*, 2345;
20, 2439; in Com., 2534 (iii), 2767; 3°*, 2767 (iv).
(48-49 Vic., c. 63.)

CANNED GOODS, LAW RESPECTING: Ques. (Mr. Gault) 57 (i).

CAPE BRETON:
BOUNTY PAID ON FISH CAUGHT IN BRAS D'OR LAERES: M. for Stmat.'

(Ur. McDougall) 1443 (ii).
CAPE BRETON Ry.: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 2239 (iii); in C0m. of Bnp.,

3418 (iv).
CLAIMS UNDERl TERSeS or CONIEDERATION: prop. Roi. (Mr. Canseros,

Inverness) 607 (i).
LIrâ.AING APPARATUS: Ques. (Ur. Dodd) 289 (i).

xcix
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CAPE BRETON-Continued.
RoAouu, M., AND PILoTAÂG COMMiSIoN: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 3427 (iv).
TuL.sAirP SYSTEN ON IdLAKND: Ques. (Mr. Cameron, Iniermu) 78(i).
VÂGANOT IN THI RIPRUEsNTATION AND RIT. OF MER, I (i).

CAPÉ ST. IGNACE, STATION AT. Ques. (Mr. Casgrain) 246 (i).
CAPE TORNENTINE RAILWAY, CoNNECTIoN WiTH: Ques. (Mr.

Davies) 2997 (iv).
CAPE TRAVERSE BANcH RY., PAYMENT TO ÇONTRACTORS

POR CONSTRUCTION: Ques. (Mr. Yeo) 694 (i).
CAPITAL ACCOUNT, EXPENDITURE ON: M. for Stmnt. (Sir

Richard Cartwright) 45 (i).
CARLTON, EVACUATION OF, REP.: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 1567 (ii).
Carriers by Land B. No. 5 (Mr. Coughlin). 10*, 29;

20 m., 102 (i).
Carriers by Land B. No. 13 (Mr. McCarthy). 10*,

40; 2° m., 254, 282; Amt. (Mr. Curran) 6 m. h., 285;
neg. (Y. 64, N. 74) and 20*, 289 (i).

CARON, CLOVIs, SALARY AND ExPENsEs As FISHERY OVER-

sEER: Ques. (Mr. Blondeau) 290; M. for copies of Rep.,*
532 (i).

CARPET MATS: in Com. on Ways and Means, 856 (ii).

CASCUMPEO HARBOR IMPROVEMENTS : Ques. (Mr. Yeo) 479 (i).

CAsuALriEs ON G. T. R. AND C. P. R. AND BRANCHEs : M. for
Stmnt. (Mr. Mitchell) 226; on I. C. R. (Mr. Weldon)
100 (i).

CAUGHNAWAGA INDIAN AGENCY: M. for copy of Rep. (Mr.

Holiton) 1443 (i).
CAVALRY SOHooLs. See "MILITIA."

ÇENSUs IN MANITOBA AND NoRTH-WEST: Ques. (Mr. Far-
row) 149 (i).

Census, Man., N.W.T., &c., B. No. 21 (Mr. Pope).
1° of B. and Res. prop., 46 ; M. for Com. on Res., 74 ;
in Com. 75 ; M. to receive Rep. of Com., 125; Res.
agreed to and 20 of B., 126; in Com., 171; consdn. m.
and Amt. (Sir Richard Cartwright) to recom., 212 ; neg.
on a div., 212; Amt. (Sir Richard Cartwright) to recom.,
213; neg. (Y. 62, N. 120) 215; Amt. (Mr. Mills) to
recom., 215 ; neg. on a div., 215 ; 39*, 215 (i). (48-49
Vic., c. 3.)

Central Bank of N.B. B. No. 40 (Mr. Temple).
1°*, 125; 2*, 180 (i) ; in Com. and 30*, 939 (ii).
(48-49 Vic., c. 11.)

CEXtRAL ONT. RY. Co's. SUnsIDY: prop. Res. (Mr. Pope)
3458; in Com., 3473 (iv).

Central Prison of Ont. Act Amt. B. No. 129 (Sir
John A. Macdonald). 1°*, 1z26 (ii) ; 2°, in Com. and
30* 2402 (iii). (48-49 Vic., c. 79.)

CaImnricATEs oF LIQUOR GRANTED IN Co. oP HALTON': M.
for Ret.* (Mr. McCraney) 67 (i).

CHAINS, IRON OR STEEL : in Com. on Ways and Means, 849
(ii).

CHANGE OF NAMEs IN N.W.T. : Ques. (Mr. Tassé) 2359 (iii).
OcAPLEAU, SHERIFF, COMMUNICATIONS FROM, re OUTBREAK :

Ques. (Mr. Blake) 3425 (iv).
CRARLINCH POST OFFICE, APPOINTMENT OR REMOVAL OF

POSTMASTER, &c. : M. for Papers (Mr. Blake) 708 (i).
CÂITOTTE TOWN PUBLIC BUILDINGS, CONSTRUCTION OF : QtIes.

(Mr. W.ldon) 2369 (iii).

CHENEVERT, J. A., EMPLOTMENT OF BY PUM. Woi-s DEPT.
Ques. (Mr. Laurier) 429 (i).

CHERRIER, GEo. E., INDIAN AGENT AT CAUGHNA WAGA, DISMIS-

SAL OF : M. for Ret.* (Mr. Bolton) 1443 (ii).
CHINA AND PORCELAIN WARE : in Com. on Ways and Means

847 (ii).
CHINEsE CoMmisIoiERs' Ri.: Ques. (Mr. Shakespeare) 29,

211; presented (Mr. Chapleau) 234 (i).
CHINESE COMMISSION, ROOMS RENTED AND PAYMENT OF SECEE.

TARY : Ques. (Mr. Blake) 567 (i).
CHINESE COMMIsSION: M. for copy of Commission, Names

6 of Commissioners, salary, &c. (Mr. McMullen) 56 (i),
CHINEsE IMMIGRATION, LEGIsLATION RESPECTING: Ques. (Mr.

Blake) 505, 632 (i).
CHINESE IMMIGRATION: Deb. on prop. Res. (Mr. Chapleau)

3002; (Mr. Shakespeare) 3011; (Mr. Baker, Victoria)
3013; (Mr. Gordon) 3022; (Mr. Homer) 3022 (iv).

Chinese Immigration Restriction B. No. 124
(Mr. Chapleau). 1°, 1037 (i); wthdn., 3023 (iv).

Chinese Immigration Restriction B. No. 156 (Mr.
Chapleau). Res. (Chinese Interpreter) prop., 2421 (iii);
in Com. on Res., 3023; prop.;IRes. (Poil Tax, &o.) 2497;
M. for Com. on Res., 3002; in Com., 3023; 1°* of B.,
3323; 2° ard in. Com., 3050; 3°, 3075 (iv). (48-49
Vic., c. 71.)

Civil Service Acts Amt. B. No. 31 (Mr. Chapleau).
10, 101; Res. prop., 210; Res. (Letter Carriers) in Com.,
270; Res. (C. S. Examiners, &c.) in Com., 273, 281
(i); cone. m., 889; cone. in, 892; 2° of B. m., 1095;
2° and in Com., 1097-1130, 1281; 30 m., 1282; Amt.
(Mr. Mitchell) 3 m. h., 1282; neg. (Y. 67, N. 112) 1286;
Amt. (Mr. Casey) to recom., 1291 ; neg. (Y. 59, N. 107)
1293; Amt. (Mr. Blake) to recom., 1294; neg. (Y. 58,
N. 104) 1296; Amt. (Mr. Davies) to recom., 1297; neg.
(Y. 57, N. 103) 1301; Amt. (Mr. Lister) to recom.,
neg. on saine div., 1303; Amt. (Mr. Mulock) to recom.,
1303; neg. on same div., 1304; 3° on a div., 1304 (ii);
M. to conc. in Senate Amts., 1823, 2396 (iii). (48-49
Vic., c. 46.) '

CIVIL SERVICE VOLUNTEERS: Remarks (Sir John A. &Tac-
donald) 3053 (iv).

CHOLERA, PRECAUTIONS AGAINST: Ques. (Mr. Amyot) 568 (i).
CURCH POINT AND TROUT CoTE PIERS, 8INGINEERs REP.:

M. for copy (Mr. Fail) 54 (i).
CIVIL SERVICE ACTS AMT. B.: Ques. (Mr. Casey) 28 (i).
CIVIL SERVICE EMPLOYÉS IN B.C., NAMEs, &C.: M. for Ret.*

(Mr. Baker, Victoria) 1442 (ii).
CLAIMS 0F CONTRACTORS oF SEC. B. See IC. P. R."
CLAIMS, &C., OF HALF-BREEDS (Mr. Blake). SIee "HALF-

BRERDS."

CLAIM OF STAFF COMMANDER BOLTON. See IBOLTON."
CLAIMS oF MAN.: Mess. from His Ex., 202 (i). Sec B. 155.
CLARK, G. M. K. (JUDGE) SUMS PAID TO FROM 1879 TO '84:

M. for Ret. (Sir Richard Cartwright) 697 ; Ques., 235 (i).
CLARK, JUDGE, REP. re AWARD SEC. B. &e "C.P.R."
CLARKE's CROSsING, ARRIVAL or TRooPs AT: Telegrmms

read (Mr. Caron) 1206 (hi).
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WCLAJING VESSLS WITROVT HRanoR MasTE's CERTIFI-

cATi: QuLes, (Mr.Paint) 862 (ii).

CLEu orTHE CRowN IN HANoERY : Lists of Yacancies'

Writs issued, and New Members returned, 1, 113 (i),
1192, 1385 (ii), 3072 (iv).

CLERKs 0F WORKS. Sec "PUBLIC WORKS."
CLOTHING AND GREAT COATS: in Com. of Sup., 2906 (iv).

CLOTER POINT, B.C., TELEGRAPH CÂBLE: M. for Ret.* (Mr.
Baker, Victoria) 1443 (ii);

COAL ENTERED EX-WAREHOUSE, FREE, OR FOR EXPORTATION:

M. for Stant.* (Mr. Weldon) 100 (i).

COAL, SPRING HILL MINES: M. for Ret.(Mr.McMullen) 533(i).
COAL LANDS, SALES AND LEASES: M. for Stmnt.* (Mr.

Oharlton) 209 (i). Sec "DOMINION LANDS."
GOAL, PURCHASE OF FOR PUBLIC BUILDINGS, QUANTITY AND

VALUE: M. for Stmnt.* (Mr. Kirk) 313 (i).
0OAL, TENDERS TO SUPPLY FOG-WHIsTLES, &c., IN BAy or

FUNDY: M. for o0pies (Mr. Robertson, Shelburne) 533 (i).

COFFIN'S ISLAND LiGHTHOuSe, PROTECTION oF :-Ques. (Bir.

Forbes) 1915 (iii).
COLLINS, J. E., SUMS PAID TO FOR SERVICES: M. for Ret.,

(Mr. McMullen) 699 (i).

Colonial and Indian Exhibition B. No. 126 (Mr.
Pope). Res. prop., 451 (); in Com., 892; Res. conc.
in and 1°* of B., 1064 (ii) ; 2%, in Com. and 3°*, 2399
(iii). (48-49 Vic., c. 44.)

COLONI2ATION Go.'S MODIFICATION OF AGREEMENTS: QUeS.
(Mr. Edgar) 2241 (iii).

COLORE» LABELS FOR FRUIT: in Com. on Ways and

Means, 857 (ii).

Commercial Bank of Windsor B. No. 117 (Sir
Leonard Tilley). 1"*, 832; 29, 1671; Order dschgd.
and B. ref. to Com. on Banking and Commerce, 1677
(ài); in Com. and 3?*, 2396 (iii). (48-49 Vic., c. 84.)

COMMERCIAL TREATY WITII JAMAICA : QuOs. (Mr. Laurier)
2854 (iv).

COMMIlTTEES:
BANxRUPTOY; M. for Sp. Com. (Sir John A. Macdonald) 47; Mes.

from His Ex. referred to Com., 102 (i).
DEBATEs, OFFICIAL REP. : M. for Com. to supervise, 28 (i).
LIBRARYT: M. for Joint Gom. of both Houses, 36 (i).

BELECT STANDING: M. (Sir John A. .Macdonald) 2; M. for Oom. to

prepare lista, 27; Lists presented, 30; con, in, 32; Remarks

(Mr. Blake) 67 (i).
COMMISSIONERS ON CHINESE DIFFICULTY IN B. C. : M. for

Ret. (Mr. McMullen) 56 (i). See " CHINEsE."

COMMIS8IONER TO ENGLAND. Sec "I1aH COMMISSIONER."

COMMISSION, I. C. R. eI " ROBERTSON, J. I)."
COMMISSION ON HALF-BREED CLAIMS. Se6 "IALF-BREEDS."

GOMMONS. Se " H îOUsE OF COMMONS."
COMMUNICATION WITHJIMP. GOVT.: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 1744 (iii).
COMMUNICATION WITH P. E. I. (Str. Lanadowne): in Com.

of Sup., 927.
COMPENSATION FOR LOSSES : Ques. (Mr. Ross) 3321 (iv).

COMPANIES:
ANHERST AND P. B. I. Ry. (o.'s B.: M. to introd. (Mr. Townshend)

349 ().
BEANTIORD, WATERLOO AND LAKEBRI RY. Go. Se B. 59.
CALGAar, EDxoxToTn L» ATEausoA LAxzrxe RY. go. Bdo B. 78.

COMPANIES-Continued. -
CANADA AGRICULTURA&L INBURANC o.' LQmUIDATiON: a. for Stmut.

(Mr. Amyot) 303 ().
CANADA CO-OPURATIVU SUPPLY ASSOCIATION. See B. 81.

CANADA SOUTHERN RY. 00,, &C. See B. 9.
OANADIAN PAcIFIc EMPLOYTs RELIEF ASSOCIATION. See B. 75.
COLONIZATION 00.'8 AGREEMENTS, PETITIONS, &C.; M. for copies

(Mr. Blake) 92 (); Ques., 1678 (i), 2241 (iii).
DOMINION GRANGE MUTUAL FIRE INSURANCE ASSOCIATION. Se. B. 55.

DOMINION DRAINAGE 00. Se. B. 28.
BRIE AND NIAGARA RY. 00. SeC B. 9.
FORT MACLEOD RANCHs TELEGRAPU GO. Sec B. 80.
FREDERICTON AND ST. MARY's Ry. BRIDGE 0. See B. 50.
GREAT WESTERN AND LAKE ONT. SHORE JUNCTION LY. 00. Sec B. 38.
HALIFAX STEAM NAV. CO., MONETS PAID TO;I M for COpies of Reps,

&c. (Mr. Blake) 210 (i).
HAMILTON, GUELPH AND BUFFALO RY. 00. Seo B. 77.
HAMILTON PROVIDENT AND LOAN SOCIETT. Se B. 114.
BURON AND ONT. SHIP CANAL 00. Seo B. 69.
INSURANCE Co.'s, LOAN 00.'s AND BUILDING SOCIsTIES. Se B. 66.
INTERNATIONAL COAL 00. Seo B. 51.
INTERNATIONAL FERRIs. Seo B. 17.
KOOTENAY Ry. Go. or B.C. Se B. 83.
LARE BRIE, ESSEX AND DETROIT RIVER Ry. o. Se B. 24.
LONDON LIFE INSURANCE Go. Se B. 76.
MANITOBA CENTRAL RY. O.: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 862 (ii).
MANITOBA AND NORTH-WESTERN RY. 00. OF ANADA. MB a. 74

and 147.

ONT. PACIFIC RY. O. See B. 72.
PORT (REDIT HARBOR GO., REPORTS MADE TO GOVT. : M. for copies

(Mr. Platt) 124 (i).
PORTAGE LA PRAIRIE AND LAKE OF TIEE WOODs RY. AND NAv. Co.

See B. 63.
QU' APPELLE AND LONG LAIE AND SASKATCHEWAN EY. AND STMET. 00i

Seo B. 147.
RICHELIEU AND ONT. NAVIGATION 0. See B. 61.
RIVER ST. CLAIR RY., BRIDGE AND TUNNEL 00. Sec B. 8.
ROCK LAKE, SOURIS AND BRANDON Ry. 0o. Seo B. 110.
ROYAL CANADIAN INSURANCE 00. Se £U. 43.
RusE LAKE AND SASKATCHEWAN Ry. AND NA. Go. Se B. 70.
SAULT 8TE. MARIE BRIDGE 00. See B. 52.
SOUTE SASKATCHEWAN VALLEY RY. 00. Sec B. 37.

WEST ONT. PACiFIc Ry. Go. See B. 94.
WINNIPEG AND PRINCE ALBERT RY. GO. See Bs. 82 and 91.
WOOD MOUNTAIN AND QU'APPELLE Ry. Go. Sec B. 23.

[Sec Bs. 147, 158 and 164.]
CONALLY, CAPT. See "DUMMY LIGHTHOUSE."

CONCURRENCE. See "SUPPLY."
CONSOLIDATED FIVE PER CENT. LOAN : M. for Rot. (Sir

Richard Cartwriqht) 484 (i).
CONSOLIDATED FUND, RECEIPTS AND EXPENDITURE: M. for

Ret.* (Sir Richard Cartwright) 30 (i).
Congregational Missionary Societies' Confirm-

ation B. No. 54 (Mr. Abbott). 10*, 170; 2°*, 259;
in Com. and 30*, 490 (i). (48-49 Vic., c. 34.)

Consolid. Inland Revenue Act Amt. B. 146
(Mr. Costigan). Res. prop., 2421 ; M. for Com. on Res.,
2526; in Com., 2528; 1°* of B., 2529 ; 21 m., 2935;
20*, 2536 (iii) ; in Com., 2968; 3°, 3002; M. to cono.
in Son. Amts., 3435 (iv). (48-49 Vic, c. 62.)

Consolid. Insurance Act Amt. B. No. 20 (Sir
Leonard Tilley). 10, 46; 21, 126 (i); in Com., 2430;
Order for 30, 2532; deb. adjd., 2533 (iii) ; ref. back to
Com., 2768; 3', 2770 (iv). (48-49 Vic., c. 49.)

Consolid. Militia Act Amt. B..No. 152 (Mr. Caron).
10, 2853 ; 20 m., 3045; 2° and in Com., 3046; 3°*,
3075 (iV). (48-49 Vic., c, 72.)
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Consolid. Ry. Act, 1879, Amt. B. No. 30

Weil$s). 1°, 101 (i).
Consolid. Ry. Act, 1879, Amt. B. No. 35

Bergeron). 1°*, 113 (i).
Consolid. Ry. Act, 1879, Amt. B. No. 111

Mulock). 1°, 142, (i).
CONSOLID. OF THE STATUTES, REP. OF COMMISSIONERS:

sented (Sir John A. Macdonald) 32 (i),

(Mr.

(Kr.

(rr.

pre-

CONSTITUTIONALITY OF CAN. TEMP. ACT. See "LUGHnRIN."
CONTRACTS FOR PRINTING SINCE 1867: M. for copiesn (Mr.

(Rykert) 246 (i).
ÇONTINGENOIES, DEPTL.: in Com. of Sup., 914, 916, 921, 923,

925, 927 (ii).
Controverted Elections Acts Amt. Bill No. 98

(Mr. Mulock). 19, 605 (i).
CONTROVERTED ELECTIONS. See IELEOTIONS" and respective

Districts ; also "Housz oF CoMoNs."
COPYRIGHT, LAW op: prop. Ies. respecting (Mr. Edgar)

708 (i).
CORRESPONDENTs DIsMISSED FROX CAMP. See "DIsTuR-

BANCE IN THE N. W."
CORNWALL CANAL: in COm. Of Sup., 3301 (iv).

CORNWALL PUBLIC BUILDINGS: Ques. (Mr. Lister) 2997 (iv).

CORPUS CHRISTI, ADJMT. FOR: M. (Sir John . Macdonald)
2301 (iii).

COsTE, Louis AND EUGINE, EMPLOYMENT OF: Ques. (Mr.

Lister) 1131 (hi)
COTTON BED.QUILTS: in Com. on Ways and Means, 857 (ii).
COTTON YARNS: in COm. on Ways and Means, 808 (ài).
COtrNTY COURT JUDGES' SALARIES: Ques. (Mr. Holton) 3075

(iv).
County Court Judge, Man.j Salary Provision B.

No. 162 (Sir John A. Macdonald). Res. prop., 3395 ;
in Com. on Res., 3435 ; 1°* of B., 3436 ; 2°* in Com.
and 30*, 3170 (iv). (48-49 Vic., c. 55.)

Court of Clailns for Canada B. No. 93 (Sir Hector
Langevin). 1°, 449 (i) ; prop. Res., 777 (ii); Order
for 20 dschgd. and B. wthdn., 2439 (iii).

Court of Ry. Commissioners B. No. 12 (Mr. McCar.
thy). 10, 40 (i).

Cox, Geo. Branford, Relief B. No. 138 (Mr. Cam-
eron, Huron). 1° on a div., 1473; 2° on a div., 1566;
in Com. and 30, on a div., 1723 (i). (48-19 Vic., c. 85.)

Criminal Law Amt. B. No. 57 (Mr. Ouimet). 14,
170 (i).

Criminal Law Amt. (Assault and Battery) B.
No. 42 (Mr. Tupper). 1°*, 125; 2"m.,218; deb. adjd.,
219 (i).

Criminal Law Amt. (Burglary, &c.) B. No. 71
(Mr. Robinson, Eastings). 1°, 270 (i).

Criminal Law Amt. (Burglary, &c) B. No. 136
(Mr. Robertson, Eastings). 1°, 1335 (ii).

Criminal Law Amt. (Disorderly Houses) B. No.
56 (Mr. Ouimet). 1', 170 (i).

Criminal Law Amt. (Law of Evidence) B. No. 6
(Mr. Cameron, Huron). 1°*, 29; 2° im., 176; oonodn.

resmd., 180; Amt. (Mr. Tupper) 6 m. h., 182; neg.
(Y. 55, N. 87) 187; 29 and ref. to Sel. Com., 187; in
Com., 496; Amt. (Mr. Amyot) to recom., neg. (Y. 34,
N. 76) 504; 3°*, 616 (1).

Criminal Law Amt. (Seduction, &c.) B. No. 123
(Sir John A. .Macdonald). 1°*, 1037 (ii); 2° and in
COm., 2767; 3° m., Amt. (Mr. Charlton) neg. (Y. 58, N.
72) 2767; 3°*, 2768 (iv). (48-49 Vic., c. 82.)

Criminal Law Amt. (Seduction, &c.) B. No. 27
(Mr. Charlton). 10, 76; 2° m., 619 (i).

Criminal Law Amt. (Summary Convictions) B.
No. 41 (fir. Tupper). 10, 125 ; 20, 892 (H).

Criminal Law Amt. (Summary Proceedings)
B. No. 128 (Mr6 Small). 1°*, 1130 (ii) ; Order for
2° transferred to Govt. Orders, 2420 (iii); 2° m,, 2827;
29 and in Com., 2829 (iv).

Criminal Law Amt. (unguarded Holes in the
Ice) B. No. 22 (Mr. Robertson, lamilton). 10*, 57;
20, 131; in Com., 150; Order dschgd. and ref. to Sel.
Com., 496 (i).

CRIMINAL LAWS OF CANADA, 1869-1871, PUBLICATION OF IN

FaENcH: Ques. (Mr. Gigault) 246 (i).
CRIMINAL LIBEL. " See SAUNDERS AND WOOD."

CRIMINAL STATISTICS: in Com. of Sup., 1026 (ii).

CRITIcIsMs OF PRESS AS TO CAUS. OF DISTURBANCES IN THE

NOR TH-WEsT, AND SLUR ùPON FRENCH MEMBERS COM-

MANDING BATTALIONS: Remarks (Mr. Landry, Mont-
magny) 887 (ii)

CRozIER, SUPT., .REP. OF re INDIAN SYMPATHY WITH HALF.

BREEDS: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 3425 (iv).
Cruelty to Animals Prevention B. No. 47 (Mr.

Charlton). 1°*, 147 (i).
CULLERS, SUPERVISOR OF. Sée " SUPERvISOR OF CULLERS."

Culling and Measuring Timber Acts Amt. B.
No. 154 (Mr. Costigan). Res. prop., 2419 ; M. for
Com. on Res., 2475 (iii) ; 1°, 20 and in Com., 3043;
30*, 3075 (iv). (48-49 Vic., c. 65.)

CUMBERLAND: Vacancy in the Representation, Warrant
issued and Return of Member to represent, 1 (i).

Customs and Excise Duties Acts Amt. B. No.
157 (Mr. Bowell). 10, 3250; 20*, 3434; in Com. and
30*, 3435 (iv). (48-49 Vic., c 61.)

CUSTOMS AND EXCISE:
ANIMAL CHARCOAL, IMPORTATIONS: M. for Ret.* (hr. Siaira) 533 (i).

APPRAISER AND INLAND REv. COLLECTOR AT SUMMERSIDE: Que.
(Mr. Yeo) 350 (i).

BEET-ROOT SUGAR, IMPORTATIONS: Ques. (Mr. Vail) 744 (i).
BONDED MACHINERY IN USE: Ques. (Mr. .Ifclioen) 3320 (iv).
BROUSEAU & LISABELLE, FRAUDS BY: Ques. (Mr. Langelier) 1887(ii),

COLLECTIONS IN ALGOMA: M. for Ret. (Mr. Dawson) 39 (i).

CUSTOMS AND EXCISE DUTIES. See B. 157.
CUSTOMS AND EXCISE RECEIPTS FOR JUNE: Ques. (Sir Richard Cart-

wright) 3073 (iv).
DETEC TIVES OR POLICE IN N S.: Q ues. (Mr. Forbe8) 889 (ii).
DRAWBACKS ON MANUFACTURED EXPORTS : M. for Ret. (Mr. Patereo,

Brant) 139 (i).
DUTIER, COLLECTION OF UNAUTHORISED : Remarks (Mr. Blake) 427 (i).
DUTIES, IMPOSITION OF: M. for Ret.* (Mr. Watson) 1443 (ii).
DUTY ON GauAI, ABOLITION 01: M. for copies of Cor. (Kr. Cameron,

5lidea) 54 ().

0i



INDEX.
CUSTOMS AND EXCISE-Continued.

EEcIsu Dus: In om. on Way snd Meanu, 3294; col., 3470 (iv).
EXCISE REtENUE lFOR 6NTwR, 1884-85: Ques. (Sir Richard Cari-

wright) 290 (i).
ExcIsE REvUE] FOR MA, 1884 AND 1885: QueS. (Sir Richard Cart-

wright) 2531 (iii).
EXPORT DUTY ON OAK, PINu, k&.: M. for Ret." (Mr. Edgar) 1442 (il).
FINES EXACTED, &o. : M. for Stmnt. (Kr. Blake) 56 (i).
FLOUR AND OORNMEAL, INeREAsED DUTIEs : Ques. (Mr. Forbas) 148 (1).
FLOUR, CoRN, &C., IMPORTED: M. for Ret. (Mr. Camron, MiddeaeR)

56 (i).
FRzNcE CANADiAN EMPLoTis in DNPT..: Ques. (Mr. De t. George3)

1914; (Mr. Catudal) 2171 (iii).
IMPORTS FOR CONSUMPTION: M. for Stmnt. (Sir Richard Cartwrigh)

30 (i).
MAcKENZIE, .. L., VIOLATION 0 PCUSTONS LAws: M for Ret.' (Mr.

Mofat) 1442 (ii).
MACKINLEY, A. & W., SOOOL Boos ENTERED UNDER VALUE: M. for

Ret.' (Mr. Rykert) 1443 (i).
MONTREAL, SEIZURES AT: Ques. (Mr. Lasgelier) 1887 (i).
PORT MULGRAVE Ai A SUB-PORT: M. for Papers (Mr. Kirk)2750 et).
PRISON MANUFACTURES, IMPORTATION OP: Ques. (Kr. Plait) 2169 (iii).
RAILS, IMPORTATION oF B G.T.R. : Ques. (Mr. Mitchell) 1566 (ii).
PICE, INCREASED DUTIEs ON: Ques. (Mr. Shakespeare) 695 (i).
RICHIBUCTO AND KINGSTON PORTS, CUsTos BUSINESS: M. for Rot.*

(Mr. Landry, Kent) 1442 (ii).
RIDGETOWN AS A PORT or ENTRY, PETS., &a. : M. for copies* (Mr.

Casey) 532 (ii).
ScnOOL BOOKS cONSIGNED BY NELSON & SON: M. for Ret.' (Kr.

Wallace) 1443 (ii).
SEIZURES AT N.S. PORTS 0F ENTRY : M. for Stmnt.' (Mr. Stairs)

532 (i).

SPIRITs TAKEN OUT oF BOND : Ques. (Mr. Blake) 3371; Stmnt. (Mr.
Costigan) 3395 (Iv).

ST. CRoI XCOTTON MLLs, PAYMENT or DUTIES: Ques. (Mr. Edgar)
632 (i).

TORONTO, SEIZURE OP SCHOOL BOOKS AT : M. for Ret.' (Kr. Rykeri)
1443 (ii).

WHEAT AND FLOUR DUTIEs, MEuoRIALs: M. for copie.' (Mr. Pateur-
son, Brant) 532 (i).

WHEAT AND FLOUR IMPORTS AND EXPORTS: M. for Ret. (1r. Pater.
son, Brant) 138 (i).

WHEAT, FLOUR, CORNMEAL AND CORN, DUTIES In N.S.: M. for Rot."
(Mr. Vail) 533 (i).

WINES, SPIRITS, ALE, &C., IMPORTUD : M. for Rot.' (Mr. Ryker)
313 (i).

WINNIPE, SEIZURus AT: M. for Stmnt. (1fr. Pateraon, Brant) 293
(i) ; M. for Rot.,* 1443 (ii).

[See "WAYS AND MEAN."]

CUTLERY: in Com. on Ways and Means, 845 (ii).
DAMASK oF CoTToN: in Com. on Ways and Means, 858 (ii):

DAMS AT LAKEFIELD AND YoUNG'S POINT: QUes. (Mr. Blake)
1130 (ii).

Davis, Amanda Esther, Relief B. No. 84 (Mr.
White, Cardwell). 1° on a div., 226; M. to fix day for

20 agreed to (Y. 86, N. 61) 226 ; 2° on a div., 567; in
Com. and 30*, 693 (i). (48-49 Vic., c. 37.)

DEBATES, OFICIAL REP: M. (Mr. Bowell) for Sol. Com.,
28; First Rep. presented (Mr. White, Cardwell) 32; M.
to conc. in Second Rep,, 40; Delay in distributing
Daily Issue to Newspapers, 595; Delay in distributing
French Translation, 746 (ii); Ms. to conc. in Third
Rep., 2168 (iii), 3359 ; Omissions from, 3249, 3474 ; M.
to conc. in Fourth Rep., 3458; in Com. of Sup., 2765,
cone., 3372 (iv).

DEBT oF1 THI DOMINION. SCe "CAPITAL& ooUNT."

DEnT or CANADA, FLoATING AND UNPUNDED QRes. (Kr.
C07arltos) 2465 (iii),

DEBT, FLOATING AND UNSEOURED, O? .P..: Ques, (Ir,
Charlton) 219 (i), 1677 (ii).

DEBT OF NoRTH AMERICAN CONTRACTING Co. T 0-.P.R. B
M. for Stmnt. (Mr. Blake) 145.

DE CHENE, CAPT. A. M., ENQUIRY REsPUCTING M. fbr
copies of Complaint* (Mr. Casgrain) 30 (i).

DEEPENING O BRA ST. NIHOLAS: M. fbr copies of Pets.,
(Mr. Langelier) 312 (i).

DEEP-WATER FirsER.Is oF CoAST op B.C.: Ques. (Mr.
Baker, Victoria) 3073 (iv).

D ANEy, GoWANLoCK AND OTHER PRIS0NERS, RIsOUn ou1:
Telegram from Gen. Middleton (read) 2357 (iii).

DEPTL. CLERKB, DELAY IN PAYMENT ou': Que. (Mr. Blake)
2170 (iii).

DEPTL. CONTINGENCIE8: in Com. of Sup., 914-927 (ii).
DEPOSITS, GOVT. See "BANKS AND BANKING."

DEPUTY SPEAKER: M. appointing Malachy Daly, Esq., (Sir
John A. Macdonald) 72 (i); SALARY: in Com. of Sup.,
3351, 3353 (iv). See B. 26.

DE8AULNIERS, Ma. A. L.: Certificate of Eleotion and IUe.
turn of, 1 (i).

DEPATOHES, OFFICIAL, RESPEOTING ENGAQMENTS IN TUEl

N.W., 2169, 2199 (iii).
DESPA TCHES. See "MIDDLETON, GEINL."
DETECTIVES, CUSTOMs, IN N.B.: Ques. (Mr. Forbea) 889 (ii),
DEWDNEY, LIEUT.-GOV., COMMUNICATIONS WITH GoVT.: QUeS.

(Mr. Blake) 3425 (iv).
DIGBY PIER, WHRaPAGU COLLECTIONS FOR 1884: M. fbr

Ret.* (Mr. Vail) 532 (i).
DINGMAN, M. A. See " INDIANS."
DISALLOWANOR OF PROVINCIAL ACTS: M. for o0pies of

0.0., &c. (Mr. Blake) 52 (i).
DIsovERY ISLAND, B.C., LIGHTHousE oN: Ques. (1r.

Baker, Victoria) 479 (i).
Disorderly Houses, B. No. 56 (Mr. Ouimet). 10*,

170 (i).
DIsPUTEd BETWEEN Ma. TILToN AND STAFF COMMANDER

BOLTON: M. for Rep. ofkiuditor Genl. (Mr. McMullen)
135; M. for Rot.,* 312 (i).

DISPUTED BoUNDARIEs oF ONT., IMPERIAL LEGIBLATION:

Ques. (Mr. Mifll) 51, 115 (i); 2854, 2998, 3321; on M.
for Com. of Sup., 3437 (iv).

DISPUTED TER., INDIAN TITLE TO, INFORMATION RESPECTING:

Ques. (Mr. Mills) 594 (i).
DISTURBANCE IN THE N.W:

ANDRÉ FATRER, LETTFR FRO, I iAN., 1883: Que. (Mr. Blake)
3425 (iv).

ARNS, DUIORIPTION O: Ques. (Mr. Gault) 814 (ii).
AssisTANOr TO PAMILE9 OF MILITIANEN: Remarks (Sir Richard

Cartwright) 894 (fi).
AsISTANoE TO SITTLERs TnRoUGQ REELLIOE: Que. (Mr. Ross)

2854 (iv).

BATOCHE, CAPTURE OP, RUMORED INDIGNITIES CONITTED BY VOLUN-

Tuus: Remark (Mr. Desjardina) 2998; Ques. (Mr. Royal)
3425 (iv).

BATocHu, ENAGEMNT AT, pEsrAToH RuiEsoT:NG : Read (Mr.
Speaker) 1380 (ii).

oli



INDEX.
NISTURBANCE IN THE N.W.-Continued.

14TTLE Or BATOocE, TLEGRA FRen GmNL. MIDDLETON, GIVING

PETAILs : Rond (Mr. Caron) 1822; second despatch, 1835 (iii).
BIG BEAR, RELiA OF PRISONERS EiY: Tel. read (Mr. Caron) 2750 (iv).

CARRIAGE OF WAR SUPPLIES BY AMERICAN RAILWAYS, 839 (11).

OPApLiAU, SRRIFF, COMMUNICATIONS FRON,r d OUTBIREAIK : Que.
(Mr. Blake) 3426 (iv).

CIVIL SERVICE VOLUNTEERS : Remarks (Mr. Edgar) 3043 (iv).

CTARKE'S CRossix, ARRIvAL oF TRooPs AT: Telegrams read (Mr.

Caron) 1205 (ii).
COMPENSATION FOR LoîsuS: Que. (Mr. Ro8s) 3321 (iv).
COREIsPObNDIENTs, DisMIsSAL OF PROM CAMP : Que. (Sir Richard

Cartwright) 1608 (ii).
C00T OF EXPEDITION.: Que.. (Mr. Charlton) 1678 (ii).

uROWrOOT, CoMMUI oATION PROM: Read (Sir John A. Macdonald)
1038 (fi).

CROZIER, SUPT., REP. O, re INDIAN SYMPATHiY WITH HALL.BEDS:

Ques. (Mr. Blake), 3425 (iv).
DiWDNEY, GO. COMMUNICATIONS WITH GOVT.: Ques. (Mr. Blake)

3425 (iv).

Dums, MioxuL, APPOINTMENT OF As FARE INSTRUOTOR: QueB. (Mr.

Blake) 3425 (Iv).
DUMONT, GABRIEL : EXTRADITION OF: Que.. (Mr. MVcMulien) 2358;

FERRY LIoENsE GRANTED To: QueS. (Mr. Blake) 3425 (iv).

Ducs LAiE, ENGAGEMENT AT: Telegram read and DespatCh of

Troops, 790 (ii).
Duos L ARE, REP. OF FIGHT AT: Ques. (Mr. Trow) 1743 (iii).
EXPENSES. See B. 149.
FORT PITT, DIsASTER AT: Confirmation of News (Sir John A. Mac.

donald) 1281: Tel., 1301 (ii).
FREE TRANSPORT OF BODiES OF VOLUNTEERS KILLED: QUe.. (Mr.

Blake) 2029 (iii).
PROG LARE, MASSACRE AT': Stmnt. (Sir John A. Macdonald) 994 (ii).
FUNERAL EXPENSIS oF ACHILLE BLAIS: Que. (Mr. Langlier) 2169 (fii).

GATLING GUNS FOR USE oF TRoops : Ques. (Mr. Robert8on, Hasting8)
813 (il).

GOVT. OFFICIALS IN THE N.W., COMMUNICATIONS WITN : Ques. (1r.
Blake) 3425 (iv).

GRANDIN, BIBUOIP, COMMUNICATION FROM ; Ques. (Mr. Blake) 3321,
3423 (iv).

HALF-BREED COMMIssION: Letter read from Mr. Street (Sir John
A. Macdonald) 1607 ; work of (remarks) 1566 (ii).

HOUGHTON, COL., MISSION IN 1884 : Ques. (fr. Blake) 3425 (iv).
IMP. GOTT., COMMUNICATION WITH : Ques. (Mr. Blake) 1744 (iii).
INDEMNITY TO MEMBERS IN THE FIELD: Prop. M. (Mr. White, Cardwell)

812 (il).
INDIANS AT FT. Qu'APPELLE, LOYALTY oF : Telegram read (Sir John

A. Macdonald) 1320 (ii).
INDIÂNS AT ToUcHwoOD : Telegram read (Mr. Caron) 1566 (ii).
INSURGENTS, DISPOSITION O, BY GENL. MIDDLDTON: QueB. (Mr.

Blake) 2169 (iii).
I1ESTER, JAMES. APPOINTMENT AS FARM INsTIIUCTOR: Que.. (Mr.

Blake) 3425 (iv).
LEDUC, FATHER, AND MR. MALONEY, COMMUNICATIONS WITH GOVERN-

MENT: Ques. (Kr. Blake) 3424 (iv).
LUXURIES FOR THE VOLUNTEERS, FORWARDING 0FO: Remarks, 968 (i).
MEMORIALS, &O., RESPECTING GRIEVANCES, ANSWERS TO.: Que.. (Mr.

Blake) 3424 (iv).
MIDDLETON, GUL., INSTRUCTIONS ISSUED TO, RESPECTING INSURGENTS:

Ques. (Mr. Blake) 2169 (iii). Sec "MIDDLETON " for DESPATCHES.

MONTREAL GARRISON A RTILLERY: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 1566 (ii).
MOUNTED POLICE OFFICERS, REPS. FRON OF ENGAGEMENTS: QueB.

(Mr. Blake) 3425 (iv).

NORTH.WEST CoUcIL, REs. re BALF-BREED CLAIMS; Que.. (Xr.
Blake) 3425 (iv).

OFFICIAi. DESPATCHES RESPECTING ENGAGEMENTS, 2169 (iii), 2999 (iv),
PRINCE ALBERT AND ST. LAURENT SETTLEMENTS, REPS. OF MESSES.

RUSSELL AND ALDOUS: Que,. (Mr. Blake) 3426 (iv).

PRINCE ALBERT COLONIZATION Co.'s LAND, SETTLERS AND SQUATTERS

IMPRoVEMENTs: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 3426 (iv).

DISTUMBANBE IN THE N.W.-Cotinued.
ORGAeIzATION oF COMPL IN Tin N.W.: Qum. (Mr. Biakb) 1474;

Remarks (Mr. Watason) 816 (ii).
OTTUR'S, 00b., MARQE TO BATTILEORD: RBmark (1r. 0«ros)

1386 (ii).
OUIrET's, COL., ABSENnE PROM DuTY: Remarks (Mr. Caron)

1167, 1205 (ii).
PILLAGE OF HOUss OF HLF-REnEn ET VOLuSTEREs: Quoi. (Mr.

Langolier) 2169 (iii).
PERSONAL EXPLANATION (Kr. Caron) 966; Remarks, 968 (il).
PETITIONS AND RIS., &C., HALF-BREEDS AND SETTLERS CLAIMB: QUO.

(Mr. Blake) 3426 (Iv).
POUNDMAKER AND OTHER INDIANS, DESPATCH PROM GIENL. MIDDLETON

ANNOUNCING CAPTURE : Read (Mr. Caron) 2139 (iii).
POUINDMAKER, SKIRMISH WITH: Ques. (Mr. Mitchell) 1646; Telegram

from Herchmer: Read (Sir John A. Macdonald) 1649 (ii).

PRIsONERS, BURRiNDuR oF, NY POUNDMAKER: Ques. (Mr. Edgar)

2065 (iii).
PRIaBoNEB HELD FO TIAL: Remarks (Mr. Laurier) 443 (iv).
QU'APPELLE HALF-BREEDS, REP. OP MR. WAIsH': Ques. (Mr. Blake)

3426 (iv).
RAID ON HOUES AT BATTLEFORD :.Remarka (Sir Jon A. Maedonald)

889 (ii).
RELIEF oF DEoTITUTE FAMILIES (remarkB) 3321.
RELIGIOUs RITES REFUSED PRISONURS : Remarks (Mr. Blake)

2998 (iv).

RESUE OF MRS. DELANEY, GOWANLOCK MD OTHER PRisonus: Tele-

gram from Genl. Middleton read (Mr. Caron) 2357 (iii).
REWARDS FOR BRAVERY-: Ques. (Mr. Coagrain) 2359 (iii).

RIEL, C APTURE o, TELEGRAM FROM GENERAL MIDDLETON : Read (Mr.

Caron) 1895 (vol. iii).
RIEL'S PROPOSAL TO ACCEPT MONEY: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 3426 (iv).

RIEL, TRIAL 0F: Ques. (Mr. MeMullen) 2358 (iii).

RIVER LOT CLAIMS, SETTLEMRNT OP, MR. PEARCE's LUTTER BESPECTING

Ques. (Bfr. Blake) 3424 (iv).
ST. LAURENT, LÂD AND SURvEYS or: Quei. (Mr. Blake) 3424 (iv).

ST. LouIs DE LAyNeviN, PET. PSOM SETTLERS : Que&. (Mr. Blake)

3424 (iv).
SCHMIDT, ANSWER TO LETTER opr: Queo. (Mr, Blake) 3424 (iv).

SCoTT's, COL., BATTALION : Ques. (Mr. Watson) 1064 (11).

STONEY INDIAN RISING : Stmnt. (Sir John A. Macdonald) 863 (fi).

SURvEYS oF RIvER LOTS AT ST. ALEERT h&C. : Ques. (Mr. Blake)

3424; mode of (Ques.) 3124 (iv).

TAcHi, ARCHBISHOP, COMMUNICATION PROM re HALF-BREEDS : Que.
1(Mr. Blake) 3425 (iv).

TRIAL OF PRISONERS : Remarks (Mr. Laurier) 3440 (iv).

TRooPs, MOVEMENTS or, 838, 872, 887; Telegram from Col.
AMYOT, 1328 (ii).

YkGEEVILLE, FATHER, Co. WITs Mi. DETILLE : Ques. (Mr. Blake)
3424 (iv).

VICTORIA RIFLES, MONTREAL: Que&. (Mr. Curran) 1983 (iii).
VOLUNTEERS, REcoeNInoi o SERVICEs-: Que.. (Mr. Blake) 2029,

2170 (iii); in 0om. on Res., 3370 (iv).

VOTE oF TxAN.s TO GEN.. MIDDLITON AND VOLuNTUU: (Mr.

Caron) 3459; RIe., 3463 (iv).

WANT OF CONFIDENCE RsB. Se " WAYS AND M E."

WAR SUPPLIES, CARRIAGE Or, Y .umICM RAILWAYS: QReS. (Mr.

Blake) 836 (ii).
WILLIAMS, CO., DEATH oF: Remarks (Mr. Caron) nd Tel. read

from Geni. Middleton, 3073 (iv).

[Se. "HALF-BREEDS," "DOMINION LANDS," .]

DIVISIONS:
ADMINISTRATION 07 JUSTICE IN THE N.W.T. B. 141 (Sir Johi A.

Macdonald): on M. to con. in Rem., AmIt. (Mr. Blake) neg.
(Y. 37, N. 67) 2957; on M. for consd. of B., Amt. (Mr. Miii)

neg. (Y. 37, N. 79) 2968 ; on M. for 30, AmIt. (Mr. Milla) 3000;

neg. (Y. 35, N. 89) 3433 (iv).
ADULTERATION Or FOOD, DRUGS, &c. B. 143 (Kr. Coatigan): on M.

0 ocone. in Amta. from Com. of W., Amt. (Mr. Blake) neg. (Y.
423, N. 60) 2751 (iv).

oft
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DIVISIONS -Continued.

AIIrLs, INrBOTrOUS, &co, DisuASsu ApricrNia B. 44 (Mr. Pope):
on M. for 30, Amts. to recom. (Mr. Sutherland, Oxford) 1321 ;
agreed to (Y. 131, N. 16) 1324; (Mr. Mulock) 1324; neg. (Y.
54, N. 90) 1327; (Mr. Catudil) 1327; neg. (Y. 58, N. 89) 1328;
(Ur. Casey) 1328; neg. (Y. 54, 9. 94) 1332; (Mr. Armstrong)
1332; neg. (Y. 50, N. 88) 1334; (Mr. Davies) neg. (Y. 50, N.
84) 1334 (il).

BREwERs AND DIsTILLERs, COMPEN oN&TlH To: Prop. Reg. (Mr.
Krane) 236; Amt. (Mr. Fisher) agreed to (Y. 105, N. 74) 253 (i).

CANADA TExp. ACT, 1878, Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson): on M. for 2,
Armt. (Mr. Ives) 951 ; neg.F(Y. 17, N. 109) 954 ; 20 agreed to (Y.
108, N. 15) 934; on M. to conc. in Amts. from Com., Amt. (Mr.
Burpee) 1047; neg. (Y. 49, N. 86) 1050; on M. for 30, Amte. to
recom. (Mr. &ckey) 1051; agreed to (Y. 68, N. 64) 1054; (Mr.
White, Carduell) 1059; neg. (Y. 39, N. 78) 1062 (il); on
consdn, of Sen. Amts., Ant. (Ur. Jamieson) 2645; neg. (Y. 75,
N. 84) 2647; Amt., 2648; neg., <Y. 54, N. 108) 2651; Amt. neg.
(Y. 75, N. 90) 2552; Amt. (Mr. Small) 2660; neg. (Y. 78, N. 86)
2670 (iv).

0. P. R. Oo.'s Ac-rs AxT. B. 153 (Ur. Pope): on M. for Com. on
Res., Amt. (Ur. Cameron, Huron) 2643; neg. '(Y. 51, N. 100)
2723; on M. to rec. Rep. of Com. on Res., Amts. (Kr. Charlton)
2860; neg. (Y. 53, K. 91) 2861 (Ur. Casey) 2862; neg (Y. 55)
N. 91) 2863; (Mr. Laurier) 2863; neg. Y. 55, N. 89) 2864; (Mr.
Weldon) 2864; neg. (Y. 53, N. 89) 2865; (Ur. Watson) 2865,

neg. (Y. 51, N. 93) 2868 ; 30 agreed to (Y. 77, N. 45) 3294 (iv).
O. P. R. TRESTLUS AND BRIDGES: M. for Stmat. (Mr. Edgar) 100;

Amt. (Mr. ecLelan) agreed to (Y. 101, N. 54) 112 (i).
CENsus oF MAN., N.W.T., &c., B. 21 (Kr. Pope): on consdn. of B,

Amt. to recom. (Sir Richard Cartwright), 213; neg. (Y. 62, N.
120) 215 (i).

CUAIRISAN oF (OMITTEU's RULING: Appeal (Ur. Adgar) from deci-
sion to House; Ruling sustained (Y. 76, N. 46) 1513 (ii); (Air.
Cameron, Huron) Ruling sustained (Y. 67, N. 41) 1924 (iii).

OIVIL SERVICE Acos ÀAT. B. 31 (Mr. Chapleau): on M. for 3c,
Amt. 3 n.h. (Ur. Mtchell) 1282; neg. (Y. 67, N. 112) 1286;
.Amts. to recom. (Ur. Casey) 1291; neg. (Y. 59, N. 107) 1293;
(Kr Blake) 1294; neg. (Y. 58, N. 104) 1296; (Mr. Davies)
1297; neg (Y. 57, N. 103) 1301; (Messrs. Lister and fulock)

1303; neg. on same dir. (ii).
CRIINAL LAw AUT. (LAw or EVIDENCE) B. 6 (Mr. Cameron,

Buron): on M. for 20, Amt. 6 m. b. (Mr. Tupper) 182; neg.
(Y. 55, N. 87) 187; on M. for 30, Amt. to recom. (Mr. Amyot)
neg. (Y. 34, N. 76) 504 (i).

CrUIMINAL LAw Aur. (OFFENoEs AGAINST TUE PERSON) B. 123 (Sir
John A. Macdonald): on M. for 30, AInt. (Mr. Charlion) rais-
ing age of consent in girl@, neg. (Y. 58, N. 72) 2767 (iv).

DAvIs, AMANDA ESTHER, RELIEF B. 84 (Ur. White, Cardwell): M.
to fix day for 20 agreed to (Y. 86, N. 61) 226 (i).

DENATES, OrFICIAL REPS. : On M. (Mr. White, Cardwell) to conc. in
Third Rep., Amt. (Mr. Tassé) 3665; neg. (Y. 18, N. 127) 3369 ;
Amat. (Mr. Wood, Brockville) 3361; neg. (Y. 63, N. 82) 3369;
Amt. (Mr. Hickey) neg. (Y. 53, N. 91) 3370 (iv).

EXcUANGE BANX, GovT. ADYANCES To: Res. (Sir Richard Cartwright)
censuring Govt., 363; neg. (Y. 59, N. 118) 394 (i).

FACTORIES REGULATION, &o., or LABoR B. 85 (Kr. Bergin): on K.

to rame. adjd. deb., Amt. to substitute B. 92 (Can. Temp. Act)
940; agreed to (Y. 86, N. 62) 948 (ii).

FRANCHIsE, ELECTORAL, B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on M. for

2°, Amt. (Sir Richard Cartwright) 1137; neg. (Y. 59, N. 104)
1166; Aimt. (Mr. Laurier) 1171 ; neg. (Y. 54, N. 86) 1204 ; 20
agreed to (Y. 111, N. 63) 1277; on conedn. of B., Amt. (Mr.
Charlton) neg. (Y. 51, N. 96) 3053 ; Amt. (Mr. Jenkins) 3053;
Amts. to Ant. (Mr. MIcIntyre) 3056 ; neg. (Y. 50, N. 95) 3058;
(Mr. Weldon) 3058 ; neg. (Y. 46, N. P6) 3060 ; (Mr. Watson)
neg. (Y. 46, N. 96) 3061 ; (Mr. Mulock) neg. (Y. 46, N. 96)
3061 ; (Mr. Langelier) neg. (Y. 44, N. 95) 3062 ; Amt. (Kr.
Jenkins) agreed to (Y. 114, N. 17) 3062; Amts. (Mr. Langelier)
neg. (Y. 41, N. 92) 3063; (Kr. Burpee) neg. (Y. 37, N. 89)
3063 ; (Mr. Trow) 3063 ; neg. (Y. 36, N. 88) 3064 ; (Kr. Arm-
strong) neg. (Y. 37, N. 87) 3064 ; (Mr. Somerville, Brant) neg.
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(Y. 38, N. 87)8065; (Mesurs. >eCransy and Ines) nsg. (.Y S8,
N. 87) 3065 ; (Messia. Cameron [Middlesex] and LangslIer) neg.
(Y. 38, N. 87) 3066 ; (Meueras. Lister and Camelron, Euron) neg.
(Y. 38, N. 87) 3067; (Mesura. Weldon and Fairbank) neg.
(Y. 38, N. 87) 3068; (Messr. Paterson [Brant] and GiUasor)
neg. (Y. 38, N. 87) 3069; (Mesurs. Bolton and Fisher) neg.
(Y. 38, N. 87) 3070 ; on M. for 31, Amt. 3 m. h. (Mr. illà)
3071 ; neg. (Y. 37, N. 88) 3072 (iv).

rALY-BREED GRIEVANCES : Res. (Mr. Blake) in Amt. to Oom. on
Ways and Means, 756; (Y. 57, N. 122) 771 (1) ; Res. (Ur. Blake)
censuring Govt., 3110 ; neg. (Y. 49, N. 105) 3213 (v),

HATZFELD, GEo. Louis EitL, DIvoRCE B. 107 (Mr. Kilvert): ?
agreed to (Y. 87, N. 40) 694 (i).

LAND GRANTS TO RYs. B. 147 (Sir Hedfor Langevin) on Order for

3n, Am ts. (Mr. Blake) 2890 ; neg. (Y. 46, N. 86) 2893 ; further
Amts. (Mr. Blake) neg. on sane div., 2894 (ir).

LiBaAR T or PARLIAMENT B. 139 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on M. for
3g, Amt. (Mr. Laurier) neg. (Y. 51, N. 65) 2703; 30 on Uame

div. reversed, 2763 (iv).

PATENT ACT, 1872, AMT. B. 25 (Mr. Whst, Rfrswl 20 m., 266;
neg. (Y. 57, N. 70) 269 (i).

PUEL1C EXPENDITURE : Res. (Sir Richard Cartwright) In Amt. to
Com. of Sup., 2868 ; neg. (Y. 42, N. 79) 2889 (iV).

REPRESENTATION OF TnE N. W. T. iN PARLT.: Res. (Bir. 07meron,
Buron) in Amt. to Coi. of Sup., 3404; neg (Y. 85, N. 77)
3408 (iv).

SHORT LINE RY., MONTREAL TO ATLANTIC: Prop. Ro. (Mr. Laurier)
189; M. to adjn. deb. agreed to (Y. 104, N. 49) 200 (i).

SPEAxER, DEPUTY, APPOINTMENT B. 26 (Sir John A. Macdonald) : on
Prop. Res., Amt. to ref. to Sel. Com. (Mr. Blake) 70; neg (T.

59, N. 121) 72 (i).
SUBSIDIES, rURTRER, TO Rys. B. 158 (SirlHector Langevin): on M. to

conc. In Amte. from Com. of W., Amtu. (Mr. Kirk) 8401; neg.
(Y. 40, N. 83) 3403; (Mr. Blake) neg. (Y. 43, N. 79) 8404 ;
Amt. (Mr. Laurier) 3057 ; Aints. to Amt. (Mr. Langelier) 8266;
neg. (Y. 39, N. 101) 3292; (Mr. Lesage) 3292; neg. (Y. 86, N.
101) 3292 ; Amt. (Ur. Langelier) neg. (Y. ;35. N. 101) 2292.
(iv).

SUPREMEC oURT APPELLATE JURisnIoTIos LIMITATION B. 3 (MF.
Landry, Montmagny): 21 m., 151; neg. (Y. 34, N. 125) 169 (1).

WAsurNGTON TREATY AND RECIPROCITT: Re. (Mr. Davios) In Amt.

to Com. of Sup., 995; neg. (Y. 58, N. 98) 1023 (ii).

DIVORCE:
CoURT, CRUATION or A-: Ques. (1fr. Farrow) 77 (i).
Cox, GEoRGE BRANIoRD. See B. No. 142.

DAvis, AxANDA IsTHER. Ses B. No. 84.

EVANS, ALICE ELVIRA. Ses B. No. 106.

EVIDENCE IN CASES: Remarks (Mr. Jackson) 428 (i).

HATZFELo, GEoRGE Louis EMIL. Ses B. No. 107.

TERRY, FAIRY EULLY JANE. See B. No. 97.

DODGE, BRENTION, OF KENTVILLE, N.S., DISMISSAL or: M.
for Ret.* (Mr. Moffal) 1442 (ii).

DOMINION AND PROVINCIAL FRANCHISES, DESPATOR PROM

MR. FIELDINo: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 2170 (iii).
"DOMINIoN ANNUAL REOISTEB," PAYMENTS ON AO0UNT OP:

M. for Stmnt.* (Mr. McCraney) 1443 (ii).
DOMINION BUILDINGS IN CHARLOTTETOWN, CONSTRtICTION o7:

Ques. (Mr. Davies) 1039 (ii).
DOMINION DAY, SITTING OF THE HOUSE ON: QU0, (1fr.

Blake) 2773 (iv).
Dominion Drainage Co.'s Incorp. B. No. 28 (Mr.

.Haggart). 1°*, 88; 2°*, 113 (i); M. for Com., 1007;
deb. adjd., 1008; M. for COm., 1386 (ii); in om. and
3°*, 3053 (iv). (48-49 Vic., c. 95.)

DOMINION EXHIBITION; in Om, of Sap,, 1026 (i),

or



INDEX.
Dominion Grange Mutual Pire Insurance Asso.

clation B. No. 55 (Mr. White, Cardwell). 1°", 170;
20*, 246 (i); in Com. and 3°*, 1210 (ii). (48-49 Vic.,
c. 93.)

DOMINION LANDS:
ÂGENINUS: in Conm. of Sup., 3346 (iv).
ÀGRICULTURAL, TimBE, PASTURE AND MINERAL LANDS AND TowN

SITES : M. for Ret.* (Mr. Charlton) 209 (i).
BELL & KAVANAGE LAND CLAIMS: M. for copie. of 0. 0. (Mr.

Cameron, Huron) 479 (i).
POAL LAIDs, SALES AND LEASES: M. for Stmat.* (Mr. Charlton)

209 (i).
DUXONT'S LOT ON THE SASKATCHEWAN: Ques.(fr. Blake) 2029(iii).
FOREsTS, PROTECTION OF, J. H. MORGAN's REP.: M. for copies (Mr.

Cockburn) 202 (i).
FRAUDI, &0., IN DEPT. : Que.. (Mr. Blake) 1915, 2170 (iii).
FRAUDS AND IRREGULARITIES IN DEPT.: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 1915,

2170 (iii).
GRA zING LAND L EAsEs: M. for Ret. (Mr. Charlton) 209 (i).
IOIESTEADS WITHIN Ry. BELT: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 479 (i).

INDIAN lANDS ACQUIRED BY GOVT. IN ONT. : Que.. (Mr. Mill.) 632 (i).
INDIAN LANDS SOLD IN VIGER AGENCY: M. for Stmnt.* (Mr. De St.

George) 1443 (il).
INDIAiN LANDS UNSOLD IN Co. oF PEEL: M. for List (Mr. Paterson,

Brant) 147 (i).
INDIAN LANDS UNSOLD IN Tp. oF ToRONTO : M. for List* (Mr. Fleming)

147 (i).
IEDIAN LANDS UNSOLD IN TRAFALGAR: M. for List* (Mr. AMcCraney)

533 (i).
INDIAN RESERVES IN B.C. : M. for Ret. (Mr. Baker, Victoria) 703 (i);

Purchase of by Govt.: M. for copies of Cor., &c.,* 1443 (ii).
ISLANDS IN THE ST. LAWRENCE, LEAsE OF, &o.: M. for Ret.* (Mr.

Wood, Broekville) 147 (i).
LAND GRANTS TO Rys. IN MAN. AND N.W.T.: M. for copies of Cor.

(Ur. Blake) 92. See B. 147.
LANDS IN Ry. BELT, B.C., AND HOMESTEAD ACT: Ques. (1fr. Hegson)

289 (i).
LAND SALES, RECEIPTI ON ACCOUNT OF: QueS. (Sir Richard Cart-

wright) 2854 (iv).
LAND SALES, &C., SOUTH OF 24-MILE BELT: Que.. (Mr. Cameron,

Huron) 2530 (iii).
LANDS SOLD ou LEASED FOR TImBER, LoGs, &c. : M. for Stmn..* (Mr.

Mackenzie) 40 (i).
MINING AND TIMEER LANDS NORTH 0F LAKE SUPERIORE: M. for 0.0.,

&c. (Mr. Mills) 66 (i).
MORGAN, J. H., APPOINTMENT AS FORESTRY COMMISSIONER: M. for

0.0., &c.0 (Ur. Patmraon, Brant) 147 (i).
PATENTS ISSUED TO SETTLERS IN PRINCE ALRERT : Que.. (Mr. Blake)

964 (ii).
PLANS AND SURVE YS OF ST. LAURENT: Que. (Mr. Blake) 2358 (iii).
PRINCE ALBUERT COLON. Oo.'s TowNsHIP SURVEYs: Ques. (Mr Blake)

2170 (iii).
PRINCE ALBERT, CLAIMS OF SETTLERS: Que.. (Mr. Blake) 1567 (ii),

2358 (iv).
QU'APPELLE VALLET FARMING Co.'s AGREEMENT: Ques. (Mr. Blake)

816 (ii).
Ry. LANDS IN 1.0. : M. for Ret.* (Mr. Blake) 1443.
REVENUE FOR SEVEN MONTHS, 1884-85: Ques. (Sir Richard Cart-

wright) 290 (i).
RICHELIEU OOUNTr, Dom. PROPERTIES: M. for Stmnt. (1Mr. Massue)

147 (i).
RIvEa LOT CLAIMS, N.W.T.: Ques. (Ur. Biake) 3424 (iv).
SALES FOR 1884-85: Ques. (Mr. Trow) 3072 (iv).
BETTLERS' OR SQUATTERS' IMPROVEMENTS : Ques. (Mr. Blake)

3426 (iv).
SPRSON, G. A., GOVT. LAND AGENT: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 57 (i).
SQUATTERS IN QU'APPELLE VALLEY: M. for Ret. (Mr. Lister) 205 (1).
SURVTS AND PLANS, BATTLEFORD AND EDMONTON : Ques. (Mr. Blake)

2357 (iii).
SURVETS AND EXAMINATION OF RTURNS: i COM. Of Sup., 3344 (iv).

DOMINION LANDS-Continued.
8T. ALBERT RIVER LOTS, SURVEYS: Ques. (Kr. Blake) 3424 (iv).
ST. LAURENT, SURVEYS 0Fo: Ques. (àfr. Blake) 3424 (iv).
TIMBER DuES in B. C. : Ques. (Mr. Blake) 2240.
TIMER LICEIBE8 OR BERTHS IN B.0. : M. for Ret.* (1r. Charlton)

210 (i).
TImnER LICîsEs OR PERMITS: M. for Rets.* (Kr. Charlton) 30, 121

(i), 863 (ii).

[Se alsO " ALF-3RErDS " and " INDIANS."]
DomiNIoN LICENSE ACT, WORKING OF: M. for Cor. (Mr. Ber.

geron) 307 (i).
DOMINION NOTES, ISSUE AND REDEMPTION: in COm. Of SUp.,

897 (ii).
DOMINION RIFLE ASSOCIATION : in Com. of Sup., 2913 (iv).
DONINION PROPERTIES IN COUNTY OF RICIIELIEU: M. for

Stmnt.* (Mr. Massue) 147.
DOMINION STEAMERS. See "MARINE," " SUPPLY," &0.

DOMINION SUBSIDIES TO THE PROvs.: M. for copies of Cor.
(Mr. Aymot) 303 (i). See "SUBSIDIES."

DOUTRE, J.,, re IALIFAX COMMISSION: in Com. of Sup.,
3392 (iv).

DRAWBACKS ON MANUFACTURED EXPORTS: M. for Ret. (Mr.
Paterson, Brant) 139 (i).

DRAWBACK ON SHIPBUILDING MATERIALS: M. for Ret.* (Mr.
Weldon) 100 (i).

DREDGES, Tuas, AND SCOWS, BUILDING OF: M. for Ret. (Mr.
Jackson) 53 (i).

DREDGES, TUGs, BARGEs, &c., ON RED RIVER: M. for Ret.*
(Mr. Watson) 964 (ii).

DRILL PAY, &o.: in Com. of Sup., 2910 (iv).
DRILL SHED AT QUEBEC, TENDERS FOR CONSTRUCTION OF: M.

for Ret.* (Mr. Landry, Montmagny) 533 (i).
DRUGGISTS' LICENSES UNDER CAN. TEMP. A CT: Qnes. (Mr.

.McCraney) 1306 (ii),
Dry Docks, Encouragement of Construction,

B. No. 108 (Sir Hector Langevin). 1°, 693 (i); 2°
and in COm., 894; 3'I, 895 (ii). (48-49 T/ic., c. 5).
See B. 7.

DRUGs. SeeI" ADULTERATION."

DUCK: in Com. on Ways and Means, 808 (ii).
DUCK LAKE, ENGAGEMENT AT, REP. OF: Telegrams read

(Sir John A. Macdonald) 190; Ques. (Mr. Royal) 1567
(ii); (Mr. Trow) 1743 (iii).

DUMAS, MICHEL, APPOINTMENT oF As FARM INSTRUCTOR:

Ques. (RMr. Blake) 3425 (iv).
DUMMY LIGHTHOUsE FOG-HORN : M. for copies of Cor. (Mr.

Jackson) 293 (i).
DUMONT, ExTRADITION OF: Ques. (Mr. Lister) 2358 (iii).
DUMONT, GABaIEL, FERRY LICENSE GRANTED TO : Que&. (Mr.

Blake) 3425 (iv).
DUNDAS AND WATERLOO MACADAMIZED ROAD, SALE OF BY

GOVT.: M. for copies of Popers, &c. (Mr. Paterson,
Brant) 147 (i).

Dundas and Waterlco Road Sale and Transfer
B. No. 120 (Sir -Hector Langevin). Res. prop., 451 (i);
conc. in and 1°* of B., 892 (ii); Order dschgd. and B.
wthdn, 2396 (iii).

DUNDAS PUBLIC BUILDINGS, ERECTION OF: Que. (Mr. Bain,
Wentworth) 290 (i).

i
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DUTIES, COLLECTION OF UNAUTHORIZED: Remark8 (Mr.

Blake) 427 (i).
DUTIES, IMPOSITION OF, IN OLD PROV. OF CANADA: M. for

Ret." (Mr. Watson) 1443 (ii).
DuTIEs oF CUSTOMS AND EXCISE. See "CUSTOMS."
DUTY ON GRAIN, ABOLITION OF: M. for copies of Cor. (Mr.

Cameron, Middlesex) 54 (i).
DUTIES ON FIsH EXPORTED TO THE U.S.: M. for Ret. (Mr.

Davies) 831 (i).
DUTIES ON' IIAY, COR. BETWEEN CANADA AND U.S. : M. for

copies (Mr. Irvine) 443 (i).
DUTIES COLLECTED ON WHEAT, FLOUR, &C., in N.S.: M.

for Ret.* (Mr. Vait) 533 (i).
DYNAmIrE, LEGISLATION RESPECTING: QueS. (Mr. Farrow)

57 (i).
EARNINGS AND WORKING EXPENSES, C. P. R.: Ques. (Mr.

Blake) 816 (ii).
EARTHENWARE AND STONEWARE: in Com. on Ways and

Means, 847 (ii).
EARNINGS, C.P.R., MAIN LINE AND LEASED LINES: M. for

Stmnt. (Mr. Blake) 61 (i).
EASTER, ADJMT. FOR: QueS. (Mr. Blake) 713 (i) ; M. (Sir

-Hector Langevin) 888 (ii).
EASTERN EXTENSION RY.,EARNINGS AND WORKING EXPENSES:

Ques. (Mr. Cameron, Inverness) 148; M. FOR STMNT.*,

313 (i) ; in Com. of Sup., 3300, 3384 (iv).
EASTERN SECTION C. P. R., QUANTITIES, &C., ENGINEERS'

ESTIMATES : M. for copies (Mr. Blake) 299, 302 (i).
EDGAR, Ma. J. D.: Certificate and Election and Return of, 1.
EDUCATION Or INDIANS AND IIALF-BREEDS IN MAN. AND

N.W.T. : M. for Ret.* (Mr. Eirk) 1443 (ii).
EDMONTON AND SASKATCHEWAN LAND Co.'S AGENT : M. for

Ret.y (Mr. Blake) 1443 (ii) ; Tp. Suirveys, 2171 (iii).
EGYPT. See "VOYAGEURS. "
ELECTION EXPENSES : in Com. of Sup., 3451 (iv).

Election of M embers Acts Amt. B. No. 14 (Mr.
Cameron, Huron). 1°, 41 (i).

ELECTIONS, CONTROVERTED:
LENNOx: Judge's Rep. and Certificate, 1.
LEvIs : Judgment of Supreme Court, 593 (i).
NORTHUMBERLAND-: Judgment of Supreme Court, 593 (i).

SOULANGES: Judgment of SUDreme Court, 1.
WEST MIDDLESEX: Judge's Rep. and Judgment, 1.

ELECTIONS SINCE GENERAL ELECTION, 1878: Date of certifi-

cates, date of receipt, issue of Speaker's warrants,

receipt, &c., M. for Stmnt (Mr. Blake) 210 (i).

Electoral Franchise. See "FRANCHISE."
ELGIN COUNTY JUDGE, CASE OF : M. for Ret. (Mr. Wlson)

98 (i).
ELGIN STATION, L'ISLET, ERECTION OF. Ques. (Mr. Casgrain)

148 (i).

ELGIN. See " REFUND OF BONUSES."
EMERSON, TOWN OF, GOVT. AID TO: QuOs. (Mr. Cameron,

Euron) 148; M. for copies of Claims, &c.,* 448 (i).

Employment of Prisoners. See "PRISON LABOR."

Employment of Women and Children in Fac-
tories B. No. 2 (Mr. Bergin). 10*, 29; Order for 29
dachgd, 362 (i). See B. 85.

EQJIPMENT OF THE 90THi BATTALION: QUeS. (Mr. Rosa)
2854 (iv).

Erie and Niagara Ry. Co. See " CANADA SOTtHERN."
ESQUIMALT GRAVING DOCK, LENGTH OQ: Qe8, (Mr. Baker,

Victoria) 743; SUBSTITUTION OF GRANITE FOR SANDS
STONE: Ques., 743 (i). See B. 7.

ESSEX CENTRE TO KINGSVILLE HARBOR RY. SUBeIDY : prop.
Res. (Mr. Pope) 3458 (iv).

ESTIMATES, THE, for 1885-86, presented: (Mr. Botwell)
289 (i); Suppl., 3359; Further Suppl., 3423; Suppi. for
188485, 2820 (iv).

ETCHEMIN RIVER LINE, SURVEY OF: Ques. (Mr. Lesage)
350 (i).

Evans, Alice Elvira Relief B. No. 106 (Mr. Edgar).
19 on a div., 672; 2° (Y. 87, N. 40) 694 (i) ; in Com.
and 30 on a div., 873 (ii). (48-49 Vic., c. 39).

EXCHANGE BANK, GOVT. ADVANCES: Bes. (Sir Richard
Cartwright) censuring GOvt., 295, deb. r8md., 363;
(Sir Leonard Tilley) 367, 391; (Mr. Holton) 368; (Mr.
Casgrain) 369; (Mr. Mulock) 370; (Mr. Ives) 372; (Mr.
Blake) 373; (Mr. White, Cardwell) 380; (Mr. Datties)
384; (Mr. Macmaster) 387; (Messrs. Lister and Mc-
Mullen) 390; (Sir Richard Cartwright) 392; (Sir John
A. Macdonald) ; 393 (i).

EXCHANGE BANK OF CANADA, GOVT. CLAIM AGAINST: Ques.
(Mr. Blolton) 89 (i).

EXCISE DUTIES: in Com. on Ways and Means, 3294; conc.
3470 (iv).

EXCISE. See «ICUSToMS."

EXIBITIONS. See "ANTWERP," "COLONIAL 'i and "DOM-
INION."

EVIDENCE IN CRIMINAL CAsEs: Deb. on M. for 20 of B. 6
(Mr. Cameron, Euron) 176 ; (Mr. Tupper) 180 ; on Amt.
6 m. b. (Mr. Woodworth) 182; (Mr. Lister) 184; (Mr,
Beaty) 185; (Mr. Fleming) 186 (i). See B. 6.

EVIDENCE IN DIVORCE CASES: Remarks (Mr. Jackson) 428 (i).
EXPENDITURE FOR RYs., CANALS, &o., IN B. C., N. W. T. AND

OTHER PROvINCES: M. for Stmnt. (Mr. Fanasse) 964 (ii).
EXPENDITURE ON ACCOUNT OF C. P. B.: M. for Stmnt. (Mr.

Blake) 145 (i).
EXPENDITURE ON CAPITAL ACCOUNT: M. for Strnnt. (Sir

Richard Cartwright) 145 (i).
EXPENDITURE ON BRANCH LINES OF C. P. R., &C., COST OP

EQUIPMENT, &c.: M. for Stmnts.* (Mr. Blake) 147 (i).
EXPENDITURE ON MAIN LINE BETWEEN CALLANDER AND PORT

ARTHUR AND SELKIRK AND KAMLOOPS: M. for Stmnt.*
(Mr. Blake) 100 (i).

EXPENDITURE TO COMPLETE GOVERNMENT CONSTRUCTION ON
C. P. R.: Ques. (Sir Richard Cartwright) 1130 (i).

EXTENSION OF C. P. R. TO CANADIAN PORTS ON ATLANTIC,
VERNON SMITH'S REP.: M. for copies (Mr. Lesage)
294 (i).

EXTENSION OF C. P. R. TO QUEBEC, PAPERS, &C.: M. for
Ret. (Mr. Blake) 1677 (ii). B. 2239 (iii).

Expense B. See "N. W. T."
EXPENSES OP ELECTION UNDER CAN. TEMP. ACT: in COM. of

Sup., 3388 (iv).
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INDEX.
BIXPENSEs OF MEMBERS 0F THE GOVT., &C., IN ENGLAND OR

ELSEWHER E: M. for Ret.* (Mr. Somerville, Brant),
124 (i).

Expiring Laws continuation B. No. 165 (Sir
.Hector Langevin). 10*, 20*, in Com. and 30*, 3458 (iv).
(48-49 Vic., c. 52).

Explosive Substances B. No. 95 (Sir John A. Mac-
donald). 1*, 545 (i); 20, 893; in Com., 1167; 3°,
1335 (ii). (48-49 Vic., c. 7).

EXPORT DUTY ON OAK, PINE AND SPRUCE LoGs: M. for Ret.*
(Mr. Edgar) 1442 (ii).

EXTRACT OF PFLUID BEEF: in Com. on Ways and Means,
857 (ii).

EXTRADITION ARRANGEMENT, COR. BETWEEN GOVT. OF CAN.
AND AMBASSADOR AT WASHINGTON: M. for copies of
0. C., &o. (Mr. Blake) 147 (i).

EXTRADITION oF DUMONT: Ques. (Mr. McZfullen) 2358 (iv).
EXTRADITION, DEMANDS FOR, AND PROCEEDINGS TAKEN: M.

for Stmnt.* (Mr. Blake) 67(i).
EXTRA-MURAL EMPLOYMENT. See "PaIsON LABOR."

FABRE, MR., AGENT IN PARIS, REP. OF: Ques. (Mr. Casgrain)
290 (i) ; SALARY AND CONTINGENCIES: in Com. of Sup.,
8245 (iv).

Pactories B. No. 85 (Mr. Bergin). 10*, 362 (i); 2° m.,
873; deb. adjd., 886; M. to rsme. adjd. deb., 940; Amt.
(Mr. Jamieson) to substitute B. (No. 94) Can, Temp.
Act, 940; Amt. agreed to (Y, 86, N. 62) 948 (ii). See
i3. 2.

FACTORY COMMISSION REP. (Mr. Blake): Remarks, 455,
478 (i).

FACTORY LABoR REGULATION: Deb. on M. for 20 of B.
85 (Mr. Bergin) 873; (MIr. Sproule) 881 ; (Mr. Mills)
882; Amt. (Mr. Jamieson) to substitute Can. Temp.
Act, 940; (Messrs. Bergin and Ives) 940; (Mr.Cameron,
Victoria) 941; (Mr. Scriver) 943; (Mr. Foster) 944;
(Mr. White, Cardwell) 946; (Mr. Landry, Kent) 946;
(Mr. Fisher) 947; (Mr. McNeill) 948 (ii).

Factory Labor, Regulation of, B. No. 2 (Mr. Ber-
gin). 10*, 29; Order for 2° dschgd., 362 (i). See B. 85.

FACTORY OPERATIVES, NUMBER EMPLOYED: M. for Stmnt.
(Sir Richard Cartwright) 37 (i).

Federal Bank of Canada Capital Stock, B. No.
10 (Mr. Small). 1'*, 40; 20*, 57; in Com. and 3Q*,
428 (i). (48-49 Vic., c. 9.)

FEDERATION OF THE EMPIRE, PROPOSALS FOR: Ques. (Mr.
Bdgar) 51 (i).

FEEs FROM SETTLERS IN THE N. W. T.: Ques. (Mr. Blake)
2170 (iii).

Ferries, International, B. No. 17 (Mr. Patterson,
Essex). 10*, 46; 20 m., 254; 2°*, 256 (i).

FERTILIZERS. See ''"AGRICULTURAL FERTILIZERS."

FINANCE AND TREASURY BOARD: in COM. Of SUp., FOI,
915 (ii).

FINANCE MINISTER, HEALTH OF: QueS. (Mr. McGreevy)
2497 (iii).

FINANCES OF THE COUNTRY, CONDUCT 0F: Remarks (Mr.
Blake and others) on M. for Com. of Sup., 3442 (iv).

FINANCIAL CoMMISSIONER IN ENG.: in Com. of Sup., 896 (ii).
FINANCIAL INSPECTOR: in Com. of Sup., 895 (ii).
FINES, CUSTOMS, EXACTED AND DISPOSITION O SAME, &C.:

M. for Stmnt. (Mr. Blake) 56 (i).

Fisheries Act Amt. B. No. 90 (Mr. Mulock) 16,
426 (i).

FIsHERIEs, DEPARTMENT OF: in COM, Of Sup., 910 (il).
FISHERIES:

ARRANGEMENTS WITH THE U.S. : Remarks (Mr. Ilitchell) 2980 (iv).
BOUNTIES, CLAIMS PAID: M. for Stmnt. (Mr. Fortin) 56 (i).
BOUNTY TO FiSi1NG VESSELS :,M. for Stmnt. (Mr. Burpce) 98 (i).

BOUNTY DISTRIBUTION : in COm. Of Sup., 2956 (iv).

BOUNTY PAID IN GUYSBOROUGH 00. : Ques. (Mr. Kirk) 2751 (iv).
BOUNTY PAID ON FISH CAUGHT IN BRAS D'OR LAKES : M. for Stmnt.0

(Mr. McDougall) 1443 (ii).
CANADIAN FISHERIES, 0.0., &C., RESPECTING : M. for copies (Mr.

Mulock) 56 (i).
CARON, C., FISHERY OVERSEER, SALARY, &c. : Ques. (Mr. Biondeau)

290; M. for copies of Rep.,* 532 (i).

COMMISSION, INCREASED REMUNERATION TO COUNSEL: in COM. Of

Sup., 3391 ;cone., 3396 (iv).

DEEP-WATER FISHERIES or COAST oF B.C.: Ques. (gr. Baker,
Vctoria) 3073 (iii).

EXTENSION OF ACT TO TEE N.W. : Ques. (Mr. euon) 51 (i).
FISa-BREEDING : in Oom. of Sup., 2953 (iv).

FIsE CAUGHT IN BRAS D'OR LAKES,BOVNTY PAID : M. for Stmut.* (Mr.
McDougall Cape Breton) 1443 (ii).

FIisERIEs EXHIBIT : in Com. of Sup., 2956 (iv).
FISH : in Oom. on Ways and Means, 859 (ii).

FISING LICENSES IN LAKE ERIE : M. for Ret. (Mr. Lister) 964 (ii).

FISH INSPECTOR IN CITY or ST. JoHN: Ques. (Mr. Weldon) 2997 (iv).
FisH LADDERS iN LA HAVE RIVER, N.S.: Ques (Mr Forbes)2239 (iii).
FISH TAKEN IN THE MIRAMICHI : M. for Ret. (Mr. Mitchell) 295 (1).

FISH WEIRs IN 00. Or CHARLOTTE, LICENSES : M. for ROt.' (Mr.

Gillmor) 1444 (ii).
FREE FISHING ALLOWED AMERICANS : Ques. (Mr. Forbiea) 3321 (iT).
GAUvREAU, J., FISHERY (VERSEER, SALARY, &C. : Que. (Mr. Blon-

deau) 290; M. for copies of Rep.,* 532 (i).

GREGORY, J. U., RERP. oF ENqUIRY : M. for copies* (Mr. Blondeau)

532 (i).
HALIFAX COMMISSION, INCREASED REMUNERATION TO COUNSEL iniU

Con. of Sup,, 3390-3392 ; cone., 3396 (iv).

INLAND FISHERIES OF ONT. : M. for Ret. (Mr. Vail) 229 (i).
INSPECTOR FOR B.C., APPOINTMENT OFr: Ques. (Kr. Baker, Victoria)

694 (i).
LAKE SIMCoE FISHERIES: M. for Ret.,' 1444 (i); Ques. (Mr. fulock)

3073 (iv).
LEASES AND LicicNsESi M. for Ret.' (Mr. Weldon) 533 (i).

LONG POINT FisHING GREUNDS : Que@. (Mr. Jackson) 289 ().
MILLARD, COLLECTION oF FINES PROM : Ques. (Mr. Forbes) 1211 (i).
NEGOTI&TIONS': Femarks (Kr. Vail) 3074 (iv).
PROTECTION AFTER JULY: Ques. (Mr. lVail) 2359 (iii).

PROTECTION IN THE N.W.: M. for copies of Cor. (Mr. eason) 700 (i).

PROTECTION STEAMERS: in Com. Of Sup., 2955 (iv).

RIVERS AND STREAMS, RENTAL OF: M. for Ret.' (Mr. Jcifulen) 448
(i) ; Ques., 2359 (iii).

ROGERS' FISH LADDER, PURCHASE OR USE O: Ques. (Mr. Forbes)
3073 (iv).

ROGERS, W. H., BREACH oF SAWDUST LAw : M. for Ret.* (Mr. Forbes)
147 (i).

SALMON FisHING IN BA THURST HAR3OR : Ques. (Mr. Blake) 2359 (iii).
STAR, J. E., REMOVAL Or : M. for Ret.* (Kr. Blake) 1443 (ii).

[See alSO " WSINGTON TREATY."]

FLAG TREATY BETWEEN U. S. AND SPAIN: M. for Copies of
Cor. (Mr. Vail) 219; deb. (Sir Leonard Tilley) 220;
(Mr. Blake and Sir John A. Macdonald) 221 ; (Messrs.
Cartwright, Weldon and Davies) 222; (Mr. White, Care.
well) 223; (r. Mitchel) 224; (Mr. .Mille) 225.
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FIVE PER CENT. CONsOLID. LOANS: M. for Rot, (Sir Bichard

Cartwright) 484 (i),
FLANNEL SHIRTS FOR THE MIITI, OONTRACT FOR: QUeS.

(Kr. Rinfret) 1306 (ii).
FLOUR AND CORNMEAL, INCREASE OF DUTY ON: Ques. ( qT.

Forbes) 148 (i).
FLOUR, GORN AND CORNMEAL IMPORTED AND EXPORTED: M.

for Ret. (Mr. Cameron, Middlesex) 56 (i).
FoG HORN ON DUmmyT LIGHTHOUSE : M. for Cor. (Mr. Jack-

son) 293 (i).
FoG HoRNs AND LETTER.BOX FRoNTS, TENDERS FOR: M. for

copies of advertisements, &o.* (Mr. Langelier) 313 (i).
FOOT AND CARRIAGE BRIDGE ON THE ST. JOHN RIVER: M. for

Ret.* (Mr. Landry, Kent) 1443 (ii).
FOOT GREASE: in Com. on Ways and Means, 806 (ii).
FoRESTRY CoMMssIoNERs, .APPoINTMENT: M. for Ret. (Mr.

Paterson, Brant) 187 (i).
FORESTS, PROTECTION OF, J. H. MoRGAN's REP.: M. for copies

(Mr. Cockburn) 202 (i).
FORT FRANCIS CANAL: in Com. of SUp., 3385 (iv).
Fort Macleod Ranche Telegraph Co.'s incorp.

B. No. 80 (Mr. Ives). 1Q*, 349; 2°*, 428 (i); in
Com. and 3e*, 1723 (ii) ; Sen. Amts. conc. in, 2357 (iii).
(48-49 Pic., c. 92.)

FORT WILLIAM, ONT., INDIAN RESERVE,

copies of Cor.* (NIr. Blake) 533 (i).
FORT WILLIAM INDIAN RESERVE, TIMBERL

Ret.* (Mr. Blake) 1442 (iii).
FoRTY MILE BELT IN B.O.: Memo. read

donald) 1983 (iii).

ROAD ON: M. for

LICEuNE8s: M.for

(Sir John A. Mac-

FRANCE AND CANADA, COMMERCIAL RELATIONS BETWEEN: M.
for copies of Cor. (Mr. Amyot) 825 (ii).

FRANCE AND QUEBEC, STEAMsHIP SUBVENTIONS: in CoM.
of Sup., 2938 (iv).

FRANCE AND QUEBEC, FoRTNIGHTLY LINE, STEAMSHIP SUB-

VENTIONS: in Com. of Sup., 2936, 29 12, 3041 (iv).

FRANCE, COMMERCIAL RELATIONS. See " HIG1 CoMMISSIoNER."
FRANCHISE B. PETITIONS. See "PETITIONS."

Franchise, Electoral B. No. 103 (Sir John A. Mac-
donald). 1°, 629 (i); Order for 20 postponed, 1095; 2° m.,
1133; Amt. (Sir -Richard Cartcright) 1137; neg. (Y.
59, N. 104) and deb. adjd., 1166 ; deb. rsmd., 1167 ; Amt.
(Mr. Laurier) 1171; neg. (Y. 54, N. 86) 1204; deb.
adjd., 1204; deb. remd., 1226; 2° agreed to (Y. 111, N.
63) 1277 ; M. for Com., 1336; in Com., 1385, 1388,
1444, 1475, 1568, 1608, 1646, 1680, 1712, 1745 (ii),
1782,1824, 1856,1895, 1915, 1956, 1983, 2052, 2065,
2086, 2104, 2139, 2172, 2210, 2241, 2274, 2301, 2321,
2345,2360,2393 (iii), 2757,3052, 3062; on consdn. of B.,
Amt. (1fr. Charlton) neg. (Y. 51, N. 96) 3053; Amt.
(Mr. Jenkins) 3053; Amt. to Amt. (Mr. .McIntyre)
3056; neg. (Y. 50, N. 95) 3058; Amts. to Amt. (Mr.
Weldon) 3058; neg. (Y. 46, N. 96) 3060; (Mr. Watson)
neg. (Y. 46, N. 96) 3061; (Mr. Mulock) neg. (Y. 46,
N. 96) 3061; (Mr. Langelier) neg. (Y. 44, N. 95) 3062;
Amt. (Mr. Jenkins) agreed to (Y. 114, N. 17) 3062;
Amt. (Mr. Langelier) nog. (Y. 41, N. 92) 3063; Amtsi

(Mr. Burpee) neg. (Y. 37, N. 89) 3063; (Mr. Troso)
3063; neg. (Y. 36, N. 88) 3064; (Mr. Armstrong) neg.
(Y. 37, N. 87) 3064; (51r. Somerville, Brant) neg.
(Y. 38, N. 87) 3065; Amte. (Messrs. McCraney and
Innes) neg. (Y. 38, N. 87) 3065; Amts. (Mesrs•
Cameron [Middlesex] and Langelier) neg. (Y. 38, N. 87)
3066; Amts. (Messrs. Lister and Caneron, huron) neg.
(Y. 38, N. 87) 3067; Amts. (Messrs. Weldon and Fair-
bank) neg. (Y. 38, N. 87) 3068; Amts. (Messrs. Pater-
son [Brant] and Gilimor) nog. (Y. 38, N. 67) 3069 ;
Amts. (Messrs. Holton and Fisher) neg. (Y. 38, N. 87)
3070; on M. for 3°, A mt. (Mr. Mills) 3 m. b., 3071;
neg. (Y. 37, N. 88) 3072; 30 of B., 3072 (iv). (48-49
Vic., c. 40.)

FRANCHISE, ELECTORAL B., DEBATE:

ABBOTT, Mr. : in ComI., "usufructuary," 1416 (ii); "revision
of liste," 2345, 2350 (iii); "general provisions," 1448 (ii), 2352,
2355 ; " appeal,"' 2363 (iii).

ALLEN, Mr. :.in ComI, "perbon " (Indian) 1493 (ii); "qualifica.
tions," &c , 1853; "who shall not vote," 2166 (iii).

ARMSTRONG, Mr.: on M. for 2,1272-1274; in Com., (woman
suffrage) 1469; "tenant'' (Amt.) 1481; "person " (Indian)
1492, 1506, 1542; "actual value,' 1598; "qualifications, &c.,"
1643 (ii), 1880-1882 ; (manhood suffrage) 1970; (Amt.) 2001 ;
"lregistration," 2247, 2318; "revision of liste," 2433 (iii) ; on
M for consdn. of B. (Amt ) 3064 (iv).

AUGER, Mr.: on M. for 20, 1238-1241; in Com., "usufructuary,
1452, 1456, 1458 ; "tenant " (Aimt.) 1482; " person " (Indian)
1543 ; "Ilctual value," 1597, 1606 (ii); "qualifications, &c.,"
1987, 1995, 2068; "registration," 2296 (iii).

BAIN, Mr. (Wentworth): i Com., "person " (Indian) 1635;
"qualifications, &c.," 1709-1712 (ii), 1776-1779; (manhood
suffrage) 1952-1954; (Amt.) 1993, 2052, 2062 (iii), 2758 (iv);
"registration," 2252, 2280, 2289; "officers and duties," 2356
(iii).

BAKER, Mr. (Victoria): in Coi., "person " (Chinese) 1587 (ii).

BEATY,Mr.,junr.: in Com., "qualifications, &c.," 1874-1880(iii).
BERGJN, Mr.: in Com. (remarks) 2203; "qualifications," &V.,

2085 (iii).

BLAKE, Kr.: on 10, 629 (i); on Order for 20 being called (re.
marks) 1095; on Amt. (Mr. Laurier) to M. for 2, 1177-1192;
in Con., "usufructuary," 1448, 1450, 1452, 1456, 1457; " per-
son " (Indian) 1487, 1565 ; "f arm," 1591 (ii); on disqualifying
revising barrister, 2086; " who shall not vote" (Indians)
2104-2111, 2161, 2163; " registration," 2173, 2177, 2180, 2231,
2312; "revision of liste," 2346; "qualifications, &c.," 2393;
"appeal," 2395 (iii); "preamble," 2759; on Amt. (Mr.

Weldon) 3059 (iv).
BOWELL, Mr.: in Com, "actual value," 1596-1607; "occu-

pant," 1483; "tenant," 1478-1480 (11); "qualifications, &c.,"
1995, 2061; "revision of liste," 2348; "appeal,"' 2361; "gen-
eral provisions," 2344 (iii).

BURNS, Mr. : in Com., "qualifications, &c.," 1809 (iii).

BURPEE, Mr.: in Com., "person " (Indian) 1522 (il); "quali-
fications, &c.," 1810, 1987, 1991, 2001, (manhood suffrage)
1959, 2004, 2058, (Amt.) 2060, 2073, 2079 ; "who shall not
vote" (Indians) (Amt.) 2120; "registration," 2251 (iii); on
Amt. (PAr. Weldon) 3058; on M. for consdn of B. (Amt.)
3063 (iv).

OAMERON, Mr. (Middlesez): on M. for Com., 1373-1379 (ii); in
Com., (woman suffrage) 1440; "person " (Indian) 1498;
"qualifications, &c.," 1699-1707, 1890, 1895-1900, 1994, (Amt.)
1999, 2002, (manhood suffrage) 1973, 2061, (Amt.) 2071, 2073,
2077, 2084, 2085, 2395; "registration," 2193-2197, 2263 ; "who
shall not vote," 21Z2, (Indians) 2149-2152, (Amt.)2274, (Amt.)
2285, 2289, 2291 ; "appeal," 2395 (iii); on M. for conadn. of B.
(Amt.) 8066 (iv).
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CAMERON, Mr. (Victoria): in Com. (woman suffrage) 1393;
"tenant," 1477; "registration, " 2180, 2230, 2233 (iii).

CAMER ON, Mr. (Inverneas): in Com. (woman suffrage) (cor-
rection re Indians) 1419; "qualifications, &c.," 1629-1632,
1836 (ii), 2395; "registration," 2278, 2283 (iii).

CAMER ON, Mr. (Huron): on Amt. (Sir Richard Cartwright) to M.
for 2, 1138-1143; in Com. (woman suffrage) 1394, 1438;
"owner," 1472; "tenant " (Amt.) 1475, 1478; "occupant,"
1483; " person" (Indian) 1502, 1527, 1580; "farm," 1591,
1592; "farmers' sons" (rAmt.) 1594; "qualifications, &c.,"
1692-1699 (i), 1924-1931, 2074; " registration," 2216-2220,
(Amt.) 2227, 2241, 2274-2277, 2281-2284, (Amt.) 2286, 2300,
2302-2305, 2313, 2317, 2319; "revision of liste," 2321, 2326-
2329, 2932, 2345-2348; "general provisions," 2314, 2345, 2351-
2354; " officers and duties," 2356, 2389; " appeal," 2360-
2366; " offences," 2390 (iii).

CARTWRIGHT, Sir Richard: on M. for 20, 1131; (Amt.)
1137, neg. (Y. 59, N. 104) 1166; on M. for Com. (remarks)
1385; in Com. (woman suffrage) 1459; "tenant," 1479;
" person" (Indian) 1573 (i); "qualifications, &c.," 1817,
1915-1918, 1988, 1992, 1995, 2068, 2071, 2073, 2079, 2082, (Amt.)
2085; "registration," 2220-2223, 2232, 2279, 2281, 2285, 2288,
2297, 2299, 2300; "revision of lists," 2326, 2338, 2340, 2349;
"dgeneral provisions," 2844, 2355; "officers and duties " (In-
dians) 2382 (ii).

CASEY, Mr.: on M. for 20, 1263-1266; in Com. (woman suf-
rage) 1401-1408, 1459; "usufructuary," 1452, 1458; "owner,"
1470 ; "tenant," 1477 ; " person " (Indian) 1496, 1528-1530,
1578, (Chinese) 1582, 1590 ; "farm," 1592; "actual value,"
1596, 1604; "qualifications, &c.," 1739-1743 (ii), 1828: (In-
dians) 1837, (Amt.) 1845; (manhood suffrage) 1956-1959,
1988, 2052, 2061; (Amts.) 2064, 2070, 2079, 2080, 2394; on
disqualifying barristers, 2086; "'who shall not vote," 2086,
2093; "registration," 2254-2258, 2270, 2272, 2282, 2283, (Amt.)
2288, 2290, 2308-2310; "revision of lists," 2321, 2323, 2325,
2333, 2343; "general provisions," 2344, 2347, 2350; "officers
and duties" (Indians) 2383-2385 (iii).

CASGRAIN, Me. : on M. for Com., 1384; (woman suffrage)
1395;: "usufructuary," 1447 ; "person " (Indian) 1516, 1519,
1536, (Chinese) 1588; "farm," 1591 ; "qualifications, &c.,"
1699-1692 (ii), (Ant.) 1791 ; "who shall not vote, " 2099 (iii).

CIAPLEAU, Mr.: on Amt. (Mr. Laurier) to M. for 20, 1171-
1177; in Com., "person " (Chinese) 1590 (ii).

CHARLTON, Mr. : on Amt. (Sir Richard Cartwright) to M. for 2°,
1158-1160 ; in Com. (woman suffrage) 1390, 1439; "person"
(Indian) 1503, 1523, (Chinese) 1587; "qualifications, &c.,"
1608, (Amt.) 1623 (ii), 1770-1773, (Indians) 1850, 1864-1871,
(manhood suffrage) 1947-1952; "registration," 2279, 2282,
2286, 2287, (Amt.) 2288, 2289, 2306-2308, (Amt.) 2317; "re-
vision of lista," 2340, 2350; "general provisions," 2341,
(Amt.) 2344; "appeal," 2363; "officers and dutiesI" (Indi-
ans) 2377; "offences," 2390 (iii) ; on M. for 30 (Amt.) 3053
(iv).

COCKBURN, Mr.: on M. for 20, 1258 ; in Com. (woman suf-
rage) 1438 (il).

COOX, Mr. : in Com., "person" (Chinese) 1590 (i); "registra-
tion," 2213-2216 (iii).

COSTIGAN, Mr.: in Com., "qualifications, kc.," 1990; "revision
of lista, " 2343 (iii).

COURSOL, Mr. : on M. for 29, 1248; in Comn. (woman suffrage)
1389 (il).

CURRAN, Mr.: in Com. (woman suffrage) 1408; "qualifications,
&c.,"' 1623-1626 (il).

DAVIES, Mr.: on Amt. (Sir Richard Cartwright) to M. for 20,
1153-1158; in Com. (woman suffrage) 1418, 1458; "tenant,"
1476, 1478; "occupant," 1483; "person " (Indians) 1576,
(Chinese) 1583 ; "fam," 1592; " fArmers' sona," 1594;

FRANCHISE, ELECTORAL, B.-Continued.
"qualifications, &c.," 1638-1643 (ii), 1824-1828, 1939-1945;
(manhood suffrage) 1987, 1991, 1992, 1996, 2054, 2058, 2066-
2069, 2071, (Ami.) 2072-2074, 2077; "who shall not vote,"
2090, 2096, (Indians) 2157-2160, (Amt.) 2160; "registration,"
2210, (Amt.) 2211, 2229, 2230, (Amt.) 2234, 2269, 2271-2273,
2280, (Amt.) 2281, 2286, 2287, 2289, 2291, (Amt.) 2292, 2301,
2313, 2316, (Amt.) 2318; "revision of lista," 2326, 2329, 2331,
2347; "general provisions," 2353; "appeal," 2361; "officers
and duties " (Indians) 2378, 2389 (iii).

DAWSON, Mr.: on Amt. (Sir Richard Cartwright) to M. for 2°,
1160; in Con. (woman suffrage) 1408; "owner," 1473;
"1person" (Indian) 1486, 1491, 1492, 1521, 1569, (explanation)
1503 (ii); "qualifications, &c.," 1775, (manhood suffrage)
1979, (Indians) 2006-2008, 2012, 2078 ; ''who shall not vote"
(Indians)212', 2149; "registration," 2248-2268, 2298; "officers
and duties" (Indians) 2369, 2387 (iii); "preamble," 2758 (iv).

DE ST. GEORGES, Mr. : in Come., "person " (Indian) 1533 (ii).
DESJTARDINS, Mr. : in Com.," usufructuary, " 1451, 1455 (ii).
DUPONT, Mr.: on M. for 2:, 1234 (ii).
EDGAR, Mr.: on Amt. (Mr. Laurier) to M. for 20, 1197-1200; in

Con., (woman suffrage) 1399; "owner," 1473; "occupant,"
1484; "person'" (Indian) 1553, (Chinese) 1582, 1584 (ii);
"farm," 2393; "qualifications, &c." (manhood suffrage)
1968-1970, 1993, 2001, (Amt.) 2003, (Indian) 2022, 2053, 2066,
2080, 2394; "registration," 2282, 2289, 2305, 2312, 2316-2319;
"revision of liste," 2330, 2331, 2334, 2337 (iii); on M. to
refer back to Com, 3052; on Amt. (Mr. IlcIntyre) to M. for
30, 3057 (iv).

FAIRBANK, Mr. : on M. for 2°, 1226 ; (woman suffrage) 1415;
"person " ([ndian) 1519, 1531; "actual value," 1605; (il);
"qualifications, &c.," 1779, 1784 ; (manhood suffrage) 1971-
1973, 1993, 1997, 2082; " who shall not vote " (Indians) 2152 ;
"revision of lista," 2338, 2342, 2348 (iii); on conadn. of B.
(Amt.) 3068 (iv).

FARROW, Mr. : in Con., "tenant," 1482 (ii).
FISEER, Mr.: cn M. for 20, 1254-1258; "usufructuary," 1455;

"tenant," 1479, 1482; " person" (Indian) 1504, 1538;
"actual value," 1595, 1599, 162, 1604, (Amt.) 1595; "quali-
fications, &c.,"1647-1654 (ii), 1804, 1994, 1996, 2080, (manhood
suffrage) 1967; " who shall not vote," 2098, (Indians) 2116-
2119; "registration," 2211, 2294 (iii); on conadn. of B.
(Amt.) 3070, (iv).

FLEMING, Mr. : on Amt. (Sir Richard Cartwright) to M. for 2",
1146-1149; in Com. (woman suffrage) 1410; "usufructu-
ary," 1457; "owner," 1473; "tenant " (Amt) 1476, 1477,
1479; "person " (Iudian) 1545 (ii); "qualifications, &c.,"
1994, (rAmt.) 1997, 2062, 2080; " who shall not vote" (Indians)
2164; "registration," 2197-2199, 2298; "revision of lists,"
2341 (iii).

FOSTER, Mr. : on Amt. (Sir Richard Oartwright) to M. for 2P,
1156-1158; in Com., "peron " (Indian) 1558 (ii); "qualifi-
cations, &c.," 1819, 1822, 2001, 2055, 2057; " who shall not
vote," 2089, 2098 (iii).

GAULT, Mr.: in Cnom., "person " (Chinese) 1582; "qualifica-
tions, &c.," 1638 (il).

GIGA4ULT, Mr.: on M. for 20, 1245-1248 (ii); "qualifications, &C.,"
1789 (iii).

GILLMOR, Mr.: on M. for 20, 1226, 1269; 1"person " (Indians)
1534, (Chinese) 1585; "qualifications," 1707-1709 (ii), 1807,
1984, 1990, 1997, 2054, 2060, 2072, 2074I; "who shall not vote "
(Indians) 2114-2116; "registration," 2258 (iii) ; on Amt. (11r.
Weldon) 3059; on consda. of B. (Amt.) 3069 (iv).

GIROUARD, Mr.; in Com., "asufructuary," 1446; "tenant,"
1480 (ii).

BA4CKEZ7T, Mr. : in Com., "qualifications, &c," 1654-1657 (ii);
"who shall not vote," 2095 (iii); on Amt. (Mr. Jenkins) to
M. for Be, 30564-056 (iv).
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HEB8ON.Mr.: in Com., "farmers' sons," 1595; actual value,"
1599, 1805 (ii), (explanation) 1752 ; "qualifications, &o ," 1987,
2059, 2081, 2082, 2081, 2085 ; "who sh all not vote" (Indiana)
2133 ; "registration," 2246, 2283, 2295, 2305 (iii).

RICKE, Mr. : "actual value," 1600 (il); "qualifications, &c.,"
1887-1890, 1989; " revision of lists," 2330; " registration "
(Amt.) 2279 (iii).

HOL TON, Mr. : on M. for consdn. of B.(Amt.) 3070 (iv).
ROMER, fr. : in oum., "person1" (Chinese) 1582 (ii).
INNES, Mr.: in Com., "qualificatione, &c.," 1736-17389 (i);

"registration " (Amt.) 2279 (iii); on M. for consdn. of B.
(Amt.) 3065 (iv).

IR VINE, Mr.: in Com , I"person" (Indian) 1544 (il); "qualifica-
tions, &., " 1814-1817; " who shall not vote," 2097 (iii).

IVES, Mr.: in Com., "qualifications, &c., " 1986-1988 (iii).
JACKSON, Mr. : on M. for Com., 1342; "person " (Indian) 1538;

"equalifications, &c.," 1712-1715 (ii).
JENEINS, Mr. : on M. for Com., 1344 (fi); in Com. (manhood

suffrage) 1981 (iii); on M. for 3 (Amt.) 3053 (iv).
KING, Mr. : on M. for 20, 1261-1263; in Com., "person " (Indian)

1524 (fi) ; "qualifications, &c.," 1806;; "who shall not vote'
(Indian) 2164; "registration " 2266, 2285, (Amt.) 2285 (iii).

KIRK, Mr. : on M. for 2Q, 1259-1261 (if) ; "qualifications, &o.,"
1834, 2067, 2072, 2078; "who shall not vote " (Indians) 2166
(iii).

LANDERKIN, Mr. : on M.for Com., 1353-1360; " tenant, "1482;
"person " (Indian) 1520, 1539; "actual value," 1602 (ii);
"qualifications, &c." (Indians) 1845-1849, 1985, 1997, (Amt.)

2000, 2021, 20741; "registration of votera, " 2267, 2301 ; "offi-
cers and duties" (Indians) 2385.

LANDR Y, Mr. (Kent): in Oom., " usufructuary," 1449; "person"
(Indians) 1554; (Chinese) 15ý11588 (ii); "qualifications,kc.,"
1812, 2057 "who shall not vo^e, " 2100; "registration, " 2230,
2232, 2260 (iii); on (Amt.) (Mr. Weldon) to M. for 30, 3058 (iv).

LANDRY, Mr., (Montmagny) : in Com., "qualifications, &o" 1635,
1837 (il).

LANGELZER, Mr.: on M. for Com., 1364-1373; in Com.,
(woman suffrage) 1388; "usufructuary," 1444, 1448, 1448,
1451, 1452, 1454, 1455, 1457; "tenant," 1475, (Amt.) 1476,
1480; "qualifications," 1632-1638 (ii), 1903-1908, 1984, 1996,
2064, 2067, 2070, 2394 ; "registration," 2185-2190, (Amt.) 2228;
"revision of liste," 2331, 2333, 2342; "appeal," 2365 ;"officers
and duties," 2388; "offences," 2390 (iii) ; on Amt. (Mr. Jnkins)
to M. for 3o (Amt.) 3062; on M. for consdn. of B. (Amts.)
3083, 3066 (iv).

LANGEVIN, Bir Hector: on Amt. (Sir Richard CartwrigAt)
to M. for 20, 1137; in Com., "qualifications, &o.," 2085;
"registration of voters," 2299 (iii).

LAURIER, Mr.: on M. for 2", 1167, (Amt.) 1171; in Com.,
"usufructuary," 1415, 1446, 1448, 1451, 1454, 1455, 1456;
"tenant," 1480; "actual value,"1596, 1604; "parish, " 1593;
"qualifications, &c.," 1626-1629 (ii), 1984 (ili); on Amit. (Mr.
McIntyre) to M. for 3:, 3057; on Amt. (Mr. Fisher) to M. for

consdn. of B., 3070 (iv).
LISTER, Mr.: on Amt. (Sir Richard Cartwright) to M. for 2Q,

1150-1153; on M. for Com., 1344-1347, 1352; "qualifications,
&o.," 1732-1736 (ii), 1860-1864,(Indians) 2009-2012, 2066, 2070,
2075; ilwho shall not vote," 2088, (Indians) 2153 - 2155 ;
"registration," 2264, 2283, 2286, 2316; "revision of lists,"
2324, 2338, 2343; general provisions," 2344; appeal," 2364;
"officers and duties " (Indians) 2371 (ii); on consdn. of B.

(Amt.) 3066 (iv).
MACDONALD, Sir John A.: 20 m., 1133; in Com., 1385;

(woman suffrage), 1388, 1458; "owner," 1444, 1445, 1449,
1452, 1453, 1457; "tenant," 1475, 1481; "occupant," 1483;
"person " (Indiens) 1484, 1486, 1487, 1489, 1563, 1574 (ii),
2023 (iii); (Chinese) 1582, 1558; " farm," 1591 ; "parish,"
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1593; "farmers' sons, " 1594; "actual value," 1598, 1600 (il)
"qualifications, Ac.,"1937, 1983-1988, 1992-2003, 205, 2060,

2062, 2064, 2065, 2079, 2080, 2394 (iii), 2757-2759 (iv); "dis-
qualifying revising barrister," 2086; "who shall not vote"
(Indians) 2104, (Amt.) 2139; "registration, " 2172, 2177-2180,
2228, 2231, 2241, 2244, 2269, 2273, 2279-2294, 2300, 2310-2319;
"revision of liste," 2321, 2326-2335, 2339-2345; " general
provisions," 2314, 2351, 2353-2356; "appeal," 2360-2385, 2895;
"officers sud duties" (Indians) 2370, 2373, 2388, 2389;
"offences," 2390; "farmu," 2393 (iii); <'preamble," 2758; M. to
refer back to Com., 3051; ln 0om., 3052; on Amt. (Mr,
McIntyrs) to M. for 30, 3056 (Iv).

MA CKINTOH, Mr. : on M. for 2, 1241-1245 (11).
MACMASTER, Mr.: in Com., "revision of list," 2324, 23431

"Igeneral provisions," 2352; "officers and dutiesl" (ladians)
2380-2382, 2386 (iii).

McCALLU, Mr.: in Com , "qualifcations, &o.," 1871, 1994-
1996; "registration," 2258, 2272, 2283, 2284; "offcers and
duties " (Indians) 2373, 2383 (iii).

McCRANEY, Mr. : in Com. (womau suffrage) 1410; " person "
(Indian) 1541 (if); "qualifications, &o ," 1773-1775 (Ilii); on
M. for consdn. of B. (Amt.) 3065 (iv).

McINTYRE, Mr.: in Com., "qualifications, hc.," 1790 (III); ou
Amt. (Mr. Jenkins) to M. for 30 (Amt.) 3056; neg. (Y. 50, N,
95) 3058 (iv).

Mc'ULLEN, Mr.: on Amt. (fr. Laurier) to M. for 2*, 1200-1204 ;
ln Com. (womau suffrage) 1395; "tenant," 1476, 1477,
1479; "qualifications, &c.," 1685-1690 (ii), 1853, 1856, 1868,
(manhood suffrage) 1961-1964, 1932, 1995, 2000, (Amt.) 2052,
2059, 2063, 2067, 2070, 2075, 2080, 2082; "who shall not vote,"
2100, (Indians) 2135-2137; "registration," 2190-2193; '<re-

vision of lista," 2396; "Iofficers and duties " (Indians) 23861
"farm," 2393 (iii).

McNEILL, Mr.: in com. (woman suffrage) 1412 (ii); "quali.
fications, &c." 2073 (iii),

MILLS, Mr.: on Amt. (Sir Richard Cartwright) to M. for 20, 1101.
1166; in Com., 1388, (woman suffrage) 1391, 1458; fiusu.
fructuary," 1449, 1453, 1454, 1455; "owner," 1472; "ltenant,"
1477;; "loccupant," 1483; "farm," 1591 (ii), 2393 (lii) ; "per,
son " (Indians) 1484, (Amt.) 1485, 1507, 1568, (Chinese) 1583,
1589; "city," 1593; "farmers' sons," 1594; "actual value,"
1599, 1605 (if); "qualifications, &.," 1747, 1761, (Indians)
1849, 1910-1913, 1934-1937; (manhood suffrage) 1984-1967,
(Indians) 1976, 1988, 1991-2003, 2004-2006, 2053, 2056, 2060,
2063, 2065-2069, 2072, 2075, 2078-2083, 2085, 2394 (ii), 2758
(iv); " disqualifying revising barrister," 2086; "who shall
not vote" (Amt.) 2087, (Indians) 2149, 2160; "registration,"
2181-2185, 2229, 2233, (Amt.) 2227, 2243, 2266, 2270, 2273, 2280,
(Amt.) 2282, 2285, 2287, 2288, 2293, 2300, 2315, 2316, 2318;
" revir ion of liste," 2322, 2325, 2332, 2336, 2340-2343, 2345-
2349; "general provisions," 2353, 2354; "officers and duties,"
2356, (Indians) 2373-2376, 2387, 2388, 2389; "offenoes," 2390;
"appeal," 2361, 2364, 2366, 2396; "preamble," 2759 (III) ; on
M. to refer back to 0om., 3051; in Com., 3052, 3062; on M. for
30 (Amt.) 3052; on Amt. (Mr. -Jenking) 3054; on Amt. (Mr.
Weldon) 3059; on M. for consda, of B., on Amt. (Mr. Hoiton)

3070; (Amt.) 3 m. h., 3071 (iv).
MITCHELL, Mr. : on Amt. (Sir Richard Cartwright) to M. for 20,

1145, (explanation) 1149; in 0om., "person " (Indians) 1577,
(Chinese) 1582 (ii); "qualifications, to.," 1807, (Amt.) 1938;
(manhood suffrage) 1959, 1980, (Amt.) 1987, 1991, 2069, 2072
(ii).

MULOCK, Mr.: on M. for Oom., 1379, 1384, (woman suffrage)
1421, 1426-1430; "owner," 1473; "tenant," 1482; "occu-
pant," 1484; "person " (Indian) 1520, 1518: "actual value,"
1607; "qualifications, &c.," 1715-1723 (i) ,882, 1887; (man-
hood suffrage) 1978, (Amt.) 1985, 1992, 2000, 2053, (Amt.)
2054, 2059, 2064, 2070, (Amt.) 2072, 2073, 2076; "who shall
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net vote" (Indians) 2137; "registration," 2223-2227, 2248,
2272, 2286, 2287, 2291, 2300, 2302, 2317; " revision of listS,"
2322, 2327, 2329, 2331, 2335, 2340, 2349; "general provisions,"
2354; "appeal,"' 2360, 2363; "officers and duties" (Indians)
2372 (iii); "preamble," 2758; on Amt. (Mr. Jenkina) to M.
for 30 (Amt.) 3061 ; on M. te refer back to Com., 8052 ; in
0om., 8052; on M. for 30 (Amt.) 3052 (iv).

PAIN, Mr.: in Com., "qualifications, &c.,"I 1991, 2072, 2077,
2078; I'who shall not vote" (Indians) 2166 (iii).

PLA T', Mr.: on M. for Come., 1336-1341, (woman suffrage)
1439; "person " (Indian) 1525; "actual value," 1606 (ii);
"qualifications, &c.," 1784-1789; (manhood suffrage and
Indians) 1977 ; "revision of lists, " 2343; "who shall not
vote" (Indians) 2127-2129 (iii).

PATER SON, Mr. (Brant): on M. for Com., 1360-1364; in Com.,
41person'' (Indian) 1489, 1492, 1571, 1574 (ii) ; "qualifications,
kc.," 1793-1798, 1800-1804, 1931,' (manbood suffrage) 1981,
2004, (Indian) 2013-2019, 2056, 2059, 2074, 2079, 2084; 'l"who
ihall net vote" (Indians) 2123-2127, 2162; "registration,"
2259-2263, 2199-2205, 2269, 2273, 2279, 2283, 2285, 2291, 2298,
2300, 2315, 2318; "revision of lists," 2337; " officers and
duties," 2356, (Indian) 2387-2369, 2378, 2387; "appeal,"
2367 ; "offences, 2391 (iii); on M. to refer back to Com., 3052;
on M. for conadn. of B. (Amt.) 3068; on M. to conc. in Amts.,
3071 (iv).

PAT TERSOY, Mr. (Essex): in Con., "qualifications, &c.," 1986
(ii).

RINPRE', Mr.; in Com., "person" (Indian) 1506, 1538; "qua-
lifications, &c.,"1 1680-1683 (1i).

ROYAL, Mr.: in Com. (woman suffrage) 130 (ii).
R YKER T, Mr. : in Com., "usufructuary," 1450; "tenant," 1477

(il); "qualifications, &c.,"l 1761-1770, 2002, 2058; "revision
Of list," 2342 (iii).

SffAKESPEARE, Mr.: in Com. (woman suffrage) 1391; "per-
son,> (Chinese) 1583, 1591 (if); "qualifications, &c." (Indians
and Chinese) 1974 (iii).

BO 7RVWILLE, Mr. (frant): on M. for 20, 1269-1272; in Com.,
"woman suffrage,'" 1441 ; "perslon" (Indian) 1549 (ii);
"who shall net vote'" (Indians) 2129-2133; "registration,"
2276, 2291, 2296 (iii); on M. for consdu. of B. (Amt.) 3065 (iv).

SPROULE, Mr.: in Con., "person" (Indian) 1492, 1551;
iactual value," 1593: "qualifications, &c." (Indians) 1850,

2012, 2073; "registration," 2248; "appeal," 2361, 2366;
"fofficers and duties," 2388, 2389 ; "offences,'" 2390 (iii).

S7'AIRS, Mr. : on Amt. (Mr. McIntyre) to M. for 3, 3057 (iv).
TASOBlEREADV, I r.: on M. for 20, 1236; in Com., "usufructu-

ary," 1447 (ii).
TASS, Mr. : in Con., "who shall not vote," 2093, 2097 (iii).
TAYLOR, Mr.: in Com., "qualifications, &o.," 2061 (iii).
TEMPLE, Ur.: in Com., "qualifications, &c.," 2054, 2058, 2084;

"revision of list," 2341 (iii).
TROW, Mr.: in Com. (woman suffrage): 1460; "farmers' sons, "

1594; "actual value," 1596 (if); "qualifications, &c.," 1908,
2056, 2073, 2076; "who shall not vote " (Indians) 2133, (Amt.)
2163; "registration," 2240, 2280; "revision of lists,» 2343
(iii); on M. for consdn. of B. (Amt.) 3063 (iv).

TOWNSHEND, Ur.: on M. for 2°, 1249-1254; in Com. (Amt.)
(woman suffrage) 1388; agreed to, 1442 (vol. ii),

TFPPER, Mr.: in Coin., "qualifications, &c.," 1643, 1832,
2250 (iii).

VAIL, Mr.: on M. for 20, 1274-1277; in Con., "farmers' sons,"
1594; "actual value," 1606 (ii); "qualifications, &c." (Amt)
1829-1832, 1990, 1994, 1999-2002, 2084, 2085, 2394; "who shall
not vote " (Indians) 2165; "registration," 2190, 2249, 2278,
(Amt.) 2280, 2288, 2294, 2316 (iii).

WALLACE, Mr.: on M. for Com., 1341; in Com., "tenant,"
1477, 1478; "person "(Indian) 1491; "actual value," 1602,
1604 (ii) ; "qualifications, &c.,' 2002, 2066, 2083 (iii).
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WATSON, Mr.: on M. for 20, 1274; in Com. (w9man suffrage)

1468; "person " (Indian) 1492, 1522, 1542; "oceupant," 1484;
" actual value," 1606 (ii); "qualifications, kc." (Indians)
1853, (rAmts.) 1933, 1990, 1992, 2008, (Indian) 2058; "registra-
tion," 2268, 2295,; "revision of lista," 2344 (iii); on Ant. (Mr.
Jenkin) to M. for 30 (Arnt.) 3061 (iv).

WBLDON, Mr.: on Amt. (Sir Richard Cartwright) to M. for 2,
1149; in Com., "usfructuary," 1452; "owner," 1472;
"tenant," 1478; "person " (Indian) 1493, (Chinese) "farm,"
1592; "pariab," 1593; "farmera' ons," 1595; " actual
value" (Amt.) 1596, 1600; "qualifications, ke.," 1727-1731
(ii), (Armt.) 1805; "registration," 2253, 2277, (Amts.) 2278,
2282, 2283, 2286, 2288, 2289, 2291, 2297, 2310, 2316; "revision
of lista," 2323, 2328, 2339, 2341, 2343, 2349 (iii) ; on Amt. (Mr.
Jenkina) to M. for 3> (Amt.) 3058; on conada. of B. (Amt.)
3068 (iv).

WHITE, Mr. (Cardwell): on Amt. (Mr. Laurier) to M. for 20, 1192-
1197 (ii); "qualifications, &c.," (nmanhood suffrage) 1945,
1996, (Indian) 2019; " registration," 2245, 2283 (iii).

WHITE, Mr. (Hastinga): in Cem., "person>' (Indian) 1492 (ii);
"qualifications, &c." (manhood suffrage and Indians) 1983,
2008, 2067; "who shall not vote," 2088, 2092, (Indians) 2155-
2157 (iii).

WHITE, Mr. (Renfrew): in 0om., "qualifications, &c.," 1996 (iii).
WILSON, Mr.: in Corn. (woman suffrage) 1417; "occupant,"

1484; " person'" (Indian) 1515, 1536; " qualifications, &o.,"
1723-1727 (if), 1901, (manhood suffrage) 1960, 1986, 1989, 2060,
2068, 2073, 2077I; "who shall not vote" (Indians) 2120-2122 ;
"registration," 2205-2207, 2265, 2287; "appeal," 2362, 2367
(iii).

WOOD, Mr. (Westmoreland): in Com, "qualifications, &c.,"1
1731 (i).

WOODWORTH, Mr.: on M; or 20, 1228-1234; in Com., "person4
(Chinese) 1584 (ii). 11

WRIGHT, Mr.: on Amt. (Sir Richard Cartwright) to M. for 20,
1143 (il).

FEO, Mr. : in Com, "qualifications, &o., "l1647 (if).
[For Quus. CF ORDER, &o., &c., Sec "OUDERI," "PRIVILfB1," and

"PaoorDURU."]

FR iSER, D. M., AND DEPT. OF AGRICULTURE, CCR. BETWEEN

M. for copies* (Mr. .Robert8on Saelburne) 533 (i).

Fredericton and St. Mary's Ry. Bridge Co.'s
incorp. B. No. 50 (Mr. Temple). 1°*, 170; 2°*,
289 (i); in Com. and 30*, 873; Sen. Amts. cone. in,
1386 (ii). (48-49 Vic., C. 26.)

FREE FISHING ALLOWED AMERIcAN FISIIRMEN: QUe8. (Mr.
Vail) 3321 (iv).

FREEMAN, J. N., AND SAWDUST LAW IN N.S.: M. fOr Ret.
(Mr. Forbes) 147 (i).

FREE TRANSPORT OF BODIES OF VOLUNTEERS KILLED:· QUe.
(Mr. Blake) 2029 (iii).

FRENOH CANADIANS IN CUSTOMS IDPT.: Que . (1fr. De St.
Georges) 1914; (Mr. Catudal) 2171 (iii).

FRENCH CANADIANS, REPATRIATION 07, SOHEME: M. for Ret.*
(Mr. Blake) 533 (i).

FUEL FOR SETTLERS IN THE N.W.: M. for copies of Cor., &e.
(Mir. Blake) 61 (i).

FUNERAL EXPENSES OF ACHILLE BLAIS : Qne8. (Mr.

Langelier) 2169 (iii).

Gas and Gas Meters Inspection Acts Amt. B.
No. 119 (Mr. Costigan). Be». prop., in Com. and 1"
of B.,,837 (i); 2°, 2419; in Qom. and 31*, 2439 (iii).
(48-49 Vic., c. 69.)

oxi
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GAS COKE: in com. on Ways and Means, 783 (ii).
GATINEAU RY.00.'S SUBSIDY: prOp. Res.(Mr. Pope) 3458 (iv)
GATLING GUNS FOR USE OF TROOPS IN N.W.: Ques. (Mr

Robertson, Hastings) 813 (ii).
GAUDET, R. A.: Certificate of Election and Returu of, 1.
GAUVREAU, JULES, SALARY AND EXPENSES AS FISIIER

OVERSEER: Ques. (Mr. Blondeau) 290; M. for copies of
Rep.,* 532 (i).

General Inspection Act, 1874, Amt. B. 135 (Mr.
Costigan). Res. (ChiefInspector) prop., 1306 ; in Com.,
1307; conc. in and 1°* of B., 1320 (ii); 2° and in COm.,
2548; 30, 2555 (iii). (48-49 Vie., c. 66.)

GENEVA GIN AND BRANDY: in Com on Ways and Means,
3224, 3229 (iv).

GEOLOGICAL SURVEY: in Com. of Sup., 3346 (iv).
GEOLOGICAL SURVEY 0F TUE DOM., MANAGEMENT OF: QueS.

(Mr. Hall) 114 (i).
GLAMIS POST OFFICE, ENQUIIRY RESPECTING: QuOE. (Mr.

Blake) 1131 (ii).
GLUCOSE SYRUP: in COm. on Ways and Means, 849 (i).
GOLD RESERVE, GOVT.: M. for copies of Cor. (Sir Richard

Cartwright) 351; Stmnt. (Sir Leonard Tilley) 361 (i).
GOODS IMPORTED FOR CONSUMPTION: M. for Stmnt. (Sir

Richard Cartu right) 30 (i).
GOODWIN, GEORGE: See "TRENT YALLEY CANAL."

GOSSELIN, EUGÈNE, RECORD IN THE MATTER OF: M. for copy
(Mr. Amyot) 703, 704 (i).

GOVT. AGENTS IN THE N.W.T., FEES YROM SETTLERS: Queoi.

(Mr. Blake) 2170 (iii).
GOVT. BONDS, DISAPPEARANCE OF, FROM VAULTS : Ques. (Mr.

Blake) 3371 (iv).
GOVT. BUSINESS: Remark-s, 211, 595 (i), 1741 (ii), 2996,

3293, 3427, 3444 (vi).
GOvT. DEPOSITS IN BANKS: M. for Stmnt. (Sir Richard

Cartwright) 29 (i).
GOVT. EMPLOYÉS ALONG LINE OFC .P.R.: M. for names, &c.*

(Mr. McMullen) 56 (i).
GOVT. EMPLOYÉS IN B. C.: M. for Ret. (MIr. Baker, Victoria)

1442 (i i).
GOVT. LOANS: Ques. (Mr. Charlton) 2465 (iii).
GOVT. MEASURES, PRECEDENCE: on Thursdays after Queg.

by Members, 451; on Wednesdays after Routine, 965;
on Mondays after Ques. by Members, 1336 ; Ms. to take
in Saturdays, 1824 (iii), 3246, 3459 (iv).

GOVT. MORTGAGE ON C.P.R., CHANGES IN RELATION TO: QuPOR.
(hir. Blake) 36 (i).

GOVT. NOTES IN CIRCULATION: Ques. (Mr. Charlton) 2465
(iii).

GOVT. OFFICIALS IN THE N.W., COMMUNICATIONS WITII: Ques.

(Mr. Blake) 3425 (iv).
GOVT. OF TuE N.W.T.: in Com. of Sup.. 3243 (iv).
GOVT. PROPERTIES IN 00. OF RICHELIEU: M. for Stmnt.*

(hir. Massue) 147 (i).
GOVT. PRINTING AND ADVERTISING: Remarks (Mr. Somer-

ville, Brant) on M. for Com. of Sup., 3033-3039 (iv).
GOVT. RYS., RETURN TICKETS ON: M. for Rot. (Mr. Weldon)i

706 (i).
I11

GOVT. IRIGUITS TO WÂTEmR LOTS ON RivERs: Qttes. (gfr.
* Vanasse) 2238 (iii).

GOVT. SECTIONS 0F O. P. R. IN B. C., WORKING 0F, BY CON-
TRACTORS: Ques. (Mfr. Blake) 632 (i).

GOVT. STEAMERS. SeceI"MAINEc" and " SUPPLY."
y GOVT. YARDS IN MONTREAL: Quos. (1fr. Qault) 57 (Q).

GOVERNOR GENERAL.:
CONEONS, SU14MONINGOP, TO SENATE, 2 (i), 3475 (iv).
SPEErCH FRom TuRoNE ON OPENING OFP PRLT., 2; Reply to Addreesg,

113 (i).
SPEEuCH Pacm TnRoNE PRORHOGUINO PARLT., 3475 (iv).

GeV. GENL.'S SECIETARY, IJETTER FROM, re Royal Assent to
Bills, 1514 (ii); from Deputy, reProrogation, 3473 (iv).

iGOV. GENL.'S SECRETARY'8 OFFICE: in Coin. of Sup., 898 (ii).
GRADES AND CURVES ON C. P. R. AS FAR AS (IONSTRUCTED,

.EXCLUSIVE 0P LINE FROM FOOT 0F Rocî<y MT2. TO
KAMLrîOOPS: M. for Stmnt.* (Mfr. Blake) 145 (i).

GRADES AND CUJRVES ON LINE FROM FOOT 0FPiRoCKY MTs4.,
&C:M. for Strnnt. and Plan* (MKr. Blake) 67 Qi),

GRADES, CURVES AND TANGENTS ON C.P.R.: Quos. (Mfr.
B3lake) 632, 694, 744 (i), 888 (ii), 2239 (iii).

GRANDIN, BIBsuop, COMMUNICATIONS W[Tri GOVT. - QUeS. (Utr.
Blakce) 3423 (iv).

GRANT, ALPIN, POSITION 0F, UN DER GOVT.: Quos. (Mfr.
Forbes) 429 (i).

GRANT, Gr. (MILITIA DEPT.) SUPEIANNUATION 0F: QUOs. (Mfr.

McMullen) 2531 (iii).
GRANT 0F $1>70,000 FoR N. W. EXPENSES: in Com. on

Ways and Means, 2532, 2559 (iii).
GRAND PILES TO LAxKE ST. JOHiN liy. Stunsipy: prop. Ras.

(Mfr. Pope) .3458 (iv).

GRAND TRUNK RA.ILWAY:
ACCIDENTS AND CÂSUALTIES '. M. for Ret. (MIr. Mitchell) 226 (i).
DOUBLE TRACE Bi[TWIMEN MONTIIEAL AND ToRONToe ASSURANCE, &C.,

GIVEN T JG OVT. M. for copy, &c. (Mr. Mihtchell) 143 (i).
IMPOUTÂTION 0PF RÂILS ' Ques. (Mr. Mitchell) 1566 (ài).
MAIL SERvicEc, TORONTO AND OTTAWA: M. for Stmnt. (Mr. Cameron,

Middtesez) 816 (Hi).
PLETuRN, ImpEicnFEOT, PRESENTED îîY MR. JIORSON:- Remarks (Mr.

Mitchell) 860, 862; Ques. 1278 (ii).
RETUINS REQUIRED UNDER LA OT 0P 1879, &c., MfILES 0F MAIN LINE, &c.:

M. for Ret. (Mr. Mitchell) 229 (i).
RErORNS, ENQUIRIES POIL: (,Vr. Mitchell) 566, 662 (i), 860, 964,

1278 (ii), 2393 (Wi), 3000, 3395 (iv).

STOCICEfOLDeRs LIST, RET. RESPECTING: QueS. (Mr. 3lîchell) 28,
lo1, 350 ; Remarks, 113 (i), 2210 (iii).

-M. for Ret. (Mr. Mitchell) 234.
-ANSWER 0F MR. HÏICBoN:-Ques. (Mr. Mitchell) 927 (ûi).
-ACTION 0P MR. HICKSOi<: Ques. (Mr. Mitchell) 1094 (Hi).

ENFORCEMONT 0F ORDER 0F Houes: Ques. (Mr. Mitchell)
3426 (iv).

GRLADUATES 0F ROYAL MIL. COL.: M. for ]Rat. (Sir Richard
Cartwright) 313 (i).

GRAIN, &C , ABOLITION 0F DtJTY ON: M. for Rot. (Mfr. Cam-
eron, MAiddlesex) 54 (i).

GRANTS 0F DOMINION LANDS. SeceIlLAND GRANTS," &C.
GRAVENHU:RtST BAY AND RIVER SEVECRN CANAL : M. for Cor.

(Mfr. Cockhura) 56, 202 (i).
GRAVINO DocK, ESQUIMALT, B.C. SeIlADVÂNCES TO PRO-

VINCES."ý

GRAZING LAND LEAsEcs, GEOGRÂPHICAL POSITION, &C.: M. for
Roet.* (Mfr. Charlton) 209 (i).
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1N D E X .
GREAT AMERICAN AND EUROPEAN SHORT LINE RY.: M. foi

Rot. (Mr. Paint) 78 (i).
GREAT VILLAGE RIVER IMPROVEMENTS, COLCIIESTER, N. S.

M. for Stmxnt. in detail*(Mr. Robertson, Shelburne) 67 (i)

Great Western and Lake Ont. Shore Junction
By. Co.'s B. No. 38 (Mr. Ferguson, Welland). 1°*
125; 2°*, 179; in Com. and 3°*, 490 (i). (48-49 Vic.
c. 18.)

GREGORY, J. U., REP. OF ENQUIRY MADE BY, re FsIHERIES: M
for copies* (Mr. Blondeau) 532 (i).

GRENVILLE CANAL: in Com. of Sup., 3418 (iv).
GRENVILLE, SOUTE, ELECTION: Rot. of Member, 3072 (iv)
GREY. See "REFUND oF Ry. BoNUJSES."
GIAY, MR.: Roturned as Member elect for Levis, 1385 tii).
GUERIN, LISTER, REP. OF SURVEY OF IMPROVEMENTS ON THE

OTTAWA RIVER: Ques. (Mr. JV/ite, Renfrew) 1040 (ii).
GUNS USED IN THE FIGHT VITH POUNDMAKER: QuOS. (Mr.

Blake) 2170 (iii).
GUILLET, MR.: unseated on judgment of Supreme Court,

593 (i); Returnod and took seat 1192 (ii).
HALF-BRE EDS:

CLAIMS oF FRENCH AT ST. LAURENT : Ques. (Mr, Blake) 2358 (iii).
CLAIMS 0F UNENUMERATED (MAN.) : Ques. (Mr. Blake) 1743, 3428 (iv).
CLAIMS RECOGNIZED AND REJECTED BY COMMISSION; Ques. (Mr. Blake)

2169 (iii). '
CLAIMS, &c., IN N.W.T. : Ques. (Mr. Blake) 1474 (ii).
COMMIssrON: Ques. (lir. Royal) 1566; sittings of: Ques. (Mr.

Blake) 1567; claims recognized and rejected by : Ques. (Mr.
Blake) 2169 (iii).

DUMAS, M,, APPOINTMENT AS FARM INSTRUCTOR : Ques. (Mr. Blake)
3t25 (iv).

DUMONT, G., AND FERRY LICENsE ; Ques. (Mr. Blake) 3425 (iv).
GRIEtvANCEs, DUTY DF GOvT. : M. for adjmnt. (Mr. Blake) 2030

(iii) ; Memorials, Answers to: Ques (Mr. Blake) 3424 (iv) Se.
"WAYS AND MEANS."

INDIAN SYMPATHY WîrH : Ques. (Mr. Blake) 3425 (iv).
ISIESTER, APPOINTMENT AS FARM INSTRUCTOR : Ques. (Mr. Blake)

3425 (iv).
MINORS (MAN.) CLAIMS PREFERRED AND REJECTED: Ques. (Mr. Blake)

2169; temporarily absent; Ques. (Mr. Blake) 1743; unenumer-
ated, 1743 (iii), 3126, 3428 (iv).

NORTH-WEsT COUNCIL, RES. re CLAIMS : Ques. (Mr. Blake) 3425 (iy).
PETITIONS, &C., ON HALF.BREEDS AND SETTLERS' CLAIMs : Ques.

(Mr. Blake) 3426 (iv).
PLOTS ON THE SASrATCHEWAN : Ques. (Mr. Blake) 1567 (ii).
QU'APPELLE, REP. OF MR. WALSH : Ques. (Mr. Blake) 3426 (iv).
RESERVEs AND HOMESTEADS: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 1567 (ii).
REsUM.i OF E VENTS SINCE 1878 : Res. in Amt. to Com. on Ways

and Means (Mr. Blake) 3075 (iv).
SCHMIDT, L., ANSWER TO LETTER 0F; Ques. (Mr. Blake) 3424 (iv)

Employment by Govt. : Ques. (1fr. Blake) 1915 (iii).
SCRIP : Ques. (Mr. Blake) 1567, 1914 (iii).
SETTLEMENT OF CLAIMS AND UNDISTURBED OCCUPATION : Ques. (Mr.

Blake) 1567 (ii).
[Sée "DITURBANCE IN THE N,W."]

HALIFAX STEAM NAVIGATION CO., MONEYS PAID BY GOVT.
TO: M. for copies of Reps., &. (Mr. Blake) 210 (i).

HALTON. See 4lCAN. TEMP. ACT," " INDIANS, C.

Hamilton, Guelph and Buffalo Ry. Co.'s incorp.
B. No. 77 (Mr. Ei/vert). 1°*, 313 : 2°*, 405 (i);
in Com. and 3"*, 1007 (ii). (43-49 Vie., c. 22.)

Hamilton Provident and Loan Society B. No.
114 (Mr. Kilvert). 1°*, 783; 2°*, 816 ; in Com. and
30, 1352 (ii). (48-49 Vic., c. 30.)

r HARBORS IN GUYSBOROUGH COUNTY, RE.suRvzY oFp: Ques.
(Mr. Kirk) 51 (i).

Harbor Commissioners of Three Rivers, Ad-
vance to, authorization B. No. 150 (Mr.
Bowell). Res. prop., 2497; Res. in Com., 2555 (iii)
1°* of B., 2751; 2° m., 2934; in COm., 2935; 3°*,
2957 (iv). (48-49 Vic., c. 76.)

Harbor Master, Halifax, Appointment of, Act
Amt. B. No. 148 (Mr. McLelan). Res. prop., 2421;
in COm., 2522; Res. conc. in and 1°* of B., 2534 (iii);
20*, in Com. and 3°*, 2772 (iv). (48-49 Vic., c. 78.)

HARBoRS. See "MARINE" and "PUBLIC WORKS."

HARDWARE AND SUPPLIES FURNISiiED DEPT. MARINE AND

FISiERIES AT HALIFAX : M. for Ret.* (Mr. Forbes)
533 (i); Ques., 1914 (iii).

HARDWARE AND RY. SUPPLIES, PURCHASE OF BY DEPT. OF

RYS. AND CANALS: M. for Ret.* (Mr. Forbes) 1442 (ii);
Ques, 1915 (iii).

Hatzfeld, Geo. L. E., Relief B. No. 107 (Mr.
Kilvert). 10 on a div., 672; 2Q (Y. 87, N. 40) 694 (i);
in Com. and 3° on a div., 873 (ii). (48-49 Vic., c. 38.)

HAY DUTIES. Sec lDUTIES."
HEALTE OFFICERS. See "INSTRUCTIONS."

HEALTH STATISTICS: in Com. of Sup., 2766 (iv).
HEATING PUBLIC BUILDINGS, COST OP: M. fOr StmUt. (Mr.

Blake) 90 (i).
HIENEY, JIOHN, GOVT. PROPERTY OCCUPIED BY: Ques. (Mr.

Holton) 3126 (iv).
HIGH COMMISSIONER:

AKOUNTS PAID ON ACCOUNT:; M. for Ret. (Mr. MC1MIllen) 210 (i).
COMMERCIAL RELATIONS DETWEEN FRANCE AND CANADA: M. for Cor.

(Mr. Amyot) 825 (ii).
COR. re ANTWERP INTERNATIONAL EXHIBITION: M. for copies (Mr.

Bergeron) 305 (i).

IMPERIAL FEDERATION, COR. BETWEEN AND GOVT.: Ques. (Mr. Edgar)
51 (i).

IN COM. oF Scp..: 3386 (iv).

INSTRUCTIONS TO, RESPECTINGIMMIGRATION: Ques. (Mr. Mackintosh)
290 (i).

OFFICE 0FO: M. for copies of Cor. (Mr. Blake) 44 (i).
PAYMENTS, CLAIMS, &C. : M. for Stmnt. (Mr. Blake) 44 (i).
REP. AND DESPATCHES TO GOvT. : M. for copies (Mr. Blake) 56 (i).
SALARY AND POSITION:' M. for Ret.* (Mr. Blake) 210 (i).

HOLLAND, GEO. AND ANDREW, SERVICES AS REPORTERS AND

SHORT-IIAND WRITERS: M. for Stmnt.*(Mr.Auger) 147 (i).
HOMESTEADS WITHIN THE RY. BELT: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 479,

567 (i).
HooP IRON: in Com. on Ways and Mean2, 807 (ii).
HOUGHTON, COL., MISSION TO N. W. IN 1884: Ques. (Mr.

Blake) 3425 (iv).
HORuSES FOR TROOPS IN N. W., PURCHASE OF: QuOs. (Mr.

Trow) 1306 (ii).
HOUSE FURNISHING HARDWARE: in Com. on Ways and

Means, 848 (ii).

hOUSE OF COMMONS:
ACCOMMODATION FOR MEMBERS: Remarks (Sir Richard Cartwright)

49 (i).
ANNUAL REGISTER, MORGAN'S : in COm. Of SUp., 3351 (iv).

BLAcE ROD: Mss. from Gov. Genl., 2 (i), 1516 (ii), 2475 (iii).
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INDEX.
HOUSE 0F COMMONS-Continued.

CoMMIssioNEas, REP. re STA FF : presented (Mr. Spea ker) 2497: Ques.
(Mr. Fisher) 2750; increased expenditure under: in Com. of
Sup., 3449; conc., 3470 (iv).

COMMITTEES, EXTRA ExpENSES: in 0Co. of Sup., 2795 (iv).
CONTINGENCIES: in Com. of Sup., 2796 (iv).
DEBATES, OFFICIAL REP. : M. for Con. to Supervise, 28 (i). Sec

general heading.
ELECTION ExPENSES, RETURNING OFFICERS, MONTREAL: iti COM. Of

Sap., 3451 (iv).
FRANCHISE, ELECTORAL. Sec "FRANCHISE."
GRENVILLE, SOUT, ELECTION: Ret. of Member elect, 3072 (iv).
HACHÉ, JACQUES, GRATUITY TO ;in Cor of Sup., 3450 (iv).
INCREASED INDEMNITY TO MEMBERS : in Com. of Sup., 3470 (iv).
INDEMNITY TO MEMBERS ABSENT TflROtUGH SICE!NESS: QUes. (Mr. Tfrow)

3473 (iv). Sec B. 116.
INDEMNITY TO MEMIRS ON ACTIVE SERVICE: prop. M. (Mr. Wite,

Cardwell) 812 (i).
INTERNAL ECONOY COMMISSION: Mess. from. Ris Ex., 40 (i).
LENNOx ELECTION: Judge's Rep. read (Mr. Speaker) 1 (i).
LÉvIs ELECTION : Judgment of Supreme Court read (Mr. Speaker)

593 (i).
LiBaÂRY: M. for Joint Com., 36; Mr. Bourinot's work : scarcity of

copies, 40; Office of Librarian : Remarks (Mr. Blake) 41 (i).
MEMBERS' INDEMNITY ACT AMT. Sec B. 116.
MEMBERS INTRODUCED, 1, 133 (i), 1192, 1385 (ii), 3072 (iv).
NEW MEMBERS, RETURN OF, 1, 1192, 1385 (ii), 3072 (iv).
NORTHUMBERLAND ELECTION: Judgment of Supreme Court read (Mr.

Speaker) 593 (i).
OFFICIAL REP. See IlDEEirTES."
OPENING: Communication from Gov. Gen. by Black Rod, 1;

Speech from the Throne, 2 (i).
PîRINTING COM.'s SECOND REP. : M. to conc. in (Mr. White, Card-

well) 149 (i) ; SEVENTHI REP., 1822 (iii) ; NINTII REP., 3293;

TENTH REP., 3393 (iv).
PRINTING, PAPER AND BOOKBINDING: in Co. of Sup., 992 (ii), 2798

(iv).

PROROGATION: Communication from Deputy of Gov. Genl.'s Sec.,
3473; Speech from the Throne, 3475 (iv).

ROYAL ABSENT TO BILLS, 1516 (ii), 2475 (iv).
SALARIES, &C.: in COM. Of SUp., 991 (ii).
SELECT STANDING COMS,: M. (Sir John A. Macdonald) 2 ; M. for

Com. to prepare Lists, 27; Lists presented, 30; co:c. in, 32;
Remarks (Mr. Blalke) 67 (i).

SENATE, COMMONS SUMMONED TO BY MESS, 1 (i), 3475 (iv).
SESSIONAL CLERKS, EXTRA EXPENSEs: in Co. of Sup., 2795 (iv).

SITTINGS OF THE HOUSE: Irregularity in meeting: Remarks, 2996
(iv); M. to meet at 1 o'clock, 1744 (iii); M. for two sittings
each day, 3159 (iv).

SOULANGEs ELECTION: Judgment of Supreme Court read (Mr.
Speaker) i (i).

SPEAKER, DEPUTY, SALARY: in COm. Of Sup., 3351 (iv).
STAFF, COMMISSION ON REORGANISATION: Rep. presented (Mr.

Speaker) 2497 (iii); Ques. (Mr. Fisher) 2750 ; increased
expenditure under: in Com. of Sup., 3149; conc., 3470 (iv).

STATIONERY, &C., USED: Ques. (Mr. Casgrain) 290 (i).
VACANCIES, NOTIFICATION OP (Mr. Speaker) 1 (i).
VENTILATION OF THE CIIAMBER: Remarks (Sir Richard Cartwright)

2676 (iv).
WEST MIDDLESEX ELECTION: Judge's certificate and Rep. rcad (Mr.

Speaker) 1 (1).
WRITS OF ELECTION: Warrants issued for, 1, 599 (i).

HUDSON BAY EXPEDITION, SUPPLIES FURNISIIED TO: Ques.
(Mr. Vail) 783 (ii) ; in Ciom. of Sap., 3245 (iv).

HUGHES, D. J. CHARGES AGAINST: Ques. (Mr. Wilson) 77;
M. for copies of Papers and Cor., 98 (i).

HURON AND ONT. SHIP CANAL Co.'s B. No. 69 (Mr.
Tyrwhitt). 1°*, 269 ; 2°*, 428 (i) ; in.Com. and 3°*,
1007; Son. Amte. cone. in, 1386 (ii). (48-49 Vic.,
c. 27.)

HURON AND SUPERIOR, LAKEP, SURVEYS OF: iD COm. Of

Stip., 3244 (iv).

Ice, Unguarded Openings, &c. Sec B. 22.
IMMIGRATION:

A LLAN LINE, PAYMENTS FOR AssiSTED PASSAGES : Ques. (Sir Richard
Cartwright) 567 (i); M. for Ret.* (Mr. Blake) 1443 (il).

BUILDINGS AT LEvis : Ques. (Mr. Belleau) 89 (i).
CHINESE, REP. OF COMMISSIONERS: presonted (Mr. Chapleau).
MAN. AND N. W., COR. BETWEEN C.P.R. CO. AND GgVT. : M. for

copies* (Mr. Blake) 147 (i).
OFFICE AT QUEBEC, EMrLOfis: M. for Ret. (Mr. Landry, Mont-

mnagny).
PAUPER IMMIGRANTs, TunxisH : Ques. (Mr. Trow) 3475 (iv).
PRINTING AND ADVERTISING: M. for Ret.0 (Sir Richard Carlwright)

202 ().

REPATRIATION Or FRENCH CANADIANS, ScîHEME: M. for COr. (Mr.

Blake) 533 (i).
SETTLERS IN B. C. : Ques. (Mr. Baker, Victoria) 189 (i).

Dom. DURiNG 1881: Ques. (Sir Richard Cartwright) 113 (i).
MAN. AND N. W. T. : Ques. (Sir Richard Cartwright) 113 (i).
MAR. PROvs: Ques. (Mr. Gillmor) 148 (i).

N. W.: M. for Stznnt. (Mr. Blake) 45 (i).

SHIEDS AT MEDICINE RAT: Ques. (Mr. Watson) 350 (i).

IMMIGRANT PATIENTS IN QUARANTINE: in Com. of Sup.,
3358 (iv).

IMITATION PRECIOUS STONES: in Com on Ways and Moans,
846 (ii).

IMPERIAL GOvT., COMMUNICATION WITii, re DISTURBANCE IN

THE N.W.: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 1744 (iii).
LMPERIAL IEDERATION, COR. BETWEEN HIGHî COMMISSIONER

AND GOVT. : Ques. (Mr. Edgar) 51 (i).
IMPORTATION OF PRISON MANUFACTURES: Ques. (Mr. Platt)

2169 (iii).
IMPORTS AND EXPORTS, DISTINGUISIIING PRODUOTS OF CAN-

ADA: M. for Rep.* (Sir Richard Cartwright) 30 (i).
IMPORTS FOR CONSUMPTION: M. for Stmnt. (Sir Richard

Cartwright) 30 (i).
IMPROVED PiIFLED ORDNANCE : inG (m. of Sup., 2915 (iv).
INDIAN AFFAIRS, DEPT OF., REP.: presented (Sir John A.

Macdonald) 28 (i); in Com. of Sup., 901 (ii), 3410 (iv).
INCREASED DUTY ON FLOUR: QuoS. (Sir Richard Cartwright)

744 (i).
INDIANTOWN ANiD BOYSTOWN 1ZY. SUBSIDY: prOp. IRes. (Mr.

Pope) 3453 (iv).

Indemnity to Members Act. Amt. B. No. 116
(Mr. Farrow). 11, 813 (ii).

INDEMNITY TO MEMBERS. See "fOUSE 0F COMMONS."

INDIAINS:
ADVANCEMENT ACT OF 1884, APPLICATION OF: Ques. (Mr. Cockburn)

77 (i).
B. C., COR. BETWEEN GOVT, Or CAN. AND B. C.: M. for copies (Mr.

Mille) 863 (ii).
CHERRIER, G. E., AGENT AT CAUGHNAwAGA: M. for Ret.* (Mr. Ifol-

ton) 1443 (ii).
EDUCATION OF, IN MAN. AN) N.W.T.: M. for Ret.' (Mr.JKirk) 1443 (ii).
FORT WILLIAM RESERVE: M. for copies of Cor.' (Mr. Blake) 1442 (il).
IN COm. OF Sup. See " SUPPLY."
INDUSTRIAL SCHOOLS AT QU'APPELLE, &c.: in Com. of Sup., 2922 (iii).
LANDS IN Tp. oF TORONTO: M. for List* (Mr. Fleming) 147 (i).
LANDS INVIGER AGENCY: M.for Stmnt.*(Mr. De St. Georgei) 1443 (ii).
LEBEL, A., AGENT ACTING WITIIOUT SURETIES: Que. (Mr. De St.

Georges) 1211 (ii).
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INDEX.
INDIANS-Cntinued.

MANITOBA AGENCY, MANAGEMENT, COMMISSIONERS' RsP. - M. for copy
(Mr. Charlton) 61 (i).

METLAKATL A, TROUBLES AT: M. for copies of Cor. (Mr. Shakespeare)
304 (i).

RESERVE LANDS IN B. C., PURCHASE OF, BY GOVT. : M. for copies of
Cor., &c.* (Mr. Baker, Victorii) 1443 (ii).

RESE RVES AND IIOMESTEADS: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 1567 (ii).
RESERVE, VICTORIA ARM, B.(;.: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 1211 (i).
RISING OF THE STONIES: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 863 (ii).
SCHOOLS IN B. C., ESTABLISHMENT OF : M. for copies of Cor.* (Mr.

Baker, Victoria) 1413 (ii).
SCHOOLS IN MAN. AND N.W.T.: Qus. (Mr. Kirk) 568 (i).
SUPERINTENDENTS, OFFICE OF: Ques. (Mr. Lister) 88 (i).
SUPPLIES IN THE N.W., TENDERS: M. for Rets. (Mr. Paterson, Brant)

532 (i).
SYMPATHYWITII HALF-BREEDSIN N.W.T. : Ques.(Mr. Blake) 3425 (iv).
TITLES IN ONT. ACQUIRED BY GOVT. : Ques. (Mr. Milis) 632 (i).
TITLE TO DISPUTED TERRITORY : Ques. (Mr. Mills) 594 (i).
TRAFALGAR, LANDS UNSOLD: M. for List* (Mr. McCraney) 533 (i).

(See "DOM. LANDS," "DISTURANCE IN THE N.W.," &c.

INDUSTRIAL SCIHOOLS AT QU'APPELLE AND IlIGi IRIVER.:

conc., 2922.
INDUSTRIES OF CANADA, COMMISSION RESPECTING : M. for

Uopy of Com., O. C., Cor., &o., and alSO Rop., &c. (Mr.
Blake) 56 (i).

Infectious or Gontagious Liseases. See "ANIM1ALS."
INLAND FISIIERIES OF THE DOM., QUEEN vs. ROBINSON :

M. for- cOpy of Judgmont Of Supreme Court (Mr.
O'Brien) 229 (i).

1NLAND REVENUE, DEPT. OF: iRep. presented (Mr. Costigan)

28 ; in Com. of Sup., 901, 916 (ii).
INLAND REVENUE COLLECTOR AT SUMMERSIDE, P.E.[.:

Ques. (Mr. Yeo) 350 (i).
Inland Revenue. See "CONSOLIDATED."
INSOLVENCY AND BANKRUPTCY: M. (Sir John A. .Macdonald)

for Sel. COm., 47; Mess. from His Ex., 101; M. to ref.
Pots. t > Sel. Com., 125 (i).

Insolvency B. No. 32 (Mr. Billy). 1°, 101 (i).
Insolvent Banks, Insurance Co.'s, Loan Co.'s,

&c., B. Nû. 66 (Mr. Edgar). 1°, 235 (i).
Insolvent Banks, Insurance Co.'s, Loan Co.'s,

&c., B. No. 127 (Mr. Edgar). 1°, 1094 (il).
Insolvent Debtors, Distribution of Assets B.

No. 4 (Mr. Curran). 1°, 29 ;2*, 619(i); M. to tiansfer
to Govt. Orders, 1280; agreed to, 1281 (ii); Order
dschgd. arid B. wthdn., 3375 (iii).

Insolvents, Discharge of past, B. No. 34 (Mr.
Beaty). 10*, 113 (i).

Insolvents' Estates Equitable Distribution B.
No. 33 (Mr. Beaty). 1°*, 113 (i).

Inspection Act. See " GENERAL."
INSPECTION OF BANKS, LEGISLATION RESPECTING: QUeS.

(Mr. Casgrain) 51 (i); prop. ROs., 81 (i).
INSPECTION OF FACTORIES, RES. RESPECTING, ON OaDER

FOR CoM.: Remarks (Mr. Bergin) 606 (i).
INSPECTORS OF PUBLIC WORKS, RET. RESPECTING: QuOs.

(Mr. Mackenzie) 606 (i).
INSPECTORS OR CLERKS 0F WORKS, PERSONS EMPLOYED AS:

M. for Stmnt. (Sir Richard Cartwriqht),139 (i).

INSTRUCTIONS TO GENL. MIDDLETON RESPECTING INSURGENTS:
Ques. (Mr. Blake) 2169 (iii).

INSTRUCTIONS TO HEALTII OFFICERS IN N.B., AND QUARAN-
TINE REGS.: M. for Ret.* (Mr. Weldon) 1443 (ii).

INSURANCE:
CANADA AGRICULTURAL: M. for Ret. (Mr. Amyot) 303 (i).
CONSOLIDATED INSURANCE ACT, 1877. See B. 20.
DOMINION GRANGE MUTUAL FIR. SeC B. 55.
INSOLVENT CO'S. See Bs. 66 and 127.
LONDON LIFE INSURACE Co. See B. 76.
ROYAL CANADIAN INSURANCE 00. See B. 43.
SUPERINTENDENCE 0FO in Com. of Sup., 2957; conc. 2958 (iv).

INSURRECTION. See "IDISTURBANCE IN THE N.W." &c.
INTERCOLONIAL RAILWAY:

CASUALTIES TO TRAINS PROM COLLISIONS, &C.: M. for Ret.* (Mr.
Burpee, Sunbury) 100 (i).

COAL CARRIED FROM SPRING BILL MINES* : M. for Ret. (Mr. MEcullen)
533 (i).

COMMISSION RESPECTING CLAIMS AGAINST: M. for copies. of 0. C., &c.*
(Mr. Burpee, Sunbury) 100 (i).

COMMISSION, SECRETARY TO, APPOINTMENT: M. for copy of 0. C.*
(Mr. Rykert) 187 (i).

CONSTRUCTION TO INDIANTOWN : QueS. (Mr. Weldon) 744 (i), 816 (i).
COST OF EQUIPMENT: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 816 (ii).
COST OF WORKING: M. for Stmnt. (Mr. Blake) 202 (i).
EARNINGS AND WORKING EXPENSES: Ques. (Mr. Biake) 2073 (iv).
EQUIPMENT, VALUATION OF: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 888 (ii).
FREE PASSES AND REDUCED FARE TiCKETS: Ms. for Ret. (Mr. Gillmor)

234; (Mr. Mclfullen) 505 (i).
FREIGHT AND PASSENGER EARNINGS, &C.: M. for Ret.* (Mr. Davies)

1442 (ii).
FREIGHT RATE ARRANGEMENTS BETWEEN OAN. SHIPPING CO. AND THE

BEAVeiR LINE : M. tor Cor. (Mr. Blake) 144 ().
PLANTE, J. B., CLAIM OF, FOR HORSES KlLLED: M. for copies (Mr.

Landry, Montmagny) 147 (i).
PULLMAN CARS, COR. RESPEiTING: M. for copies (Mr. Weldon).
RECEIPTS AND EXPENSES: Ques. (Mr. Cameron, Haron) 1744 (iii).
RECEIPTS AND EXPENSES: Ques. (Sir Richard Cartwright) 1744, 1914

(iii).
REVENUE AND WORKINO EXPENSES: M. for Stmnt. * (Mr. Burpee, Sun-

bury) 101 (i).
ROBERTSON, J. D., CLAIM OF, re EXPROPRIATION OF FACTORY, &C. : M.

for Papers, &c.* (Mr. Mfillk) 1443 (ii).
ROLLING STOCK, PURCHASE, &C.: M. for Ret.*(Mr. Burpee, Sunbury)

101 (i).
RY. CROSSING ON MILL ST.: MEMORIALS, &C.: M. for copies (Mr.

Weldon) 1442 (ii).
RY. SUPPLIES PURCEASED INH ALIFAX: M. for Stmnt.* (Mr. Forbes)

1442 (ii).
SALE OF TICKETS ON CHATHAM BRANCIHI: Ques. (Mr. Edgar) 2238 (iii).
SIMARD, M, J., REP. RECOMMENDING PAYMENT TO G. L AVOIE FOR L.AND

DAMAGES: M. for copies (Mr. Langelier) 1443 (ii).
WIRE PENCES, CONTRACTS MADE BY GOVT.: aM. for copiee8 (Pr. Wel-

don) 532 (i).
INTEREST PAID TO GOVT. BY C.P.R. CO. ON LOANS : QUeS.

(Mr. Blake) 350 (i), 1677 (ii), 1955 (iii).
INTERIOR DEPTL. -REP. : Appoal to MembOrs to speak loudor

(Mr. Mitchell) 49 (i).
INTERIOR, DEPT. oF, REP.: prosented (Sir John A. Macdon-

ald) 28 (i); in Com. of Sup., 915, 968 (ii), 2764, 3408;
cor.c., 3433 (iv).

INTERIOR, DEPT. OF, RECEIPTS: M. for Stmnt. (Mr. Blake)
54 (i).

INTERIOR, ALLEGED FRAUDS AND IRREGJULARITIES INDEPT.:

Ques. (Mr. Blake) 1915, 2170 (iii).
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INDEX.
INTERIOR, MINISTER OF, ABSENCE OF: :Remarks (Mr. Blake)

1131 (ii).
INTERNAL ECONOMY COMMISSION: Mo8s. from His Ex., 40 (i).
International Coal Co.'s B. No. 51 (Mr. Desjardins).

1°*, 170; 20*, 245; in Com. and 3°*Y, 567 (i). (48-49
Vic., c. 29.)

INTERNATIONAL ExHIBITION. See "ANTWERP."

International Ferries B. No. 17 (Mr. Patterson,
Essex). l°*, 46; 2° m., 254; 2°*, 256 (i).

Intoxicating Liquors, Traffic in, B. No. 70 (Mr.
Small). 1°, 270 (i).

INTOXICATING LiQuoRs. See ' CAN. TEMPî. ACT," and
" LIQUOR LICENSE ACT."

IRON, BOUNTIES ON MANUFACTURES OF: M. for cOpieS Of O.C.,
&c.* (Mr. Blake) 100 (i).

1SBESTER, J., APPOINTMENT AS FARM INSTRUCTOR: Ques.
(Mr. Blake) 3425 (iv).

18LANDS IN RIVER ST. LAWRENCE, LEASE 0F, &c.; M. for
Ret.* (,Mr. Wood, Brockville) 147 (i).

ISSUE AND REDEMPTION OF DOM. NOTES: in Com. of Sup.,
897 (ii).

JACKSON. See " HALF-BREEDS."

JENKINS, MR.: Certificate of Elcction and Returnof, 1 (i).
JOINT COMMISSION, SURVEYS BETWEEN B.C. AND ALASKA: M.

for copies of Cor. (Mr. Gordon) 705 (i).
JONES, L. K., APPOINTMENT AS SEC. TO I. C. R. COMMISSION :

M. for copies of O.C. (Mr. Rykert) 187 (i).
JONES, W. H. (SEC. OF STATE'S DEPT.) SUPERANNUATION OF:

Ques. (Mr. McMilcullen) 2530 (iii).
JUAN DE FUCA STRAITS,- CABLE ACROSS, CoST: M. for

Stmnut. (Mr. Baker, Victoria) 1443 (ii).
JUDGE CLARK, REP. OF, re CLAIMS SECTION B.: Ques. (Mr.

Casey) 78; M. for copy, 132 (i).
JUDGE HUGHES, OFFICIAL CONDUCT OF: Ques. (Mr. Wilson)

77; M. for Ret., 98 (i).
JUDGE MEREDITH, RESIGNATION OrF: M. for COpy (Mr.

Laurier) 43 (i).
JUDGES IN N. B., APPOINTMENT FOR YEAR'S CIRCUIT: Ques.

(Mr. Davies) 568 (i).
JUDGES OF PRWVINCIAL COURTS. Sée B. 161.
JUDICIAL REFORM IN THE N. W. T., PETITIONS, &C.: Ques.

(Mr. Blake) 1306 (ii).
JUDICIARY OF MAN. See B. 162.
JUDICIARY OF QUEBEC. See " SUPERIOR COURT."

JUDGMENTS RENDERED BY SUPREME COURT: M. for COpisOE,
&c. (Mr. Landry, Montmagny) 533 (i).

JUSTICE, ADMINISTRATION OP: in Com. of Sap., 985 (ii).
JUSTICES OF THE PEACE. See " CRIMINAL LAw."

JUSTICES OF TUE PEACE, SUMMARY PROCEEDINGS BEFORE:

Ques. (Mr. Blake 1211 (ii). See B. 128.
JUTE CLOTH : in Com. on Ways and Means, 806 (ii).
JUSTICE, DEPT. o: in Com. of Sup, 893, 914 (ii).
KAVANAGH, J. C. Sée 4lDoMINION LANDs."
KEEWATIN DISTRICT: EXPENSE8 oF GoVT.: in COM. Of Sap.,

3244 (iv).
KENTVILLE, N.S., DISMISSAL OF COLLECTOR: M. for Rot.

(Mr. Mof/att) 1442 (ii).

1

cxvii
KIMBER, R. E. See ".BLAOK ROD."
KINGSTON HARBOR PREVENIVE OFFICERS' CLAims : M. for

Ret.* (Mr. Landry, Kent) 1442 (ii).
KINGSTON PENITENTIARY: in Com. of Sup., 985 (ii).

KINGSTON. See "MARKET BATTERY and IlTÊTE DU PONT."
KITS SERVED OUT TO THE MILITIA : Quos. (Mr. Blake)

1568 (ii).
Kootenay Ry. Co., B. C., incorp. B. No. 83 (Mr.

Small). 1°*, 349 ; 2°*, 545 (i).
La Banque du Peuple B. No. 53 (Mr. Girouard).

10*, 170; 2', 245; in Com. and 30*, 693 (i), (48-49

Tric., c.8.) •
LABORERs' WAGEs, PAYMENT OF, ON C.P.R.: Ques. (Mr.Charl-

ton) 290 (i).
Lake Erie, Essex and Detroit Riv. Ry. Co.'s B.

No. 24 (Mr. Patterson, Essex). 1°*, 67; 2°*, 113;
in Com. and 3°*, 490 (i). (48-19 Vic., c. 21.)

LAKEFIELD AND YOUNG'S POINT DAMS: Ques. (Mr. Blake)
1130 (ii).

LAKE SIMCOE FISHERIES, PERMITS ORANTED: M. for Rot.*
(Mr. Mulock) 1444 (ii); legislation respecting (Ques.)
3073 (iv).

LAKE TÉMSCAMWNUE, MESSRS. PERLEY & GUERIN'S REPS.:
M. for copies (Mr. Vhite, Renfrew). 1010 (ii).

LAND AND SURVEYS OF ST. LAURENT: Ques. (à1r. Blake)
3424 (iv).

LAND AREA IN TIUE 48-M[LE BELT ACCEPTED BY C.P.R. CO.:
Stmnt. (Sir John A. Macdonald) 782; Stnnt. (Sir
Ilector Langevin) 862 (ii).

LAND BOARD AT WINNIPEG: in Com. of Sup., 3345 (iv).
LAND CLAIMS IN N.W.T., DUTIES OF MR. RUSSELL; QuOs.

(Mr. Blake) 2358 (iii).
LAND COMPANY AGENT. See "EDMONTON."
LAND GRANT ACCEPTED BY C.P.R. Co., NUMBR OF ACRES :

Ques. (fr. Blake) 568, 744 (i).
LAND GRANT AND LAND GRANT BONDS C.P.R., PRESENT

POSITION OF: M. for Stmnt.* (Mr. Blake) 100 (î).
LAND GRANTS AND LAND GRANT BONDS TO RAILWAYS IN

MAN. AN) N. W.: M. for copies of Cor. (Mr. Blake)
92 (i).

Land Grants to Rys. in the N.W.T. B. No. 147
(Sir Hector Langevin). Rea. prop., 782 (ii); M. for
Corn. on Res, 2440; in Com., 2461, 2483, 2497; M. to
conc. in Res., 2533; 1°* of B., 2534 (iii); 2° m., 2770,
2854 ; in Com, 2855; Order for 3° road, Amts. (14r.
Blake) 2890; neg. (Y. 46, N. 86) 2893; Amts. (Mr.
Blake) nog. on same div., 2894; 30*, 2894 (iv). (48-49
Vie., c. 60.)

LAND IMPROVEMENT FUND SETTLEMENT: Ques. (Mr. Sproule)
1039 (ii).

LAND RESERVES oF B.C.: M. for Rot. (51r. Baker, Victoria)
703 (i).

LAND SALES OR SETTLEMENT IN N.W., sOUTH or 24.MILZ
BELT: Ques. (Mr. Cameron, Huron) 2530 (iii),

LANDS IN TRY. BELT IN B.C. AND OMESTEAD ACT: QUes.

(Mr. Messon) 289 (i).



INDEX.

LANDS NORTH AND WEST OF'LAKE SUPERIOR: M. for Rot.
(Mr. Mills) 66 (i).

LANDS. See "DOMINION."

LANDS REJECTED BY C.P.R. CO. IN Ry. BELT: Stmnt. (Sir
John A. Macdonald) 965; outside Ry. Bolt, Quo. (Mr.
Blake) 927 (ii).

"LANSDOWNE," STEAMER, ENGINES AND BOILER: QuoS.

(Mr. Vail) 189 (i) ; COMMUNICATION WITH P.E.I.:

Quos. (Mr. Jenkins) 927 (ii).
LANGELIER, Ma. F.: Certificate of Election and Re-

turn Of, 1 (i).
LAURIE, MAJ. GENL., MISSI)N OF, TO THEN.W.: Ques. (Mr.

Kirk) 2997 (iv).
LAVIS'S PATENT POLE AND MILITIA TENTS : Ques. (Mr.

Langelier) 2029 (iii).
LAvoIE,ýGEO. See IlI.C.R."

Law of Evidence. See " CRIMINAL LAW."

LAW REPORTS, ONT.: in COm Of Sup., 3351 (iv).

LEDUC, FATIER, AND MR. MALONEY, COM3MUNICATIONS WITH

GOVT.: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 3424 (iv).
LE FONDS POST OFFICE, ESTABLISIIMENT OF.: Ques. (Mr.

Rinfret) 816 (ii).
LEBEL, ANTOINE, INDIAN AGENT ACTING WITHOUT SURETIES:

Ques. (Mr. De St. Georges) 1211 (ii).

LENNOX CONTROVERTED ELECTION: Judgos Rep., Warrant

issued and roturn of Member, 1.

LETTER CARRIERS. See 4lCIVIL SERVICE " B. 31.
LETTER POSTAGE IREDUCTION: Ques. (Mr. Hesson) 33; M.

ior copies of Cor., &c. (Mr. Charlton) 291 (i).
LETTER POSTAGE, REDUCTION OF : M. for copies of Cor., &c.,

(Mr. Charlton)' 291 (i).
LEvELS, GRADEs, TANGENTS, &C., FROM SUMMIT OF ROCKIES

TO MOODY: QueS. (Mr. Blake) 888 (ii).
LEvIs CONTROVERTED ELECTION: Judgment of Supreme

Court, 593 (i); Roturn of Member eleCt, 1385 (ii).

Library of Parliament Act Amt. B. 139 (Sir John
A. Macdonald). Ros. prop., 1658; in Co m, 1666; 1°*,
of B., 1670 (ii); 20, 2402 (iii); in Com., 2759; 30 m.,
Amt. (Mr. Laurier) neg. (Y. 51, N. 65) 2763; 30 on
samo div. reversed, 2763 (iv). (18-49 Vic., c. 45.)

LIBRARY oF PARLIAMENT: M. for Joint Com., 36; Mr.
Bourinot's Work: scarcity of copios, 40 ;- Office of
Librarian: Remarks (Mir. Blake) 41 (i); in Com. of
Sup., 2796 (iv).

LICENSE ACT, 1883, DECISION OF SUPREME COURT re : M. for
]Ret.* (Mr. Blake) 533 (i).

LICENSE ACT, DOM., COMMISSIONERS UNDER: M. for Rot.
(Mr. Bergin) 307 (i).

LICENSE ACT, QUEBEC, WORKING OF: M. for COr. (Mr.
Bergeron) 307 (i).

LICENSE CoMMIssIoNERs irN EssEx: Quos. (Mr. Lister) 606 (i).
LICENSE COMmissIoNERs, BOARD OF, UNDER ACT OF 1883: M.

for Rot.* (Mr. Cameron, Huron) 46 (i).
LICENSE INSPECTORS, PAY OF, UNDER ACT OF 1883: QueS.

(Mr. Gunn) 1568 (ii).
LICENSES, LAKE ERIE, FISHING, NAMES OF PERSONS GRANTED:

M. for Ret. (Mr. Lister) 964 (ii).

LICENSES OR PERMITS TO cUT TIMBER, &C., APPLICATIONS FOR

AND NOT GRANTED: M. for Rets.* (gr. Charlton) 209 (i).
LICENSES. See "DOMINION LANDS."

LIEUT.-GOV. OF N.B.: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 362 (i).
LIEUT.GOV. OF QUEÎEC, OATII OF OFFICE: QueS. (Mr. Cas-

grain) 479 (i).
LIFE-BOATS AND STATIONS: in Com. of Sup., 2947 (iv).
LIFE SAVING APPARATUS IN C.B.: Que. (Mr. Dodd) 289 (i).
LIFE-SAVING SERVICE AT PORT ROWAN: M. for copies of

Cor. (Mr. Jackson) 142 (i).
LIGHTHrOUSEs, &C. See " MARINE " and " PUBLIC WORKs."

LIGHTHOUSE AND COAST SERVICE: in Com. of Sup., 2951,
3250 (iv).

LIGHTHOuSE AND FOG-ALARMS, CONSTRUCTION OF: in COm.
of Sap., 2952 (iv).

LIGIITIHOUSE AT QUACO, MEMORIALS OR COR: M. for COpiOs*

(Mr. Weldon) 1442 (ii).

LIGEITSHIP AT LOWER TRAVERSE, WooD SUPPLIES: M. for

Rot. (Mr. Oasgrain) 30 (i).
LINDSAY, D., DEPUTY COLLECTOR OF INLAND REVENUE,

SUPERANNUATION OF: Ques. (Mr. MeMullen) 2531 (iii).
LINGAN MINES, C.B., AIDING CIVIL POWER AT: in COm. Of

Sup., 3452 (iv).
"LION," SEIZURE OF SCHOONER, IN N.S.: M. for cOpios of

Rop., &c.* (Mr. Robertson, Shelburne) 533 (i).
L1QuoR CERTIFICATES IN CO. OF HALTON: M. for Rot.* (Mr.

-3lcCraney) 67 (i).
LIQuoR LICENSE ACT, 1883, APPLICATION FOR AND LICENSES

GRANTED, &C.: M. for Ret. (Mr. Landerkin) 46 (i).

Liquor License Act, 1883, Amt. B. No. 58 (Mr.
Foster). 10, 170; 2° m., 620; deb. adjd., 622 (i).

Liquor License Act, 1883, B. No. 134 (Sir John A.
Macdonald). 10, 1281 (ii) ; 2Q m., 2400; 2°*, 2402 (iii);
in Com., 2768, 2894; 30 m., Amt. (Mr. Mulock) 2958;
30*, 2961 (iv). (48-49 Vic., c. 74.)

LIQUOR LICENSE ACT, 1883, BOARDS OF COMMISSIONERS

UNDER: Ques. (Mr. Poster) 77 (i).
LIQUOR LICENSE ACT, 1883, CONSTITUTIONALITY OF: QueS.

(Mr. Blake) 429 (i).
LiQUOR LICENSE ACT, REGULATIONS DIRECTING LICENSE

F UND UNDER: Ques. (Mr. Auqer) 76 (i).
LiQUOR iLICENSE ACT, PUTTING IN FORCE OF: in COM. Of

Sup., 3244 (iv).
LieuoR. See " CAN. TEMP. ACT," &C.

LIQUORS, REVENUE DERIVED FROM IMPORTATION, &C.: M.
for Stmnt. (Mr. Rykert) 313 (i).

LIQuoR LICENSE ACT, 1883, SUPREME COURT JUDGMENT:

Que. (Mr. Desjardins) 29 (i).
LIVERP30L HARBOR, N.S., AUTOMATIC BUOYS: Ques. (Mr.

Porbes) 419 (i), 1914 (iii).
LIVERPOOL OR LONDON, AND ST. JOHN, N.B., OR HALIFAX

STEAMSH[P SUBVENTION: in COm. of Sup., 2942 (iv).
LOANS:

ADVANCES To LOOAL GoVTS.: M. for copies of Cor., &c. (Mr. Blake)
45 (i).

ADVANCES TO PRoVINCES. See B. 7.
BANK ADVANCES TO GoVT.: QueB. (Mr. Blake) 113, 743 (i).

OONTRACTED BY GoVT.: Ques. (Sir Richard Cartwright) 1744, 1914
(iii).
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LOANS-Continued.

a.P.R.: $30,000,000, PAYMENTS ON ACCOUNT OF: Ques. (Sir Richard
Cartwright) 1130; payment of interest on: QuOs. (Mr. Charlton)
1131 (ii). See B. 153.

DRY DOciS, ENCOURAGEMENT. Sec B. 108.
ESQUIMALT GRAVING DocK. Seo B, 7.
FIVE PER CENr. CONSOLID., RETIREMENT: M. for copies of 0. C., &c.

(Sir Richard Cartwright) 484 (i).
FIVE PSR CENT. LOAN SiNKINO FUND: Ques. (Sir Richard Cartwright)

2465 (iii).
GOVT. LOANS : Ques. (Mr. Charlton) 2465 (iii).
HARBOR MASTER OF HALIFAX. See B. 48.
LOAN, RECENT, PROSPECTUS, ADVERTISEMENTS, &c. M. for copies

(Sir Richard Cartwright) 37 (i).
LOCAL GOVTS.: APPLICATIONS FOR ADVANCES: M. for Cor. (Mr.

Blake) 45 (1).
MONEY BORROWED BY GOVT. IN CANADA : Ques. (Sir Richard Cart-

. wright) 743 (i); (Mr. Charlton) 1305 (ii).
PUBLIC SERVICE. See B. 145.
QUEBEU, ADVANCES ON ACCOUNT OF SUBSIDY: QueS. (Mr. Langelier)

235 (i).
TEMPORARY LOANS TO GOVT.: Ques. (Mr. Charlton) 350 (i), 2530 (iii).
THREE RIVERS HARBOR GOMMrSIONERs. Sec B. 150.
£4,000,000 RECENTLY EFFECTED: Ques. (Mr. Charlton) 2998 (iv).

Loans for the Public Service authorization B.
.No. 145 (Mr. Bowell). Res. prop , 2391; M. for Com.
on Res., 2461; in Com, 2463; M. to receive Rep. of
Com., 2523; 1°* of B., 20*, in Com. and 3°*, 252C (iii).
(48-49 Vic,, c. 43.)

LOBSTER TRAPS AND SEA LOTS: M. for Ret. (Mr. Blake) 61 (i).
LOCAL GOVTS. IN N. W. T.: M. for copies of Cor. (Mr.

Cameron, Huron) 292 (i).
LOCATION, &C., C.P.R., LAND SET APART, GRANTED, &0.: M.

for Map (Mr. Blake) 46 (i).
LOCATION OF Ç. P. R. IN B. C.: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 2239 (iii).
London Life Insurance Co.'s Amt. B. No. 76 (Mr.

Macmillan, Middlesex). 10*, 313 ;2°*, 405 (i); in
Com. and 30, 1723 (ii). (48-49 Vic., c, 94.)

LONGLEY, G. C., COLLECTOR OF INLAND REV., SUPERANNUA-

TION OF : Ques. (Mr. McMullen) 2530 (iii).
LoNG SAULT AND LAKE TÉM1ISCAMINGUE lR. SUBSIDY: prop.

Res. (Mr. Pope) 3458.
LONG POINT FISHING GROUNDS: QuOS. (Mr. Jackson) 289 (i).
LoNGUEUIL AND LÉvIs Ry., SURVEY OF: Ques. (Mr. Vanasse)

429 (i).
Lord's Day Observance. See "SUNDAY ExCURSIONS."
LOSSES AND EXPENSES THROLGH TROUBLES IN THE N.W.T.:

in Com. of Sup., 3454 (iv),.
LOWER TRAVERSE LIGIITHOUSE, SUPPLY OF WOOD TO: M.

for Ret.* (Mr. Casgrain) 30 (i).
LUGHRIN, CIHARLES H., AND SEC. OF STATE, CoR. BETWEEN,

re CANADA TEMP. ACT: M. for Rot.* (Mr. Burpee)

1443 (ii).
Lutheran Church. See "SYNOD."
LYNCH's TREATISE ON BUTTER: in Com. of Sup., 3456 (iv).
LYTTON, B.C., WORK ON C.P.R., NEAR: M. for information

(5Mr. Blake).
MADUXNAKIK RIVER OBSTRUCTIONS;' M. for Ret. (Mr. Irvine)

443 (i).
MACKINLEY, A.K& W., OF HALIFAX, ENTRY OF SCIHOOL BOOKB

AT UNDERVALUATION: M. for Ret.* (Mr. Rykert) 1443
(ii).

MAIL BAGs, FURNISHING OF: Ques. (Mr. Jackson) 964 (ii).
MAIL ROBBERIES IN MAN. AND N. W. T.: M. for copies of

Cor. (Mr. Blake) 91 (i).
MAIL SERVICE. See "PoST OFFICE."

MAIL SUBSIDIES. See "SUPPLY."

MAIL TRAINS ON G.T.R., BROCKVILLE, ARRIVAL AND

DEPARTURE: M. for Rot. (Mr. 0arneron, Middlesex) 816
(ii).

MANILA RATS; in Com. on Ways and Moans, 817 (ii).
MANITOBA:

BRANDON, POSTMASTER AT, SALARY, &C.: Ques.(Mr. Lieter)2029 (iii).
CANADIAN PAcIFic Ry. Se general heading.

CENSUS : Ques. (Mr. Farrow) 149 (i). Sec B. 21.

CLAIMS FOR A SUBSIDY: Ques. (Mr. Cameron, Haron) 188 (i).
CLAIMS SETTLEMENT. See B. 155.

COUNTY COURT JUDGES: prop. Res. (Sir Ilector Langevin) 3395 (iv).
CUSTOMSSEIZURES AT WINNIPEG: M. for Stmnt. (Mr. Paterson, Brant)

293 (i); M. for Ret.,* 1443 (ii).
EMERSON, TOWN oF, GOVT. AID TO: Ques. (Mr. Cameron, Huron)

148; M. for copies of Claims, &c.," 448 (i).
EXPENDITURE FOR RYS., &C.: M. for Stmnt.* (Mr. Vanasse) 904 (il).
INDIAN AGENCY, MANAGEMENT OF: M. for copy of Rep. of Oommis-

sion (Mr. Charlton) 61; missing Ret. produced (Mr. Speaker)
67 (i).

LAND BOARD AT WINNIPEG: in COM. Of Sup., 3315 (iV).
MAIL ROB1ERIES: M. for copies of Cor. (fr. Blake) 91 (i).
MAN, AND NORTu-WESTERN RY. CO. See B. 147.

MAN. CENTRAL RY. CO. : Ques. (Mr. Blake) 862 (i).
MAN. SOUTII-WE5TERN COLONIZATION RY. 00. See B. 147.

PENITENTIARY: in Co. Of Sup., 989 (i), 3351 (iv).
ROUNDHOUSE AT SELEIRK: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 2171 (iii).

SESSION oF LEGISLATURE, 1884: Ques. (Mr. Biake) 862 (ii).
SETTLERS: Ques. (Sir Richard Cartwright) 113 (i).
TUG-AEGES, DREDOES, &C., ON RED RIVER: M. for Ret.* (Mr.

Watson) 964 (ii).
[See alsO "DOMINION LANDS,"I "HALF-BREEDS," "I1NDIANS," &C.]

Manitoba and North-Western Ry. Co. of
Canada B. No. 74 (Mr. Royal). 10*, 313; 2°*,
405 (i) ; in Com. and 3°*, 1180 (ii). (48-49 Vic.,
c. 86.)

MANITOBA CLAIMS SETTLEMENT: Deb. on M. for Com. on
Res. (Mr. Bowell) 2775; (Mr. Watson) 2776; (Mr.
Ross) 2777; (Mr. Blake) 2778 ; (Sir John A. Mac-
donald) 2780; (Mr. Mulock) 2783; (Mr. White, Card-
well) 2783; (Mr. Mills) 2784; (Mr. White, -Hastings)

2786 ; (Messrs. Trow and Woodworth) 2787 ; (Mr.
Fairbank) 2789 (iv). See B. 155.

Manitoba, Subsidy to, increased, B. No. 155 (Mr.
Bowell). Res. prop., 2420 (iii); M. for Com., 2775;
in Com., 2789, 2823; further Res., 2889; in Com.,
2924; 1°* of B., 2926 ; 20 and in Ccrn., 3047; 30,
3075 (iv). (48-49 Vic., c. 50.)

MANUFACTURED EXPORTS, DRAWBACICS ON: M. for Rot. (Mr.
Paterson, Brant) 139 (i).

MANUFACTURING INDUSTRIEs REP.: Information respecting

B. C. (Mr. Shakespeare) 594.
MARINE AND FISHERIES DEPTL. REP. : presonted (Mr.

McLelan) 113 (i); in Com. of Sup., 906, 922 (ii).
MARINE :

ALLAN 8TEAMSIiP 00. AND CLAIIM OF GOVT.: Ques. (Mr. Forbes)

148 (i).
AUTOMATIO BUOYS IN LIVERPOOL HARBOR: Ques. (Mr. Forbes) 479

(i), 1914 (iii).
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MABINE-Continued.
BAYFIELD BREAKWATER, EXTENSION : Ques. (Mr. Mclsaac) 77 (i).
B1RD ISLAND LIGHTHOUSE, MANAGEMENT : M. for Ret.* (Mr. Camp-

bell, Victoria) 1443 (il).
BROOKLYN BREAKWATER, WHARFAGE COLLECTIONS : Ques. (Mr.

Forbes) 478 (i).

BUOYS IN VICTORIA AND NANAIMO HARB3ORS: QueS. (Mr. Baker,

Victoria) 479 (i).
BURLINGTON BAY CANAL, SOUNDINGS: M. for copy of Rep. (Mr.

Robertson, Hamilton) 1533 (ii).
CAPE RACE LIGHT ; in Com. of Suip., 2952 (iv).

CASCUMPEC HARBOR IMPROVEMENTS : Ques. (Mr. 1eo) 479 (i).

COFFIN'S ISLAND LIGHTIIOUSE, PROTECTION: QueS. (Mr. Forbes)

1915 (iii).
DIGBY PIER, WHARFAGE COLLECTIONS FOR 1884 : M. for Ret.* (Mr.

Vail) 532 (i).
DISCOVERY ISLAND, B.C., LiGHirHousz: Ques. (Mr. Baker, Victoria)

479 (i).
DREDGES, Tuas AND Scows: M. for Ret. (Mr. Jackson) 53 ; remarks

(Sir Hector Langevin) 56 (i).
DuMMY LIGHToUSE FoG-HoRN : M. for copies of Cor. (Mr. Jackson)

293 (i).
FOG-WHISTLES IN BAYo F FUNDY, TENDERS FOR COAL : M. far cOpies*

(Mr. Robertson, Shelburne ) 533 (i).
GREAT VILLAGE RIVER IMPROVEMENTS : M. for Strnt.* (Mr. Robert-

son, Shelburne) 67 (i).
HOSPITALS: in Com. Of Sup., 2956 (iV).

HUDSON BAY EXPEDITION, SUPPLIES : Ques. (Mr. l'ail) 783 ; in Com.
of Sup., 3245 (iV).

"LANSDOWNE," STEAMER, ENGINE AND BOILER: QueS. (Mr. Fail)
189 (i) ; COMMUNICATION WITII P. E. I.: QueS. (Mr. Jenkins)
927 (ii).

LIFE-BOATS AND STATIONS : in Com. of Sup., 2947 (iv).

LIFI-SAVING APPARATUS IN C.B. : Ques. (Mr. Dodd) 289 (i).
LIFE-SAVING SERVICE AT PORT ROwAN : M. for copies of Cor. (Mr.

Jackson) 142 (i).
LIGHTHOUSE AND COAST SERVICE: in Com. of Sup., 2950-2952,

3250 (iv).

"L1on," SCROONBU, SEIZURE OF : M. for copies of Rep.* (Mr.
Robertson, Shelburne) 533 (i).

LOWER TRAVERSE LIGIITHOUSE, WOOD SUPPLIES : M. for Ret.* (Mr.

Casgrain) 30 (i).
MASTERS AND MATES' EXAMINATION : in Co. Of Sup., 2916 (iV).

MCISAAC'S POND AS A HARiBOR oF REFUGE : Quo3. (Mr. Cameron,
Inverness) 36; ENGINEERS' REPS. : M. for copies, 60 (i).

METAGHAN RIVER PIER, WRARFAGR COLLECTIONS FOR 1884 : M. for

Ret.* (Mr. Vail) 532 (i).
NÂAUOws, ST. LAWRENCE, LIGITHOUSE : Ques. (Mr. Wood, Brock-

ville) 112 (i).
NAVIGATION OF CANADIAN WATERS. See B. 132.

"NEPTUNE," STEAMER, SUPPLIES: M. for copies of AcCts. (Mr. Vail)
229 (i).

NEW HARBOR AND INDIAN HARBOR BREAKWATERS : M. for Ret.* (Mr.

Kirk) 147 (i).
OBSTRUCTIONS IN NAVIGABLE WATERS : in Com. of Sup., 2950 (iV).

OCEAN AND RIVER SERVICE : in OOM. Of Sup., 2915 (iV).

PARSROROUGH BREAKWATER, TENDERS : M. for copies (Mr. Robert-
son, Shelburne) 66 ().

PORT ARTHUR HARBOR : in Com. of Sup., 2916 (iv).

PORT MoODy DOCK, TENDERS FOR REPAIR: Ques. (Mr. Casey) 816 (i).

PORT ROWAN AS A HARBOR OF REFUGE : M. for Ret. (Mr. Jackson)

297 (i).
PORTS STANLEY AND BURWELL, HARBORS OF REFUGE , M. for Ret. (Mr

Wilson) 62 (i).
C QUEEN OP TrE ISLES," STEAMER, EMPLOYMRNT oF: Ques. (&r,

NeMullen) 1131 (ii).
RED POINT HARBOR BREAKWATER-: Ques. (Mr. Macdonald, King's)

1039 (ii).
RIVER ST. LAWRENCE NAVIGATION. See B. 159.
SALMON POINT BREAKWATER: M. for Cor. (Mr. Plait) 210 (i).
SATUMA ISLAN» LIGOTEOUSE: Ques.'(Mr. Baker, Victoria) 479 (i).

MARINE- Continued.
SAWDUST IN LA HAVE RIVER : Ques. (Mr. Forbes) 2239 (iii).
SHINGLE SHAVINGS IN THE MERSEY RIVER : Ques. (Mr. Forbes) 1039 (ii).

SHIPPING, REGISTRATION: in Com. of Sup., 2950 (iv).

" IR JAMES DOUGLAS," STEAMER : M. for Cor. (Mr. Baker, Victoria)
831 (ii).

SOMERVILLE BREAKWATER, REPAIRS: Ques. (Mr. Forbes) 57 (i).

STEAMBOAT INSPECTION ACT ÂMT. Sec B. 133.
STORES PUILCHASED IN HALIFAX: M. for Ret.* (Ur. Forbes) 533 (i)

Ques., 1914 (iii).
TRACADIE BREAKWATER, EXPENDITURE: M. for Stmnut. (Mr. fclsdac)

147 (i).
TUG-BARGES, DREDGE, aC., ON RED RIVER : M. for Ret.* (Nfr.

Watson) 964 (ii).
WATER AND RIVER POLICE : in Com. of Sup., 295) (iv).

WELLER'S BAY " .RANGE LIGHTS " : M. for Cor. (Mr. Platt) 210 (i).

WHITE POINT BREAKWATER : Ques. (Ur. Forbes) 52 (i).

WRITE POINT BREAKWATER, REPAIRS : QueS. (Ur. Forbes) 52 (i)

WRECRS AND CASUALTIES : in Com. of Sup., 2950 (iv).

Maritime Court of Ontario Jurisdiction B. No.
11 (Mr. Allen). 10*, 40; 20 m., 127 ; 2°*, 13 1; Order
for Com. read, 215; in Com., 496; 3°*, 616 (i).

MARKET BATTERY, -KINGSToN, LEASE OF PROPERTY: M. for
copies of O. C., &c. (Mr. Flatt) 210 (i).

MARTIN, JOHN, CONTINUATION OF PENSION TO WIDow oF : M.
for copies of Pets.* (Mr. Curran) 201 (i).

MASKINONGÉ, YACANCY IN THE REPRESENTATION: Warlrant
issued and Ret. of member, 1 (i).

MASTERS AND MATES, EXAMINATION OF : in Com, Of' Sup.,
2946 (iv).

MATTAWA, MOUNTAIN RAPIDS, AND LoNG SAULT, IMPROVE-

MENTS AT: Ques. (Mr. White, Rerfrew) 1040 (ii).
MEDALS FOR VOLUNTEERS WHO SERVED IN TIIE N.W.: Ques.

(Mr. .McNeill) 2274 (iii).
MEDICINE IAT AND FORT MACLEOD STAGE LINE: Ques. (Mr.

Watson) 351 (i).
MEETING OF' THE MlOUSE, IRREGULAR TIME: Remarks (Mr.

Blakce) 2996 (iv).
MEGANTIC: Return of Member to represont, 1 (i).
MEMBERS, ACCOMMODATION FOR: Remarks (Sir Richard

Cartwright) 49 (i).
MEMBERS' INDEMNITY, PAYMENT TO THOSE ABSENT THROUGH

SICKNESS : Ques. (Mr. Trow) 3473 (iv).

MEMBERS INTRODUCED, 1,133 (i), 1192, 1385 (ii), 3150 (iv).
MEMORIALS, &c., RESPECTING GRIEVANCES, ANSWERS TO:

Ques. (Mr. Blake) 3424 (iv).
MEREDITH, CHIEF JUSTICE, RESIGNATION OF: M. fOr Copy

(Mr. Laurier) 43 (i).

MESSAGES FROM HIS EXCELLENCY:
ADDRESS, ANS. TO, 113 (i).

CLAIMS OF MANITOBA, 202 (1).

CHINESE COMMISSIONERS' REP., 234 (i).
ESTIMATES, THE, 289 (i); Suppl. for 1884-85, 2820; Suppl. for 1885-

86, 3359; Further Suppl. for 1885-S6, 3423 (iv).
BANKRUPTCY PETS., REs., &C., 101 (i).

INTERNAL ECONOMY COMMISSION, 40 (i).

ALBANY, DrE OF, DEATH op, THANKs oF QUEEN, 32 (i).

GRANT OF $700,003 FOR N.W. TROUBLES, 1064 (ii).
GRANT OF $1,000,000 FOR EXPENDITURM IN N.W., 2234 (iii).

MIDDLETON, GENL., VOTE TO, 3470 (iv).

PARLIAMENT: OPENING, 1 ; PROROGATION, 3475.

WASHINGTON TREATY, COR. AND PAPERS, 3232 (iv).

METAGHAN RIVER FIER, WHARFAGE COLLECTIONS FOR 1884:
M. for Ret.* (Mr. Vail) 532 (i).
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INDEX.
METLAKATLA INDIAN TROUBLES: M. for Cor. (hir. Shakes-

peare) 304 (i).
METEOROLOGICAL OBSERVATOIIES: in Com. of Sip., 2956 (iv.)
MIDDLETON, GENL., DESPATCHES FROM : 1822, 1835, 1895,

2139, 2357 (iii), 2750, 3073 (iv) ; Instructions to: Ques.
(Mr. Blake) 1306 (ii), 2169 (iii) ; Thanks of Parlt., 3457;
Voteof $20,000, 3470 (iv).

MILITIA :
A, B AND C BATTERIES: in Com. of Sup., 2914 (iv).
ACTIVE MEMBERS, NUMBER : M. for Ret.* (Mr. Mulock) 533 (i).
AmmUNITION: in COM. Of Su1p., 2903 (iv).
ARxS, DESCRIPTION oF: Ques. (Mr. Gault) 814.
ARGYLE HIGHLANDERS, PAYMENT OF ARREARS : Ques. (Mr. Campbell,

Victoria) 889; M. for Ret.,* 1444 (ii).
BARRAicKs AT LONDON: in Com. of Sup., 3412 (iv).

BARRACK HUTS, B.C.: in CoU. Of Sup., 3112 (iv).

BATTERIES, TRANSFER oF: Ques. (Sir Richard Cartwrght) 235 (i).

BERGIN, SURGEON-GENL., SERVICES : Ques. (Mr. ,IcMullen) 1914 (iii).
BLAIS, ACHILLE, FUNERAL EXPENSES: Ques. (Mr. Langelier) 2169 (iii).
BOOTS FOR THE TORONTO CORPS: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 1744 (ii).
BRIGADE MAJORS' SALARIES, &C. : in Como ofSup., 2903 (iv).

CANADIAN CONTINGENT FOR THE SOUDAN: Ques. (Ur. Blake) 568 (i).
CLOTHING AND GREAT COATS: in COM. Of Sup., 2906 (iV).

DOM. ARTILLERY ASSOCIATION : in Co. Of.Sup., 2913 (iV).

DOm. RIFLE ASSOCIATION: in Com. of Sup., 2913 (iv).

DRILL PAY, &C. ; in Com. of Sup., 2910 (iv).

EQUIPMENT OF THE 90TH BATT. '. Ques. (Mr. Ross) 2851 (iv).

EXPEDITION TO THE N.W., COST OF: Qiies. (Mr. Charlton) 1678 (ii).

FLANNEL SHIRTS, CONTRACT FOR : Ques. (Mr. Rinjret) 1306 (ii).
GATLING GlTN FOR USE OF Tnoops; Ques. (Wr. Robcrts9n, Ilastingd)

813 (ii).
GRANT, G., SUPERANNUATION: Ques. (Mr. McMallen) 2531 (iii).

GUNS IN ACTION IN THE N.W.: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 2170 (iii).

HOUGHTON, COL., MISSION TO TEE N.W. : Qaes. (Mr. Blake) 3425 (iv).

IMPROVED RIFLED ORDNANCE : in COM. Of Sup., 2915 (iV).

KITS ERVED OUT : Ques. (Mr. Blake) 1568 (ii).

LAURIE, MAJOR GENL., MISSION TO THE N. W.: QueS. (Mr. Kirk)
2997 (ii).

LAVIS' PATENT POLE AND MILITIA TENTS; QueS. (Mr. Langelier)
2029 (iii).

MARTIN, J., PENSION TO WIDOW OF • M. for copies of Pet." (Mr.

Curran) 201 (i).
MEDALS FOR VOLUNTEERS: Ques. (Mr. McNeill) 2274 (iii).
MIDDLETON, GENL., DESPATCHES FROM, 1822, 1835, 1895, 2139,

2357 (iii), 2750, 3073 (iv).

MIDDLETON, GENL, INSTRUCTIONS: QueS. (Mr. Blake) 1306 (ii)i
2169 (iii).

MILITARY COLLEGE GRADUATES, NUm3ER, &c.: M. for Ret.* (Sir

Richard Cartwright) 313 (i).
MILITARY COLLEGE GRADUATES IN THE MILITIA : Ques. (Mr. Kirk)

1040 (ii).
MILITARY BRANCH, &c. : in Com. of Sup., 2889, 2893, 2903 (iv).
MILITARY COLLEGE : in Com. of Sup., 2913; conc., 2932 (iv).
MILITARY MAGAZINE AT ST. JOHN : M. for Ret. (Mr, Weldon) 60 3 (i).
MILITARY ORGANIZATIONS IN MAN. AND N.W. T.; Ques. (Mr. Blake)

862, 1474 (il).
MILITARY PROPERTIES, CARE OF: in Coin. Sup., 2916 (iv).

MILITARY STOREHOUSE, QUEBEC : Ques. (Mr. Lingelier) 1039 (ii).
MONTREAL GARRISON ARTILLERY : Ques. (Mr. Blake) 1566 (ii).

MOUNTED INFANTRY, WINNIPEG: in Com. of Sup., 3411 (iv).
OFFIcERS AND MEN, PAY, &C.: M. for Ret.* (Mr. Cameron, Middlesex)

313 (i).
O'MALLEY, LIEUT -COL., CHARGES AGAINST : M. for copy of Rep. of

Major-Gen1. (Mr. Casey) 45 (i).

OTTER'S, COL., KARCE TO BATTLEFORD: Remarks, 1386 (ii).
OUIMET'S, COL , ABSENCE FROM DUTY : Remarks, 1167, 1205 (ii).
PENSIONS TO MILITIAMEN OF 1812: M. for Stmnt. (Mr. Bourassa)

101 (i).
PUESIONS: in COM. of Sup., 992 (if).
POWDER MAGAZINES AT FORT HOwE: Ques. (Mr. Weldon) 246 (ii).

16

MILITIA-Continued.
PROTESTANT VOLUNTUERS IN 65TU BATTALION; Remarks, 2998 ; Tel.,

3094 (iv).

REBELLION. See general heading 'DISTURBANCE.
REWARDS FOR BRAVERY: Ques. (Mr. Casgrain) 2359.
SCHOOL OF CATALRY AT QUEBEC: M. for Papers (Mir. Langolier)

88 (i).
SCOTT'S, COL., BATT. : Ques. (Mr. Watson) 1064 (hi).
TROOPS AT CL ARKE'S CRosSING : Telegram, 1205 (ii).

TROOPS, MOVEMENTS OF: Ques. (Mr. Blake) E38, 872; Tel., 1328(ii).
VETERANS OF WAR 1812: ini COM. Of Sup., 992 (il).
-- EXTEsIor oF PENSIONS TO WiDows: Ques. (Mr. Roberteon,

Hlas ting.s) 36 (i).
VICTORIA RIFLES, MONTREAL : Ques. (Mr. Curran) 1983 (iii).
VOLUNTEERS OF MIL. DIST. No. 9 : M. for Ret.' (Mr. Campbel,

Victoria) 1443 (ii).
-- TREATMENT OF HALF-BREEDS BY.: Remarks, 2169 (iii).
-- KILLiED, TRANSiPORT' oF BoDis: Ques. (lir. Blake) 2029 (Wii).

- IN TE N.W. AND INTOXICATING LiQUOR: Ques. (Ur. Foster)
1131 (i).

---- CORPS IN T E N. W. IN 1879: Remarka (Mr. Watson) 816;
Ques. ( M r. Blake) 1474 (ii).

-- OF 1837-38, RECOGNITION OF SERVICES: Res. (Mr. IHickey)
37 (i).

-- RECOGNITION OF SERVICES-: Ques. (Mr. Smalt) 1563 (h).

VOTE OF Tu&Nis, GEN. MIDDLETON AND VOLUNTEURS, 3459; ReS.,

3163 (iv).
WAR SUPPLIES, GARRIAGE BY AMEICAN RYS. : ReMarku, 839 (i).
WATERPROOF BLANKETS, PURCHASE OF: Ques. (Ur. Catudal) 2171

(iii).
WILLIAMS, COL, DEATH OF: Remarka aud Telegram, 3073 (i).

[See also general heading "DISTURBANE."i

Militia Acts. See "CONSOLIDATED."
MILITIA AND DEFENCE, ANNUAL REP.: preDonted (Mr.

Caron) 40 (i).
MILITIA, DEPT. OF: in Com. Of Sup., 898, 914 (ii), 2913 (iv).
Militia, Recognition of Services in the N. W. B.

160 (Mr. Caron). Res. prop., 3321; M. for Com.,
3376 ; in Com., 3377 ; 1°* of B., 3380; 2°*, in Com.
and 3°*, 3470 (iv). (48-49 Vic., c. 73)

MILLARD, MR, FINES IMPOSED, COLLECTION OF: QueS. (Mr.
Forbes) 1211 (ii).

MILL ST., ST. JOHN, 1RY. CROssiNa ON, MEMORIAL AND COR.

M. for copies* (Mir. Weldon) 1442 (ii).
MINERAL WVATERS : in Con. on Ways and Means, 808 (ii).
MINING AND TIMBER LANDS, NORTH 0F LAKEs SUPERIOR AND

HURON, OwNERsuPi 0Fo: M. for 0.0., &c. (Mr. Milla)
66 (i).

MINI8TER OF RYS., OFFICE OF: Quw8. (Mr. Blake) 41(i).
MINISTER OF INT., ABSENCE OF: Quos. (Mr. Blake) 964 (ii).
MIRAMJCUI iRIVER, Fisii CAUGIT IN: M. for Ret. (Mr. Mit-

chdll) 295 (i).

MIESION 0OF 1ON. MR. ROYAL: Attention of Govt. callod to
newspaper paragraph (Mr. Blake) 889 (ii).

MISsION 0F MAJOR GENL, LAUIE TO THE N. W.: Ques. (]Ir.
Kirk) 2 97 (iv).

MODEL FARM, ESTABLISHMENT: in Com. of Sup., 3453 (iv).

MONEY BORROWED BY GOVT. IN CANADA: Ques. (Sir Richard
Cartwright) 743 (i).

MONTREAL AND CHAMPLAIN JUNcTIoN RY. CO.'s SUBSIDY
prop. Res. (Mr. Pope) 3458 ; in Com., 3472 (iv).

MONTREAL AND SOREL Ry. Co.' SUBSmY: prop. Res. (1fr.
Pope) 3457 (iv).

MONTREAL GABRISON ARTILLERY. See "MILITIA."
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MONTREAL TURNPIKE TRUST DEBENTURES : 1S0. (Ur.
Amyot) 567 (i).

MooDY, JoHN, EMPLOYMENT OF: Qies. (Mr. Lister) 148 (i).
MooDY. See " PORT MooDY."

" MoRAvIAN." See "ALLAN LINE."

MORGAN, H.J., PAYMENTS To: M. for Stmnt. (Mr. McCraney)
144U (ii). Se " DoMINION ANNUAL REGISTEL.

MORGAN, J. H., SERVICES AS FoRESTRY COMMISSIoNER: QUeS.

(Mr. Cockburn) 77; APPOINTMENT: M. for O. C. (Mr.
Paterson, Brant) 147 (i).

MOULDINGS AND PICTURE FRAMES : in Com. on Ways and
Means, 846 (ii).

MORTON DAIRTING AND FARM[NG CO. See ".SQUATTERS."

MOUNTED INFANTRY. See " MILITIA."

Mounted Police Augmentation B. No. 144 (Sir
John A. Macdonald). Res. prop., 994 (ii); M. for Com.
on Res., 2402; in Com., 2415; M. to receive Rop. of
Com., 2421; 1°* of B., 2430 (iii) ; 21> and in Com.,
2770; 3° m., 2820; 30 on a div., 2822 (iv). (48-49
Vic., c. 53.)

MOUNTED POLICE BARRACKS, TENDERS FOR: QueS. (Mr.
Watson) 351 (i).

MOUNTED POLICE, COMMISSIONERs' REP.: Ques. (Mr, Blake)
2359 (iii).

MOUNTED POLICE, COMPENSATION FOR INJURIES: M. for
Rot.* (Mr. Somerville, Brant) 505 (i).

Mounted Police Force B. No. 140 (Sir John A.
Macdonald), 1°*, 1670 (ii); 2° and in Com., 2772;
3° m., 2832; 3°, 2833 (iv). (48-19 Vic., c. 54.)

MOUNTED POLICE: in Com. of Sup., 3243, 3392, 3421 (iv).
MOUNTED POLICE, INCREASE oF FORCE : Ques. (Mr. Blake)

2169 (ii).
MOUNTED POLICE OFEICERS, REPS. FROM, re ENGAGEMENTS:

Ques. (Ur. Blake) 3435 (iv).
MOUNTED POLICE RECRUITSP: Remarks (Mr. Blake) 1566

(ii).
MtURRAY CANAL: in Com. of Sup., 3303, 3307 (iv).
MURRAY CANAL ROUTE, COR. AND PETS.: M. for Ret.*

(Mr. Cockburn) 1442 (ii).
MUSK: in Com on Ways and Means, 806 (ii).
MUsOKA LAKES AND RIVER SEVERN CANAL SYSTEM: QUeS.

(Mr. Bain, Wentworth) 289 (i).
MCCARTHY, C. (eUBLIC WoRKs DEPT.) SUPERANNUATION OF:

Ques. (Mr. McMullen) 2530 (iii).
McDOUGALL, MR. H. F.: Certificate of Election and Return

of, 1(i).
MCISAAC'S POND, INVERNESS, N.S., AS A IHIARBoR 0F REFUGE

(Ques.) 36; ENGINEERS' REPS. RESPECTING: M. for
copies (Mr. Cameron, Inverness) 60 (i).

MOLEOD, N., (INDIAN AFFAIRS) SUPERANNUATION OF: QueS.
(Mr. McMullen) 2530 (iii).

MOMANUS, GRATUITY TO WIDOW 0F: in Com. of Sap., 3350;
cono., 3374 (iv).

NAPANEE, CONSTRUCTION OF PUBLIC BUILDINGS AT: QUeS.

(Mr. .Pruyn) 77 (i).
NAPANEE, TAMWo.TH AND QUEBEC RY. Co.'s SUBs1DY: prop.

Res. (Mr. Pope) 3458.
NARRows, ERECTION 0F A LIGHTHOUSE AT: Ques. (Mr. Wood,

Brockville) 112 (i).

"NATIONAL PoLICY" PAMPHLET: M. for copy* (Mr. Charl-
ton) 124 (i).

Navigation of Canadian Waters Act Amt. B.
No. 132 (Mr. McLelan). Res. prop. and in Com.,
1278; Il* of B., 1279 (ii): Order for 2* dschgd. and B.
wthdn., 2899 (iv). See B. 159.

NELSON & SoN's SCHooL BooKs. See IlCUSToMS,"

" NEWFIELD." See "ALLAN LINE."

NEW HARBoR AND INDIAN HARBOR, N.S., BREAKWATERS,
ENGINEERS' REPS.: M. for copies, &c.* (Mr. Kirk)

117 (i).
NEW MEMBERs, RET. OF (ANNOUNCEMENT) 1, 113 (i), 1192,

1385 (ii), 3072 (iv).

NEW MILITIA PENSIONS : conc., 2765 (iv).

NEW BRUNSWICK:
CARLTON BRANCH RY., PURCHASE OF: in Com. of Sup., 3415 (iv).

DODGE, BRENTON, DISMISSAL OF: M. for Ret.* (Mr. Moffat) 1442 (ii).

DORCHESTER PENITENTIARY: in COm. Of SUp., 989 (ii).

EXPENDITURE FOR RYs., &c. : M. for Stmnt. (Mr. anasse) 964 (ii).
FisH INSPECTOR IN CITY OF ST. JOHN : QueS. (Mr. Weldon) 2997 (iv).
FIBH TAKEN IN THE MIRAMICHI : M. for Ret. (Mr. Mitchell) 295 (i).

FOOT AND CARRIAGE BRIDGE AT ST. JOHN : M. for Ret." (Mr. Lancry,
Kent) 1443 (ii).

INTERCOLONIAL RY. Se6 general heading.
JUDGES, APPOINTMENT FOR YEAR'S CIRCUIT: Ques. (Mr. Davies)

568 (i).
LIEUT.-GOVERNOR: QueS (Mr. Blake) 362 (i).
MILITARY PROPERTIES AT ST. JOHN : M. for Ret. (Mr. Weldon) 606 (i)'

MILL ST., ST. JOHN, RY. CROSSING, MEMORIALS, &C. , M. for copies*

(Mr. Weldon) 1442 (il).
NORTIIERN AND WESTERN RY. Go. : M. for copies* (Mr. Temple)

533 (i),
POWDER MAGAZINES AT FORT HOWE, ST. JOHN : QueS. (Mr. Weldon)

246 (i).
RICIBUCTO AND KINGSTON PORTS, CUSTOMS BUSINESS: M. for Ret.*

(Mr. Landry, Kent) 1442 (ii).
SALMON FISHING IN BATHURST HARBOR-: QueS. (Mr. Blake) 2359 (iii).
&T. JOHN BRIDGE AD Ry. EXTENSION CO. : QueS. (Mr. Weldon)

569 (i).
ST. JOHN CITY AND COUNTY, VACANCY IN THE REPRESENTATION : QUeS.

(Nfr. Weldon) 3127 (iv).

ST. STEPHEN'S POST OFFICE, RECEIPTs, &C. : M. for Stmnt. (Mr.
Burpee) 1100 (ii).

ST. STEPHEN'S PUBLIC BUILDINGS, CONSTRUCTION: Ques. (Mr. Gilimor)
1148 (if).

SUPREME COURT, CAUSES ENTERED : M. for number (Mr. Foster) 294

(i).
WOODSTOCK PUBLIC BUILDINGS : Ques. (Mr. Irvine) 606 (i).

"NEPTUNE," See " HUDSON BAY."

NEw BRUNSWICK AND P.E.I. RY. Co.'s SUnsIDY: prop. Res.
(Mr. Pope) 3457; in Com., 3472 (iv).

NEWFoUNDLAND AND THE DoM., TRADE RELATIONS BETWEEN:

Ques. (Mr. Mitchell) 3042 (iv).
NICOLET: Return of Member to represent, 1.
NoRTH AMERICAN CONTRACTING CO., POSITION OF DEBT OF

$600,000 : M. for Stmnt. (Mr. Blake) 145 (i).
NORTHERLY AND WESTERLY BOUNDARIES OF ONT., PRO-

oEEDINGS, MONEYS PAID, &o. : M. for Rot. (Mr. Lister)
210 (i).

NORTHERN AND PACIFI0 JUNCTION RY. AND THE C.P.R.
Ques. (Mr. Edgar) 57 (i).

NORTHERN AND PAOIFIC JUNCTION Ry. LEASE : M. for copy

(Mr. Mulock) 56 (i).
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INDEX
NoRTEREN AND WESTERN RY., COR, BETWEEN DoM. AND

LocAL GOVT. op N.B.: M. for copies (Mr. Temple)

533 (i).
NORTHERN AND WESTERN RY. Co.'S SUBSIDY : prop. R1O.

(Kr. Pope) 3457 (iv).
NORTH SASKATCHEWAN RIVER IMPROVEMENTS : M. for copy

of Reps., &c. (Mr. .McCallum) 615, 695 (i).
NoRTi SHORE LINE, SUBSIDY TO : M. for Copie3 of Cor., &o.

(Mr. Laurier) 41 (i).
NORTH SHORE RY., PURCHASE OF, BY GoVT. : Ques. (Mr.

Laurier) 189 (i).
NoRTII SHORE RY., USE oF BY C.P. R.: Ques. (Mr. Blake)

1915 (iii).
NORTHUMBERLAND CONTROVERTED ELECTION : Judgment Of

Supreme Court, 593 (i); Return of Momber, 1192 (ii).
NORTII-WESTERN COAL AND NAv. Co. See B. 147.

NORTH-WEST CENTRAL RY.: Remarks (Mr. Watson) on M.
for Com. of Sup., 3380 (iv).

N.W. CoUNcIL, RES. re IIALF-BREED CLAIMS: Ques. (Mr.
Blake) 3425 (iv).

N.W. CouNCI[, SALARIES: in Com. of Sap., 3392 (iv).

N.W.T. Expenses B. No. 149 (Mr. Bowell). Res.,2532,
1°* of B., 2559 ; 2° and in Com., 2855; 30*, 2894 (iv).
(48-49 Ve., c. 42.)

NORTH-WEST TERRIrORIES:
ADMINISrRATION OF JUSTICE. See B. 141.
BELL AND KviEaa LAND CLAIMs: M. for copies of 0. 0. (Mr.

Cameron, Huron) 479 (i).
CALGARY AND FORT MAcLEoD STAGE LiNE : Ques. (Mr. Watson) 351 (i).

CANADIAN PACIFic RY. See general heading.
CENsUs: Que3. (Mr. Farrow) 149 (i). See B. 21.
CHANGE OF NAMEs OF LocALITIES: Ques. (Mr. Tassi') 2359 (ii;).
EXPEND.TURE FOR RYS., &C.: M. for StnUt * (Mr. VinaSSe) 961 (ii),

FEES FROM SETTLERS BY GoVT. AGENTS.: QueS. (Mr. Blake) 2170 (iii).
FISHERIIES AcT EXTENSION : Ques. (Ur. JIe3on) 51 (i).
FISHERIEs PRorEcriou: M. for copies of Uor. (Mr. fesson) 700 (i).

FOaT MACLEOD BARRACKS: in Com. of Sup., 3387 (iv).

FORT MACLEOD RANCH TEL. Co,See B. 80.
FUEL FOR SETTLERS: M. for copies of Cor. (Mr. Blake) 61 (i).

GoVT. OFFIoiALs, NAMis, &c.: M. for Ret. (Mr. AlcMallen) 66 (i).

GRANDIN, BISHoP, COMMUNICATIONS FROM : Ques. (Mr. Blake)

3423 (iv.)
HALF-BREED GRIEVANCEs: Res. (Mr. Blake) in Amt to Com. on

Ways and Means, 761; neg. (Y. 57, N. 122) 771 (i); Speech,
2030 ; Resumé of Events: Res. (Mr. Blake) in Amt. to Com.

on Ways and Means, 3075; deb. (Sir John A.'Macdonald) 3110;
(Mr. Laurier) 3119 ; (Mr. Girouard) 3128 ; (Mr. Cameron,
Huron) 3154, 3163; (Mr. Mackinto8h) 3175; (Mir. XiIil) 3190;
(Mr. Royal) 3199.

HOUGHTON, COL., MissIo N is 1884.: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 3425 (iv).

IMMIGRANT SUEDS AT MEDICINE HAT: Ques. (Mr. Watson) 350 (i).

IMMIGRANTS: M. for Stmnt. (Mr. Blake) 45 (i).
INDIANS. See general heading.

INDIAN SUPPLIES, TENDERS FOR: M. for Ret." (Mr. Paterson, Brant)

532 (i).
INDUSTRIAL SCHOOLS AT QU'APPELLE, &C.: conc., 2922 (iv).
JUDICIAL REFORM, PETITIONS, &c. : Ques. (Mr. Blake) 1306 (ii).

LAND GRANTS TO Rvs. See B. 147.

LANDS. See 'DoMINIoN LANDs."
LAURIE, MAJOR GENL., Mission to N.W. : Queg. (Mr. Kirk) 2997 (iv).
LossEs AND EXPENSEs THRoUGII TROUBLES: in Com. of Sap., 3454 (iv).

MAIL ROBSERIES: M. for copies of Cor. (Mr. Blake) 91 (i).
MEDICINE RAT AND FORT MACLorD STAGE LINE : Qties. (Mr. Watson)

351 (i).
MILITARY ORGANIZATIoNs IN TSE N.W.: Ques. (Mr, Trow) 862 (ii).

NORTIT-WEST TERRITORIES-Continued.
MORGAN, J. H., APPOINTMENT LS FORESTRY COXISSIONER :M. fo

0.0,, c.* (Mr. Cameron, Middleuez) 147 (i).
MOUNTED POLICE BARRAcEs: Ques. (Mri. Watson) 351 (i).
N.W. COUNCIL, SAL ARIEs: in Com. of Sup., 3392 (i).

OFFICIALs, COMMUNICATIONs WITH : Ques. (Mr. Blake) 3425 (iv).
REAL PROPERTY IN TIHE N.W.T. See B. 109.
REnELLION. See general heading "DITURB&NOE."

REPRESENTATION IN PARLT.: M. for copies of Cor. (Mr. Cameron'

Euron) 292 (i); Ros. in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 3404.

ROYAL, HON. MR., VISIT TO N.W. : attention cf Govt. called to (Mr.
Blake) 889 (ii.)

RUSSELL, MR., DUTIES oF: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 2358 (iv).

SASEATCHIEWAN RIVER IMPROVEMENTS: M. for Ret. (Mr.. cOallum)
615, 695 (i).

SAUNDERS AND WooD, TRIAL FoR LIaRL : M. for. Ret.* (Mr. Blake)

1443 (ii).
SETTLERS DURING CALENDAR YEAR 1884: Ques. (,%r Richard Cart-

wright) 113 (i).
SQUATTERS IN QU'APPELLE VALLEY : M. for Rot. (Mr. Lister) 205 (i).
SQUATTERS IN Tp. 3, RANoRS 23 AND 24 WEST : M. for Ret. (Mr.

Cameron, hIuron) 231 (i).
ST. CLAIR RANcII Ijo.: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 2240 (iii).

SURVEYS AND EXPLORATIONS-: Ques. (Mr. MiliO) 2029 (iii).

SYNoD OF TuE DioCEsE or QU'APPELLE. See B. 39.

VOLUNTEER CoRPS, ORGANIZATION : Remarks (Mr. Watson) 816;

Ques. (Mr. Blake) 1474 (ii).

VOTE FOR RELIEF OF SETTLERS: Ques. (Mr Watson) 1741 (iii).

[See also "DISTUInaANCE," ''DoMINIoN L ANDs," " HALF-BREEDS, &C."

NOVA SCO rIA:
ANTIGONISH AND SEERBROOKE MAIL SERVICE: Que.. (Mr. Mclaaac)

568 (i).

AUTOMATIc BUoYs IN LIVERPOOL HARBOR : Ques. (Mr. Forbeg) 479

(i), 1914 (iii).

BAYFIELD HARBOR BREAKWATER, EXTENSION: QueS. (Mr. McFlaac)
77 (i).

BIRD JLAND LIUIITIIOUSE, MANAGEMENT : M. for Ret.* (Mr. Campb.ll,
Victoria) 1443 (ii).

BROOKLYN BREAKWATER, WH ARFAEE COLLECTIONS: Que..(Mr. Forbes)

478 (i).
CLAIMS FOR A SUBsIDY : Ques. (Mr. Kirk) 189 (1).

CoFFIN'S ISLAND LIoîrTuOuSE, PROTECTION : Ques. (Mr. Forbes) 1915
(iii).

0CMBERLAED, VACANCY IN THE REPRESENTATION, 1 (i).

CU3TOMs DETECTIVES OR POLICE IN N.B. : Que. (Mr. Forbes) 889 (i).

DIGBY PIER, WIHARFAGE OoLLECTIONS FoR 1884: M. for Ret.0 (Mr.

Vail) 532 (i).
EASTERN EXTENSION RY., EARNINGS, &C. : Ques. (Mr. Cameron,

Inverneas) 148 ; M. for Stmat.,* 313 (i); in Oom. of Bup., 3300,
3384 (iv).

EXPENDITURE FOR RYS , &C. : M. for Stmnit. (Mr. Vanase) 964 (il).

FISIERMEN, PAYMENT OF BOUNTY, IN GUYSBOROUGI Co. : Ques. (M.

Kirk) 2751 (iv).
Fisnî LADDERS IN LA HAVE RIVER : Ques. (Mr. Forbea) 2239 (iii).

GREAT VILLAGE RIVER IMPRoVEMENT8 : M. for Stmnt.* (Mr. Robert.

son, Shelburne) 67 (i).
HARBORS IN GUYsBoRoUGH CO., RE-SURVEY : Ques (Mr. Kirk) 51 (1).
"LION," SciIooNER, SEIZURE 0F : M. for copies of Rep.1 (Mr. Robert,

son, Shelburne) 533 (i).
MCISAAC'S POND AS A HARBOR OF REFUGE : QueS. (Mr. Cameron,

lnvrness) 36 ; Engineers' Reps.: M. fir copies, 60 (i).
METAGIAN RIVER PIER, WHARFAGE COLLECTIONS FOR 1884 : M. for

Ret.* (Mir. Vail) 532 (i).
OXFORD AND NEW GL AsGow RY., PROJECTED LIME : M. for copies of

Cor., &c. (Mr. Blake) 145 (i) ; in Com. of Sup., 3413 (iv).
PARsBoROUGe BREAEWATER, TENDERS.: M. for copies (Mr. Robertson

Shelburne) 66 (i).
PORT MULGRAVE AND GUTrsoROUGn, &C., COMMUNIOATION: Que.

(Mr. Kirk) 114 (i).
PORT MULGRAVE AS A SUB-PoRT : M. for papers (Mr, Kirk) 445 (i).

et*cxxi"i



INDEX.
NOVA SOOTIA-Continued.

RyO., CONSOLFDATION AND COMPLETION : Ques. (Mr. Staira) 2530 (iv).
8AWDUST LAw, BREACH oF : M. for Ret. (Air. Forbes) 147; Ques.,

1039, 1211 (ii), 2239 (iii).
BSIINGLE SHAVINGS IN THE MERSEY RivEn: Ques. (Mr. Forbes) 1039

(ii).
SOMERVILLE BREAKWATI|R REPAIRS : Que8. (Mr. Forbes) 57 (i).
STAlRU, J. E., FIsHERY OVERSEER, REMOVAL OF : M. for Ret' (Mr-

Blake) 1443 (ii).
SuPPLIES PURCINSID IN HALIFAX : Ms. for Rets." (Ir. Forbes) 533

(1), 1442 ; Ques., 1914, 1915 {iii).
TRACADIE BREAKWATER, EXPENDITURE; M. for Stmnt. (Mr. Mcegaac)

147 (i).
VACANCY IN A JUDICIAL DISTRICT : Que8. (Mr. Kirk) 2'150 (iv).
WATER LOTS, APPLICATIONS FOR : Ques. (Mr. Tupper) 429 (i).
WHITE POINT BREAKWATER, REPAIRS : Ques (Ur. Forbes) 52 (i).
WINDSOR BRANCH RY., 0.0., AGREEMENTS, &C. : M. for copies* (Mr.

Kinney) 533 (i).

Oaths of Office. See "ADMINISTRATION."
OBSTRUCTIONS IN NAVIGABLE WATERS : in Com. of Sup.,

2950 (iv).

OAK, PINE AND SPRUCE LoGs, FXPORT DUTY : M for Ret.*
(blr. Edqar) 1142 (ii).

OBSTRUCTIONS IN RIVERS, COR. BETWEEN CANADA AND U.S.
M. for copies (Mr. Irvine) 443 ; wthdn., 415 (i).

OCEAN AND RIVER SERVICE. See "MARINE" and 4lSUPPLY."

OCEAN UAIL SERVICE, ANNUAL COST, &C : M. for Stmnt.,
(Mr. Blake) 204 (i).

Ocean Mail Service, Renewal of Contract B.
No. 151 (Mr. Carling). Res. prop., 2440; Res. in
com., 2555 (iii) ; M. to roc. Rep. of Com., 2751 ; M. to
conc. in Res., 2754; 1° of B., 2757 ; Order for 20
dschgd. and B. wthdn., 3375 (iv).

O'CONNOR, HON. JOHN, SUMS PALD TO, re ONT. BoUNDARY:
M. for Stmnt.* (Mr. Lister) 210 (i).

Offences Against the Person. See "CRIMINAL
LAW."

OFFICIAL ARBITRATORS, LEGISLATION RESPECTING : Ques.
(Mr. Belleau) 88 (i).

OFFICIAL ASsIGNEES UNDER BANKRUPT ACT, 1869: M. for
Rot. of Estates, &c.* (Mr. Mitchell) 303, 533 (i).

OFFICIAL DESPATCHES RESPECTING ENGAGEMENTS IN N.W.:
Remarks (Mr. Blake) 2999 (iv); Ques., 2169 (iii).

OFFICIALS, GOVT., IN THE N.W., NAMEs, &c. : M. for Ret.

(Mr. McMullen) 66 (i).
OFFICIAL REPORTERS oF DEBATES, EMPLOYMENT OF, DURING

REcEss: Ques. (Mr. Auger) 76 (i).
O'MALLEY, LIEUT.-COL., CHARGES AGAINST : M. for copy of

Rep. of Maj.-Genl. (Mr. Casey) 45 (i).
O'M&LLEY, LIEUT.-CoL., CHARGES AGAINST AND SUSPENSION

OF: M. for copy (Mr. Wilson) 101; (i).
ONTARIO AND QUEBEC Ry. Co's. BoNDS : M. for copy of Pro.

spectus, &c. (Mr. Blake) 145 (i); Stockholders: M.
for Stmnt.,* 1443 (ii).

Ontario Pacifie Ry. Co.'s B. No. 72 (Mr. Bergin).
I°*, 213; 2°*, 405 (i); in Com. and 34*, 1007 (ii).
(48-49 Vic., c. 19.)

ONTARIO :
BOUNDABIES. See general heading.
CuàRINuE, POSTMASTER AT: M. for Papers (Mr, Blake) 708 (i).

ONTARIO-Continued.
CORNWALL CANAL : in Com. of Sup., 3301 (iv).
CORNWALL PUnLIC BUILDINGS: Ques. (Kr. Lister) 2997 (iv).

DAms AT LAKEFIELD AND YOUNG'S POINT: Que. (Mr.

DumxY LIGITIHOUsE FOG-HORN : M. for copies of Cor. (Mr. Jackson)
293 (i).

DUNDAS AND WATERLOO ROAD, SALE OF: M. for Paper, &C. (Mr.
Bain, Wentworth) 147; prop. Res. (Sir Hector Langevin)
451 (i). See B. 120.

DUNDAS PUBLIC BUILDINGS, ERECTION OF: Ques. (Ur. Bain, Went-
worth) 290 (i).

EXPENDITURE FOR RYS., &C.: M. for Stmnt. (Mr. Vanasse) 964 (ii).
FORT FRANOIS CANAL: in COm. Of Sup., 3385 (iv).

GLANRIS POST OFFICE, ENQUIRY : QueS. (fr. Blake) 1131 (ii).
GRENVILLE, SOUTH, RETURN OF MEMBER, 3072 (iv).

HENEY, J., GOVT. PROPERTY OCCUPIED BY : QueS. (Mr. Bilton) 3426
(iv).

HUGHES, D. J., CHARGES AGAINST: M. for Ret. (Mr. Wilson) 98;
Ques, 77 (i).

INDIAN TITLES ACQUIRED BY GOVT.: Ques. (Mr. Milli) 632 (i).
KINGSTON PENITENTIARY : in Com. of Sup., 985 (i), 3350 (iv).
LAKE SIRCOE FisiRiEs: M. for Ret.*(Kr. Mulock) 1444(ii); Ques.,

3073 (iv).

LAND IMPROVEMENT FUND SETTLEMENT : QueS. (Mr. Sproule) 1039 (ii).
LENNOX CONTROVERTED ELECTION, JUDGE'S CERTIPICATE, &C., 1 (i).

LIFE-SAVING SERVICE AT PORT ROWAN: M. for copies of Cor. (Mr.

Jackson) 142 (i).
LONG POINT FISHING GROUNDS: Ques. (Mr. Jackson) 289 (i).
MAIL SERVICE ON CAN. SOUTIIERN RY. : M. for Ret. (Mr. Wigle) 120 (i).
MAITLAND, POSTMAs rER AT: QueS. (Mr. fdlock) 1743 (iii).
MARITIME COURT, EXTENSION OF JURISDICTION. Se B. 11.

MIDDLESEX, WEST, CONTROVERTED ELECTION, JUDGE'S REP., 1 (i).
MILITIA BARRACKS AT LONDON: in Com. of Sup , 3412 (iv)
MINING AND TIMBeR LANDS NORTH OF LARE SUPSERiOR: M. for 0.0.,

&c. (Mr. Jfills) 66 (i).
MURRAY CANAL: in Com. of Sup., 3303 (iv).
MURRAY CANAL ROUTE : M. for Ret.* (Mr. Cockburn) 1442 (ii).
MUSKOKA LAKES AND RIVER SEVERN CANAL SYSTE': Ques. (Kr. Bain,

Ventworth) 289 (i).
NAPANEE PUBLIC BUILDINGS: Ques. (Mr. Pruyn) 77 (i).
NORTHUMBERLAND CONTROVERTED ELECTION, JUDGE'S REP., 593 (i);

Ret. of Member, 1192 (ii).

O'MALLEY, LIEUT.-COL., CHARGES AGAINST: M. for copies (Kr. Casep)
45; (Mr. Wilson) 101 (i).

ONTARIO AND QUEBEC RY. Co.'8 BONDS: M. for copy of Prospectus

(Mr. Blake) 145 (i); Stockholders: M. for Stmnt.* (Mr. Blake)

1443 (ii).
ONTAR1O, WEST, VACANCY IN THE RÉPRESENTATION, 1 (i).
OTTAWA, ALLOWANCE 70 ASSISTANT POSTMASTER-: in Com. Of Sup.,

3393; conc., 3398 (iv).

OTTAWA RiVER HIsP CANAL: prop. Res. (Mr. White, Renrew) 1211

(ii).
OTTAWA RIVERSURVEY AND EXPLORATIONS: Ques. (Mr. White, Ren.

irew) 131 (i), 1040 (ii).
PORT ARTHUR HARBOR : in COm. Of Sup., 2916 (iv).

PORT CREDIT HARBOR CO., REPS. MADE TO GOVT. : M. for copies (Mr.
Platt) 124 (i).

PORT ROWAN AS A IARBOR 0F REFUGE: M. for Ret. (Mr. Jackson)

297 (i).
PORTS STANLEY AND BURWELL, HARBORS 0F REFUGE: M. for Ret. (Mr.

Wilson) 62 (i).
REFUND oF RY. BONUSES TO MUNICIPALITIES, MEMORIALS, &C. : M. for

copies (Mr. Cook) 569 (i).
RIDEAU CANAL: in Coin. of Sup., 3312, 3418 (iv).

RIDGETOWN AS A PORT OF ENTRY, PETS., &C.: M. for copies* (Mr.

Casey) 532 (i).
RYS. CENTREING IN OTTAWA, BoNusEs: M. for Rot. (Mr. Landerkin)

86 (i).
RYs. IN Co. op GREY, REFUND op BoNusEs : M. for Ret. (Mr. Lander-

kin) 58 (i).
SALMON POINT BREAKWATER : M. for Oor. (Mr. Platt) 210 (i).
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ONTARIO-Conlinued.

SHILOH AND FERGUS MAIL SERVICE: Ques. (Mr. Inines) 1211 (ii).
ST. TRoMAs PUBLIC BUILDINGs: M. for Ret. (Mr. Wilson) 79 fi).
TRENT RIVER NAVIGATION.: in Com. of Sup., 3311 (iv).
TIMBER PERMITS GRÂNTED <IN TERRITORY AWARDED ONT.: Ques. (Mr.

Mills) 114,115; M. for Ret., 115; M. for copies,* 124, 210 (i).
WELLAND;AND WILLIAMSBURG; CANALS: in Com. of Sup., 3301, 3418

(iv).
WELLER'S BAY "RANGE LIGHTS :"M. for Cor. (Sir. Platt) 210( i).
WILKINSON, J. A., SUMS PAID: Ques. (Mr. McMKullen) 51 (i).
WooD AND WILKINSON, SUMS PAID: M. for Ret." (Mr. MeMullen)

147 (i).
WooD SUPPLY TO PUBLIC BUILDINGS, OTTAWA: Ques. (Mr. Bain,

Wentworth) 1387 (ii).
OPERATIVES IN FAoTORIES: M. for Rets., Stmnts. (Sir Rich-

ard Cartwright) 37 (i).
ORDER PAPER, OMISSION FROM, OF A QUESTION: Remarks

(Mr. Charlton) 2774; explanation, 2854 (iv).
ORDER, PRIVILEGE AND PROCEDURE:

ORDER:
ADMINISTRATION OF JUSTICE IN THE N.W. B. 141: Interruption by

Members not in Order (Mr. Speaker) 3430 (iv)
CENSUS OF THE N.W., &c., B. 21: Member called to Order for

imputing motives (Mr. Speaker) 213 (i).
CIVIL SERVICE AcT AMT. B. 31. On Amt. to 30 : full discussion of

principles of B. objected to by Mr, Bowell ; Ruling (fMr Deputy
Speaker) competent for members to enter largely into discus-
sion of B, but should confine their remarks to Resolution in
Amt., 1300 (ii).

DISTCRBANCE IN T.,E N.W. REmarks (fr. Girowz'rd) on newspaper
paragraph : Ruling (Mr. Speaker) Ques. of Privi'ege should
conclude with a motion, and member cannot correct a speaker
until conclusion of speech, 3161 (iv).

FRANCHISE B. 103. Calling across floor not in Order (àfr. Chair-
man) 1432 (ii), 1733.

Irrelevancy of deb., 1431, 1494, 1509, 1619, 1793, 2242, 1733
1800, 1923, 1964, 2146 (iii).

-- Member called to Order for.drawing a comparison : Rnled
in Order (Mr. Chairman) 1867 (iii).

-- Member called to Order for reading extracts : Ruling (Mr.
Chairman) readingextracts continuously an abuse of Privilege,
1461, 1465, 1467, 1496 (ii) ; Remarks (r. Orlon) 3161 (iv).

-- Members wearying House with repetitions : Authorities
quoted (Mr. Chairman) 1804 (iii).

- Objection (Mr. Davies) to member imputing statements,
1974; (Mr. Poster) 1825 (iii).

- Objection (Sir Richard Cartwright) to Member calling
"IOrder " from his seat : Ruled (Mr. Chairman) in Order ; but
if a Member wants to raise a point of Order he must rise and
state it, 1975 (iii).

- On discussion of financial condition of the country: objec-
tion (Mr. McCallum) 1919; Ruling (Mr. Chairman) an elabora-
tion of financial condition cf the country not in Order, 1922;
appeal from decision of Chair to House (Mr. Cameron, Huron)

1923; Ruling sustained (Y. 67, N. 41) 1924 (iii).
- On enfranchisement of Indians: objection (Mr. Dawson)

taken to discussing proprietory rights of Indians: Ruling (Mr.
Chairman) objection sustained, 2144 (iii).

- On Member keeping floor and not speaking, and disorderly
interruptions: Remarks (Sir John A. Macdonald and others)
1969 (iii).

- On M. to adjn.: Member called to order for irrelevancy of
remarks, 1509: Ruled out of Order (Mr. Chairman) 1510;
appeal from decision of Chair to House (Mr. Edgar) 1510;
authorities quoted, 1510, 1511; ruling sustained (Y. 76, N. 46)

1513 (ii).
- Ruling (Mr. Chairman) deb. must be confined to clause

before aom., 1800 (iii).

ORDER, PRIVILEGE AND PROOEDURE.-Continued.
ORDER-Continued.

FaANCHISE B. 103. Unparliamentary language, withdrawal re.e
quested (Mr. Chairman) 1424 ; (Mr. Casey) 1435, 1436, 1466, 1680
(ii), 1825 (iii)

FRANCHISE B. PUTITIoNs : Genuineness of Signatures questioned by
Mr. Woodworth, and "May" quoted, 2024; Remarks (Mr.
Speaker) as to duties of Clerk and officers, 2027 (iii).

INFECTIOUs OR CONTAGioUs DisEAsEs AFFECTING ANIMALs B. 44: Full
discussion of B. not in Order on an Amt. (Mr. Deputy Speaker)
1330 (ii).

LAND GRANTS TO RYs. IN THE N. W. B. 147: Remarks (Ur. Mitchell)
on article in Toronto Mail re frosts in Manitoba, 2459; dis-
cussion on C. P. R. Oontract declared not in Order (Ur.
Speaker) 2460 (iv).

MANITOBA CLAIMs SETTLEMsNT: on Res , Member called to Order
(r. Speaker) for referring to what took place in Com., 2783;
reference to what took place in Com. of W. not in Order,
2786 (iv).

TORONTO "NEws," ARTICLE ON FRINCH AGGREssIoN: Objection taken
b fr. Charlton to an hon. Member naming another by some
other name than his own or constituency ; objection sustained
by Mr. Speaker and expression withdrawn, 1680 (ii).

VOLUNTEERS, RECOGNITION OF SERVICES B. 160 : On alteration of
Res. without consent of the Crown ; Ruling (Mr. Speaker)
3380 (iv).

WASHINGTON TREATY, TERMINATION OF FISHERY CLAUSES: Ruling

(Mr. Speaker) allusion to previous deb. not in Order, 2899 (iv).
WAYS AND MEANs : Objection taken by Mr. Biwell to Member

enteriug into full discussion of sigar duties, simply on a
change ; Ruling (Mr. Ch'rirm-n) 852 (ii).

PRIVILEGE :
BONDSEs To RYS. BY ONT. GovT. : Personal explanation (Ur, Blake)

3445 (iv).
CANADA TEMP. AcT: Explanation (Mr. Orlon) on article in News

Record, re vote, 3,000 ; explanation (Mr. Kaulbach) 3073 (iv.)
C.P.R. RETWEEN EMEUON AND WINNIPEG : Remarks (Ur. Lister) on

Stmnt. of Minister of Marine, 693 (i).
- Remarks (Mr. Mditchell) re charge of being the defender of

the Co., 2460 (iv).
- REsoLUTIoNs: PUBLICATION Isi NEwsPAPER5s BEFoRE PRESN-

TATION TO TOVSE : Remarks (Mr. Blake) 1712 (ii).
CORRESPOND&NCE IN PORT AUTHURI l HERALD " : Remarks (Mr.

Dawzon) and repudiation (Mr. Macmaster) 3162 (iv).
DEBATES, OFFICIAL REP : Interpolation of remarks in Speech

remarks and repudiation (Mr. Blake) 2541 ; correction (Mr.
Iacmaster) 2619 (iv).

DIsTURBANCE IN THE N.W. : Article in the Electeur ; personal expia-
nation (Mr. Caron) 967 (ii).

- Denial of Stmut. in Montreal Port (Mr. Girouard) 3161 [y).
Remarks (Mr. Cook) on newspaper paragraph re Col.

Amyot's Battalion, 1336 (ii).
- Repudiation of charge contained in article in Hamilton

Spectator (Mr. Blake) 813 (ii).
DOMINION AND ONTARIO PoLITICS : Personal explanation (Mr. Blake)

1837 (iii)
FRANCHISE B. PETITIoNs AND THE CLERGY: Expla-nation (Ur. Sproule)

re paragraph in Canada Presbgterian and Meaford Monitor
2772 (iv).

FEANcHISE B. PETITIONS, GENUINENESS of SIGNATURas : Remarks (Ur.
Edgar) on article in Ottawa Citizen, 1935, 2103 ; (Mr. Allen)
2209 (iii).

FRANCHIsE B. : Report of speech in Globe newspaper: Remarks (Mr.
Wallace) 1824 (iii).

FRENCH AGGRESSION : Article in Toronto News, Remarks (Mr.
Bergerdn) 1678 (i).

GOVERNRENT PRINTING, &a. : Remarks (Mr. Somerville, Brant) on
paragraph in Ottawa Citizen, 3162, 3213 ; personal allusions
(Mr. Mackintosh) 3247 (iv).

GRAND TauNK RY. AnD CONDUCT OF MsR. HIcKson : Remarks (1r.
Mckullen) on paragraph in Montreal Herald, 1131 (ii).
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ORDER, PRIVILEGE AND PROCEDURE-Continued.

PRIVILEGE-Continued.
HALF-BREED GRIEVANCES IN THE N.W. : Explanation (Mr. Blake) re

J. E. Brown's correspondence, 3246 (iv).
HYDRAULIO POWER ON CORNWALL CANAL : Explanation (Mr. Gault)

of paragraphiin Globe newspaper, 49 (i).
INTERPOLATION OF WORDS IN A DESPATC1u: Remarks (Mr. Milis)

3247 (iv).
L ABoRERS ON C.P.R. : Explanation (Mr. Dawson) of paragraph in

Globe newspaper, 247 (i).
LAND GRANTS AND LAND GRANT BONDS, &C., RETURN : Personal

explanation (Mr. Mitchell) 94 (i).
MESSAGEs FRoM HIs Ex., MEMBERs RISING AND UNCOVER1NG ON

DELIVERY : Contradiction ot Stmnt. in Ottawa Free Press
(Messrs. Royal and Girouard) 170 (i).

NOVA SOoTIA VOLUNTEERS : Remarks (%Ilr. Kaulbach) on paragraph

in Ottawa Free Press, 1094 (i).
PRINCE ALBERT COLONIZATION Co. : Explanation (Mr. White,

Hastings) re paragraph in Ottawa Free Press, 3162 (iv).
TIMBER LIMITs IN THE N.W.: Denial (Hr. Sproule) of Statements

published in Ottawa Free Press, 566 (i).
TIMBER REGULATIONS IN B. O.: Remarks (Mr. Ferguson, Welland)

on paragraph in Ottawa Free Press, 2240 (iii).
VERACITY QURSTIONED : Remarks (Mr. Curran) 725 (i).
WATER POWER ON WILLIAMSBURG CANAL: Erplanation (Mr. Benson)

of paragraph in Globe newspaper, 48 (i).
WAYs AND MEANs: Remarks (Sir John A. Macdonall) re working-

men of Montreal, 521 (i).
PROCEDURE:

CA,. TEWP. AcT AMT. B. 92: O, Amut. (Mr. Wite, Cirlwell) to M.
for 21° objection taken by Mr. Blake that a moticn in amend-
ment to 20 should be made as a substantive motion: Ruling
(Mr. Deputy Speaker) Amt. in Order, as it contradicts the prin-
ciple of the B., and "May " quoted in support of same, 952 (ii).

CAN. TEmP. AOT: On M. to place B. Second Order on Pub. Bills
and Orders: Ruling (Mr. Speaker) Order of proceedings regu-
lated by the Rules; items standing on Order Paper taken up
according to precedence; Order cannot be change: without
notice, 714 (i).

CAN. TEMP. ACT: On Mr. Hickey's Amt. to M. to conc. in Sen.
Amts., relevancy of Amt. questioned : Ruliag (Mr. Speiker)
that Amt. is consequential to or relevant upon the Amt. adopted
by the Senate, and Speaker Brand quoted, 2556 (iv).

DIVISIONS ZN COMMITTEE, OBJECTION TO (HAIRMAN'S RULING
Practice stated (Sir John A. Macdonald) 1470 (ii).

DUNDAS AND WATERLOO ROAD : On M. for Com. on Res. legalising
sale ; object of Rule stated to be that full time should be
given for consideration of aIl Bills, Motions or Resolutions
which may result in a charge on the Treasury, &c. (Mr.
Speaker) 451 (i).

FACTOßIES, REGULA'ION oF LABOR B. 85 : On M. for rsmng. adjd.

deb. for 2° ; Objection taken by Mr. Bergin to Amt. (Mr.
Jamieson) substituting Can. Temp. Act, 944 ; Ruling (Mr.
Speaker) that, the Bouse may proceed to other Orders of the
Day in discussing an Order, or a particular Order may be
superseded by the House agreeing to an Amt. and "May"
quoted to sustain same, 914 (ii).

INSOLVENT DEBToRs' ASSETs B. 4 : On M. to transfer to Govt.
Orders: Votes and Proceeding quoted (Mr. Speaker) 1281 (ii).

INSPECTION OF FACTORIES RES : Suggestion (Mr. Speaker) that same
stand first on Pub. Bills and Orders, 607 (i).

MILILIA ACT, 1883, AMT. B. 152 : On Res. increasing number of
men : Exception taken by Mr. Blake as to whether B. ought
not to bave been initiated by preliminary Res., 3045 ; Ruling
(Mr. Speaker) not necessary that Amt. should be founded on a
Res., and Journals of 1883 quoted, 3046 (iv).

PETITIONS, PRESENTATION : Signatures signed by proxy: Reception

objected to by Mr. Woodworth and "May " quoted, 2024;.
Remarks (Mr. Speaker) and practice stated, 2027, 2029; Names

ORDER, PRIVILEGE AND PROCEDURE-Continued.
PROCEDURE-Coutinued.

obtained by fraud : discussion to take place on M. to read
and receive same (Mr. Speaker) 2274; Petition having no
signatures not in Order and cannot be received (Mr. Speaker)
2319 (iii).

PETîTIONs, READING AND RECEIVING : Objection taken by Mr. Edgar:

Oushing's practice quoted in support of same, 2319, 2320 (iii).
PETITIONS, READING : Irregular for Member to read a Petition on

presentation, but if required it may be read by the Clerk at the
Table: Rule read (Mr. Speaker) 1891, and authorities quotedi
1893 (iii).

PROIBITION OF SPIRITUous LiQuoRs : Ruling (Mr. Speaker) in Order
to move the Previous Question, &c., 1045 (ii).

PRIVILEGE, QUES. OF : Ruling (Mr. Speaker) should conclude with
a motion, 3161 (iv).

ECOTT AcT PETITIoNs AND FORGED SIGNATURES : On M. (Mr.

Poster) to erase name: Ruling (Mr. Speaker) no practice to
warrant such a motion ; English practice stated, 2320 (iv).

SPEAKER, DEPUTY, APPOINTMENT OF MALACHY DALY, EsQ: On Res.

objection on consent of Crown not having been signified (Mr.
Blake) and B.N.A. Act quoted, 73 (i).

SUPREME COURT APPELLATE JURISDICTIoN B. 68 : On M. to intro-
duce : Right to introduce questioned, because Bill of same
nature is before the House (Nr. Casgrain), and remarks (Mr.
Speaker) 240 ; Ruled (Mr. Speaker) in Order to introduce Bill,
270 (i).

WAYS AND MEANS: Objection taken by Mr. Blake to Res. before
Comn.,a Res. on sane subject having been already passed
upon : Ruled (ir. Chairman) in Order, and authorities quoted
to sustain sane, 3295 (iv).

WINNIPEG AND PRINCE ALBERT RY. B. 82: On m. for 20 : sugges-

tion (Mr. Speaker) that Order be discharged, 428 (i).

OSSLER, MR. JUSTICE : Rep. on West Middlesex Contro-
verted Election, 1 (i).

OTTER'S, COL., MARCII TO BATTLEFORD : Remarks, 1386 (ii).
OTTAWA, RY. CONNECTION WITH : M. for Rot. (Mir. Lander-

kin) 86 (i).
OTTAWA RIVER SURVEY AND EXPLORATION: Q(1eS. (Rr.

White, Renfrew) 131 (i).
OTTAWA RIVER SHIP CANAL: iRes. (Mr. White, Renfrew)

1211 ; Deb. (Mr. Bryson) 1215 ; (Mr. Cockburn) 1217;
(Mr. Dawson) 1218 ; (Messrs. Cameron [VTictoria] and
Tassé) 1219 ; (Mr. Hilliard) 1224; (Sir -Hector Langevin
and Messrs. Blake and White, Renfrew) 1225 (ii).

OTTAWA, WADDINGTON AND NEW YORK Ry. AND BRIDGE

Co.'s SUBSIDY : prop. Res. (Mr. Pope) 3457 ; in Com.,
3472 (iv).

OUIMET'S, COL., ABSENCE FROM DUTY: Remarks (Mr. Cas-
grain) 1167, 1205 (ii).

OUTBREAK, See " DISTURBANCE."

OXFORD AND NEW GLASGOW R-Y., N.S., PROJECTED LINE: M.
for copies of Cor., &c. (Mr. Blake) 145 (i) ; in Com. of
Sup., 3414 (iv).

PACIFIC RY. See " CANADIAN PACIFIC."
PAPERS IN RESPECT OF THE N. W.: Ques. (Mr. Blake)

2358 (iii),
PARLIAMENT, 5TH, THIRD SESSION, 1885, 48 VICTORIA:

Opening, 1; Speech from the Throne, 2 (i); Bills
assented to, 1516 (ii), 3475; Prorogation, 3475 (iv).
See "loUSE OF COMMONS."

PARSBOROUGH BREAKWATER, CONSTRUCTION OF : M. for
copies of Tenders (Mr. Robertson, Shelburne) 66 (i).
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PARTRIDGE, PRAIRIE FOWLS, &C.: in Com. on Ways and

Means, 858 (ii).
PAsSENGER, FREIGHT AND MIXED TRAINS, C. P. R., RUIjNING

OF: M. for Stmnt. (Mr. Blake) 67 (i).
Patent Act, 1872, Amt. B. No. 25 (Ur. White, Ren-

frew). 10, 67; 2° m., 266; neg. (Y. 57, N. 70) 269 (i).

Patent Act, 1872, Amt. B. No. 64 (Mr. McCarthy).
10, 234; 2° m,, 622; Order for 20 dschgd., 629 (i).

Patent Act, 1872, Amt. B. No. 89 (Mr. Hay). 10*,
362 (i).

PATENTS ISSUED TO SETTLERS IN PRINCE ALBERT: Ques.
(Mr. Blake) 964 (i).

Patents of Invention Act Amt. B. No. 29 (Mr,
Smyth). 10*, 88 (i).

PAUPER TURKISH IMMIGRANTS: Ques. (Mr. Trow) 3475 (iv).

Pawnbrokers' further Provision B. No. 137 (Mr.
Small). 1°*, 1474 (ii).

PAYNE AND APPLEGARTIH, MUTDER OF, BY INDIANS IN N.W.,
859 (ii).

PEACHY, J. W., SUPERANNUATION OF: Ques. (Mr. Rinfret)
1743 (iii).

PENITENTIARIES, REP.: presented (Sir Hector Langevin) 28

(i).
PENITENTIARy RULES, SUSPENSION: M. for Rot. (Mr. Shakes-

peare) 823 (ii).
PENITENTIARIES. Sec "SUPPLY."

PENSION, CONTINUATION OF, TO WIDOW OF JOHIN MARTIN: M.
for Rot. (Mr. Curran) 201 (i).

Pension Fand of Bank of Mff ontreal B. Bo. 49
(Mr. White, Cardwell). 10*, 170; 21*, 245; in Com.
and 30*, 693 (Q). (48-49 Vie., c. 13.)

PENSIONs: in COm. of Sap., 992 (ii).

PETITIONS, FRANCII[SE B. : Remarks (Ur. Charlton) on

reception, 1856 ; on geruineness of Signatures (Mr.

Woodworth and others) 2023; (Mr. McNeill) 2171 ;
(Mr. Allen) 2209 ; (Mr. Rykert) 2274; (Mr. Edgar)
2319 ; (Mr. Sproule) 2392 (iii), 2772 (iv) ; (Mr. Mc
Neill) 2495 (iii).

PETITIONS, SCOTT ACT: M. (Mr. Poster) to erase name,

2320 (iii).
PETITIONS, ON PRESENTATION OF: Remarks, 1891 (iii).
PETITIONS, RESOLUTIONS, &C., ON BANKRUPTCY: presented

(Sir John A. Macdonald) 101 (i).
PETITIONS, RESOLUTIONS, &C., ON HALF-BREEDS' AND SETTLERS'

CLAIMS: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 3426 (iv).

PICKLES AND SAUCES: in Com. on Ways and Means, 843 (ii).

PICTuRE FRAMES, &C.: in Com, on Ways and Means, 846 (ii).

PIERS AND WHARVES IN P. E. I., EXPENDITURE ON MAINTEN-

ANCE, &c.: M. for Ret.* (Mr. Davies) 533 (i).
PIERS. See " MARINE."

PILLAGE OF HlOUSES AND HALF BREEDS BY VOLUNTEERS:

Ques. (Mr. Langelier) 2169 (iii), 2990 (iv).

PITCH PINE: in Com. on Ways and Means, 810 (ii).

PLANS AND SURVEYS OF ST. LAURENT SETTLEMENT, RECEIPT

oF: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 2358 (iii).

PLATIE GLASS: in Com. on Ways and Means, 856 (ii).

PLANTE, J. B., oF ST. CHABLES, CLAIM OF: M. for oopies*
(Mr. Landry, Montmagny) 147 (i).

POINTE AUX TREMBLES, CONSTRUCTION OF WHARF : M. for

copies of Cor. (Mr. De St. Georges) 234 (i).
POLARIsCOPIC TEST FOR SUGAR : Ques. (Mr. Fail) 479 (i).
PoPOISE FISHING, REP. oF J. Il. GREGORY.: M. for eopy

(Mr. Blondeau) 532 (i).

Portage la Prairie and Lake of the Woods Ry.
Nav. Co.'s incorp. B. 63 (Mr. Watson). 1°*,
210 ; 2°*, 289 (i).

PORT ARTHUR AND WINNIPEG, CONSTRUCTION OF C. P. R4
BETWEEN, SUMS PAID: M. for Stmnts. (Mr. Casey)
123 (i).

PORT CREDIT MARBOR CO., REPORTS MADE TO GOVT., &a.
M. for copies* (Mr. Platt) 124 ; REPAIRS tO: QUes.
(Mr. Fleming) 188 (i).

PORT MOODY AND SAVONA FERRY, EXTENSION OF TIME:

Ques. (Mr. Homer) 146 (i).
PORT MOODY, B.C., DOCK, TENDERS FOR REPAIR OF: QueS.

(Mr. Casey) 816 (ii).
PORT MOODY WHARF AND FREIOIT SHED : M. for copies of

Reps., Plans, &c. (Mr. Blake) 295 (i).
PORT MULGRAVE AND EAST BAY C.B., STEAMSI!IP SUBVEN-

TION: in COm. of Sup., 2942 (iv).
PORT MULGRAVE AND ('UYSOROUdIU, CANSO AND ARICTIAT,

COMMUNICATION BETWEEN: QItoS. (Mr.. Rirk) 114 (i).
PORT MULGRAVE, N.S., AS A Sun-PORT: M. for Papers, &o.

(Mr. Kirk) 445 (i).
PORT ROWAN AS A HARBOR OF REFUGE, CONSTRUCTION 0F:

M. for Ret, (Mr. Jackson) 297 (i).
PORT STANLEY AND BURWVLL HARBORS oF REFUGE: M. for

Ret. (Mr. TVsoni) G2 (i).
PORT WILLuANs FIsrERY : M.for Rot.* (Mr.Blake) 1443 (ii).
POST OFFICE AND I) NANCE IX:PTS., COMPUTINI INTER ET : in

Com. of Sup., 9i7 (ii).

POST OFFICE:
ANTIGONISH AND SHERBROOKE MAIL SERVICE'; QueS. (Mr. McI8aac)

t68 (i).

ASSISTANT POSTMASTEa AT OTTAWA, ALLOWANCE TO : in COm. of
Sup., 3393; conc., 3398 (iv).

BRANDON, POSTMASTER AT, SALARY, &C. : Ques. (Mr. Li8ter) 2029 (iii).
CALGARY AND FORT MACLEOD STAGE LINE: Ques. (Mr. Watson)

351 (i).

CI&RLINCo, POSTMASTER AT: M. for Papers, &c. (Mr. Blake)
703 (i).

DEPTL. REP.: presented (Mr. Carling) 76 ; in C0r. of Sup., 902
(ài) ; conc., 2764 (iv).

DEPOSITS IN P.O. SAVINGS BANKS: Ques. (Mr. Charlton) 2359, 2465,
2559 (iii).

DEPOSITORS IN P.0. SAVINGS BANKS: MS. for Ret.* (Sir Richard
Cartwright) 533; (1r. Fairbank) 819 (i).

GLAMIS POST OFFICE ENQUIRY: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 1131 (il).
LETTER POSTAGE REDUOTION: Ques. (Mr. Iles8on) 33; Mr. for copies

of Cor., &c. (Mr. Charlton) 291 (i).
LE FONDS POST OFFICE: Ques. (Mr. Rin/ret) 816 (ii).

MAIL TRAINS BETWEEN BROCKVILLE AND TORONTO: M. for Rot. (àfr.
Cameron, Middle8ez) 816 (ii).

MAIL BAOS, FURNISIIING OF: Ques. (Ur. Jackson) 964 (i).
MAIL SERVICE ON CAN. SOUTHERN RY. : M. for Ret. (Ur. Wigle)

120 (1)
MAIL ROBBERIES IN MAN. AND .W.T.: 1K. for copie of Cor. (ar.

Blake) 91 (i).
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POST OFFICE-Continued.
MAIL SUBSIDIES. See SUPPLY."

MAITLAND, POSTMASTER AT: Ques. (Mr. fulock) 1743 (iii).
MEDICINE HAT AND FORT MACLIOD MAIL SERVICE: Ques. (Mr.

Watson) 351 (i).
OCEAN MAIL SERVICE, ANNUAL COST, &C.: M. for Stmnt. (Mr.

Blake) 204 (i). See B. 151.
POST OFriCE AT MONTMAGNY: Ques. (Mr. CaBgrain) 246 (i).

POSTAL PRIVILEaEs, EXTENSION TO LOCAL GOVTs.: Ques. (Mr.

Amyot) 289 (i).
POSTAL AND TRANSPORT SERVICE ON C.P.R. : Ques. (Mr. Blake)

1744 (iii).
POSTAL REVENUE AT VICTORIA, B.C.: M. for Ret.* (Mr. Baker,

Victoria) 1442 (ii).
SAVINGS BANKS IN THE MAR. PROVs.: Ques. (Kr. Stair8) 148 (i).

SHILOR AND FERGUS MAIL SERVICE.: Ques. (Mr. Innes) 1211 (ii).
SMALL SAVINGs, ENCOURAGEMENT OF: H. for Ret. (Kr. Blake) 90 (i).

SUPERINTENDENTS oF LETTER CARRIERS: prop. Ros. (Mr. Chapleau)
218 (i).

U. S. AND VICTORIA, B.C., MAIL SURSIDY : in COM. of Sup., 2936 (iv).
POUNDMAKER. SeI "DISTURBANCE."

POWDER MAGAZINES AT FORT HOWE, ST. JOHN, N.B. : Ques.
(Mr. Weldon) 246 (i).

PRESQU'ISLE AND WELLER'S BAY HARBORS: M. for Ret.*
(Mr. Cockburn) 1442 (ii).

PRINCE ALBERT AND ST. LAURENT SETTLEMENTS; REPS. OF

MESSRS. RUSSEL AND ALDOUS : QueS. (Mr. Blake)
3426 (iv).

PRINCE ALBERT CDLON.CO.'S LAND, SETTLERS' OR SQUATTERS'

IMPROVEMENTS: Ques. (Mir. Blake) 3426 (iv).

PRINCE ALBERT COLON. Co.'s TowNsuP SURVEYS : Ques.

(Mr. Blake) 2170 (iii).

PRINCE LEOPOLD. See IlALBANY, DUKE OF."

PRINCE EDWARD ISLAND:
CAPE TORmENTINE HARBOR: in GOm. of Sup., 2917 (iv).

CAPE TORMENTINE RY. CONNECTION: Ques. (Mr. Davies) 2997 (iv).
CAPE TRAVERSE BRANCE Ry., PAYNENT oF li3rnErs AND CONTRAC.

TORS: H. for copies of Pets., &c. (Mr. HIack-ett) 142; Ques. (Mr.

Yeo) 691 (i).

CASCUMPEC HARROR IMPROVEMENTS: Ques. (Mr. Yeo) 479 (i).

CHARLOTTETOWN PJLIC BUILDINGS: Ques (Mr. Davies) 1039 (il);
(Mr. Burpee) 2359 (iii).

CUSTOMs APPRAIsER AT SUMMERSIDE: QueS. (Mr. eo) 350 (i).

EXrENDITURE FOR RYS., &C.: M. for Stmnt. (Mr. Vanasse) 964 (ii).
FREIGHT AND PASSENGER EARNINGS ON P.E.I. RY : M. for Ret.* (Mr.

Davies) 1442 (ii).
INLAND REVENUE COLLECTOR AT SUMMERSIDE: Ques. (Mr. èeo) 350 (i).
"LANDSDOWNE," STEAMER, COMMUNICATION WITII ISLAND: Ques.

(Mr. Jenkins) 927 (ii).
PIERS AND WHARVES, EXPENDITURE, &C. : M. for Ret.* (Mr. Davies)

533 (i).
QUEEN'S GO., VACANCY IN THE REPRESENTATION, 1 (j).

RED POINT HARBOR BREARWATER: Ques. (Mr. Macdonald, King's)
1039 (ii).

REFUND TO MERCHANTS AND OTHERS, COMIsSIONIER'S REP.: M. for

copy (Mr. Davies) 831 (ii).

SEA LOTS, DEPTL. INSTRUCTIONS RESPECTING: M. for copies (Mr.
Blake) 61 (i).

WHARVES ON P.E.I, GRANT FOR CONSTRUCTION : Ques. (Ur. Davies)
351 (i).

WINTER CROSSING: M. for copies of Cor. (Mr. Macdonald, King's)
62 (i).

PRINGLE, H. H., OF CoBoua, EMPLOYMENT OF, BY GOVT.
Ques. (Mr. Casey) 743 (i).

PRINTING AND ADVERTISING, GOVT. : Remarks (Kr. Somer-
ville, Brant) on M. for Com, Of Sp., 3033 (iv).

PRINTING AND ADVERTISING, IMMIGRATION : M. to refer

charges to Public Accounts Com. (Sir Richard Cart-

wright) 202 (i).
PRINTING AND ADVERTISING, RET. RESPECTING: Ques. (Mr.

mIcMullen) 28 ().
PRINTING AND PUBLISHING 00.'S, SUMS PAID TO AND SERVICES

RENDERED: M. for Rets.* (Mr. McMu!len) 147 (i).
PRINTING COMMISSION: in Com. of Sup., 3392 (iv).
PRINTING DOMINION NOTES: in COM. Of SUp., 898 (ii).
PRINTING DONE OUTSIDE OF CONTRACT: M. for Ret. (Mr.

White, Renfrew) 860 (ii).
PRINTING (F PARLT.: M. (Mr. White, Cardwell) to conO. in

Second Rop., 149 (i); Seventh Rep., 1882 (iii) ; Ninth

Rep., 3293 ; Tenth Rep., 3393 (iv).
PRINTING, PUBLIC, CHANGES IN CONTRACT: M. for Copies Of

0.C. (UMr. Rykert ) 24A6 (i).

PRISONERS. See "DISTURBANCE INN.W."

Prison Labor without the walls of Gaols Act
Amt. B. No. 87 (Mr. Sutherland, Oford). 1°¥,
362 (i) ; 29, in Com., and 3°*, 1658 (ii). (48-49 Vic.,
c. 81.)

PRIVA TE BANKS AND BaOKERS, LEGISLATION RESPECTING:

Ques. (Mr. Caneron, Middlesex) 51 (i).
PRIVATE BILLS, RECEPTION OF: MS. tO eXtend time (Mr.

Kranz) 88; (Mr. Abbott) 505, 783 (i) ; (Sir Hector
Langevin) 1094 (ii).

PRIVATE BILLS, PETITIONS FOR : M. to extend time for
receiving (Mr. Beaty) 40 (i).

PRIVY COUNCIL OFFICE : in Com. of Sup., 899, 914 (ii).

PROGRESS ESTIMATES. See "C .P.R."

Prohibition. See " SPIRITuous LiQUORS."

PROHIBITORY LiQUoR LAW OF THE N. W. T., RELAXATION OF

PROVISIONS : M. for Cor. (Mr. Foster) 101 (,). See

" CAN. TEMP. ACT."

Proof of Entries in Books of Account B. No.
113 (Mr. Chapleau). 1°*, 964 (ii) ; 2", 2397; wthdn.,

2398 ; 2', 2465 ; in Com., 2466 ; 30*, 2497 (iii). (48-
49 Vic., c. 48.)

PROROGATION, LETTER FROM ACTING GOV. GEN.'s SEC., 3473;
Mess. from is Ex., 3475 (iv).

PROSECUTIONS UNDER CAN. TEMP. ACT: Ques. (Mr. Mc
Craney) 1306 (ii), 3320 (iv).

PROSSER, MR., FISHERY WARDEN, LAKE ERaIE: M. for Ret.*

(Mr, Lister) 964 (ii).
PROVINCES, ADVANCES TO. See B. 7.
PROVINCIAL ACTS, DISALLOWANCE OF : M. for copies of

0. C., &c. (Mr. Blake) 52 (i).
Provincial Courts Judges, Salaries, &c., B. No.

161 (Sir -Hector Langevin). Res. prop., 3293 ; M. for
Com. on Res., 3375 ; in Com and 10* of B., 3395; 2°,

in Com. and ,à°¥, 3436 (iv). (48-49 Vic., c. 56.)

PROVINCIAL LEGISLATION, COMPILATION OF COR., &C.: COn.,,
3434 (iv).

PROVINCIAL RYS. TAKEN OVER BY GOVT.: Ques. (Mr. Sproule)
188 (i).

PROVINCIAL SUBSIDIES. Se" 4SUBSIDIES."
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PRODUCE, EXPORTS OFP: Ques. (Sir Richard Cartwright)

606 (i).
PRUSSIATE OF POTASI: in Com. on Ways and Means 846 (ii).
PRUYN, MR. M. W.: Certificate of Eleetion and Return of, 1.
PUBLIC ACCOUNTS: prosented (Sir Leonard Tilley) 28; M.

(Sir Richard Cartwright) to refer to Public Accounts
Com., 76 (i).

PUBLIC BUILDINGS. See " PUBLIC WORK8.>
PUBLIC DEBT 0F CANADA: Ques. (J&r. Charlton) 29, 76 (i),

937 (i1), 2465 (iv).
PUBLIC EXPENDITURE: Res. (Sir Richard Cartwright) in

Amt. to Com. of Sup., 2869; (Mr. McLclan) 2878;
(Mr. Charlton) 2883; neg. (Y. 42, N. 79) 2889 (iv).

PUBLIC RESERVES IN B.C. AND " FORE-SHORE" RIOHTS: M.
for Ret. (Mr. Baker, Victoria) 703 (i).

PUBLIC SERVICE, RooMs, &C., RENTED FOR, IN OTTAWA: M.
for Rot. (Mr. Sonerville, Brant) 533 (i).

PUBLIC WORKS DEPTL. REP.: prFo0nted (Sir Hector Lange-
vin) 28 (i).

Publie Works, preservation of Peace in vicinity,
Acts Amt. B. No. 131 (Sir Johnt A. Macdonald).
1°*, 1278 (ii) ; 2 n. and in Com., 2824; â°*, 2854

(iv). (48-49 Vic., c. 80.)
PUBLIC WORKS:

AGENT AND CONTINGENCIES, B.C. : in Com. of Sup., 3308 (iv).
BARRACK HUTS IN B. C. : in COMn of Sup., 3412 (iv).
BARRACKS AT FORT MACLEOD: iu COM. of Sup., 3387 (iv).
BAYFJELD HARBOR BREAKWATER: QueS. (Mr. Aëlsaac) 77 (i).
BUILDINGS: in Com. of Sup., 2916-2919, 3385, 3452 (iv).
CAPE TORMENTINE HARBOR: in COM. Of Sup., 2917 (iv).

CASCUMPEC HARBOR IMPROVEMENTS: Ques. (Mr. Yeo) 479 (i).
CHARLOTTETOWN PUBLIC BUILDINGS: Ques. (Mr. Davies) 1039 (ii);

(Mr. Burpee) 2359 (iii).
CHURCH POINT AND TROUT COVE PIERs: M. for Ret. (Mr. Vai?) 54 (i).
COAL, PURCHASE 0F, FOR PUBLIC BUILDINGS: M. for Stmnt.* (Mr.

Kirk) 313 (i).
CORNWALL PUBLIC BUILDINGS: Ques. (Mr. Lister) 2997 (iv).

DREDGES, TUGS AND SCOWS : M. for Ret. (Mr. Jackson) 53 (i).
DREDGING: in COm. of Sup., 2921; cOne., 2923 (iv).

DRY DocKs, ENCOURAGEMEN'i 0F CONSTRUCTION. See B. 108.

DUNDAS PUBLIC BUILDINGS: Ques. (Mr. Bain, Wentworth) 290 ().

ESQUIMAtLT GRAVING DOCK: Ques. (Mr. Baker, Victoria) 743(i); in

Com. of Sup., 2916 (iv). See B. 7.
POG-HORNS AND LETTER-BOX FRONTS, TENDERS: M. for Ret.' (Mr.

Langelier) 313 (i).
GOYT. YARDS IN MONTREAL; Ques. (Mr. Gault) 57 (i).
HARBORS AND RIVERS: in Com. of Sap., 2920-2923, 3385, 3386, 3409,

3419, 3420, 3433 (iv).
HARBORS IN GUYSBOROUGH O., RE-SURVEY: Ques. (Mr. Kirk) 51 (i).

HEATING PUBLIC BUILDINGS, COST OF: M. for Stmnt. (Mr. Blake)
90 (i).

HIGH COMMISSIONER: in Com. of Sup., 3386 (iv).

IMMIGRANT BUILDINGS AT LÉvIs: Ques. (Mr. Belleau) 89 (i).
IMMIGRANT SHEDS AT MEDICINE HAT : Que. (Mr. Watson) 350 (i).

INSPECTORS OR CLERKS OF WORKS: M. for Stmnt. (Sir Richard Cart-
wright) 139; Ques. (Mr. Backenzie) 606 (i).

INSPEOTORS, RET. RESPECTING: Ques. (Ur. Mackenie) 606 (i).
MATTAWA, MOUNTAIN RAPIDS, &C., INPROVEMENTS: Quoi. (Ur. White,

Renfrew) 1Ô40 (ii).
NAPANEE PUBLIC BUILDINGS: Ques. (Mr. Pruyn) 77 (i).

NORTH SASKATCHEWAN RIVER IMPROVEMENTS: M. for Ret. (Mr. Mc

Callum) 615, 695 (!).
OTTAWA, ADDPTIONAL BUILDINGS: in COM. Of Sup., 2916 (i )•

OTTAWA RIVER SHIP CANAL : prOp. ReS. (Mr. White, Renfrew)1211(ii).

17

PUBLIC WORKS-Continued.
OTTAWA RIVER SURVEYS AND IMPROVEMENTS : Ques. (Kr. White,

Rejfreo) 131 (î), 1040 (ii).
PORT ARTHUR HAREOR: in COM. Of SUp., 2916 (iV).
PORT CREDIT HARBOR, REPAIRS: Ques. (11r. Rleming) 188 (i).

PORT MooDV DocK, TENDERS FOR REPAIR : Que. (Ur. Catey) 816 (ii).
ROADS AND BRIDGES: in COM. Of Sup., 3420.

SABLE ISLAND TELEGRAPHIC COMMUNICATION : Ques. (Mr. Daly) 57(1).
SALMON POINT BREAKWATER : M. for Cor. (Vr. Plait) 210 (1).
SOMERVILLE BREAKWATER, REPAIRS : Ques. (Mr. Forbes) 57 (1).

STOREHOUSES IN QUEBEC, LEASE oF: Ques. (Kr. Langelier) 1039 (ii).
ST. STEPHEN'S PUBLIC BUILDINGS: Ques. (Mr. Gilimor) 1148 (ii).

ST. TIIOMAS PUBLIC BUILDINOS: M. for Ret. (Ur. Wilson) 79 (1).
TELEGRAPII AND SIGNAL SERVICE, B.C0. : Que. (Mr. Baker, Victoria)

743 (i); in Com. of Sup., 3307 (iv).
TELEORAPHIC COMMUNICATION WRST OF WINNIPEG : Remarks, 839 (11).
TELEGRAPIIS.: I n0Co. of Sup., 2922, 3307, 3386, 3420 (iv).
TELEGRAPII SYSTEM IN CAPE BRETON: QueF. (Mr. Cameron, InV@rnus)

78 (i).
THREE RIVRS HARBOR COMMISSIONERS. Sec B. 150.
TRACADIE BREAKWATEIn, ExPENDITURE: M. for Stunt.0 (gr. Eclsane)

147 (i).
TUG-iiAiRGES, DREoGE, &C., ON RED RIVER: M. for Ret. (Mr. Watson)

964 (ii).
VENTILATION oI HOUSE oF CoMMONss: Remarks, 2676 (iv).
WATER LOTS, APPLICATIONS FOR : Ques. (Mr. Tupper) 429 (1).
WATERI LOTS ON RiviRs, GOVT. lIGHTS: Que. (Kr. Vanasse) 2238

(iii).
WHARVES ON P. E. I.: QueS. (Mr. )avies) 351 (i).
WHITE POINT BREAKWATER, REPAIRS: Ques. (Ur. FOrbe) 52 ().
WOODsTOCK, N.B., PUBLIC BUILDINs : Ques. (Ur. Irvine) 606 (i).
WOOD SUPPLY : Ques. (Mr. Mc Craney) 429 (i); (Ur. Bain, Went.

worth) 1387 (ii).

[See differer.t PROVINCES; aISO I MARINE."]

PULLMAN PALACE CAR Co. See I.C.U."
PUMICE AND PUMICE STONE: in Com. on Ways and Mean,

810 (ii).
PURCELL & RYAN, PAYMENT TO, FOR SUPPLIES FURNISED

LORD LoRNE AND PARTY: in Corm. of Sap., 3152 (iv).
QU'APPELLE IIALF-BREEDS, REP. 0F MR. WALSH : Ques.

(Mr. Blake) 3426 (iv).
QU'APPELLE, LoNG LAKE AND SASKCATCHEWAN .RAILROAD

AND STMBT. Co. Sec B. 147.
Qu'APPELLE YALLEY FARMING Co.'s AGREEMENT: Ques.

(Mr. Blake) 816 (ii).
QUACo LIGTIIoUE, MEMORIALS, &C., RESPECTING: M. for

Rot. (Mr. Weldon) 1442 (ii).
QUARANTINE, APPOINTMENT OF PHYSICIANs TO ACCOMPANY

STEAMSHIPS : Quos. (Mr. Taschereau) 2169 (iii).
QUARANTINE. See IIINSTRUCTIONS" and "SUPPLY."

QUEBEC AND LAKE ST. JoHN RY. Co.'s SUBSIDY: prop.
Res. (Mr Pope) 3457; in Com., 3472 (iv).

QUEBEC:
BEAUCE: Vacancy in the reprefentation, 1 (i).
BOLDUC, CAPT., RESIGNATION oF: M. for Rot. (Mr. Landry, Ment-

magny) 29 (i).
BRAS ST. NIcOOLAS, DEEPENING oF: M. for copies of Pets.* (fr.

Langelier) 312 (i).
BROUSSEAU à LISABELLE, FRAUDS aY: Queo. (Mr. Langelier)1387 (ii).
CAPE ST. IGNACE STATION: Que. (Ur. Ca8grain) 246 (i).
CARON AND GAUVREAU, FISuRY OVERsUEIS, SALARY, &C.: QueS.

(Ur. Blondeau) 290; M. for copies of Rep.,' 532 (i).

CATHOLI: POPULATION OF PROVINCE: Ques. (Sir Richard Cartwright)
363 (i).

CHEVRIER, G. E., DIsMISSAL OF: M. for Ret.* (Mr. lIolton) 1443 (ii).
CHIEF JUSTICE MEREDITH, RESIGNATION OF: M. for Ret. (Ur. Laurier)

43 (i).
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QUEBEC-Continued. Ry. BONUSES. See "REFUND.

CUSTOMS SEIZURES AT MONTREAL: Ques. (Mr. Langelier) 1387 (ii). RY.BELT ON VANCOUVER ISLAND : Ques. (Mr.Gordon) 290 (i).
DECHENE, CAPT., COMPLAINTS AGA1NST: M. for cOpies" (Mr. Cas-

grain) 30 (i).
DRILL SHED AT QUEBEC, TENDEBS: M. for Ret.* (Mr. Landry, Mont-

magny) 533 (i).
ELGIN STATION, L'ISLET.: QueS. (Mr. Ca8grain) 148 (i).
ETOCEMIN RIVER LINE SURVETy: Ques. (Mr. Le8age) 350 (i).
EXPENDITURE FOR RYS., &C.: M. for Stmat. (Mr. Vanasse) 964 (ii).
GOSSELIN, E., RECORD IN THE MATTER OF: M. for copy (Mr. Amyot)

703 (i).
GREGORY, J. N., REP. of ENQUIRY: M. for cOpies* (Mr. Blondeau)

532 (i).
GRENVILLE OANAL: in Com. of Sup., 3418 (iv).
IMMIGRATION OFFICE, EMPLOYÉS: M. for Stmnt.* (Mr. Lanclry, Mont-

magny) 30 (i).
LACHINE CANAL: in Com. of Sup., 330' (iv).
LE FONDS POST OFFICE: Ques. (Mr. Ri.fret) 816 (il).
LÉvs, IMMIGRANT BUILDINGS AT.: QueS. (Mr. Belleau) 89 (i).
Lifvs, ISSUE OF WRIT.: Ques. (Mr, Blake) 633 (i).
LIEUT. GOV.'S OATH OF OFFICE : Ques. (Mr. Ca8grain) 479 (i).
LONGUEUIL AND LÉvîs Rr. SURVEY: QueS. (Mr. Vanasse) 429 (i).
LOwER TRAVERSE LIGHTHOUSE WOOD SUPPLIES: M. for Ret,* (Mr.

Casgrain) 30 (i).
MASKINONGÉ: Vacacy in the Representation, 1 (i).
MEDICINE HAT, IMMIGRANT BUILDINGS: Ques, (Mr. JVa0son) 350 (i).
MEGANTIC: Ret. of Member, 1 ().
MONTMAGNY VILLAGE POST OFFICE: Ques. (31r. Cagrain) 246 (i).
MONTREAL TURNPIKE TRUST DEBENTURES: Ques. (Mr. Amyot) 567 (i).
NICOLET: Ret. of Member, 1 (i).
NORTE SHORE RY., SUBSIDY TO : M. for copies of Cor. (31r. Laurier)

41; Purchase of: Ques., 189 (i).

PLANTE, J. B., CLAIM OF: M. for copies" (Mr. Amyot) 147 (i).
POIsrE Aux TREMBL-S WHAi: M.for copies of Cor. (31r. De St.

Georges) 231 (i).
REBELLION IN THE N.W. See general beading "DISTURBANCE."
RICHELIEU RIVER FLOODS, MEMORIALS, &C. : Ques. (Mr. Bechard)

606 (i).
SCHOOL 0F CAYALRY AT QUEBEC: M. for Papers, (Mr. Langelier) 88 (1).
SCROOL OF NAVIGATION AT QUEBEC; Ques. (Mr. Amyot) 743 (i).
SHORT LINE RY. See general heading; also IlSUBsIDIES."
SImARD, J., REP. OF : M. for copies* (Mr. Langelier) 1443 (ii).
8OULANGES CONTROVERTED ELECTION : Judge's Rep. 1; Ret. of

Member, 113 (i).
ST. ROMUALD D'ETCHEMIN STATION: Ques. (Mfr. Guay) 1567 (ii).
ST. VINCENT DE PAUL PENITENTIARY : in COm. Of Sup., 986 (), 3350

(iv).

SUPERIOR COURT, CHIEF JUSTICE : Ques. (Mr. Ca8grain) 429 (i).
SUPERIOR COURT JUDGEI. See B. 161.
SUPERVISOR OF CULLERS, ACC>UNTS DUE: M. for Ret.* (Mr. De St

Georges) 1443 (ii).
THREE RIVERS, HAR93R COMMISSIONERS OF. See B. 150.

VICTORIA RIFLES, MONTREAL: Ques. (Mr. Curran) 1983 (iii).

i QUEEN OF THE ISLES," STEAMER, EMPLOYMENT OF: Ques.
(Mr. McMullen) 1131 (ii).

QUEEN'S BIRTHDAY, ADJMT. FOR: M. (Sir John A. Macdonald)
2030 (iii).

QuEEN's COUNTY, P.E.I., VAcANCY IN THE REPRESENTA-
TION: Warrant issued and return of Member, 1 (i).

QUEEN vs. ROBINSON. See "INLAND FISHERIES."
QUERCITRON OR OAK BARK: in Com. on Ways and Means,

810 (ii).
RAILS FOR GOVT. SECTION IN B.C. : Ques. (Mr. Blake) 1914

(iii).
RY. ACCIDENTS. See IlCASUALTIES."

Ry. Act. See "CONSOLIDATED."
RYS. AND CANALS, DEPTL. REp. : presonted (Mr. Pope)

76 (i); in Com. of Sup., 914 (ii) ; Remarks (Mr. Mills)
on M. for Com. of Sup., 3436 (iv).

RY. COMMISSIONERS AND DOMINION ARBITRATORS : Ques. (Mr.
McMullen) 114 (i).

RYS. CENTREING IN OTTAWA, BONUSES GRANTED TO : M. for
Ret. (Mr. Landerkin) 86 (i).

iRY. PROM MONTREAL TO THE S KA BOARD: Res. (Mr. Laurier)
189 (i).

RrS., REFUND OF IRY. BONUSES TO COUNTY COUNCIL OF GREY:
M. for copy of Memorial (Mr. Landerkin) 58 (i).

Ry. LANDS IN B. C., CLAIMS OF CANADA UPON : M. for Ret.*
(Mr. Blake) 1443 (ii).

Rys. OUTSIDE OF MAN. AND N.W.T., A1D TO : M. for
copies of Cor. (Mr. Blake) 92 (i).

RAILWAYS. See respective hoadings.

Ry. SUPPLIES, PURCHASE OF, IN HALIFAx: M. for Ret.
Ques. (Mr. Forbes) 1915 (iii).

Ry. TiCKETS. ee "SALE."

RANGE LIHTS. See "WELLER'S BAY."

R4ND'S MICMAC INDIAN DICTIONARY: in COm. Of Snp.,
3420 (iv).

Real Property in the N.W.T. B. 109 (Sir Hector
L angevin). 1Q*, 743 (i).

REBELLION. See IlDISTURBANCE IN THE N. W."
RECEIPTS AND EXPENDITURES, CONSOLIDATED FUND: QUos.

(Sir Richard Cartwright) 1677 (ii).
RECEIPTS OF DEPARTMENT OF INTERIOR: M. for StImnt. (Mr.

Blake) 54 (i).
RECIPROCITY wITH POREIGN COUNTRIES: Ques. (Mr.

Burpee) 78; with JAMAicA: Ques. (Mr. Burpee) 429
(i); (Mr. Laurier) 2854 (iv); with MEXTCO: Ques.
(Mr. Paterson, Branit) 632 (i); with the U S.: Deb. on
Rïes. (Mr. Davies) in Amt to Com. of Sup., 995 ; (Mr.
Blackett) 1001; (Mr. Yeo) 1004; (Mr. Burpee) 1004,
1008; (Mr. Woodworth) 1010; (Mr. Kirk) 1011; (Mr.
Cameron, Inverness) 1015; (Mr. Weldon) 1016; (Mr.
Jenkins) 1019; (Mr. Fisher) 1021; Ques. (Mr. Davies)
1387; M. for Ret.* (Mr. Charlton) 1444 (ii); Ques.
(Sir Richard Cartwright) 3163 (iv). See "TREATIES."

RUBBER, RE-COVERED : in Com. on Ways and Means, 807 (ii).
RED 1IQUOR: in Com. on Ways and Means, 808 (il).
RED POINT HARBOR, P.E.I., BREAKWATER AT: Ques, (Mr.

Macdonald, King's) 1039 (ii).
REFUND OF BANK IMPOSTS: in Com. of Sup., 3387; conO.,

3396 (iv).
REFUND OF Ry. BONUSES TO 00. COUNCIL OF GREY, MEM.

ORIALS, &c.: M. for copies (Mr. Landerkin) 58 ; Co. of
Elgin (Mr. Wilson) 356 (i).

REFUND OF Ry. BONUSES TO ONT. MUNICIPALITIES: M. for
copies of Memorials, &o. (Mr. Cook) 569; Deb. (Messrs.

McCallum and .Mills) 570; Messrs. O'Brien and Fleming)
571; (Ur. White, Cardwell) 573 ; (Mr. Casey) 576
(Messrs. Wallace and McMullen) 578; (Mr. White,
Renfrew) 581, 588 ; (Mr. Sproule) 583; (Mr. Lister)
585; (Messrs. .Dawson and Desjardina) 587; (Mr.

XY. UOMMISSIONERS. iSe6 - OUET.-
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Armstrong) 588; (Mr. Wilson) 589; (Mr. Allen) 590;
(Mr. Fairbank) 591; (Messrs. Trow and Cook) 592;
(Mr. Pope) 593 (i).

REFUND F DDUTIES TO MERCHANTS AND FISIIERMEN IN P.E.L,
COmmissIONERS' REP.: M. for copy (Mr. Davies) 831
(ii); in Com. of Sup., 3455 ; cone., 3470 (iv).

RELIILF op DISTRESSED IN N.W.T.: Ques. (Mr. Ross) 3321;
in Com. of Sup., 3454 (iv).

REMOVAL OF PRISONERS: in Com. of Sup., 3411 (iv).
RENTAL OF OFFICES FOR USE OF GOVT. IN OTTAWA: M. for

Ret.* (Mr. Somerville, Brant) 533 (i).
REPATRIATION oF FRENCH CANADIANS, COR., REPS., 0.C., &c.,

RELATING TO: M. for copies* (Mr. Blake) 533 (i).
REPORTS PRESENTED:

AUDITOR GENERAL (8ir Leonard Tilley) 28 (i).
CINESE COMMIssIoN (by Me3s. from His Ez ) 234 (1).
INoIAN AFFAIRs (Sir John A .Macdonald) 28 (i).
INLAND REVENUE (Mr. Costigan) 28 (i).
INTERIOR (Sir John A. Macdonald) 28 (i).
MARINE AND FIsHERIES (Mr. McLelan) 113 (i).
MILITIA AND UEFZNCE (Mr. Caron) 40 (i).
PENITENTIARIES (Sir Ilector Langevin) 28 (1).
POSTMASTER GENERAL (Mr. Carling) 76 (i).
PUBLIC ACCOUNTs (Sir Leonard Zilley) 28 (i).
PUBLIC WoRxs (Sir Hector Langevin) 28 (i).
RAILWAYS AND CANALS (11r. Pope) 76 (i).
SECRETARY OF STATE (Mr. Chapleau) 127 (i).
STATCTE3, CONSOLIDATION, COMMISSIONERS' REP. (ir John A lac-

donald) 32 (1).
TRADE AND NAVIGATION RETURNS (Mr. Bowell) 28 (1).

REPRESENTATION oF N.W.T. IN PARLT.: M. for copies of
Cor., &c. (Mr. Cameron, Huron) 292 (i) ; Res. in Amt.
to Com. of Sup., 3404 ; neg. (Y. 35, N. 77) 3408 (iv).

Representation of the N.W.T. in Parliament
B. No. 45 (Mr. Cameron, Huron). 1*, 147; 2° m.,
362, 490; debt. adjd., 495 (i).

RETURNS, ENQUIIES FOR: 1NS, 211, 239, 363, 4?7, 455, 490,
501, 534, 566, 662, 715, 746 (i), 782, 895, 966, 1038,
1063, 1132, 1i67, 1206 (ii), 1608, 1913, 2392 (iii), 2854,

2936, 3000, 3395 (iv).
RETURNS, INCOMPLETE : Remarks, 67, 101, 534 (i), 860,

1064, 1209, 1278 (ii).
RETURNS, C.P.R., ORDERED BY HOusE SiNCE DATE OF CON-

TRACT : M. for Stmnt. (Mr. Hesson) 481 (i).

RETURNS, PREPARATION OP : in COm. of Sup., 3245 (iv).
RETURN TICKETS ON GOVT. RYS: M. for Ret. (Mr. Weldon)

706 (i).
RETURNS, STATEMENTS, &C., MOTIONS FOR:

A, B AND O BATTERIES, Officers, &c. (Kr. Cameron, Middlesex) 313(i).
ABOLITION OF DUTY On Grain, &c. (Mr. Cameron, Middlesex) 54 (!).
ACTIVE MILITIA,Number and Annual Drill, &o.* (Mr.Mulock) 533(i).

ADVANCES TO GOVEERNENT àY BANKS (Sir Richard Cartwright) 37 (i).

ADVANCES TO LOCAL GOTERNMENTS (Mr. Blake) 45 (i).

ADVERTISEMENTS FOR LOAN (Sir Richard Cartwright) 37 (i).
AID TO RYS. OUTSIDE Man and N.W. (Mr. Blake) 92 (i).

ALASKA AND B.C. BOUNDART LINE (Mr. Gordon) 705 (i).

ALGOMA, CUSTOMS COLLECTIONS IN (MIr. Dawson) 39 ().

ALLAN STEAMSHIP Co., Claim of Govt. against* (Mr. Forbes) 312 (i).
See " ASSISTED PASSAGES."

ANIMAL CHARCOAL Imported and Duties collected* (Mr. Staira)

533 (i).
'cANNUAL REGISTUE.' Se. "DoMINION.

RETURNS, STATEMENTS, &.-Continued.
ANTWERP INTERNATIONAL ExHIBITION (Mr. Berger on) 305 (i).
ARGYLE BIGIILANDERS, Payment of Arrears duel (Mr. Campbell,

Victoria) 1444 (il).
AssIîTrD PASSAGES, &C., Sums paid Alian Line (Mr.Blake)1443 (ii).
"A iîP TO TiE DOM. oF AN." Pamphlet* (Mr. Roberton,Shelburne)

533 (i).

AUDITOR GENERAL and Dept. of Marine ani Fisheries re Rental of
Rivers and Streams* (Mr. AcfMullen) 448 (i).

AUSTRALIAN COLONIES, Trade with (Mr. Mitchell) 36 (i).
BANK ADVANCES TO GOVT. (Sir Richard Cartwuright) 37 (i).
BANKRUPT ESTATES and Official Assignees*(Mr. Mitchell) 303, 533 (i).
BAY OF FUNDY FOG- WHISTLEs, Coal Supply, Tenders* (Mr.Robert8on,

Shelburne) 533 (i).
BEAVER LINE OF STEAMERS, Intercol. Ry. Froight Rates (Ur. Blake)

144 (i).
BELL & KAVANAGI, Land Claims of (Mr. Cameron, Huron) 479 (1).
BILL, S J. R., and Breach of Sawdust Law in N.S.* (Mr. Forbe8)

147 (i).
BINGiiAM, LT. COL., deprivation of COmmand while on Duty* (Mr.

Campbell, Victoria) 1444 (ii).
BIRD ISLAND Lirr, N. S., Management of* (Mr. Campbell, Victoria)

1443 (ii).

BOLDUC, CAPT., Resignation (Mr. Landry, Jlontmagny) 29 (i).
BOLTON, STAFF COMMANDER, Dept. of Marine and Fisheries in

account with (Mr. McMallen) 135 (i).
BOLTON, STAFF COMMANDER, vs. Mr. Tdton* (Mr. McMullen) 312 (i)e

BONUSEs GRANTED TO RYs., Memorials, &c.* (Mr. Fleming) 1443 (Il).
BONUBEs, RY., [LENUND to County Council of Grey (Mr. Lander-

kin) 58 (i).
BONUSES TO RYS. in Ont., Refund (Mr. Wdson) 356, 616 (t); (Mr,

Cook) 569.
BOUNDARIES. See general heading.
BOUNTIES TO FISHERMEN, Sums paid under (Mr. Fortin) 56 (i).
BOUNTY TO FISIIING VESSELS (Mr. Burpee, Sunbury) 98 (i).
BOUNTIES TO MANUFACTURERs OF tRON (Mr. Blake) 100 (i).
BRADLEY, W. INGLES, Clerk, Ry. Dept. (Ur. SomCrVille, Brant)

479 (i).
BRAs D'OR LÂAXEs, Bounty paid on Fish caught* (Mr. McDougall,

Cap- Breton) 1443 (ii).
BRAS ST. NiCHOLAs, Deepening of* (Mr. Langelier) 312 (i).
BRISTsH MEIICALr ACT and Amt.* (Mr. Bergin) 33 (i).

BURLINQTON BAY CANAL, Soundings, &c. (Mr. Robertson, Hamilton)
533 (i).

BYE-ELECTIONS SINCI 1878 (Mr. Blake) 210 (i).
CANADA AGRICULTURAL INSURANC o00. (Mr. Amyot) 303 (i).

CANADA AND JAMAICA, Confederation (Mr. Burpe) 505 (i).
CANADA CENTRAL RY., Bonuses to (Mr. Landerkin) 86, 89 (i).
CANADA SIIIPPING Co. and Intercol. Ry. Froight Rates (Mr. Blake)

144 (1).
CANADA SOUTHRN RY. Mail Service (Mr. Wigle) 120 (1).

CANADA TEMP. ACT, Oonstitutionality of. Bee "LuGain, e. H."
CANADA TEMPERANCE ACT, Memorials, &c., respecting* (Ur. Kranz)

448 (i).
CANADA TEMPERANCE ACT, 1878, Voting on (Mr. Reher) 121 (i).
CANADIAN AGENT AT PARIS (Mr. Bergeron) 928 (ii).

CANADIAN PAcIFic RAILWAY. Sec general heading.

CANADIAN VOYAGEURs, Names, &c.* (Sir Richard Cartwright) 210 (i).
CAPE TRAVERSE BRANCH, P.E.. Ry., Payment of laborers (Mr

flacketit) 142 (i).
CAPITAL ACCOUNT, Expenditure on (Sir Richard Cartwright) 45 (i).
CARON, CLOVIs, Fishery Overseer, Rep. of, &c.0 (Mr. Blondeau)

532 (i).
CAUGINAWAGA INDIAN AGENCY INVESTIGATION* (Mr. Holton) 1413 (ii).
CAVALRY AND INFANTRY SCHOOLS" (Mr. Cameron, Miidlesex) 313 (i).

CAVALRY, ScuooL OF, at Quebec* (Ur. Landerkin) 88 (i).

CERTIFOATEs TO SELL LiQuoR granted in Connty of Halton* (Mr.
McCraney) 67; (Mr. Kirk) 147 (i).

CHARCOAL, ANINAL, imported and Duties collected (Ur. &iaira)
533 (i).
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ETURNS, STATEMENTS, &c.- Continued.
CHARLINCH PosT OFFICE CHANGEs (Mr. Blake) 708 (i),
CIIERRIER, G. E., INDIAN AGENT at Caughnawaga, Dismissal of*

(Ur. Holton) 1443 (ii).
OHINESE COMMIsSION, Date of Appointment, &c.* (Mr. McMullen)

56 (i).
CHURUH POINT and Trout Cove Piers, N.S. (Mr. Vail) 54 (i).
CIVIL SERVICE EMPLOYÉ SIN B.C.* (Mr. Baker, Victoria) 1442 (ii).
CLAIMS OF CANADA TO Ry. LANDS5IN B.C.* (Mr. Blake) 1443 (ii).
CLARK, G. M. K., Sums paid to (Sir Richard Cartwright) 697 (i).
CLEaRs oF WoRKxs or Inspectors (Sir Richard Cartwright) 139 (i).
CoAL, CARRIAGE by I.C.R. from Spring Hill Mines* (Mr. McMullen)

533 (i).
COAL ENTERED Ex-warehouse, &c. (Mr. Burpee) 100 (i).
COAL LANDs, Sales and Leases" (Mr. Charlton) 209 (i).
COAL, PURCHASE 0F, for Public Buildings, Ottawa* (Mr. Kirk)

813 (i).
COAL SUPPLY to Fog-whistles, &c., Tenders" (Mr. Robertson, Shel-

burne) 533 (i).
OOLLINS, J. E., Employment of (Mr. McMullen) 699 (i).
COLoNIzATION COMPANIEs and modified Agreements (Mr, Blake) 92 (i).
COMPTON, MR., Evidence taken re J. D. Robertsons's claim* (Mr.

Mille) 1443 (ii).
CONSOLIDATED FIVE PER CENT. LoAN (Sir Richard Cartwright) 484 (i).
CONsOLIDATED FUND, Receipts and Expenditure* (Sir Richard

Cartwright) 30 (i).
OONTRAcTS FOR PRINTING since 1867* (Mr. Rykert) 246 (i).
CULLERS, SUPERVIsOR o, Amounts due* (Mr. De St. Georges) 1443

(ii).
CUSTOMs COLLECTIONS in Algoma (Mr. Dawson) 39 ('),
CUSToms LAws, Violation of by John Leander McKezie* (Mr.

Mofai) 1442 (ii).
CUsTOMs SEIZURE oF SCHooL-BooKs AT TOIRONTO* (Mr. Rykert) 1443

(ii).
CUSTOMS SEIZURES AT WINNIPEG* (Mr. Paterson, Brant) 1443 (i).
CUSTOMS SEIzUREs IN N..* (Mr. Stairs) 532 (i).
CUsToMs SEIZURES made at different Ports* (Mr. Blake) 56 (i).
DE CHiNE, CAPT. A. M., Enquiry respecting* (Mr. Casgrain) 30 (i).
DEPOsITs, GOVERNMENT, in Banks (Sir Richard Cartwright) 29 (i).
DIGBY PIER, Whadfage Collections at * (Mr. Vail) 532 (i).
DISALLOWANCE of Provincial Acte (Mr. Blake) 52 (i).
DODGE, B., Dismissal from office of Collector* (,Ur. Mofat) 1442 (ii).
DoMINIoN "Annual Register," Payments on account of" (Mr. Mc-

Craney) 1443 (ii).
DOMINION LANDS. See general heading.
DOMINION LICENsE CoMMISsIoNERs (Mr. Bergeron) 307 (i).
DomuoN Sunst4mto Provinces (Mr. Amyot) 303 (i).
"DoM. 0F CAN., A TRIP To THE," Pamphlet* (Mr. Robertson, Shel-

burne) 533 (i).
DRAwEACKs on Manufactured Exports (Mr.Paterson,Brant) 139 (i).

DRAWBACKS on Shipbuilding Materials (Mr.Burpee,Sunbury) 100 (i).
DREDGEs, TUGs and Scows Built (Mr. Jackson) 53 (i).

DREDGING ON RED RIVER* (Mr. Watson) 964 (ii).
DRILL SERD AT QUEBEC, Tenderers and Securities" (Mr. Landry,

Mon*magny) 533 (i).
Dummy LIGETHOUSE Fog Horn (Mr. Jackson) 293 ().
DUNDAS AND WATERLOO Macadamized Road, Sale of* (Mr. Paterson,

Brant) 147 (i).
DUTIEs imposed under OldProv. of Can ,&c.* (Mr. Watson) 1443 (ii).
DuTIEs ON HAY exported to the U.S. (Mr. Irvine) 443 (i).
DUTIEs ON FIsH exported to the U.S. (Mr. Davies) 831 (ii).
DUTIES ON WHEAT AND FLOUR, Memorials, &c.* (Mr. Paterson,

Brant) 532 (i).
EASTERN EXTENSION Ry., Barning8* (Mr. Cameron, Inverness) 313.(i).
EDMONTON AND SASKATCHEWAN Land Co.'s Agent* (Mr. Blake)

1443 (ii).
EDUCATION OF INDIANs and Half-breeds in MaD. and N.W.T.* (Mr.

Kirk) 1443 (ii).
ELUCTIONI, BYE, since 1878* (Ur. Blake) 210 (i).
ELGIN, County Judge, Case of (Ur. Wilson) 98 (i).

RETURNS, STATEMENTS, &o.-Oontinued.
EMERSON, Claim of Town on Govt.* (Mr. Cameron, Huron) 448 (i).
EXHIBITION AT ANTWERP (Mr. Bergeron) 3)5 (i).
EXPENDITURE on Capital Account (Sir Richard Cartwright) 45 ().
EXPENDITURE ON PUB. WORKs in the different Provs.* (fr. Vanasse)

964 (ii).
EXPENSES oF GoVT. OFFICIALS in England* (Mr. Somerville, Brant)

121 (i).
EXPORT DUTYNON OAK, PINE, &c., Receipta* (Mr. Edgar) 1442 (ii).
EXPORTS AND IMPORTS, distingishing Products of Canada from

other countries* (Sir Richard Cartwright) 30 (i).
EXTRADITION, Demands for, &o.* (Mr. Blake) 67 (i).
EXTRADITION* (Mr. Blake) 147 (i).
FABRE, M., Appointment as Canadian Agent at Paris (Mr. Ber-

geron) 928 (ii).
FACTORY OPERATIVES, number employed (Sir Richard Cartwright)

37 (i).
FIsR CAUGHT IN BRAS D'OR LAKEs, Bounty paid* (Mr. McDougall,

Cape Breton) 1443 (ii).
FISH, EXPORT OF, FRoM P.E.I., Refund of Duties (Mr. Davids)831 (ii).

FIsR TAKEN in the Miramichi (Mr. Mitchell) 295 (i).
FisH WBIRS 1N Co. OF CHARLOTTE, Licenses, &c.* (Mr. Gillmor)

1444 (ii).
FIsHERIEsO F ONT., Inlani (Mr. Vail) 229 (i).
FIsIIERIES, CANADIAN (Mr. Mulock) 55 (i).
FisHERY BOUNTIEs, Sums paid (Mr. Fortin) 56 (i).
FIsHERY PROTECTION in the N. W. (Mr. Ue8son) 700 (i).

FISHERY OVERSEERS in N.S. and breach ofSawdust.Law*(Ir. Forbes)
147 (i).

FisîiiNG LEASES, &c., in non-tidal Waters in N.B." (M1r. Weldon) 533

(i).
FIsImNG LICENSES granted for Lake Erie* (Mr. Lister) 964 (ii).

FISIIING VESSELS, Bannty to (Mr. Burpee, Sunbury) 98 (i).

FivE PER CENT. OONSOLIDATED LoAN (Sir Richard Cartwright) 484(i).
FLAG TREATY between U. S. and Spain (Mr. Vail) 219.
FLOUR AND WHEAT DUTIEs, Memorials, &c.* (Mr. Pater8on, Brant)

532 (i).
FLouR, ColiN AND CORNMEAL, Imports and Exports f rom Provinces*

(Mr. Cameron, Milllesex) 56 (i).
FoG-HORN on Dummy Lighthouse (Mr. Jackson) 293 (i).
FOG-EIORNS and Letter-Box Fronts* (Mr. Langelier) 312 (i).
FooT AND CARRIAGE BRIDGE on St. John River* (Mr. Landry, Kent)

1443 (ii).
FORESTRY CoMMIssIoNER, Appointment of (Mr. Paterson, Brant) 147;

(Mr. Rykert) 187 (i).
FORESTs, PROTECTION OF, Rep. of Oommissioner (Mr. Cockburn) 202

(i).
FORT WILLIAM INDIAN REsERvE, Road on* (Mr. Blake) 533 (i),

FORT WILLIAM INDIAN RESERVE, Timber Licenses* (Mr. Blake) 1442

(ii).
FRANCE AND CANADA, Commercial Relations (Mr. Amyot) 825 (ii).

FRASER, D. M. AND HUGH, payments to* (Mr. Robertson, Shelburne)

533 (i).
FREEMAN, J. N., and breach of Sawdust Law in N.S.* (Mr. Forbes)

147 (i).
FRENCE CANADIANs, Repatriation of, Scheme of Immigration* (Ur.

Blake) 533 (i).
FUEL OF NORTH-WEST SETTLERS (Mr. Blake) 61 (i).

GAUvREAU, J., FisheryOverseer, Rep. of* (Mr. Blondeau) 532 (i).
GOLD REsERvE, GOVT. (Sir Richard Cartwright) 351 (i).

GooDs IMPORTED FOR CONSUMPTION (Sir Richard Cartwright) 30 (i).
GooDwIN, GEo., Contract, Trent Valley Canal (Mr. Blake) 823 (i).
GOSsELIN, EUGNE, vs. THs QUEEN, RECORD OF (Mr. Amyot) 703 (i).

GOVERNMENT DEPOsITs IN BANKs (Sir Richard Cartwright) 29 (i).

GOVERNMENT EXPENSES oF VISITS TO ENGLAND* (Mr. Somerville,

Brant) 124 (i).
GOVERNMENT OFFICIALS IN THE N W. (Mr. McMfullen) 66(i).

GOVERNMENT EMPLOYÉS IN B. C. (Mr. Baker, Victoria) 1442 (ii).
GOVERNMENT RYs., Return Tickets on (Mr. Weldon) 706 (i).
GRADUATES OF RoYAL MILITART COLLEGE* (Sir Richard Cartwright)

313 (i).
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GRAND TRUNK Rr. Sce general heading.
GRAIN, &C., Abolition of Duty on (Mr. Caneron, Midllesez) 54 (i).

GREAT AMERICAN AND EUROPEAN SH RT LINE RY. (Mr. Paint) 78 (i).
GREAT VILLAGE RIVER, N. S, IMPROVEMENTS* (Mr. Robe-tson, Shel-

burne) 67 (i).
GREGoRY, J. U., Rep. of Enquiry, &c.* (gr. Blondeau) 532 (i).
GREY, COUNTY OF, Rys. in, Refund of Bonuses (Mr. Landerkin)

58 (i).
HALIFAX STEAM NAVIGATION Co., Moneys paid to by Govt. (1Mr.

Blake) 210 (i).
HALTON, COUNTY OF, Liquor Certificates granted* (Mr. McCraney)

67; (Mr. Kirk) 147 (i).
HARBORS oF REFUGE, Ports Burwell and Stanley (11r. Wilson) 62 (i).
HARDWARE AND RY. Supplies purchased in Halifax* (Mr. Forbes)

1442 (ii).
HARDWARE SUPPLIES purchased by Marine Dept. at Halifax* (Mr.

Forbes) 533 (i).
HEALTH OFFICERS IN N. B., Instructions to* (Mr. Weldon) 1443 (ii).
HEATING PUBLIC BUILDINGS, Cost (Mr. Blake) 90 (î).
HIGH CoMMISSIoNER. See general heading.
HOLLAND, G. & A., Payments to for Short-hand work (Mr. Auger)

147 (i).
HUDSON BAY STEAMER Neptune, Supplies for (Mr. Vail) 229 (i).
HUGHEs, D. J. ((ounty Judge of Elgin) Case of (Mr. Wilson) 98 (i).
IMMIGRANTS into the N. W. (Mr. Blake) 45 (i).
IMMIGRATION OFFICE, Quebec, Employôs* (Mr. Landry, Bontmagny)

30 (i).
IMMIGRATION, SCHEME FOR, mentioned by Sir Hectar Laugevin in

a speech at Montreal* (Mr. Blatke) 533 (i).
IMPORTS AND EXPORTS, distinguishing produets of Canada from

other Countries* (Sir Richard Cartwright) 30 (i).
IMPORTs AND EXPORTS of Wheat, Flour, &c. (Mr. Paterson, Brant)

138 (i).
IMPoRTS FOR CONSUMPTION (Sir Richard Cartwright) 30 (i).
IMPoRTS oF SUGAR at Halifax from Jamaica* (Mr. Vail) 40 (i).

IMPROVEMENTS oF NAviGATIoN in the North Sakatchewau (Mr. Mc
Callum) 615, 695 (i).

INDIAN AFFAIRs IN B. P. (Mr. Mills) 863 (ii).
INDIAN AGENCY, Man. (Mr. Charllon) 61 (;).
INDIAN HARBOR, N. S., Rep. of Engineer* (21r. Kirk) 117 (1)

INDIAN LANDs in Township of Toronto unsold (Mr. J'aerson, Brani)

147 (i).
INDIAN LANDs sold in the Viger Agency* (Kr. De St. Georges)

1443 (ii).
INDIAN LANDs unsold in Tp. of Trafalgar* (Mr. McCraney) 533 (i)

INDIAN REsERVE, Fort William, Road on* (Mfr. Blake) 533 (i).
INDIAN REsERvE Lands in B. 0., Purcbase of* (Mr. Baker, Victoria)

1443 (ii).
INDIAN SCHOOLS IN B. 0., Establishment* (Mr. Baker, Victoria)

1443 (i).
INDIANs of Fort William Reserve' (Mr. Blake) 1442 (i).
INDIAN SUPPL1Es for the N. W.* (Mr. Paterson, Bran) 532 (i).
INDIAN TROUBLES at Metlakatla (Mr. Shakespeare) 304 (i).

INDUSTRIAL SHOOLS for Indians and Half-breeds in Man. and

N.W.T.* (Mr. Kirk) 1443 (ii).
INDUSTRIES OF CANADA, Commission respecting* (Mr. Blake) 56. (i).

INLAND FIsHEmRIE of Ont. (kr. O'Brien) 229 (i).
INTERCOLONAL RY. See general heading.

INTERIOR DEPT., Receipts, &c., (Mr. Blake) 55 (i).
INTERNATIONAL EXHIBITION at Antwerp (Mr. Bergeron) 305 (i).
INSPECTORS OR CLERKS OF WORKS (Sir Richard Cartwright) 139 (i).
IRON, BOUNTIES to Manufacturers* (Mr. Blake) 100 (i).

ISLANDs LEAsED in River St. Lawrence* (Mr. Wood, Brockville)
147 (i).

JoNEs, L. K., Appointment of, as Secretary to Intercolonial Ry.
Commission* (Mr. Rykert) 187 (i).

JUAN DE FUCA STRAITS, Tel. Cable aoross, Cost* (1r. Baker, Victoria)

1443 (ii).
KAVANAGH & BELL, Land Claims by (Mr. Cameron, Huron) 479 (i).

RETURNS, STATEMENTS, &o.-Continued.
KENTVILLE, N. S., Dismissal ofOCollector' (1r. Mofat) 1442 (ii).
KINGsToN HARBoR Preventive Officers Claims* (Mr. Landry, K#nt)

1442 (ii).
LAKE SIMCoE FISHERIES, Applications and Permita granted* (Ur.

.Mulock) 1444 (i)
LAND RESERVES oF .0. (Mr. Baker, Victoria) 703 ().
LANDs NORTH AND WEST of Lake Superior (Mr. Mils) 66 ().
LEAsEs oR LICENsEs to Fieh in non-tidal Waters of N.B. (1r. We5don)

533 (i).
LETTER POSTAGE, Reduction on (Kr. Charlton) 291 (i).

LICENsE ACT and decision of Supreme Court' (Mr. Blake) 533 (i).
LICENsE ACT, Dom , Commissioners under (Kr. Bergin) 307 (i).
LICENSE CoMMISSIONERS, Board of, under &ct of 1883' (Mr. Cameron,

Huron) 46 (i).
LICENSES OR PERMITS to cut Timber (Mr. Charlton) 30 (1).
LIFE-sAviNG SERVICE at Port Rowan (Mr. Jackson) 142 (i).
LINGAN, Cape Breton, Services of Argyle Highlanders* (Ur. Camp-

bell, Victoria) 1444 (ii).
"LIoN"'' SCHOONER, SeiZure of, at Barrington, N.S. (Mr. Robertson,

Shelburne) 533 (i). .
LIQUoR CERTIFICATES in County of Halton granted under Canada

Temperance Act, 1878* (Mr. McCraney) 67 (i).
LIQUOR LICEssE ACT, 1883, Factum, Arguments and Short-hand

Writers' Notes (Mr. Cameron, Huron) 45 (i).
LIQuoR LICENsE ACT, 1883, Licenses granted under* (Ur. Lacnderkin)

46 (i).
LIQUoRs, REVENUE derived from Importation and Manufacture' (1r.

Rykert) 313 (i).
LOAN, FivE PER CENT. CONSOLIDATED (Sir Richard Cartwright) 484

(i)
LOAN iSSUEI) IN LoNIDoN (f884) Amounts subscribt-d and Advertise-

ments for ame (Sir Richard Cartwright) 37 (i).
LOCAL GovTs., Advances to (Mr.Blake) 45 (i).

LOCAL GovTs. in N.W.T. (Mr. Cameron, huron) 292 (i).
LowER TRAVERsE LIGHTsIIIP, Supplying of Wood to (Mr. Caagrain)

30 (i).
LUGRIN, 0. H., and Sec. of State, Cor. re Can. Temp. Act (Mr.

Burpee) 1443 (ii).
MACINLEY, A. &. W., Entry by of School Books at undervaluation*

(Mr Rykert) 1443 (ii).

MCIsAAC's POND, Invernesr, N.S., Improvementa (Mr. Cameron,
Inverness) 60 (i).

MCKENzIE, J. L., Violation of Customs Laws* (Ur. Mofat) 1442 (ii).
MAIL ROBBERIEs in Man. and N. W. (Mr. Blake) 91 (i).
MAIL SERVICE On the Canada Southern Ry. (Bir. Wigle) 120 (i).

MANUFAC rURED EXPoRTS, Drawbacks (Mr. Paterson, Brant) 139 (i).
MARINE AND FISHERIES and Quaco Lighthouse Bite* (Ur. Weldon)

1442 (ii).
MARINE STORES, Purchase of, at Halifax* (Mr. Forbes) 533 (i).
MARINE. Sec general heading.

MARIKET BATTERY, Kingston, Lease of* (Mr. Platt) 210 (i).
MARTIN, JoHN, Widow of, continuation of Pension to (Mr. Curran)

201 (i).
MEREDITI, CHIEF JUSTICE, Resignation of (Mr. Laurier) 43 (i).
METAGHAN PIER, Wharfage Collections* (Mr. Vail) 532 (i).

METLAKATLA INDIAN TROUBLES (Mr. Shakespeare) 304 (i).
MILITIAMEN, Names and Places of Residence' (Ur. Bourassa) 101 (1).
MILITIA RESERVE, Enrolments in Military Dis. No. 9*(Mr. Campbell,

Victoria) 1443 (ii).
MILITIA. See general heading.
MILLARD, JoHN, and breach of Sawdnet Laws in N. S.* (Mr. Forbes)

147 (i).
MILL ST. RY. CRossiNG, St. John* (Mr. Weldon) 1442 (ii).
MIRAMICHI RIVER, Fish taken in (Mr. Mitchell) 295 (i).
MORGAN, H. J., Payments to (Mr. McCraney) 120 (i).
MoRGAN, J. H., Forestry Commissioner' (Mr. Paterson, Brant)

147; (Mr. Rykert) 187; Report of (Mr. Cockburn) 202 (i).
MOUNTED POLICE, Amounta paid for Injuries' (Mr. SomeroillkBrant)

565 (i).
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MURRAY CANAL, Moneys paid for Valuation* (Mr. McMullen) 147 (i).
MURRAY CANAL, Selection of Route, &c.1 (Mr. Cockburn) 1442 (ii).
NATIONAL POLICY PAMPHLET* (MT. Okarlton) 124 (i).
NELSON & SON's, COnsignments of School Books (Mr. Wallace,

York) 1443 (ii).
"NEPTUNE," STEAMER, Supplies for (Mr. Vail) 229 (i).

NEW HARBoR, Rep. of Engineer (Mr. Kirk) 147 (i).
NORTHERN AND PACIFIC JUNCTIoN RY. Co., Lease of« (Mr.

Mulock) 56 (i).
NORTHERN AN WESTERN RY., N.B.* (Mr. Temple) 533 (i).
NORTH SASKATCHEWAN RIvER Navigation, Improvements (Mr.

McCallum) 615, 695 (i).
NORTH SHoRE LINE, SBSIDY (fMr. Laurier) 41 (i).
OAK, PINE AND SPRUCE LoGs, Eport Duty* (Mr. Edgar) 1442 (ii).
OBsTRUCTIONS IN RIvERs IN N.B. (Mr. Irvine) 443 (i).
OCEAN MAIL SERVICE (Mr. Blake) 201 (i).
O'CoNNoR, ION. JOHN, Sums paid to, in connection with Ontario

Boundary* (Mr. Lister) 210 (i).

OFFICIAL AssIGNEEs under Bankrupt Act* (Mr. Mitchell) 533 (i).
OFFICIALS IN THE N.W. (Mr. Mc Xullen) 66 (i).
O'MALLEY, LIEUT.-COL., Charges against (Mr. Casey) 45; (Mr.

Wilson) 101 (i).
ONT. AND QUE. Ry., Original Stockholders* (Mr. Blake) 1443 (ii).
ONTARIo BoUNDARIEs. See genral heading.
OPERATIVES IN FACToRIES, Number employed (Sir Richard Cart-

wright) 37 (i).
OTTAWA, Premises leased or rented for the Publie Service* (Mr.

Somerville, Brant) 503 (i).
OTTAWA, RY. COMMUNICATION WITH (Mr. Landerkin) 86, 89 (i).
OXFORD AND NEw GLASGOW RY., N.S. (à1r. Blake) 145 (i).
PARRSBORO' BREAKWATER (MC. Robe rtson, Sheiburne) 63 (i).
PAYMENI S, CLAIMS, &C , te High Commissioner (Mr. Blake) 44 (i).
PENITENTIARY RULES, Suspension of, in B. C. (Mr. Shakespeare) 823

(ii).
PENSION, Continuation of, to widow of John Martin (Mr. Curran)

201 (i).
PIERS AND WHARVES IN P.E.I., Construction and Maintenance* (Mr.

Davies) 533 (i).
PLANTE, J. B., CLAim oF' (Mr. Landry, Montmagny) 147 (i),
POINTE AUX TREMBLES WH&RF* (Xr. De St. Georges) 231 (i).
PoRPOIsE FisHERcnY of St. Anne 1L Pocatière* (Mr. Blondeau) 532 (i).
PORT ÜREDIT HARBOR ÜOMPANY* (Mr. Plati) 124 (i).
PORT MOODY Wharf and Freight Shed (Mr. Blake) 295 ().
PORT MULGRAVE, N.S., as a Sub-port (Mr. Kirk) 445 (i)
PORT ROWAN Harbor of Refuge (Mr. Jackson) 297 (i).

PORT RowAN LIFE-sAVING STATION (Mr. Jackson) 142 (i).

PORT STANLEY and Port Barwell Harbors of Refuge (Mir. Wilson)

62 (i).
PORT WILLIAMs, N.S., Fishery Overseer' (Mr. Blake) 1443 (ii).
POSTAGE ON LETTERS, Reduction of (Mr. Charlton) 291 (i).
POSTAL REVENUE AT VIO., B.C., for eight months* (Mr. Baker, Vic.

toria) 1442 (ii).
PoST OFFICE SAVINGs BANKs and small Savings (Mr. Blake) 90 (i).
- - Receipts at Stephen's, N.B. (Mr. Burpee, Sunbury) 100 (i).
- - SAVINGs BANKs DEPOsIToRs* (Sir Richard Cartwright)

533 (i).
- - SAvINGs BANKs (Mr. Fairbank) 819 (ii).
PRESQU'IsLE and Weller's Bay Harbors* (Mr. Cockburn) 1412 (ii).
PRINTING AND PUBLIsHING Co.'s, Sums paid to* (Mr. McMullen) 147

(i).
PRINTING CONTRACTS since 1867* (Mr. Rykcert) 246 (i).
PRoHIIToRY LIQUoR LAw of the N.W.T.* (Mr. Foster) 101 (i).
PROHIBIToRY LIQUOR LAw, Petitions praying for* (Mr. Foster) 533

(i).
PRossER, Mr., Fishery Warden, Lake Erie* (Mr. Lister) 964 (ii),
PROTECTION to the Fisheries in the N. W. (Mr. Hesson) 700 (i).
PRoviNCIAL ACTS, Disallowance of (Mr. Blake) 52 (i).
PUBLIC BUILDINGS at St. Thomas (Mr. Wilson) 79 (i).

Cost of heating (Ur. Blake) 90 ().
PUBLIC RESERVES OF B.0. (Mr. Baker, Victoria) 703 (i).

RETURNS, STATEMENTS, &o.-Continued.
PUBLIC WoRKs in different Provs., Expenditure on (Mr. anasse)

964 (ii).
PUBLIC WoRKs. See general heading.
QUACo LIGHTHOUSE SITE, Purchase, &c.* (Mr. Weldon) 1442 (if).
QU'APPELLE VALLEY, Squatters in (Mr. Lister) 205 (i).

QUARANTINE REGULATIONS issued to Ports in N.B." (Mr. Weldon) 1443
(if).

QUEBEC DRILL SHED, Tenderers and Securities' (Mr. Landry, Mont-
magny) 533 (ii).

"RANGE LIGHTS " at Weller's Bay* (Mr. Plat) 210 (i).
RECEIPTS, &C , of Interior Department (Air. Blake) 55 (i).
RECIPROCAL TRADE RELATIONs with the U. S.' (Mr. Charlton) 1444

(ii).
REFUND OF DUTIES to P. E I. Fishermen (Mr. Davies) 831 (ii).
REFUND OF HAY DUTIEs (Mir. Irvine) 443 (i).
RENTAL OR LEASE 0F RooMs, &c., in Ottawa for the Public Service*

(Mr. Somerville, Brant) 503 (i).
REPATRIATION OF FRENCH CANADIANs, Scheme of Immigration' (Mr.

Blake) 533 (if).
REPRESENTATION OF N.W.T. (Mr. Cameron, Huron) 292 (i).
RESERVES, PUBLIC, OF B.C. (Mr. Baker, Victoria) 703 (i).
RESIGNATION of Capt. Bolduc (Mr. Landry, Montmagny) 29 (i).
REsIGNATIoN of Chief Justice Meredith (Mr. Laurier) 43 (i)
RETURN TICKETS on Govt. Rys. (Mr. Weldon) 706 (i).
REVENUE from Imported and Manufactured Liquors' (Mr. Rykert)

313 (i).
RICHELIEU COUNTY, Dom. Lands in' (lir. Massue) 147 (i).
RICHIBUCTO HARBo,Customs business' (Mr. Landry, Kent) 1442 (if).
RIDGETOWN as a Port of Entry* (Mr. Casey) 532 (ii).

RIFLE ASSOCIATIONS, Number, Annual Grantand Names of Members*
(Mr. Bergin) 46 (i).

RIVERS AND STREAMS, Rental of* (Mr. Mcfullen) 448 (i).
RoBBiNG MAILS in Man. and N.W. (Mr. Blake) 91 (i),
ROBERTSON, J. D., Claim re Intercol. Ry.* (Mr. Milîs) 1443 (if).
ROGERS' FIs-LADDER (Mr. Robertson, Shelburne) 870 (ii).
ROGERS, W. H., and Sawdust Law in N. S.* (Mr. Forbes) 147 (i).
RooTs, WEIGHT AND MEASUREMENT oF* (Mr. McDonald, King's) 20 (i).
ROYAL ILITARY CoL. GRADUATES* (Sir Richard Cartwright) 313 (i).
RY. BONUSES IN ONT., Refand (Mr. Wilson) 356, 616 ; (Mr. Cook)

569; (Mr. Landerkin) 58 (i); (Mr. Fleming) 1443 (ii).
R Y. COMMUNICATIîON with Oftawa (Mr. Landerkin) 86, 89 (i).
RY. COMPANIES OF CANADA (Mir. Cameron, Biddlesex) 312 (i).
RY. LANDS IN B. C , Claims of Can.* (Mr. Blake) 1443 (if).
Rys., AID To, outside Man. and N.W. (Mr. Blake) 92 (i).

Ry. SUBSIDIEs in N. S. and Cape Breton (Mr. McDougall) 140 (i).
RY. SUPPLIES purchased in Halifax" (Mr. Forbes) 1442 (ii).
ST. JOHN, N.B., Military Properties (Mr. Weldon) 606 (i).
ST. LAWRENCE RIVER, Islards leased in (Mr. Wood, Brockville)

147 (i).
ST. LAWRENCE Ri., Bonuses to (Mr. Landerkin) 86, 89 (i).
ST. RoCH DES AULNETS, ENQUIaY RESPECTING CAPT. A. M. DECHENE*

(Mr. Casgrain) 30 (i).
ST. ST]PHENs, N. B., Post Office Receipts* (Mr. Burpee, Sunbury)

100 (i).
ST. THomAs PUBLIC BUILDINGS (Mr. Wilson) 79 (i).
SALMoN POINT (Ont.) Breakwater at* (Mr. Platt) 210 (i).
SAVINGS BANKs, DEPosITORS* (Sir Richard Cartwright) 533 (i).
SAVINGS BANES, POST OFFICE (Mir. Fairbank) 819 (ii).
SAUNDERs & WoOD, Criminal Libel against* (Mr. Blake) 1443 (if).
SAWDUST LAw, Breach of, in N.S.* (Mr. Forbes) 147 (i).
SCHOOL BooKs, Consignment by Nelson & Sons' (Mr. Wallace,

York) 1443 (if).
SCHOOL BooKs, Seizure of, at Toronto* (Mr. Rykeri) 1443 (ii).
SCHOOL OF CAVALRT AT QUEBEC* (Mr. Landerkin) 89 (i).
SEA LOTS OF PRINCE EDWAED ISLAND (Mr. Blake) 62 (i).
SECTION B. See "CANADIAN PACIFIC Ry."
SEIZURE OF SCHOONER Lion* (Mr. Robertson, Shelburne) 533 (i).
SEIZURES AT DIFFERENT PORTS* (Mr. Blake) 56 (i).
SEIZUREs, UsToMs, at Winnipeg (Mr. Paterson, Brant) 293 (i);

1443 (ii).
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SEIZURES> CUsTOms, in N.S.* (Mr. Stairs) 532. (i)
SELLON, MR., and breach of Sawdust Law in N. S.* (Mr. Forbes)

147 (Î).
SETTLERS, FUEL FOR, in the N.W. (Mr. Blake) 61 (i).
SmIPBUILDING MATERIALs, Drawbacks on (Mr. Burpee, Sunbury)

100 (i).
SHORTHAND WRITING, payment to G. and A. Bolland* (Mr. Auget)

147 (i).
SHORT LINE ROUTE TO MARITIME PROVINCES (Mr. Landry, Mont-

magny) 33 (i).
SIMARD, M. J., Rep. recommending payment to G. Lavoie* (Mr.

Langelier) 1443 (ii).
"SIR HECTOR," TUG, Depth of water drawn* (Mr. Watson) 964 (ii).
"SIR JAMEs DOUGLAS," Repaire, &c., to Steamer (Mr. Baker,

Victoria) 831 (ii).
SMALL SAVINGS AND P.O. Savings Banks (Mr. Blake) 90 (i).
SQUATTERS in the Qu'Appelle Valley (Mr. Lister) 205 (i).
SQUATTERS IN ToWNSHIP 3, Ranges 23 and 24 west (Mr. Cameron,

Huron) 231 (i).
STARR, J. E., Removal of, as Fishery Overseer* (Mr. Blake)

1443 (ii).
SOUNDINGS, &c., Burlington Bay Canal* (Mr. Bobertson, Hamilton)

533 (i).
SunsmIEs, DoMINIoN, To PROvINcEs (Mr. Amyot) 303 (i).
SURSIDIES TO RAILWAYS AND PAYMENTS* (Mr. Blake) 56 (i).
SUBSsDIEs TO RYs. in N.S. and Cape Breton (Mr. McDougall)

140 (i).
SUBsloY TO THI NORTR SHORE LINE (Mr. Laurier) 41 (i).
SUGARS IMPORTED AT HAL'FAX FROM JAMAIcA* (Mr. Vail) 40 (i).
SUPERANNUATIoN FUND* (Mr. Blake) 56; (Mr. Mc iMullen) 56 (i).
SUPERvsoR OF CULLERs, Amounts due" (Mr. De St. George) 1443 (ii).
SUPREME COURT, Contested Cases, &c.* (Mr. Curran) 210 (i).
SUPREME COURT Decision re License Act' (Mr. Blake) 533 ().
SUPREME COURT JUDGMENTs and Queen's Bench, Quebec* (Mr.

Landry, Montmagny) 533 (i).
SUPREME COURT oF NEW BRUNSWICK (Mr. Foster) 294 (i).
TARIF under Old Prov. of Can., &c.' (Mr. Watson) 1443 (i).
TELEGRAPH CABLE across Juan de Fuca Straits, Cowt (Mr. Baker,

Victoria) 1443 (ii).
TEMP. ACT, 1878, PETITIONS, Number presentei* (31r. Foter) 533 (i).
TENDERs FOR COAL SUPPLY to Fog-Whistles, &c.* (Mr. iober toon,

Shelburne) 533 (i).
TENDERS FOR INDIAN SUPPLIES for the N. W.* (Mr. Paterson, Brant)

532 (i).

TÉTE DU PONT BARRAcKs, Lease of* (Mr. Platt) 210 (i).
TILTON, Mr., vB. Staff Commander Bolton* (Mr. Mc Itullen) 312 (i).

TIMBER LANDS sold or leased in Ont." (Mr. Mac kenzie) 40 (i).

TImzER LicENsEs, Fort William Reserve* (Mr. Blake) 1442 (ii).

TIMBER LICENSES GRANTED in disputed Territory and applications
not granted" (Mr. CAarlton) 209 (i).

TImaER LICENSEs IN B. C., Applications for* (Mr. Carliton) 210 (i).
TimmER LICENsEs OR PERsIS in N. W. (Mr. Charlton) 121 (i).
TiEBER LIcENSES OR PERITs (r. Charlton) 30 (i).
TIMBER LIcENsEs OR PERNITS to eut in new Territory of Ont.* (Mr.

.Mill) 124 (i).
TImEER PERmITs to eut in disputed Territory* (Mr. Mills) 210 (i).

TOLLS ON CERTAIN RAILWAY COmPANIEs (Mr. Nulock) 54 (i).
TRACADIE BREAKWATER, Expenditure for Repairs* (gr. JfcIsaac)

147 (i).
TIRADIE WITH TIE AUSTRALIAN COLONIES (Mr. Mitchell) 36.
TRAFALGAR, TowNsHIP, Indian Lands in (Mr. McCraey) 533 (i).
TREATY BETWEEN U. S. AND SPAIN (Mr. Vail) 219 (i).

TRENT VALLEY CANAL, Goodwin's Contract (Mr. Blake) 823 (ii).
TRENT VALLEY C ANAL (Mr. Cockburn) 202 (i).

TRENT YALLEY CANAL, Rent, &c., of building occupied by Engineer'
(Mr. Cockburn) 56 (i).

TRENT VALLEY CANAL, Reps. to0 Council, &c. (Mr. Blake) 144 (i).

TUS-BARGEs, Dredge, &c., on Red River, (Mr. Watson) 964 (ii).
U.B. AND G AN., Reciprocal Trade Relations' (Mr. Charlton) 1444 (il).
VERNON SuIT'S REP. op SURVEY (Kr. Lwage) 294 (i).

RETURNS, STATEMFNTS, &c.-Continued.
VICTORIA, B.C., Postal Revenue for eight months* (Mr. Baker,

Victoria) 1442 (ii).
VIGER I.NDIAN AGENCT, Lands soid* (Mr. De St. Georgs) 1443 (il).
VOLUNTEER CoMPANIEs DISRsDED in Mil. Dist No. 9* (Mr. Camp-

bell, Victoria) 1443 (i).
VOLUNTEERS oF 1837-38 (Mr. Hickey) 37 (i).
VOYAGEURS TO EGYPT, Names, &c.• (Sir Richard Cartoright) 210 (1).
WEIGHr AND MEAsUREMENT OF ROOTS (Mr. McDonald, King's) 201 ().
WEIS IN THE CO. oP CHARLOTTE* (Mr. Gillmor) 1444 (ii).
WELLER's BAY, Ont., 'Range Lights "' (Mr. Plait) 210 (i).
WHEAT AND FLouR DUTIES, Memorials, &c.* (Mr. Patersos, .Brant)

532 (i).
WHEAT AND FLOUR, Importa and Exports (Mr. Paterson, Brant)

138 (i).
WHEAT, FLOUR, CORNMEAL AND CORN, Duties collected (Mr. Vail)

533 (i).
WHITE HAVEN BOAT CANAL, Rep. of Engineer* (Mr. Kirk) 147 (1).
WILKINSON, J. A., Moneys paid to* (Mr. McMullen) 147 (i).
WINDSOIR BRANCI RY., Pleadings and Verdicts' (Mr. Kinney) 532 (i).
WINNIPEG, CUSTOMS EIZURES AT* (Mr. Paterson, Brantt) 1443 (il).
WINTER CROSSING FROM P.E. I. (Mr. McDonald, King's) 62 (i).
WIRs FENcEs, L. C. R, Contracts made by Govt.' (Mr. Waldon)

532 (i).
WOOD, A. F., Moneys paid to* (1fr. cAlullen) 147 (i).
WooD, SUPPLYING OF, to Lower Traverse Lightship'*(Mr. Casgrain)

30 (i).
RIcE, INCREASED DUTY ON : QUeS. (Mr. Shakespeare) 695 (i).
Richelieu and Ont. Nav. Co.'s B. 61 (Mr.

Desjardirs). 1'*, 188; 2°*, 246 (i); Notice of an Amt.,
1210; in Com., 1347; 31, 1352 (ii). (48-49 Vic., c. 91.)

RICHELIEJ CO. LANDS. Sec "DOMINION LANDS."
RICHELIKU RIVER FLOODS, MEMORIAL PROM RIPARIAN

OWNERS : Ques. (Mr. Bechard) 606 (i).
RICHIBUCTO AND KINGSTON PORTS, CUSTOMS BUSINESS : M.

for Ret.* (M1r. Landry, Kent) 1412 (ii).
RICHIBUCTO HARBOR. See "CUSTOMS."

RIDEAU CANAL, INCREASE OF WATER SUPPLY : in Com. of
Sup , 3313 (iv).

RIDGETOWN AS A PORT OF ENTRY, PETS., &a.: M. for
copioe* (Mr. Casey) 532 (i).

RIEL, CAPTURE OF, TEL. FROM GENL. MIDDLETON, 1895 (iii).
RIEL, EMPLOYMENT OF, BYn GOVT.: Ques. (Mr. Ca8ey)

743 (i).
RIEL'S PROPOSAL TO ACCEPT MONEY: Ques. (Mr. Blake)

3426 (iv).
RIEL, TREATMENT OF IN PRISON : Romarks (Mr. Laurier)

2357 (iii).
RIEL, TRIAL OF : Ques. (Mr. Lister) 2358 (iii).
RIFLE ASSOCIATIONS, HEADQUARTERS, ANNUAL GRANT, &c.:

M. for Ret,* (Mr. Bergin) 46 (i).
"RIMOUSKIî" STEAMER, SUBSIDY TO: Ques. (Mr. Kirk) 114 (i).
RITES OF RELIGION REFUSED PRISONERS IN THE N.W.

Remarks (Mr. Blake) 2998 (iv).
RIVER LOTS, N.W., SETTLEMENT OF CLAIMS, MR. PEA.RCO'S

LETTER RESPECTING : Ques. (Mr. Blake) 3424 (iv.)
RIVERS AND STREAMS, RENTAL OF, SUMS RECEIVED BY DEPT.

OF FISHERIES: M. for Rot. (Mr. McMullen) 448 (i)
Ques., 2359 (iii).

RIvitRE Du Loup BRANc, SALE OF: Ques. (Mr. NcMulln)
1039 (i).
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River St. Clair Ry. See "ST. CLAIR."

ROACHE, MATTHEW, AND PILOTAGE COMMISSION: Ques. (Mr.
Blake) 3427 (iv).

ROBERTSON, JOHN D., COMPENSATION TO, FOR PREMISES AND

LAND TAKEN FOR I.C.R.: M. for Ret.* (Mr. Mills)

1443 (ii).
ROBINSON AND QUEEN. See "INLAND FISHERIES."

Rock Lake, Brandon and Souris Ry. Co.'s in-
corp. B. No. 100 (Mr. McDougald, Pictou). 1°*,
742 (i); 2°*, 873 (ii).

ROGERS, W. H.. FISHERY INSPECTOR FOR N.S., BREAcH 0F

SAWDUST LAw: M. for Ret.* (Mr. Forbes) 147 (i).
ROGERS' FsIH LADDERS, PURCHASE AND USE OF : Ques. (Mr.

Forbes) 8073 (iv).
ROGERS' PATENT FISH LADDER, COR. AND REPS,: M. for

copies (Mr. Robertson, Shelburne) 870 (ii).
ROLLING STOCK ON EASTERN SECTION, C.P.R.: M. for Rot.

(Mr. Edgar) 302 (1).
ROLLING STOCK ON C.P.R., PAYMENT oF DUTIES ON, BY Co.:

Ques. (Mr. Blake) 888 (ii).
Ross, N. N., OF QUEBEd, NAME AND SALARY OF SUCCESSOR

TO: Ques. (Mr. McMullen) 862 (ii).

ROUNDHOUSE AND BUILDINGS IN MAN. ON PRIVATE PROPERTY:

Ques. (Mr. Blake) 2030, 2171 (iii).
ROYAL ASSENT TO BILLS, 1516 (;i), 3475 (iv).

Royal Canadian Insurance Co 's B. No. 43 (Mr.
Ourran). 1°*, 125-; 2°*, 188 (j); in Com. and 3°*,
791 (ii). (48-19 Vic., c. 28.)

ROYAL MILITARY COLLEGE. See "MILITIA."

Rush Lake and Saskatchewan Ry. and Nav.Co.'s
incorp. B. No. 79 (Mr. Tupper). 1°*, 313; 2°*,
490 (i); in Com. and 30*, 1180 (ii). (48-49 1ic., c.
90.)

RUSSELL, A. (DEPT. OF INTERIOR) SUPERANNUATION OF:

Ques. (Mr. McMullen) 2530-; RUiSELL, L., 2531 (iii).
SABLE ISLAND, TELEGRAPHIC COMMUNICATION WITH: Ques.

(Mr. Daly) 57 (i).
ST. ANNE LA POCATIÈRE PoRPOISE FISHERY. See "POR.

POISE."

ST. CROIX COTTON MILLS, PAYMENT OF DUTIES : Ques. (Mr.

Edgar) 632 (i).
ST. CLAIR RANCHE Co., RENT PAID, &C.: Ques. (Mr. Edgar)

2240 (iii).

St. Clair Riv. Ry. Bridge and Tunnel (Jo.'s B.
No. 8 (Mr. Bergin). 10*, 40 ; 2°*, 57 ; in Com. and
30*, 245 (i). (48-49 Vic., c. 25.)

ST. GEORGE'S DAY, ADJT. FOR: M. (Mr. Shakespeare) 1305
(ii).

ST. JOHN AND PORTLAND, MILL ST. RY. CROSSING. See
"t L C. R."

St. JOHN BRIDGE AND RY. EXTENSION CO.: QueS. (Mr.
Weldon) 569 (i).

ST. JOHN, N.B., CITY AND COUNTY, ISSUE OF WRIT FOR ELEC-
TION: QueS. (Mr. Weldon) 3427 (iv).

ST. JOHN, N. B., MILITARY PROPERTIES: M. for Rot. (Mr.
Weldon) 606 (i).

ST. LAURENT, LAND AND SURVEyS OFo: Ques. (Mr. Blake)
3424 (iv).

ST. LAWRENCE CANALS. See " SUPPLY," &C.

St. Lawrence River Nav. B. No. 159 (Mr. McLelan).
1°*, 3293; Order for 2° read, 3436; 20 m., Amt. (Sir

Richard Cartwright) 6 m. h., neg., 3470; 2°*, in Com.
and 30*, 3470 (iv). (48-49 Tic., c. 77.)

ST. LAWRENCE Ry., BONUSES TO: M. for Rot. (Mr. Landerkin)
86 ().

ST. LOUIS DE LANGEVIN, PETITION FROM SETTLERS: QueS.
(Mr. Blake) 3424 (iv).

ST. LAWRENCE RIVEa, ISLANDS LEASED IN: M. for Ret.* (Mr.
Wood, Brockville) 147 (1).

ST. MARTIN'S JUNCTION TO QUEBEC: M. for copies of Cor.
(Mr. Laurier) 533 (i).

ST. PATRICK'S DAY: M. for adjmt. (Mr. Curran) 593 (i).

ST. PETER AND ST. PAUL: M. for adjmt. (Sir Blector Lange-

vin) 2889 (iv),
ST. ROCH DES AULNETS, ENQUIRY re CAPT. DE CHENE: M.

for copy (Mr. Casgrain) 30 (i).
ST. ROMUALD D'ETCHEMIN, STATION AT: Ques. (Mr. Guay)

1567 (ii).
ST. STEPHEN'S, N. B., POST OFFICE, REC EIPTS, &C. : M. for

St mnt.* (Mr. Burpee) 100 (i).
ST. STEPHEN'S, N.B., JPUBLIC BUILDINGS, CONSTRUCTION OF:

Ques. (Mr. Gillmor) 148 (i).
ST. THOMAS, PUBLIC BU1LDIN.GS AT, AMOUNT EXPENDtD ON:

M. for Rot. (Mr. Wilson) 79 (i).
ST. VINCENT DE PAUL PENITENTIARY : in Com. Of SUp.,

986 (ii).
SALARIES OF MINISTERS: Ques. (Mr. Somville, Brant)

3073 (iv).

Sale of Ry. Passenger Tickets Act Amt. B. No.
86 (Mir. McCarthy). 10, 362 (i).

Sale of Ry. Passenger Tickets. Acts Amt. B. No.
121 (Mr. Patterson, Essex). 1°*, 927 (ii).

SALES AND RECEIPTS ON ACCOUNT oF DOMINION LANDS:

Ques. (Sir Richard Cartwright) 2854; Sales for 1884-85,
2997 (iv).

SALMON FISHING IN BATHURST HARBOR, REGULATEONS, &o.:
Ques. (Mr. Blake) 2359 (iii).

SALMON POINT BREAKWATER, CONSTRUCTION OF: M. for Cor.,
&c. (Mr. Platt) 210 (i).

SALT CAKE: in Com. on Ways and Means, 806 (ii).

SASKATCHEWAN RIVER IMPROVEMENTS. See "N.W.T."

SATUMA ISLAND, B.C., LIGHTHOUSE : Ques. (Mr, Baker, Vic-
toria) 479 (i).

Sault St. Marie Bridge Co.'s B. No. 52 (Mr..Dawson).
1°*, 170; 2°*, 245; in Com. and 30*, 490 (i). (48-49

Vic., c. 24.)
SAUNDERS AND WOOD, TRIAL OF, FOR CRIMINAL LIBEL IN N.

W.T.: M. for copies* (Mr. Blake) 1443 (ii).

SAVINGS BANKS, POST OFFICE, IN THE MAR. PROVS.: Ques.

(Mr. Stairs) 148 (i); in Com. of Sup., 896 (ii).
SAVINGS BANKS, POST OFFICE, DEPOSITORS IN: M. for Ret.

(Mr. Fairbank) 819, 823 (ii).
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SAVINGs BANKs, PosT OFFICE, DEPOsITS: Qels. (Mt. hariton)

2359. 2465, 2559 (iii)4
SAVINGs BANKs (POsT OFFICE OR oTHERwIsE) DEPOsITORs IN:

M. for ]Ret.* (Sir Richard Cartwright) 533 (i).
SAWDUST IN LA H AVE RIVEa, N.S.: Ques. (Mr. Forbes) 2239

(iii).
SCHMIDT, Louis, AND OTHERS, OF PRINCE ALBERT DISTRICT,

EMPLOYMENT OF BY GOVT.: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 1915 (iii);
ANSWER TO LETTER OF, 3424 (iv).

SCHOOL BOOKS, CONSIGNMENT OF BY NELSON & SONS: M. for
Ret.* (Mr. Wallace, York) 1443 (ii). See "CusToMs."

SCHOOL OF CAVALRY AT QUEBEC: M. for copies of papers,
&o. (Mr. Langelier) 88 (i).

SCHOOL OF NAVIGATION AT QUEBEC: Ques. (Mr. Amyot)
743 (i).

SCOTT AOT PETS.: M. to Erase name (Mr. Foster) 2320 (iii).
SCOTT AcT, PROsECUTIONS UNDER: Ques. (Mr. Tupper)

41 (i).
SEA LOTS OF P.E.L, DEPTL. INSTRUCTIONS, &C.; M. for

copies (Mir. Blake) 61 (i).

Secretary of State, Dept. of, Acts Amt. B. No.
102 (Mr. Chapleau). 1°, 629 (i); 2° and in Com.,
891; 30*, 895 (ii). (48-49 'Vic., c. 2.)

SEC. OF STATE'S REPORT: presented (Mr. Chapleau) 127 (i).
SECTION B. See "C. P. R."

Seduction, &c., Punishment B. No. 27 (Mir.
Charlton). 10*, 76; 20, 619 (i). See B. 123.

SEIZUREs. Bee "ICUSTOMS."

SEIZURES IVY CusTOMs DEPT. AT MONTREAL: Ques. (Mr.
Langelier) 1387 (ii).

SESSIONAL CLERKs, EXTRA: in Com. of Sup., 2796,3448 (iv).
SETTLEMENT OF SETTLERS' CLAIMS AT PRINCE ALBERT, &C.:

Ques. (Mr. Blake) 2358 (iii).
SETTLEMENT OF CLAIMs OF MAN. RALF-BREED MINORS:

Ques. (Mr. Blake) 1743 (iii). See " IALF BREEDS."
SETTLERS' CLAIMS, PRINCE ALBERT DISTRICT: Ques. (Mr.

Blake) 1567 (ii).
SETTLERS IN MAN. AND N. W. T.: Ques. (Sir Richard Cart.

wright) 113 (i).
SETTLERS IN THE DOM. DURING CALENDAR YEAR 1884: Ques.

(Sir Richard Cartwright) 113 (i).
SETTLERS IN THE MAR. PROVs.: Ques. (Mr. Gillmor) 148 (i).
SHAREHOLDERS. See "C. P. R." and "G. T. R."
SHEET IRON HOLLOWWARE: in Com. on Ways and Means,

857 (ii).
SHINGLE SHAVINGs IN NTH MERSEY RIv. Ques. (Mr. Forbes)

1039 (ii).
SHIPBUILDING MATERIALS, DRAWBACK ON: M. for Ret.* (Mr.

Burpee) 100 (i).
SHORT UNE Ry.: Deb. on Res. (Mr. Laurier) 189; (Sir

.Hector Langevin and Mr. Langelier) 193; (Mr. De St.
Georges) 195; (Messrs. Casgrain and Blake) 198; (Sir
John A. Macdonald) 199: (Mr. Mills) 200 (i).

SHORT LINE Ry.: prop. Res. (Sir Hector Langevin) 2531; M.
for Com., 2971; in Com., 2975 ; Deb. on 2nd Res. (Sir
John A. Macdonald and Messrs. .Dodd, Vail and Blake)

2977; (Messrs. Gillmor and Landry) 2978; (Mr. Hall)
2979; (Mr. Langelier) 2982; (Mr. Colby) 2982, 2987;

18

(Mr. Burpee) 2986; (Mr. Laurier) 2987; (Mr. Blake)
2988; (Sir Hector Langevin) 2989, 3250; (Mr. Stairs)
2,990; (Mr. Lesage) 2992; (Mr. Desaulniera, Maskin.
ong) 2995; on M. to conc. in Res. (Mr. Laurier) 3250;
Amt., 3257; (Sir Hector Langevin) 3257; (Mr. Lan.
gelier) 3259; Amt. to Amt., 3 165; (Mr. Shanly) 3266;
(Mr. Weldon) 3266; (Mr. Girouard) 3267; (Mr. Tas-
chereau) 3268; (Mr. Wood, Westmoreland) 3269; (Mr.
Temple) 3271; (Mr. Landry, Montmagny) 3273; (Messrs.
Rall and Poster) 3274; (Mr. Landry, Kent) 3276; (Mr.
Colby) 3277; (Mr. Gillmor) 3281; (Mr. Bossé) 3282;
(Mr. Fisher) 3284; (Mr. Mitchell) 3287; Amt. to Amt.
neg. (Y. 39, N. 107) 3289; Amt. to Amnt. (Mr. Lesage)
3289; neg. (Y. 36, N. 101) 3292; Amt. neg. (Y. 35,
N. 101) 3292 (iv).

SHORT LINE Ry.: M. for copies of 0. C, instructions
given, Reports, &c., of Engineers (Mr. Landry, Mont.
magny) 33 (i); SURVEY FROM ST. CHARLES : Ques, 350;
SECOND REP. oF fMR. LIGHT: Ques., 1744 (iii).

SHORT LINE RY. PROM MONTREAL TO TUE ATLANTIC : M. for
copies of Reps. of Govt. E ogineers, &c. (Mr. Lesage)
38 (i); REPORT OF -MR. WICKSTEED : QUes., 1744 (iii).

SHORT LINE RY., PLANS AND REPs.: Ques. (Mr. Casey)
567 (i).

SHORT LINE RY. TO THE MAR. PROVs : Ques. (Mr. Edgar)
2239 (iii).

SILVER AND GERMAN SILVER : in Com. on Ways and Means,
808.(ii).

SIMARD, JOSEPH, REP. RECOMMENDING PAYMENT TO GEORGE
LAVOIE : M. for copies* (Mr. Langelier) 1443 (ii).

SIMPSON, G. A., GOVT. LAND AGENT: QUes (Mr. Blake)
57 (i).

SINKING FUND, FIVE PER CENT. LOAN: Ques. (Sir Richard
Cartwright) 2465 (iii).

"SIR JAMES DOUGLAS," STEAMER, REPAIRS TO, &C. : M. for
copies of Cor. (Mr. Baker, Victoria) 831 (ii).

Sisters of Charity of the N.W. incorp. Act
Amt. B. No. 115 (Mr. Desjardins). 1°*, 832; 2°*,
873 ; in Com. and 3°*, 1007 (iii). (48-49 Vic., c. 35.)

SKIRMIsH WITH POUNDMAKER: Ques. (Mr. Mitchell) 1646 (ii).
SMALL SAVINGs. See " POST OFFICE."

SMITH, VERNON. See "SHORT LINE Ry."
SOMERVILLE, N.S., BREAKWATER, REPAIR OF: Ques. (Mr.

Forbes) 57 (i).
SOULANGEs ELECTION, JUDUMENT OF SUPREME COURT, 1 (i).
SOUNDINGs TAKEN IN BURLINOTON BAY CANAL, REP. oF

SUPT. : M. for copies* (Mr. Robertson, Eamilton)
533 (i).

SOUTH GRENVILLE ELECTION: Return of Mr. Shanly,
3072 (iv).

South Saskatchewan Ry. Co.'s Act Amt. B. No.
37 (Mr. Robertson, Hamilton). 10*, 125; 2°*, 179; in
Com. and 3°*, 672 (i). (48-49 Vic., c. 17.)

Speaker, Deputy, and Chairman of Committees
B. No. 26 (Sir John A. Macdonald). Res. prop., 67;
Amt. (Mr. Blake) to refer to Sel. Com., 70; neg. (Y.
59, N. 121) 72; 10* of B., 74; 20* and in Com., 175;
M. for 30 agreed to on a div. and 3°*, 212 (i). (48-49
Vic., c. 1.)
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CXXXVIII INDEX.
SPEECHEs FROm THE THUoNE: Opening of Parit., 2 (i);

Prorogation, 3476 (iv).
SPIRITs AND TOBA0oo: in Com. on Ways and Means, 3212

(iv).
SPIR1Ts T AKEN OUT oF BOND: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 3371;

Stmnt. (ffr. Costigan) 3395 (iv).

Spirituous Liquors Prohibition B. No. 125 (Mr.
Beaty). Res. prop., 1040; 10* of B., 1063 (ii).

SPRING HILL MINES. See "COAL."

SQUATTERS OR 00UPANTS, &C.: M. for Ret. (Mr. Oameron,
Huron) 231 (i).

SQUATTEas, QU'APPELL E VALLEY, ARBITRATION : M. for Ret.
(Mr. Lister) 205 (i).

STAFF OF THE HOUsE, RES. AND SCHEDULES ADOPTED BY
ComMssIOias, 2497 (iii).

STAMP DUTY, COMMUTATION 0Fo: in Com. of Sup., 897 (ii).
STANDING COMMITTEES, NON-MEETING OF, FOR ORGANIZATION:

Remarks (Mr. Blake) 57, 67 (i).
STANDING COM. ON COLONIZATION AND IMMIGRATION: M. tO

add Messrs. Baker, Vie., and Jackson, to Com. (Sir John
A. Macdonald) 299 (i).

STANDING COM. ON RAILWATS, CANALS AND TELEGRAPH
LINEs: M. to add name of Mr. Bain (Sir ifector
Langevin) 125 (i).

STARR, J. E., FISHERY OVERSEER OF PORT WILLIAMS, N.S.,
BEMOVAL O: M. for Ret.* (Mr. Blake) 1443 (ii).

STATIONERY USED IN JI. OF C., EXPENSE 0F: Ques. (Mr.
Casgrain) 290 (i).

STATISTIOS RELATING TO THE PUBLIC SERVICE: Ques, (Mr.
Tassé) 2531 (iii), 2854 (iv).

STATUTEs, DISTRIBUTION OF: Ques. (Mr. Trow,) 568 (i).
Statutes of Canada Consolidation B. No. 96

(Sir John A. Macdonald). .Not introduced. Seo B. 130.
Statutes of Canada, Revised, B. No. 130 (Sir John

A. Mcadonald). 10, 1226 (ii); Order for 2c dschgd.
and B. wthdn., 2402 (iii).

Steamboat Inspection Act, 1882, Amt. B. No.
133 (Mr. McLelan). Res. prop., 1279; in Com. and
1°* of B., 1280 (ii); 2° and in Com., 2399; 3°*, 2121
(iii). (48-49 Vic., c. 75.)

STEAM COMMUNICATION WITH FRANO: Ques. (Mr. Amyot)
567 (i).

STEAMSHIP SUBVENTIONS:
CAMPBELLTON AND G&sPÈ * in Com. of Sup., 2942 (iv).
CANADA AND ANTWERP: in Com. of Sup., 2942; cone., 2596 (iv).
U4AmDA AND GERANÂY: in Com. of Sup., 2915 (iv).
FRANCE AND QUEBEC: in Com. of Sap., 2936, 3041 (iv).
LIvEarOOL oR LoNDoN AND ST. JoKN, N.B., oR aALIrix: in Com. of

Sup., 2942 (iv).
N.B. AND P.E.I. TO GREAT BRITAIN: in CoM. of Sup., 3457 (iv).
P.E.I. AND GRNT BaITAIN: in Com. of Sup., 2942 (iv).
PORT MuLGaVE AND EAST BAr, 0.B : in Com. of Sap., 2942 (iv>
U. 8. ANID VICToRIA, B.O.: in Com. of Bnp., 2936; conc., 2958 (iv).

STEEL : in Com. on Ways and Means, 805 (ii).
STIPENDIARY MAGISTRATE IN N.W.T.: in Com. of Sup.,

3448 (iv).
STONEY INDIAN RIsING, FURTIjER INFORMATION ASKED, 863;

Stmnt. (Sir Eector Langevin) 886 (ii).

Subuidies, Purther, to Rys. B. 158 (Sir Hector L.
Langevin). Res. prop., 2531 (iii); M. for Com. on iRes.,
2971; in cOm., 2974; M. to cone. in Res., 3250; 1°* of

B., 3293; 20 m., 3380; in COm., 3380; on M. to
cono. in Amts., Amt. (Mr. Kirk) 3401; neg. (Y. 40,
N. 83) 3403; Amt. (Mir. Blake) neg. (Y. 43, N. 79)
3404; 30*, 3404; Amt. (Mr. Laurier) 3057 ; Amts. to

Amt. (Mr. Langelier) 3266; neg. (Y. 39, N. 101) 3292;
(Mr. Lesage) 3292; neg. (Y. 36, N. 101) 3292; Amt.
(Mr. Langelier) neg. (Y. 35, N. 101) 3292 (iv). (48-49
Vie., C. 58.)

Subsidies to Rys. B. No. 164 (Mr. Pope). Res. prop.,
3457; M. for Com., 3470 ; in Com., 3472; 19*, 2*, in
Com. and 3°*, 3473 (iv). (48-49 Vic., c. 59.)

Subsidies to Rys. See "LAND GRANTS."

SUBSIDIES:
CANADIAN PAcImo Ry.: Ques. (Mr. Charton) 1677 (i); in Com. of

Sup 3295.
FURTEES, TO RYS. Se B. 158.
LAND GRANTS TO RYs. See B. 147.
MANITOBA: prop. Res. (Mr. Bowell) 2889. (iv).
Nuw BaUNsWICK AND P.E.I. Ry. Oo.'s UBSIIDY: prop. Res. (Mr.

Pop.) 3457; in Com., 3472 (iv).
NORTH SROU RY.: M. for copies of Cor. (Mr. Laurier) 41 (i).
N.S. INCamAsD: Ques. (Mr. Kirk) 189, 567 (i).
PROVINCIAL: M. for copies of Cor. (Mr. Amyot) 303 (i).
QUEBEC, ADVANCES TO, ON ACCOUNT: Ques. (àIr. Langelher) 235 (i).
Rrs.: Remarks (Mr. Blake) and others, on M. for Com. of Sup.,

3442 (iv). Se. Bs. 147, 158 and 164.
Rimouski, STEAMER: Que@. (Mr. Eirk) 114 (i).
Rys. in N.B. AND CAPE BRETON: M. for Stmnt. (Mr. MeDougail)

140 (i).
By. Oo.'s, NAaims or OrrI0Cus, &o. : M. for Ret.* (Mr. Cameron,

Middlesex) 312 (i).

SUGARs, IMPORTATION OF, AT HALIFAX, FROM JAMAIOA : M. for
Ret. (Mr. Tail) 40 (i).

SUGAR: in COm. on Ways and Means, 3219 (iv).

SUGAR: POLARISCOPIC TEST: Ques. (Ur. Fail) 479 (i).
Summary Convictions. See " CRIMINAL LAw."

SUMs PAID OR ADVANCED TO C. P. R. AS INTEREST OR SUB-
SIDY: Ques. (Mr. Charlton) 1677 (ii).

Sunday Excursions Prohibition B. No. 19 (Mr.
Charlton). 1°*, 46; 2° m., 256; neg. on a div., 266 (i).

SUPERIOR COURT 0F QUEBEO, CHIEF JUSTICE OF THE: QUes.
(Mr. Casgrain) 429 (i).

SUPERIOR COURT OF QUEBEC : prop. Res. (Sir Uector
Langevin) 3293 (iv).

SUPERANNUATION FUND, NUMBER ON LIST, &C.: M. for Ret.
(Mr. McMullen) 56 (i).

SUPERVISOR OF CULLERS, AMOUNTS DUE TO: M. for Ret.*
(Mr. De St. Georges) 1443 (i).

SUPPLIES FOR THE HUDSON'S BAY STR. " NEPTUNE ": M. for
copies of Accts., &c. (Ur. Tail) 229 (i).

Supply B. No. 163 (Ur. Bowell). 1°*, 2°, 3°*, 3470
(iv). (48-49 Vic., c. 41.)

SUPPLY:
[Only subjects which caused remark or discussion noted

under this head.]

Amts. to Ms. for Com.: Washington Treaty and

Reciprocity (Kr. Davies) 995 ; Public Expenditure
(Sir Richard Carttwright) 2868; Representation of
the N. W. Territories (Mr. Caneron, Huron) 3404.
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SUPPLY-Continued.

Mess. from His Ex., transmitting Estimates for 1885-86,
289; Mess. from Ris Ex., transmitting Suppl. Esti-
mates for 1884-85, 2820; Mess. from His Ex., trans-
mitting Suppl. Estimates for 1885-86,3359; Mess.
from Ris Ex., transmitting further Suppl. Estimates
for 1885-86, 3415.

Res. (Sir Leonard Tilley) for Com., 27; in Con., 895,
968,1023, 1304, 2795, 2830, 2889,2903, 2936, 3041,
3232, 3295,3339, 3383, 3408.

CoMIrTT EE:
Administration of Justice:

General Vote, 985.
N. W. T. (re Trials in connection with Rebellion)

3411; conc., 3433; (Fourth Stipendiary Magis-
trate) 3448.

Adulteration of Food. See "Collection of Revenues."
Arts, Agriculture and Statistics:

Archives, Care of, 1023.
Antwerp and Colonial Exhibition, 1032; cone.,

2766.
Agricultural, Industrial, and other Statistics in

Man. and N. W4 T., 1035.
Criminal Statisties, Preparation of, 1026.
Dominion Exhibition, 1026.
EHealth Statistics: conc., 2766.
Indian and Colonial Exhibition, 3452.
Mortuary Statistics, 2027.

Canals. See "Railways and Canals."
Charges of Management :

Assistant Receivers General's Offices, Montreal, St.
John, Winnipeg, 895.

Brokerage, Commission, &c., on Loans, 1874 to
1879, inclusive, 896.

Brokerage, Commission, &c., on Loan of 1884, 896.
Co .nty Savings Banks, N.B., N.S., and B.C., 896.
Country Savings Banks: printing, &c., 897.
Dominion Notes : issue and redemption, 897.
Dominion Notes, printing, &c., 897.
Financial Inspector, 895.
Financial Commissioner in England, 896 ; conc.,

2763.
Civil Government :

Agriculture, Dept. of, 904; contingencies, 921.
Auditor General's Ofice, 901.
Civil Service Board of Examiners, 973.
Contingencies, Departmental :

High Commissioner, 925.
Post Office and Finance Depts., 927.
Travelling Expenses, 923.

Customs, Dept. of, 901; contingencies, 916.
Finance, Dept. of, and Treasury Board, 891; suppl.,

3411 ; contingencies, 915.
Fisheries, Dept. of, 910.
Governor General's Secretary's Office, 832, 898.
Indian Affairs, Dept, of, 901; suppl. (increase and

arrears of salaries) 3410,3411.

SUPPLY-Continued.
ComurTTz2-ontinued

Civil Government-Continued.
Inland Revenue, Dept. of, 901 ; contingencies, 916.
Interior, Dept. of, 968, contingencies, 915; suppI.

(Geological Survey Branch) 3408; cono., 2764,

3433 (iv).
Justice, Dept. of, 898.

Penitentiaries Branch, 914.
Marine, Dept. of, 906; contingencies, 922; suppi.

3411.
Hilitia and Defence, Dept. of, 898; contingencies,

914.
Postmaster-General's Dept., 902; suppl., 3411;

cono., 2764.
Privy Council Office, 899; contingencies, 914.
Public Works, Dept. of, 911 ; suppl., 3448 ; con.

tingencies, 921.
Railways and Canals, Dept of, 973; contingenoies,

923.
Secretary of State, Dept. of, 900 ; suppl., 3350,

3411.
Stationery Office: contingencies, 914.

Collection of Revenues:
Adulteration of Food, 3242.
Culling Timber, 3241.
Customs, 3232; suppl. (Extra for miscellaneous

Services), 3393.
Excise, 3241.
Inspection of Staples, 3241.
Liquor License Act, cone., 3398; suppl., 3421.
Post Office, 3308; suppl. (Assistant Postmaster,

Ottawa) 3393; conc., 3397.
Public Works-Repairs and Working Expenses:

Agent and Contingencies, B.C., 3308.
Harbors and Slides, Repairs, 3307.
Telegraph and Signal Service generally, 3307.
Telegraph Lines, P.E.I., and Mainland, 3307.

Railways-Repairs and Working Expenses:
Eastern Extension Railway, 3300.
Intercolonial, 3299.
Prince Edward Island Railway, 3301.
Windsor Branch Railway, 3301.

Weights and Measures and Gas, 3241.
Kinnee, Daniel (increase of Salary) 3457.

Gsllîing Timber. See "Collection of Revenues."
Custom. See "Collection of Revenues."
Dominion Lands-Capital :

Surveys, Examination of Survey Returns, &c., 3344.

Dominion Lands-Income.:
Agencies, 3346.
Land Board at Winnipeg, 3344.

Dominion Police:
General Vote, 985; suppl., 3350.

Dominion Steamers. Bee "Ocean and River Service."

Excise. See "Collection of Revenues."
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SUPPLY-Continued.

OOMMTTCEz-Continued.

Fisheries:
Canadian Fisheries Exhibit, 2956.
Fishing Bounty, expenses in connection with -dis-

tribution, 2956; suppl., 3387.
Protection Steamers and Vessels, maintenance and

repairs, 2955; conc., 2958.
Geological Survey :

General Vote, 3346; suppl., 3408; conc., 3433.
Government Steamers. See "Ocean and River Service."
Immigration :

General Vote, 2809, 2830.
Indians :

Assistance to Institutions, 3392.
Grant to supplement Indian Fund, 3242.
---- British Columbia generally, 3313.

Manitoba and N. W. T., 3314,3339; suppl.,

3393; conc., 3373.
- - New Brunswick, 3243.
- Nova Scotia generally, 3243.
Induatrial Schools at Qu'Appelle and High River:

cono., 2922.
Oka Indians, Removal of, 3457.

Inspection of Staples. See "Collection of Revenues."
Insurance, Superintendence of :

Expenses in connection with service, 2957; conc.,
2958.

Justice, Administration of, 985.
Legislation ;

House of Commons:
Contingencies, 2796.
Debates, publishing of, 991; conc., 2765, 3371.
Expenses of Committees, Extra Sessional Clerks,

&c., 2795.
Haché, Jacques, Gratuity to, 3450.
Internal Economy, Commissioners' Report, in-

creased expenditure under, 3449; conc., 3470.
Printing, paper and bookbinding, 992, 2798.
Salaries, &c., 991.

Miscellaneous:
Deputy Speaker's Salary, 3351.
Election expenses, Returning Officers, Montreal,

345I.
Library-Salaries, &c., 2796.
Morgan's "Annual Register," 3351.
Sessional Indemnity, Increased, 3450.

Senate:
Extra Expenses, including Debates and Short.

hand Writers, 3448.
Salaries and Contingent Expenses, 990; conc.,

2765.
Lighthouse and oast Service:

Agencies, rents and contingencies, 2951.
Cape Race Light, 2952.
Fog-Whistles, Buoys and Beacons, maintenance

and repaira, 2951.

SUPPLY-Continued.
ComumaTT-Çontinued.

Lighthouse and Coast Service-Continued.
Lighthouse and Fog-Alarms, 2952.
Lighthouse Keepers, Salaries, &c., 2950.

Liquor License Act. See "lCollection of Revenues."

Mail Subsidies and Steamship Subventions:
Campbellton and Gaspé, 2942.
Canada and Antwerp, 2942 ; conc., 2958.
Canada and Germany, 2945.
France and Quebec, 2936, 3041.
Liverpool or London and St. John, N. B., or

Halifax, N.S., 2942.
N.B. and P.E.I. to Great Britain and continental

ports, 3457.
Port Mulgrave and East Bay, C.B., 2942.
Prince Edward Island and Great Britain, 2942.
United States and Victoria, B.C., 2936; conc., 2958.

Marine IHospitals :
General Vote, 2957.

>ilitia :
A, B and C Batteries, Pay and maintenance, 2914.
Ammunition, 2903.
Barrack fluts, B.C., 3412.
Barracks at London, 3412.
Brigade Majors' Salaries, transport, &o., 2903.
Çavalry and Infantry Schools, Pay and mainten-

ance, 2915.
Clothing and Great Coats, 2906.
Contingencies, 2913.
Dominion Artillery Association, 2913.
Dominion Riffe Association, 2913.
Drill Pay, &c., 2910.
Drill Sheds and Rifle Ranges, 2915.
Middleton, General, Grant to, 3470.
Military Branch and District Staff, Salaries, 2889,

2903.
Military Properties, Care and maintenance, 2916.
Mounted Infantry at Winnipeg, 3411.
New Militia Pensions,, conc., 2765.
Ordnance, Improved Rifled, 2915.
Pay and transport, &c., of Force aiding civil

power at Lingan Mines, C.B., 3452.
Public Armories, Care of Arms, &c., 2910.
Royal Military College, 2913 ; conc., 2922.
Veterans of War of 1812, Pensions, conc., 2765.

Miscellaneous:
American Institute of Mining Engineers' visit to

N.S., 3456.
Bank Imposts, Refund of, 3387; conc., 3396.
Canada Temperance Act, Expenses of Elections

under, 3387.
Chinese Commission, Expenses, &c., 3387; conc.,

3396.
Chinese Commissioners' Report, Printing, &c.,

3421.
CommercialAgencies,13245.
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SUPPLY--continued. -

CoMmTT-Continued.

Mkiscellaneous.-Continued.
District of Keewatin, Expenses of Govt., 3244.
Doutre, J., Settlement of Claim against Govt. re

Fishery Commission, 3392.
Fabre, Mr., Salary and contingencies ofoffice, 4244.
Halifax Fishery Commission, Settlement of Legal

Claims, 3388, 3392; cone., 3396.
"Histoire Généalogique des Familles Françaises,"

3455.
Hudson Bay Expedition Expenses, 3245.
Intoxicating Liquors, Putting in force Act respect.

ing, 3244.
Lynch's Treatise on Butter-making, 3456.
Middleton, General, Grant to, 3470.
Model Farm, Establishment of, 3453.
Mounted Police Barracks, Erection of, 3244; suppl.

3387.
North-West Council, Salaries of Members for 1881

and 1883, 3392; cono., 3397.
North-West Disturbance, Expenses and losses,

arising out of, 3454.
North-West Territories, Expenses of Govt., &c.,

3243.
Printing Commission,. Expenses, 3392.
Provincial Legislation, Compilation, &c., corres-

pondence, petitions, reports and O.C.'s respect-
ing, 3421; cono., 3434.

Purcell & Ryan, claim for transportation of sup-
plies, &c., furnished Marquis of Lorne, 3452.

Rand's Micmac Indian Dictionary, 3420.
Refund of Duties to Merchants in P.E.I., 3455;

conc., 3470.
Returns, Preparation of, Payment of Extra Clerks,

3245; suppl., 3388.
Surveys, Lakes Superior and Huron, 3244.

North-West Jfounted Police:
Equipment, pay and maintenance of additional

men, 3421
General Vote, 3243; suppL., 3392.

Ocean and River Service:
Canadian Registration of Shipping, 2950.
Government Steamers, maintenance, &c., 2945;

conc., 3396.
Life-boats, Stations and Life-preservers, &e., 2946.
Obstruction in Navigable Waters, Removal of 2950.
Water and River Police, Montreal and Quebec,

2950.
Wrecks and Casualties, investigation of &c., 2950.

Penitentiaries:
British Columbia, 990.
Dorchester, 989.
Kingston, 985; suppl. (MoManus' gratuity) 3350;

cone., 3374.
Manitoba, 989; suppl. (Sutherland, services) 3350.
Removal of Prisoners, 3411.

SUPPLY-Continued.
Comami-Coitinued.

Penitentiaries-Continued.
St. Vincent de Paul, 986; suppl. (Baillairgé,

vices) 3350.
ser-

Pensions :
New Militia, cono., 2765.
Veterans of War of 1812, 992; conc., 2765.

Post Office. See "Collection of Revenues."
Public Works*-Capital:

Public Buildings :
Additional Public Buildings, Ottawa, 2916.

Public Works:
Cape Tormentine Harbor, 2917.
Esquimalt Graving Dock, 2916.
Port Arthur and Kaministiquia River, 2916.

Public Works-Consolidated Fund:
Harbors and Rivers:

Manitoba (River Saskatchewan) 3420.
Nova Scotia, 3419.
Ontario, 3386.
Quebec (River Yamaska) 3419.

Miscellaneous:
House and Furniture for High Commissioner,

balance, 3386.
Roads and Bridges (iron bridge across Rideau

River) 3420.
Public Buildings:

Armories, Montreal, 3385; suppl., 3419.
British Columbia, 3386.
Examining Warehouse, Toronto, 3385.
Newcastle, N.B., Post Office, 3385.

Telegraphs:
Amherst Island and Mainland, 3420.
Sub-marine Cable between B.C. and Washington

Territory, 3386.
Public Works-Income :

Dredging, 2921; conc., 2923.
Harbors and Rivers:

Manitoba, 2921.
Maritime Provinces-Repairs and Improvements

generally, 2920; conc., 2922.
New Brunswick, 2920.
Ontario, 2920.
Prince Edward Island, 2919.

Public Buildings:
Manitoba, 2919.
New Brunswick, 2918.
North-West Territories, 2919.
N. W. T. (Prince Albert Court House and Gaol)

3452.
Ontario, 2918.
Prince Edward Island, 2918.
Quebec, 2918.
Repaira, Furniture, Heating, &c., 2919.

Telegraphs, 2922.

*or Repairs and Working £xpeue, nm "oUection of Reveaues."
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SUPPLY-ontinued.

COMMITTEE-Continued.
Quarantine:

General Vote, 2853.
Immigrant Patients, Winnipeg and St. Boniface

Hospitals, 3358.
Sheep Scab in Quebec, extirpating disease, 3358;

suppl., 3411.
Railways* and Canals-Capital.;

Canals :
Cornwall, 3301.
Fort Francis, Hugh Sutherland's Claim, 3385.
Lachine, 3301.
Murray 3303.
St. Peter's, 3312.
Trent River Nav. and Locks, 3311.
Welland, 3301, 3311.
Williamsburg, 3301.

Railways :
Canadian Pacifie Railway-

Inspecting Engineers' Expenses, 3417.
Pembina Branch (Award of Arbitrators) 3417.
Section B., 3383.
Subsidy, 3295 :

Carleton Branch Railway:
To purchase, with harbor frontage, town lots,

&c., 3415.
Eastern Extension Railway:

Steamer Norweqian, Repairs, 3384.
Intercolonial Railway :

Air Brakes to 100 engines, 3299.
Miscellaneous Works, 3296 ; suppl., 3383; cono.,

3395.
Sleeping Cars, Purchase of, 3417.

Short Line Railway, N.S.:
Settling unpaid Claims, &o., 3413.

Railways and Oanals-Income:
Canals :

Grenville (J. Simard, for services) 3418.
Miscellaneous (Repairs to Road Dyke, Lake St.

Francis) 3418.
Rideau, 3312; (Land Damages, Township of

Pittsburg) 3418.
Welland (Land and Damages, Grand River, &c.)

3418; conc., 3433.
Railways:

Surveys and Inspections, 3313.
Surveys of Cape Breton and other Railways, 3418.

Scientifie Institutions:
Meteorological Observations, instruments &c., 2956.

Steamuhip Subventions. See "MailSubsidies."
Weights and Measures and Gas. see " Collection of

Revenues."
CONCURRENcE:

Administration of Justice in the N.W.T. (Trials in
connection with Rebellion) 3433.

*For Repaire and Working Expenses, ses "Collection of Revenues."

SUPPLY-Continued.
CoNCumNE-ontinu6d.

Antwerp and Colonial Exhibition, Expenses, 2766.
Assistant Postmaster, Ottawa, Allowance to, 3397,
Bank Impost, Refund of, 3396.
Canada and Antwerp, Steam communication, 2958.
Charges of Management, 2763.
Chinese Commission, Expenses, 3396.
Debates, House of Commons, 2765, 3371.
Dominion Steamers, 3396.
Dredging, 2923.
Fishery Protection Steamers and Vessels, 2958.
Halifax Fishery Commission, Legal Claims, 3396.
larbors and Rivers, Maritime Provinces, Repairs, &c.,

2922.
Health Statistics, Expenses in connection with, 2766.
Indian Industrial Schools at Qu'Appelle and High

River, 2922.
Indians of Manitoba and the N.W.T., 3373.
Insurance, Superintendence of, 2958.
Intercolonial Railway (Capital) 3395.
Interior, Dept. of, 2764.
Internal Economy Commissioners' Report, Increased

Expenditure under, 3470.

Liquor License Act, Commissioners, Inspectors, &c.,
3398.

McManus, C., Gratuity to Widow of, 3374.
Mining Geologiste, 3433.
North-West Council, Salaries of Members, &c., 3396.
Pensions, New Militia, 2765.
Postmaster General's Office, 2764.
Provincial Legislation, Compilation, &c., of Documents

respecting, 3434.
Refund of Duties to Merchants in P.E.I., 3470.
Royal Military College of Canada, 2922.
Senate, Salaries and Contingencies, 2765.
U.S. and Victoria, B.C., Steam communication, 2958.
Veterans of War of 1812, Pensions, '765.
Welland Canal (Land Damages, &c.) 3433.

Supreme Court Appellate Jurisdiction Limita-
tion B. No. 3 (Mr. Landry, Montmagny). 10, 28;
Order for 2° read, 102; 2° n., 151; Amt. (Mr. Ouimet)
165; neg., 167; 20 neg. (Y. 34, N. 125) 169 (i). See
B 68.

Supreme Court Appellate Jurisdiction Limita-
tion B. No. 68 (Mr. Landry, Montmagny). 1°, 270
(i). See B. 3,

SUPREME COURT, CONTEsTED CASES BEFORE, AND JUDGMENTS:
M. for Ret. (Mr. Curran) 210 (i).

SUPREME COURT: Deb. on M. for 2° of B. 3 (Mr. Landry,
.Montmagny) 151, 167; (Mr. Tupper) 156; (Messrs.
Girouard, Beaty and Blake) 157; (Mr. Macmaster) 160;
(Mr. Ourran) 161; (Mr. Davies) 162; (Sir John A.
Macdonald) 163; (Mr. Ouimet) 164; on Amt. (Mr.
Poster) 165; (Mr. Amyot) 166; (Mr. Laurier) 167;
(Messrs. Boyal and Belleau) 168; (Mr. Coursol) 169 (i).

cxlii



INDEX.
SUPREME COURT : Judgments on Controverted Elections,

1, 593 (i).
SUPREME COURT, JUDGMENTS RENDERED SINCE ESTABLISH-

MENT : M. for copies* (Mr. Landry, Montmagny)

533 (i).
SUPREME COURT OF N.B., CAUSES ENTERED FOR ARGUMENT:

M. for Number, &o. (Mr. Foster) 294 (i).
SURVEYS AND EXAMINATIONS OF SURVEY RETS.: in Com. of

Sup., 3344 (iv).
SURVEYS AND PLANS OF BATTLEFORD AND EDMONTON: QueS.

(Mr. Blake) 2357 (iii).
SURVEYS 0F RIVER LOTS AT ST. ALBERT, &o.: Ques. (Mr.

Blake) 3424; Mode of: Ques., 3424 (iv).
SUTHERLAND, DR., PAYMENT TO: in COm. Of Sup., 3351 (iv).
SMALL SAVINGS, ENCOURAGEMENT OF: M. for copies of Cor.,

&c. (Mr. Blake) 90 (i).
SQUATTERS IN THE QU'APPELLE VALLEY: M. for Ret. (Mr.

Lister) 205 (i).
SQUATTERS IN TOWNSHIP 3, RANGES 23 AND 24, WEST: M. for

Rot. (Mr. Cameron, Huron) 23 t (i).
Synod of the Diocese of Qu'Appelle incorp. B.

No. 39 (Mr. Mulock). 1°*, 125; 20*, 180; in Com.
and 3°*, 490 (i). (48-49 Vic., c. 33.)

Synod of Evangelical Lutheran Church of Can-
ada incorp. B. No. 60 (Mr. McCarthy). 10*, 180;
20*, 246; in Com., 693 (i) ; 3°*, 791 (ii). (48-49 ic.,
c. 32.)

TRACADIE BREAKWATER, N.S., EXPENDITURE ON: M. for
Stmnt.* (Mr. McIsaac) 147 (i).

TACHÉ, ARCHBISHOP, COMMUNICATION FROM, re HALF-BREED8 :

Ques. (Mr. Blake) 3425 (iv).
TAGGING METAL: in Com. on Ways and Means, 806 (ii).

TANGENTS AND CURVES ON C.P.R, NUMBER AND AGGREGATE

LENGTH: QUeS.: (Mr. Blake) 744 (i). See 6" C P.]R."
TARIFF, NOTICE OF CHANGES: Remarks (Mr. Blake) 714 (i).
TARIFF, THE. See " WAYS AND MEANS."

TAR, PINE: in Com. on Ways and Means, 810 (ii).
TASCHEREAU, MR. T. L.- Certificate of Election and Return

of, 1 (i).
TELEGRAPH AND SIGNAL SERVICE IN B.C.: Ques. (Mr. Baker,

Victoria) 743 (i).
TELEGRAPH CABLE ACROSS JUAN DE FUCA STRAITS, COST OF:

M. for Rot.* (Mr. Baker, Victoria) 1443 (ii).
TELEGRAPHIC COMMUNICATION WEST OF WINNIPECI: RemarkS

(Mr. Blake) 839 (ii).
TELEGRAPHS: in Com. of Sup., 3420 (iv).
TELEGRAPH SYSTEM IN CAPE BRETON, EXTENSION OP: Ques.

(Mi. Cameron, lnverness) 78 (i).
TEMPORARY LOANS TO GOVERNMENT BY BANKs: Ques. (Mr.

Charlton) 350 (i), 2530 (iii).
TERRY, CHARLES MâUNTER, GRATUITy TO: Ques. (Kr. Mc

Mullen) 632 (i).

Terry, Fairy Emily Jane, Relief of, B. No. 97
(Mr. Taylor). 1° on a div., 605; 20 on a div., 672 (i);
in Com. and 30 on a div., 873 (ii). (48-49 Vic., c. 36.)

TàTE DU PONT BARRAOKS, LEASE or: M. for copies of 0.0.,
&o. (Mr. Platt) 210 (i).

THANKS OP QUEEN FOR CONDOLENCE ON DEATH OF DUKxE OF

ALBANY : Mess. from HiS Ex. (Sir John A. Mac-
donald) 32 (i).

THANKS oF PARLT. TO VOLUNTEERS. See "VOTE."

Three Rivers. See " HARBOR COMmISSIONERS."

THUNDER BAY COLONISATION RY. Co.'S SUBSIDT: prop R.
(Mr. Pope) 3458 ; in Com., 3473 (iv).

TILTON, MR., AND STAFF COMMANDER BOLTON, DISPUTE

BETWEEN: M. for Ret.* (Mr. McMullen) 312 (i).
TIMBER DUES TO GOVT. BY C.P.R. Co.: Ques. (Mr. Casq)

479 (i).
TIMBER LICENsEs AND PERMITS GRANTED ON LANDS OUTEIDE

OF DISPUTED TERRITORY : M. for Rets.* (Mr. Charlton)
209 (i).

TIMBER LICENSES AND PERMITS IN THE N.W.: M. for Rot.
(Mr. Charlton) 121 (i).

TIMBER LICENSES ISSUED SINCE JAN., 1882, IN N.W.T., &o.:
Ques. (Mr. Charlton) 863 (il).

TIMBER LICENSES OR BERTHS IN B.C., TOTAL APPLICATIONS,

DATE, NAMES AND ADDRESSES, &o., &o.: M. for Rot.*
(Mr. Charlton) 210 (i).

TIMBER ON INDIAN LANDS, NON-PRINTING OF RETS., AS

ORDERED BY ROUSE: RemarkS (Mr. Blake) 56 (i).
TIMBER PERMITS GRANTED IN TERRITORY AWARDED ONT.:

Ques4 (Mr. Mills) 114, 115 ; M. for Rot., 115 ; M. for
copies, &o.,* 124, 210 (i).

TIsSuE PAPER : in Com. on Ways and Means, 849 (il).
TOLLS ON CERTAIN RAILWAY COMPANIES: M. for Stmnt,

&o. (Mr. Mulock) 54 (i).
BOOTS FOR THE TORONTO MILITIA COUPS: QRes.(Mr. Cameron,

Huron) 1744 (iii).
TOWELS: in Com. on Ways and Means, 857 (ii).
TOWNSHIEND, Ma. C. J.: Certificate of Election and Ret. of, 1.
C. P. R. TOWN SITES, SALES oF, TRANSACTION ON JOINT

ACCOUNT: M. for Stmnt.* (Mr. Blake) 67 (i).
TRADE AND NAVIGATION RETS: presented (Mr. Bowell)

28 (i).
TRADE RELATIONS BETWEEN CANADA AND THE U. S. QUeOs.

(Mr. Davies) 1387 (ii); (Sir Richard Cartwright)
3163 (iv).

TRADE RELATION8 WITH AUSTRALIAN COLONIES: M. for Ret.
(Mr.Mitchell) 36; WITH FOREIGN COUNTRIES: QUes. (Mr.

Burpee) 78; wiTH JAMAicA, 429; wITH MEXICO: Que8.

(Mr. Paterson, Brant) 632 (i).

Trading Corporations. See " INBOLVENT BANKS."

TRANsFER 0F BATTERIES: Ques. (Sir Richard Cartiright)

235 (i).
TRANSLATION OF lansard AND V OTES AND PROCEEDINGS:

Remarks (Mr. Casgrain) 594 (i),
TRANSPORTATION CHARGES: in COm. On WayS and Moan,

3224 (iv).
Treasury Board, Constitution of, Act Amt B.

No. 104 (Sir Leonard Tilley). 1°, 630 (i); 2°, in Com
and 3°*, 1670 (i). (48-49 ic. c. 47.)
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TREATIES:

FLÂG TauTY BUTWEEN U. S. AND SPAIN: M. for copies of or. (Mt.
Vail) 219 (i).

NIEOTIAT1oNs BY SIR AMBROSE SHUA: Ques. (Mr. Davies) 1887 (ii).

COMMERZAL TREATY wiTn JAmAICA : Ques. (Mr. Laurier) 2854 (iv).
WASnINGTON TREATY, TERMINATION oF FisrHEy CLAUSES; Remarks

(Mr. Mitchell) 2559, 2773, 2890; on M. for Com. of Sup. (Mr.
Davie) 2897; Remarks (Mr. Vail) 3074; Cor. and Papers:
presented (Sir John A. Macdonald) 3232; Ques. (Mr. Weldon)
3249; Transport Regulations: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 3249; Deb.
on M. for Oom. of Sup.(Mr. Weldon) 3322; (Sir John A. Mac-
donald) 3330; (Mr. Mille) 3333; (Messrs. MecLelan and Mitchell)
3336; (Mr. Vail) 3338 (iv).

TREN VALLEY CANAL, PLANS AND ESTIMATES OF COST, &C.:

M. for copies of Cor., &o. (Mr. Blake) 144 (i) ; CON.
TRacTS: M. fèr copies, 823 (ü).

TENT RIVER NAv. : in Com. of Sup,, 3311 (iv).
TRESTLEs AND BRIDGES, C.P.R., NUMBER oF : M. for Stmnti

(Mr. Edgar) 100 (i).
TRoops, TRANSPORT OF : Remarks (Mr. Dawson) 887 (ii).
TROUBLES AT PRINCE ALBERT : Ques. (Mr. Blake) 693 (i).

Truro Bank incorp. B. No. 78 (Mir. Tupper). 1°*,
311; 2°*, 405 (i).

TRUTCH, J. W., EMPLOYMENT OF, BY GOVT.(: Ques. (fr. Loe-
derkin) 744 (i).

TUG'BARGES, DREDGE AND MACHINEBY ON RED RIVER: M.
for Ret.* (Mr. Watson) 964 (ii).

TuEwS PAUPER IMMIGRANTS : Remarks (Mr. Trou) 34%

(iv).
UIMBRELLA OR PARASOL RIBS, &C. : in Com. on Ways and

Means, 847 (ii).
U. S. AND VICTORIA, B.C., MAIL SUBSIDY: in COm. of Sup.,

2936 (iv).
VAÂoîNIus IN THE REPRSENTATION, 1,593 (i).

VACANCY IN A JUDICIAL DISTRICT, N.S.: Ques. (Mr. Kirk)
2750 (iv).

VEGRETILLE, FATHER, COR. WITH IMR. DEVILLE: Que8.
(Mr. Blake) 3424 (iv).

VETERANS OF 1812, WIDOWs Or, EXTENSION OF PENSIONS:

Ques. (Mr. Robertson, Hastings) 36 (i).
VLTERANS OF WAR OF 1812 : in COm. Of Sup., 992 (ii).
VICTORIA RIFLES. See " MILITIA."

VIOLATION ou' CUSTOMS LAw IN N.S., BY JOHN LEANDER
MACKENZIE : M. for Ret.* (Kr. Moffat) 1442 (ii).

VOLUNTEER CORPS ORGANIZED IN THE R.W. IN 1879:

Remarks (àir. Watson) 816; Ques. (Mr. Blake) 1474
(ii).

VOLUNTEERS DISBANDED IN MILITARY DISTRICT No. 9 : M.
for Ret.* (Mr. Campbell, Victcria) 1443 (ii).

VOLUNTEERS IN THI N. W., AND INTOXICATING LIQUORS :
Ques. (Mr. Poster) 1131 (i).

VOLUNTEERS IN THE N.W., RECOGNITION OF SERVICES :
Ques. (Mr. Small) 1566 (ii); (Mr. Blake) 2029 (iii);
prop. Reg. (Sir John A. Macdonald) 3321 ; in Com. on

Reg., 3370. See B. 160.
VOLUNTEERS OF 1837-38: Reg. recognising services (Mr.

EUickey) 37 (i).
VOLUSTIEES ON ACTIVE SERVICE, INCREASE OFr PAT: Ques.

(Mr. Blake) 2170 (iii).

VOTE FOR RELIEF OF SETTLERS IN THE N.W.: QueS. (Mr.
Watson) 1744 (iii).

VOTE OF 81,0000000 FOR Tm N.W. TROUBLES: in COm. Of
Sup., 2234 (iii).

VOTE OF THANxS OF PARLT. TO GENL. MIDDLETON AND
VOLUNTEERS: prOp. Res. (Mr. Caron) 3459; (Sir Richard
Cartwright) 3463 ; (Mr. Tassd) 3465 ; (Mr. Wright)
3466; (Mr. Woodworth) 3467; (Mr. Macmillan) 3468 (iv).

VOTE TO GENL. MIDDLETON : notice (Sir John A. Macdonald)
3457; Mess. from HiS Ex., 3470 (iv).

VOYAGEURS TO EGYPT, NUMBER, NAMES, RESIDENCE, &C., oF

OFFICERS AND MEN: M. for Ret.* (Sir Richard Cart-
wright) 210 (i).

WARRANTS ISSUED FOR NEW ELECTIONS, 1, 593 (i).
WAR SUPPLIES, CARRIAGE OF, BY AMERICAN RYS.: QueS.

(Mr. Blake) 838 (ii).
WASHINGTON TREATY. See "TEATIES."

WATER AND RIVER POLICE: in Com. Of Sup., 2950 (iv).

WATER LOTS IN N.S., APPLICATION FOR: Ques. (Mr. Tupper)
429 (i).

WATER LOTS ON RIVERS, GOVT. RIGHTS: Ques. (Mr. Van-

asse) 2238 (iii).
WATERPROOF BLANKETS FOR VOLUNTEERS, PURCHASE OF:

Ques. (hir. Catudal) 2171 (iii).
WATSON, EBENIZER, OF SARNIA, OFFICE OF. Ques. (Mr.

Lister) 188 (i).
WAYS AND MEANS: iRe. for Com. (Sir Leonard Tilley)

27; on M. for Com., the Budget Speech, 313; reply (Sir
Richard Cartwright) 333; Deb. adjd., 348; resmd. (Mr.
White, Cardwell) 394; (Mr. Paterson, Brant) 412; (Mr.
Tupper) 455; (Mr. Charlton) 463; (Mr. MccLelan) 505;
(Mr. Mills) 512; (Mr. Ourran) 521; (Mr. Binfret) 527;
(Mr. Foster) 535; (Mr. Davies) 545; (Mr. Woodworth)
555; (Ur. King) 561; (Mr. Burns) 595; (Mr. Casey)
599, 633; (Mr. Stairs) 641; (Mr. Gillmor) 648; (Ar.
Wood, Brockville) 656; (Mr. Jackson) 662; (Mr. Vail)
666; (Mr. Allison) 676; (Mr. Tassé) 677; (Mr. lackett)
687; (Mr. Cockburn) 715; (Mr. Robertson, -Hamilton)
719; (Kr. Mc.Mullen) 722; (Mr. Dickinson) 729; (Mr.
Sproule) 733; (Mr. Béchard) 739; (Mr Besson) 747;
Res. (Ur. Blake) re Disturbance in the N.W., 756;
neg. (Y. 57, N. 129), and in Com., 771 (i) ; in Com.,
783, 791, 840 (i); Res. (Mr. Blake) re Disturbance in
the N. W. (Resumé of Events) 3075; neg. (Y. 49, N.
105) 3213; in COm., 3214,3294; Res. eone. in,3322 (iv).

WEIGHT AND MEASUREMENT OF ROOTS: M. for cOpies Of
Cor. (Mr. Macdonald, King's) 201 (i).

Weights and Measures Act Amt. B. No. 118 (Mr.
Costigan). Ree. prop., 832; in Com. and 1°* of B.
837; 2° and in Com., 1672; 3°*, 1680 (ii), (48-49
Vic., c. 64.)

WEIRS IN TRI COUNTY OF CHARLOTTE, N. B., LICENSES, &C.

M. for Ret.* (Mr. Gillmor) 1444 (ii).
WELLER'S BAY, "RANGE LIGHTS " AT: M. for Qor., &c. (Mr.

Platt) 210 (i).
Western Ont. Pacific Ry. Co.'s B. .No. 94 (Mr.

!dcCallum). l9*, 534; 20*, 616 (i); in Com. and 3°*,
1288 (i). (48-49 Vic., c. 87.)

ex!l@



IN D E X.

WEsTERN TERMINus C.P. R., ROUTE OR ROUTES FROM Pour I
MOODY To ENGLISH BAY: M. for Plan, &c. (Mr. Blake)
145 (i).

WEST MIDDLESEX CONTROVERTED ELECTION: Judge's Rep., 1.
WEST ONTARIO ELECTION: Return of Member to repre-

sent, 1 (i).
WHAREAOE COLLECTIONS. See " MARINE."

Wharves, Docks and Fiers in Nav. Waters B.
Nor 18 (Mr. Tupper). 10, 46; 2° m., 215; 2°* and
ref. to Sel. Com., 218 (i).

WHARyVIs o P-F LG'RAT FOR CONSTRTTCTION: Ques (Mr.
Davies) 351 (i).

WHEAT, FLOUR, CORNMEAL AND CORN, DUTY COLLECTED ON,

IN N. S.: M. for Ret.* (Mr. Vail) 533 (i).
WHEAT AND FLOUR DUTIES, ALTERATION oF: Que&. (Ur.

Bergeron) 148 (i).
WHEAT AND FLOUR, DUTIES ON, MEMORIALS, &C.: M. 10r

copies* (Mr. Paterson, Brant) 532 (i).

WHEAT AND FLOUR IMPORTS AND EXPORTS: M. for Rot.
(Mr. Paterson, Brant) 138 (i).

WHsKEry: in Com. on Ways and Means, 3225 (iv).
WHITE POINT, N, S., BREAKWATER, REPAIR OF: QueS. (Mir.

Forbes) 52 (i).
WHITE SHELLAC: in Cem. on Ways and Means, 806 (ii).
WILKINSON, J. A., SUMS PAID TO, AND FOR WHAT SERVICES:

Ques. (Mr. McMullen) 51 (i).
19

WINDSOR BaANci ir, 0.0., AGREEMENTS, &C., RESPECTING:

M. for copie,* ( tr. Kiîney) 533 (i)
Winnipeg and Prince Albert Ry. Co.'s incorp*

B. No. 82 (Mr. Cameron, Uîetoria). 10*, 349; 2
m., 428; Order dschgd and B. w ihdn, 428 (i).

Winnipeg and Prince Albert Ry. Co.'s incorp.
B. No. 91 (Mr. Cameron, nVtoria). 1°*, 423; 0,

567 (i); in Comn. and 3°*, 1180 (ii). (48-49 Pic., c. 89.)
WINTER CROSSING FROM P. E. I.: M. for Copies of Cor. (MdIr.

Macdona!d, King's) 62 (i).
WooD Alo W LitiNsN, SUMS PAID To, AND SERVICEs REN-

DERED: M. for Rot.* (Mr. MCMullen) 147 (i).

Wood Mountain and Qu'Appelle Ry. Co.'s Acts
Amt. B. No. 23 (Mr. Williams). 1°*, 67; 2°*, 113;
in Com. and 30*, 490 (i). (48-49 Vic., c. 16.)

WoODSTociC, N. B., PuBLIo BUILDINGS, INSPECTOR OrF: QUes.

(Mr. Irvine) 606 (i).
WOoD SUPPLIES FOR GOVT BUILDINGS, OTTAWA: Ques. (Mir.

McCraney) 429 (i); (Mr. Bain, Wentworth) 1387 (ii).

WOOLLFN FABRIOS: in Com. on Ways and Means, 800, 840
(ii).

WOOLLEN RAGS: in Com. of Ways and Means, 783; legbita-

tion respecting: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 1567 (ii)

WRIT FOR LÉvis COUNTY : (uo. tMir. Blake) 633; RemarkB
661 (i).

cxlv


